






UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


Congressional Record 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 7 8th CONGRESS 
SECOND SESSION 


VOLUME 90—PART 7 


NOVEMBER 30, 1944, TO DECEMBER 19, 1944 
(PAGES 8591 TO 9808) 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, 1944 

















BEPOSITED BY THE 
BENTED STATES OF AM 


BN 7 48 





United States 
of America 





Congressional Record 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 78” CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION 





SENATE 


TuurspAy, NovEMBER 30, 1944 


Legislative day of Tuesday, November 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D. offered the following 


prayer: 


O God whose kingdom is an everlasting 
dom and whose dominion endureth 
from generation to generation, grant us 
. revealing glimpse of the white throne 
Thy justice arched with purity and 
mercy, and so abase our pride and shat- 
r our complacency. As our words for 
this solemn and searching moment are 
ushed to silence, bre upon our 
thinking with Thy truth; breathe upon 
understanding with Thy light; 
the upon our attitudes with Thy 
Thus may we meet Thee on the 
‘ peaks of the spirit, higher than our 
st thought yet nearer to us than 
* very selves. May the pressures of 
he world not mold us this day, but may 
be so strengthened that we may 
Ip mold the world nearer to the fash- 
n of Thy righteous will. We it 
through riches of grace in Christ Jesus 
our Lord. Amen. 
THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. Hitt, and by unani- 
mous consent, the reading of the Journal 
of the proceedings of the calendar day 


ithe 


= 
aSkK 


Wednesday, November 29, 1944, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 


approved. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were commu- 
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 2105) to amend and 
supplement the Federal-Aid Road Act, 
approved July 11, 1916, as amended and 
supplemented, to authorize appropria- 
tions for the post-war construction of 
highways and bridges, to eliminate haz- 
ards at railroad grade crossings, to pro- 
vide for the immediate preparation of 
plans, and for other purposes, with an 
amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. 5029) to 
assist in the internal development of the 
Virgin Islands by the undertaking of use- 
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ful projects therein, and for othe pur- 
poses, in which it requested the ooncur- 
rence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature 
to the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

H.R. 262. An act for the relief of Mrs 


mbDerg; 


J.C. 
R 





H.R.1318. An act for the relief of Jack 
V. Dyer; 

H.R. 1654. An act to authorize the acquisi- 
tion, rehabilitation, and operation of the 
facilities for the public in the Olympic Na- 
ti 1 Park, in the State of W gton, and 
f 


c 





H.R 1665 An act for the relief of J eph 
Pa Anna Paste, Rose Paste, and to tl 
lezal guardian of Doris Paste, and to the legal 
guardian of Evelyn P: 

H.R.1919. An act fo 
Butle 

H 2097. An act 
upon the Court of Claims of t 
to consid nder judgment 
of W. J. Cox against the United St 

H.R. 2512. An act for the relief of 
Robins; 

H. R. 2576 
upon the C 


the relief of Vannie 
R conferring 


jurisdiction 
1e United t 


oO 


n the claim 


An act to 
uurt of Claims 


confer juri 


to determine and 


render judgment for any losses by Duff 
Bros., Inc.; 
H.R.2601. An act for the relief of Mrs 


Fl < > Lee « 

H.R. 2896. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. R. L. Rh 

H. R. 3000 
Clark; 

H.R.3373. An act for the relief of Dewey 
H. Davis; 

H.R.3495. An act for the relief 
tino Arcuelles; 

H. R. 3548. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mr: W. Nelson and W. E. Nel 

H.R.3608. An act relating to certain over- 
time compensation of civilian employees of 
the United States; 

H. R.3750. An act 


er 


des; 


An act for the relief of Clara E 


of Constan 


ii- 


Robert 


to provide for the ap- 


of nent of an additional circuit judge for 
the third circuit, and to permit the fil 
the first vacancy occurring in the « > of 


district Judge for the eastern district of Penn- 
sylvania; 

H.R.3753. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Virginia McMillan, a minor, and 
Howard McMillan; 

H. R. 4024. An act for the relief of Victoria 
Cormier; 

H.R.4065. An act further defining the 
number and duties of criers and baliffs in 
United States courts and regulating their 
compensation; 

H. R. 4099. An act to extend the period of 
the Philippine Insurrection so as to include 
active service with the United States military 
or naval forces engaged in hostilities in the 
Moro Province, including Mindanao, or in the 
islands of Samar and Leyte, between July 5, 
1902, and December 31, 1913; 

H. R. 4226. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of William L. Owen, a minor; 

H. R. 4439. An act for the relief of Dennis 
Cc. O'Connell; 





H.R.4929. An a for the relief of Lt 
James H. Clark and Eleanor C 

H.R.4999. An act to increase the service- 
connected-disabi rates of per n for cer- 
tain Regular Establishme veterans and 


veterans of wars pri 
H.R. 5041. An 
Regulations 


r to World War N 


act to amend the Veter 


H.R. 5232. An act to transfer jurisdiction 
over the Chattanooga National Cemeté 
Chattanooga, Tenn., from the D 
the Interior to the War Department, and for 
otne I ] cs: ; 

H.R. 5289. An act to provide for the ac- 
ce} id protection by the t 

wi f 
Ol i Everglade Na I 
Florida, pending the « é 
park, and for other pu 

H.R 3. An t t 
tinu nt € I 
Ari the ¢ 

Uni 
f t} 
¢ t 1 A 4 
cr f « c c ‘ . } 
the T { I NW ¢é 
CALL OF THE ROLI 


Mr. HILI I st est 
quorum 


e VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and tl 
following Senators answered to thei 
nam 

n G oO 
AL n G r ri 
I ey ( y ¢ 
I r 

ad I 

Bilbo E i R I 
Brew I I I 
B s I n I n 
B I I 
B n H i d 
I field Je t 
I I J 
Byrd J ( ) Okla 
Capper La F o I 
Caraway L V erg 
Clark, Mo Lu V 
¢ y M v lass 
( h i 1. J. 
D er } . 
Dat M er 
D y M £ rry 
E der M i V > 
Fer on h kin W 
G z M V 
Gerry N 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 


ator from Virginia {Mr. Gtass] is absent 
from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky 
CHANDLER! is absent attending 
neral of a friend. 


The Senator from Florida | Mr. Prerer 
is absent on important pl isiness. 
The Senator from Kentucky ([Mr. 
BarKLeEy!, the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Kitcore!], and the nator 


§ 
from New Mexico {|Mr. CHAvEz) are un- 
avoidably detained. 


8591 






























































O=Oy 
ODS me 


The Senators from Nevada [Mr. Mc- 
CARRAN and Mr. ScruGHaM! and the Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. Murpock] are de- 
tained on official business for the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida {Mr. AN- 
pDREWs!, the’ Senator from Idaho [Mr- 
CiarK!, the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. EasTLanp], the Senator from Utah 
| Mr. THomas!, the Senator from Missouri 
|\Mr. Truman], the Senator from Mary- 
land [M Typincs!, and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WaALLGREN] are 
nece ’ : 

M! rT 3 # he fe 
arily absent 

tor from New 

, the Senator 

Moore!, the Senator from 
( I THomas!, the Senator from 

w Hampshire (Mr. Topey!, and the 

nator from Iowa [Mr. WItson]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-four 
senators have answered to their names, 
quorum 1s present. 


llowing Sena- 
Hampshire 
from Okla- 


FEDERAL AID FOR POST-WAR 
CONSTRUCTION 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2105) 

to amend and supplement the Federal- 

Aid Road Act, approved July 11, 1916, as 

amended and supplemented, to authorize 

ypriations for the post-war con- 
tion of highways and bridges, to 
nate hazards at railroad grade 
crossings, to provide for the immediate 
preparation of plans, and for other pur- 
poses, which passed the House yesterday 
with an amendment, be printed with the 

House amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
jection, it is so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


HIGHWAY 


Without ob- 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. ROBERTSON 
yn Claim 

H.R. 2903. A bill for the relief of the Wash- 
ngton Asphalt Co without amendment 

tept. No. 1278) 

Mr. WILEY, 

laim 

H. R.3017 


McMahon 


from the Committee 


from the Committee on 


A bill for the relief of Hubert 
and the legal guardian of Barbara 
McMahor without amendment (Rept. No. 
12 QO 

H.R.4014. A bill for the relief of 
Ruby Winsch; without amendment 
No. 1280); and 

H.R. 4380. A biil for the relief 
FE. Olive; without amendment 
1281 


By Mr. WHERRY, from the Committee on 


Mrs. 
(Rept. 


of Mabelle 
(Rept. No. 


Claim 

Ii. R. 3678. A bill for the relief of Floyd E. 
and Lena Mae Drummond; without amend- 
ont (Rept. No. 1282); 

H. R. 3727. A bili for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Violet DeGroot; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1283); and 

H. R. 4442. A bill for the relief of Albert B. 
Weaver; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1284) 

By Mr 
Claims: 

H.R.1218. A bill for the 
Riddle; without 
1285); 

H.R. 2827. A bill for the relief of the es- 
tate of Ida M. Rutherford; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1286); 

H.R.3279. A bill for the relief of Clarence 
G. Doelling and Doris J. (McNeil) Doelling; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1287); 


ELLENDER, from the Committee on 


relief of F. L. 
amendment (Rept. No. 
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H. R. 3465. A bill for the relief of Archi 
Berberian, Kurken Berberian, and Mrs. Os- 
getel Berberian; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1288); 

H.R. 3590. A bill for the relief of the city 
and county of San Francisco; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1289); 

H.R.3852. A bill for the relief of the O. S. 

without amendment (Rept. No. 


4016. A bill for the relief 
nd Marie Casey 
291); 

105. A bill for the relief of Ira Can- 
ut amendment (Rept. No. 1292); 
A bill for the relief of the estate 

vithout amendment (Rept 


of John 
; without amendment 


R. 4703 


of Annie Brown; v 

N 1293); and 

A bill for the relief of C:yde H 
1 guard- 

minor; without 


H. R. 5060 
Palmer; estate of Lola J. Palmer; lega 
ian of Margie Joan Palmer, a 
amendment (Rept. No. 1294) 
By Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Ex- 
.ditures in the Executive Departments: 
H.R. 29€9. A bill to establish official check- 

accounts with the Treasurer of the United 

States for clerks of United States courts and 

United States marshals; without amendment 

(Rept. No. 1295). 

AMENDMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
OF 1940—INDIVIDUAL VIEWS OF 
REED 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, 2 days ago 

the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

reported, with amendmenis, House bill 

4124, to amend section 321, title III, part 

II, Transportation Act of 1940, with re- 

spect to the movement of Government 

traffic. At that time I asked permission 
to file my individual views, and the re- 
quest was granted. I ask unanimous 
consent that I may be shown in the Rec- 

ORD as now offering my individual views. 
There being no objection, the individ- 

ual views submitted by Mr. REep as a 

member of the Committee on Interstate 

Commerce on House bill 4184, supra, 

were received and ordered to be printed 

as part 2 of Report No. 1208. 


BILL INTRODUCED 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD introduced a bill (S. 
2206) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to aid the several States in making, or 
for having made, certain toll bridges on 
the system of Federal-aid highways free 
bridges, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 14, 1937, as amended, 
which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 5029) 
internal development of the Virgin 
Islands by the undertaking of useful 
projects therein, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Territories and In- 
sular Affairs. 

OUR CHOICE—TWO ROADS—ADDRESS BY 
SENATOR WILEY 

{Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 
titled “Our Choice: Two Roads,” delivered 
by him in November and broadcast over 


Wisconsin radio stations, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 


FARMERS IN THE WAR—ADDRESS BY 
CHESTER BOWLES 


[Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address en- 


pe 


ACT 
MR. 


to assist in the 
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titled “Farmers in the War,” delivered by 
Hon. Chester Bowles, Administrator of the 
Office of Price Administration, at the annual 
meeting of the National Grange, Winston- 
Salem, N. C., November 22, 1944, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate executive messages from the 
President of the United States, which 
were referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees. 

(For nominations this day received 
and nominations withdrawn, see the end 
of Senate proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


The following favorable 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the 
calendar. 

THE ARMY—NOMINATIONS PASSED OVER 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. HILL. I understand these nomi- 
nations go over until Friday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unani- 
mous consent, the nominations will go 
over until Friday. 


SECRETARY OF STATE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Edward R. Stettinius, Jr., to be 
Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con- 
sent to this nomination? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
submit this nomination, and urge the 
confirmation of the nomination of Mr. 
Stettinius to be Secretary of State. 

Mr. Stettinius first came to Washing- 
ton in the early stages of war prepara- 
tion, and occupied a position in connec- 
tion with the Council of National De- 
fense, which later was more or less trans- 
formed into what we now know as the 
War Production Board. That was at the 
time when General Knudsen and others 
were in charge of that organization. 
Later Mr. Stettinius was designated as 
Administrator of lend-lease operations, 
and in that position he had many con- 
tacts with Members of the Senate and 
became well known to them. Subse- 
quently he was appointed Under Secre- 
tary of State, in which position Le has 
served for about 14 months. In his ca- 
pacity of Under Secretary he was chair - 
man of the American delegation to the 
Dumbarton Oaks Conference, and gave 
to the deliberations of that conference 
very careful and studious attention, as 
no doubt would be attested by numbers 
of the members of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee who have conferred 


reports of 
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with him from time to time respecting 
that matter. 

Mr. President, I do not care to take 
up the time of the Senate in any un- 
necessary praise or discussion of the 
qualities and abilities of Mr. Stettinius. 
He is a man of education. After grad- 
uating at the University of Virginia he 
secured employment in a factory in order 
to learn the practical side of industry. 
He was later connected with the General 
Motors Corporation, in an executive ca- 
pacity, and subsequently served for a 
time as chairman of the board of the 
United States Steel Corporation. 

He has wide contacts with foreign 
diplomats, and is thoroughly acquainted 
with all the current matters relating to 
our foreign relations, and it seems to me 
that in designating Mr. Stettinius to be 
Secretary of State the President has 
made a very suitable appointment. 

Mr. President, I submit the matter and 
ask the Senate to vote on this nomina- 
tion promptly and without unnecessary 
discussion and debate, because the aspect 
of our foreign relations, as all Senators 
know, is reaching a very critical point, 
and it is necessary for the prestige of the 
Secretary of State not only at home but 
ebroad, that his nomination be promptly 
confirmed so that the world may know 
that the Senate is backing him in his 
high endeavor. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I rise 
today realizing that what I have to say 
will not be popular with my colleagues. 
In view of the fact that this nomination 
was made by the President only on Mon- 
day afternoon, and was reported to the 
Senate yesterday, I have not had much 
time to prepare my data. I was up all 
night, so if I make some mistakes I want 
my colleagues to know that they are mis- 
takes of the head and not of the hear 

To North Dakota this is one of the 
most important appointments, insofar as 
it affects the welfare of our State, that 
could possibly be made either at this 
time or at any other time in months 
and months to come, as I shall conclu- 
sively demonstrate in just a little while. 

Not only do I realize, Mr. President, 
that what I have to say may not be pop- 
ular with some of my colleagues, but I 
also realize that it will not be published 
to any appreciable extent in the press 
of the country. I rise, however, Mr. 
President, knowing that we are voting 
upon a nomination to the most impor- 
tant post in the United States Govern- 
ment next to that of President, knowing 
that upon this man hangs to a large ex- 
tent the future peace of the world. 
What I have to say, therefore, may not 
be read in the newspapers tomorrow, but 
I think it will be read some years from 
now when we look back on the hasty de- 
cision made in this so-called deliberative 
body. 

Yesterday the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. Connatiy], the Senator from Mich- 
igan (Mr. VANDENBERG!], and other Sen- 
ators seemed provoked when I objected 
to rushing confirmation of an appoint- 
ment of one in whose hands rests the 
fate of your sons and grandsons. If this 
nominee were a man who had served in 
this honorable body for many years as 
did the retiring Secretary of State Cor- 











dell Hull, or if we had known him inti- 
mately as we have the Honorable James 
F. Byrnes, or the Honorable Henry Wal- 
lace, I would not be addressing these 
remarks to the Senate today. Animme- 
diate vote upon their qualifications 
would be justifiable. But we do not 
know—and I challenge any Senator to 
recite the facts in the life of Edward R. 
Stettinius to show that he really knows 
the man whom it is proposed to confirm 
as Secretary of State. 

It is possible that I may be wrong. To 
err is human. I have hesitated a long 
time about interposing my sole objection 
as against the will of my colleagues. 
But though I am human and fallible, of 
this I am certain: The affairs of this 
great Nation will not be retarded beyond 
repair if we wait 1 day or 2 days ora 
week before We pass final judgment upon 
the man who is appointed to this all- 
important position. 

Ever since October 20, when the retir- 
ing Secretary of State was first confined 
to thé hospital, it was known to this 
administration and, I suspect, to many 
Senators, that there would have to be a 
change in the directing head of the State 
Department. It is true, I recognize, that 
the reported resignation of Secretary 
Hull was vigorously denied. But al- 
though the public and the Senate may 
have been misled by these denials, the 
leaders of this administration undoubt- 
edly were not. They knew that a 
change was impending, and they were 
willing to let the State Department con- 
tinue during a period of more than a 
month without speeding up the appoint- 
ment of a new Secretary of State. Hav- 
ing waited this long, I see no reason why 
this so-called deliberative body should 
be unduly hasty in passing upon the 
nomination. 

Let me make it clear before I proceed 
further that I have no objection what- 
soever personally to Edward R. Stet- 
tinius, Jr. Itis to his qualifications and 
his experience that I wish to address 
myself and also to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that many of 
us do not Know his views upon some 
very importent matters, particularly 
those which affect the western section of 
this Nation. 

Mr. Stettinius is a very charming and 
likable gentleman. If he is con- 
firmed—and I am under no delusions 
but that mine will be the oniy dissenting 
vote—I shall do my best to cooperate 
with him personally. But I want the 
record to show exactly the experience, 
the qualifications, the background of the 
man whom we confirming to this 
most important appointive position in 
the United States Government. I owe ii 
to my constituents and to the people of 
this entire country to make-the record 
clear. And I am willing to predict to 
Senators that 1 year from now, and even 
6 months from now, they will look up in 
the record and re-read what I am saying 
today and they may find that the mis- 
takes of the most important era in this 
century shall be, in part, upon their 
heads. 

I need not recall to Senators who sit 
in this body that it was only 26 years 
ago that we finished fighting a war 


are 
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which, as we thought, was to end all 
wars. And now we engaged in an- 
other war. T ans resulting from 
this war are not as eloquently expressed 
by the incumbent in the White H« 


ore 
are 


he slo 


use as 
were those expressed by his predecessor 
in 1917 and 1918, but in the hearts of 
11,000,000 men who are fighting, hope 


though silent, is far more eloquent 

Thére is no other ambition whic 
more fervently desire to have consum- 
mated than that their sons shall not have 
to fight another in 20 ys 

It is with this in mind that I respect- 
fully appear before this body to take up 
en extra day of the time of the Senate 
to ask more careful consideration of the 
qualifications of the new Secretary of 
State. 

Some years ago, my learned colleague 
from Michigan (Mr. VaNpDENBERG!], who 
yesterday objected to taking one more 
day to consider this all-important ay 
pointment, was a member of the Senate 
Munitions Committee. No doubt, he re- 
members the startling facts which his 
investigators uncovered regarding the 
manner in which the bankers of the Na- 
tion, particularly the firm of J. P. Mor- 
gan, had loaned millions abroad and 
then operated a propaganda agency in 
order to get the United States Govern- 
ment to retrieve their loans. 

Again, my learned colleague the senior 
Senator from California {Mr. JoHNSON] 
no doubt will remember the investigation 
which he conducted single-handed 


h they 


ars. 
t 


)=- 


in 
1932 during the closing days of the 
Hoover administration. At that time, 
despite the opposition of many of his 


colleagues, the Senator from California 
revealed to the American people and to 
the Senate the manner in which bankers 
had influenced the State Department re- 
garding oil concessions and loans to 
Latin America. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia revealed, among other things, that 
the late Secretary of the Treasury, An- 
drew W. Melion, had discussed at dinner 
with the President-elect of Colombia a 
plan by which Mr. Mellon would secure 
the famous Barco concession in Colom- 
bia; following which the St Depart- 


ave 


ment, being subject to influence by Mr. 
Mellon, had moved heaven and earth and 
even intervened in the domestic affairs 
of a friendly country, Colombia, and 
tampered with its government in order 
to safeguard Mr. Mellon’s oil concession. 

The Senator from California also dis- 
closed how the bankers, working in con- 
junction with the State Department, had 
floated bond issues to Peru, Bolivia, Bra- 
zil, and other countries at tremendous 
profit to themselves and with profit to 
the ruling regimes in Latin America, but 
with heavy losses to the peo; of both 
countries, including, Mr. President, the 
loss of several million dollars to the 
people of the State of North Dakota 
alor 

The Senator from California even dis- 
closed how the banking firm of the } - 
ent Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Forrestal, 
had negotiated loans in Bolivia which led 
to war between Bolivia and Paraguay— 


loans for which the American invest 
paid, and which only served to foment 
war and headaches fi 
Hemisphere. 
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Again, my colleague from New York 
[Mr. WAGNER! was, I believe, a member 
of an investigating committee which, 
with the assistanee of Ferdinand Pecora, 


| 
| 
| 
| 


now a justice of the Supreme Court of | 


New York, disclosed in shocking detail 
how J. P. Morgan and other banking 
interests had influenced the State De- 
partment in the foreign policy of the 
United States. 

With these lessons of the past it be- 
hooves us to guard against similar bank- 
ing interests of the future. 

Before I go further into the manner 
in which the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., 
from which Mr. Stettinius springs, has 
influenced our foreign policy, let us con- 
sider in some detail whether the pro- 
posed new Secretary of State has far- 
sightedness and vision. We all agree 
that ability to see ahead is one of the 
most important requirements on the part 
of anyone who guides the foreign affairs 
of our Nation. He must be able to see 
ahead and he must have the ability to 
make decisions. 

I assume that Senators are familiar 
with the history of Mr. Stettinius and 
how he came to Washington through the 
benevolent influence of Mr. Harry Hop- 
kins, who has been his guiding star for 
many years. One of his first jobs in the 
war effort was in charge of raw mate- 
rials on the National Defense Council. 
It was his job to look ahead and deter- 
mine what raw materials were necessary 
for the war and for all arrangements. 
The American people depended upon 
him, and the safety of the sons of the 
American people depended upon him. 
He was supposed to have vision and fore- 
sight and make decisions. 

As early as the summer of 1940 it be- 
came obvious to most of the planners in 
Government that we would need a tre- 
mendous amount of steel. But the de- 
cisions as to how much steel we would 
need and planning to secure that steel 
were in the hands of Mr. Stettinius. He 
had been the chairman of the United 
States Steel Corporation and, as has been 
so eloquently stated today by the chair- 
man of the Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee [Mr. CONNALLY], supposedly knew 
all about the situation. But it so hap- 
pens, as Senators well know, that the 
steel industry of this Nation has been 
in the control of a small group of com- 
panies which in turn are controlled by 
a few bankers of Wall Street. The firm 
of J. P. Morgan is one of the most im- 
portant, and dominates the United States 
Steel Corporation. In fact, United 
States Steel is known as a “Morgan” firm. 
My colleague from Wyoming also knows 
that United States Steel and the big 
bankers controlling the steel industry 
do not want steel mills to be built in the 
far West. If any of my colleagues doubt 
that statement, I suggest that they con- 
sult Hon. Judge Thurman Arnold, lately 
Assistant Attorney General of the United 
States, and have him produce some of the 
evidence which developed in the anti- 
trust suits involving the building of steel 
mills in the West. 

My colleagues from Utah know the 
pressure which is being brought to bear 
today to keep steel out of the far West. 
The steel industry has been completely 
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controlled and carefully confined to a 
small area around western Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois. 

Therefore, it was not in the interest 
of the J. P. Morgan firm and the steel 
monopoly to have new mills constructed. 
They did not want more competition 
after the war, especially from steel mills 
built in the western part of the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I will not yield until 
I shall have finished. I shall be glad to 
answer any questions afterward. 

Therefore what did their representa- 
tive, Mr. Stettinius, on the National De- 
fense Council do? He did not do any- 
thing. He hung back and would not au- 
thorize or plan for more steel produc- 
tion. As early as the summer of 1940, 
economists working for Mr. Leon Hen- 
derson estimated that we would need at 
least 15 to 20 percent steel production 
expansion. They estimated that United 
States ingot capacity was approximately 
80,000,000 tons, of which our normal 
needs in 1941 would be around 60,000,000 


tons, leaving only 20,000,000 tons for | 


armament. 

Yet Great Britain alone needed 18,000,- 
000 tons of American steel. This left 
practically nothing for the American war 
effort. 

Yet Mr. Stettinius would not authorize 
more steel production. He waited for 
months and months. 
the University of Virginia where Mr. 
Stettinius is a trustee, Prof. Melvin G. 
Chazeau, recommended immediate plant 
enlargement, but Stettinius did nothing. 


| He sat in the key position in charge of raw 


materials on the National Defense Coun- 
cil doing nothing while deliveries fell 
further and further 


President, and the President, in his mes- 


sage to Congress, publicly demanded that | 


“industry must subordinate its concern 
over possible future effects of tremen- 
dous expansion.” 


In other words, the President of the 


United States, who now appoints Mr. 
Stettinius to this all-important job, in 
effect publicly rebuked his policy of fa- 
voring J. P. Morgan and United States 
Steel by blocking steel expansion. It was 
not until early in the next year, 1941, that 
Mr. Stettinius finally was overruled. 

Had it not been for the lack of fore- 
sight on the part of Edward Stettinius, 
millions of American school children 
would not have had to comb the streets 
and ashcans and back yards of America 
in the tremendous scrap-iron drive to 
remedy the do-nothing policy and the 
failure of the man whom we are now 
called upon to confirm as Secretary of 
State. If Mr. Stettinius, in planning for 
the peace of the world, acts with the 
same vision as he did in planning for 
steel, the children who collected scrap 
iron for this war will be carrying arms in 
the next war. 

Mr. Stettinius was equally negligent or 
else deliberately favoring his business 
friends on other strategic materials. He 
announced to the world that the Nation 
had plenty of zinc and plenty of brass. 
However, shortly after he made this an- 
nouncement, President Roosevelt in the 


His adviser from | 


behind. Finally | 
other members of the Council went to the | 
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White House issued Presidential orders 
barring the export of these materials, 
which had the effect of directly slapping 
Mr. Stettinius in the face. 

My colleague from Wyoming knows 
better than I do the story of the new 
Secretary of State’s dereliction when it 
came to aluminum. Being charged with 
providing aluminum for the war effort, 
Mr. Stettinius played in with the great 
monopoly, the Aluminum Corporation of 
America. He cooperated with them, de- 
spite the fact that the Justice Depart- 
ment of this very Government was at 
that very time in the process of bringing 
suit against Alcoa for violating the Sher- 
man Antitrust Act. And though the 
Justice Department had compiled figures 
regarding the production of aluminum, 
and although the Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. O’MaHoNneEy], as chairman of the 
monopoly investigating committee, also 
had compiled very careful figures, what 
did Mr. Stettinius do? Did he accept the 
figures of my colleague from Wyoming or 
did he examine the figures from the Jus- 
tice Department? No. He accepted 
without question the figures of the Alu- 
minum Corporation itself. As a result 
this Nation was woefully behind in get- 
ting started with its airplane production. 

Mr. Stettinius announced publicly that 
we would have plenty of aluminum, that 
we needed very few more aluminum 
plants. He said the Nation would only 
need 400,000,000 pounds of aluminum. 
But today do you realize what the alumi- 


num production of this country is? It 


is around 1,600,000,000 pounds—exact- 
ly four times as much as Mr. Stettinius 
estimated. 

I need not remind you that the Alumi- 
num Corporation has for many years at- 
tempted to concentrate the aluminum in- 
dustry in a small area in Tennessee, 
western Pennsylvania, and the East. 
Great deposits of aluminum clay exist in 
the States of Arkansas, Washington, and 
Oregon, and in many other parts of the 
country. The Aluminum Corporation, 
not anxious to develop these areas, has 
followed a dog-in-the-manger policy in 
order to prevent their development by 
other companies. 

We must conclude, then, that the 
Aluminum Corporation did not want any 
factories to be built, and that it urged 
Mr. Stettinius to cooperate with them in 
opposing new production. 

Mr. President, that was how far- 
sighted our new Secretary of State was 
at a crucial period in our days of rearma- 
ment. He was personally and directly 
responsible for the fact that the house- 
wives and the children of the Nation had 
to go out and scrape together teapots, 
dishpans, and aluminum kettles to make 
up for the failure to produce aluminum. 
If Mr. Stettinius, as Secretary of State, 
exercises the same vision in planning for 
peace as he did for aluminum, the chil- 
dren who collected aluminum scrap will 
be bearing arms in far less than 20 years. 

Mr. President, what I am concerned 
about today are two things: One, the 
qualifications and fitness of the man we 
are considering for this high post. The 
other is the system which existed in the 
last war, but which we must not see 














1944 


repeated so disastrously in this war, of 
placing representatives of the J. P. Mor- 
gan banking firm into key places where 
they can dominate governmental poli- 
cies so vital to the future peace of the 
world. 

I need hardly remind my colleague 
from Georgia, who performed such able 
service as a member of the Munitions 
Investigating Committee, or my col- 
league from Missouri (Mr. CLarK], who 
did likewise, or my colleague from Michi- 
gan, who also served so faithfully on that 
committee, of the circumstances which 
they revealed to the world for the first 
time regarding the manner in which J. P. 
Morgan had sold tremendous amounts of 
supplies to Great Britain and France 
before we entered the war, and then 
placed Morgan representatives in the 
War Department and in the Treasury 
Department in such a way that the 
American Government and American 
taxpayers ended up by reimbursing J. P. 
Morgan for everything they had spent. 

The men who were placed in these key 
positions inside the Government, ac- 
corcing to the evidence revealed by you 
gentlemen before I entered the Senate, 
were none other than the father of the 
man we are asked to confirm today, then 
a@ partner in J. P. Morgan—and he re- 
mained a partner for some time there- 
after—together with a second Morgan 
pariner, Russell Leffingwell. 

One of them, Edward R. Stettinius, 
Sr., was made an Assistant Secretary of 
War. The other, Russell Leffingwell, the 
second Morgan partner, was made an 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. Stettinius, Sr., had spent several 
years as the Morgan agent buying sup- 
plies for the French and British. So the 
Morgan firm skillfully placed him in the 
War Department as an Assistant Secre- 
tary of War, where he continued to 
watch over the Morgan interests in buy- 
ing those same supplies or similar ones. 

When it came to paying for those sup- 
plies, Mr. Russell Leffingwell, another 
Morgan partner, as the evidence of the 
Senators reveals, was placed in the 
Treasury Department as an Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, and he ar- 
ransed that the American taxpayer 
should pay the J. P. Morgan & Co. bill. 

Mr. President, I repeat, is it not worth 
an extra day of the Senate’s time for us 
to ponder this, and to consider the 
strange coincidence that Mr. Stettinius, 
Jr., the son of this Morgan partner, later 
took over the same duties as those his 
father had before him, in World War No. 
1, in buying lend-lease supplies and in 
sending them to Great Britain? In this 
war we have refrained from using pri- 
vate banking agents. Fortunately, we 
bypassed the J. P. Morgan firm. But 
@pparently we could not bypass the J. P. 
Morgan firm entirely. We found one of 
its members, first of all, holding up the 
ers of steel to benefit the Morgan 

terests; then holding up the production 
of aluminum to benefit a monopoly; then 
transferred to the same job which his 
father had—that of buying supplies for 
the British, as Lend-Lease Administra- 
tor; and now we find him elevated to a 
place where he holds the future peace of 














the world in his hands. Yet we are 
asked to pass upon his qualifications in 
a few brief moments. 

Mr. President, we do not confirm the 
nomination of even a United State dis- 
trict attorney or a United States district 
judge without at least 7 days’ notice. 
But we are here being asked to confirm 
the nomination of a person who, if un- 
toward events transpire, under our Con- 
stitution may become President of the 
United States. We are asked to confirn 
iis nomination to be Secretary of State 
of the United States, and, comparatively 
speaking, we are being asked to confirm 
the nomination after only a few minutes 
cf consideration. How could citizens 
from far-off States appear in opposition 
on such short notice as was here given— 
a little more than 1 day? 

First of all, let me review some of the 
testimony so ably brought out by the 
members of the Munitions Committee in- 
vestigating the Wall Street rackets of 
the last war. We have already seen that 
prior to American entry into the war in 
1917 the House of Morgan had acted as 
sole purchasing agent for the French 
and British Governments and, inciden- 
tally, my senatorial colleagues in 1936 
showed all too forcefully how J. P. Mor- 
gan propaganda in influencing the news- 
papers of this country had prepared us 
for entry into the war and for taking 
over the Morgan liabilities. 

Mr. President, in order to show the de- 
liberate manner in which that was done, 
at this point I read a letter which was 
written by the then Secretary of State, 
William Jennings Bryan, to his Chief, 
President Wilson. The document re- 
ferred to- appears on page 7517 of vol- 
ume 25 of the hearings before the spe- 
cial committee of the United States Sen- 
ate investigating the munitions indus- 
try. 

The chairman s2aid—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Who was the chairman? 

Mr. LANGER. The senior Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Nye]. 

What I am about to read was written 
by the then Secretary of State, Mr. 
Bryan. The letter is as follows: 

I beg to communicate with you an im- 
portant matter which has come before the 
Department. Morgan Co. of New York have 
asked whether there would be any objection 
to their making a loan to the French Gov- 
ernment and also the Rothschilds—I suppose 
that is intended for the French Government, 
I have conferred with Mr. Lansing and he 
knows of no legal objection to financing this 
loan, but I have suggested to him the ad- 
visability of presenting to you an aspect of 
the case which is not legal but I believe 
to be consistent with our attitude in inter- 
national matters. It is whether it would 
be advisable for this Government to take 
the position that it will not approve of 
any loan to a belligerent nation. The rea- 
sons that I would give in support of this 
proposition are: 

First. Money is the worst of all contra- 
bands because it commands everything else. 
The question of making loans contraband 
by international agreement has been dis- 
cussed but no action has been taken. 1 
know of nothing that would do more to 
prevent war— 


I wish to repeat that, Mr. President. 
Mr. William Jennings Bryan, the then 
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Secretary of State, said in his letter to 
President Wilson: 











I know of nothing that would do more to 
prevent war than an international agree- 
ns l to 
h a would 
cou I r 
tl reac f uch 1 
ar I e gi t Nat i 
which is volve id sal to | 
t y belligerent woul i ) 
I hac usi ] V 
ble f the use 
€ mople and we < 
d lw y, the 
inf e is to set the exa e and observe 
its effect. This is the fund 1e2 l re n in 
supp f the sug tion su tted 
Second. There is a special i} lr n, 
it see to me, y th irse would | 
advisable. Mr. Lansing « ved in the dis- 
cu of the subject that 
taken by those in sympathy with the « n 
in whose behalf the loan was necotiated. If 
we approved of a loan to I nee we could 
not, of course, object to a loan to G1 Brit- 
ain, Germany, Russia, Austria, or to any 
other country, and if loans were made 
these countries, our citizens would be divided 
into groups, each group loaning money to 
the country which it favors, and this money 
could not be furnished without expressions 


of sympathy 
are distu 
upon pecun 





These expressions of sympathy 
ng enough when they do not rest 


ary interests—they would be still 











more disturbing if each group was pecuni- 
arily interested in the success of the natioh 
to whom its members had loaned money 

Third. The powerful financial interests— 

He was speaking of the J. P. Morgan 
firm. 

The powerful financial interests which 
would be connected with these loans would 
be tempted to use their influence through 
the newspapers to support the interests of 
the Government to which they had loaned 


because the value of the security would be 


directly affected by the result of the war. We 
would thus find our newspapers violently ar- 
rayed on one side or the other, each paper 
supporting a financial group and recunia 
interest. All of this influence would make 
all the more difficult for us to maintain neu- 
trality as our action on Various questions 
that would arise would affect one side or the 
other, and powerful financial interests would 
be thrown into the ba'ance 

I am to talk over the telephone with Mr 
Davison, of the Morgan Co., at 1 o'clock, but 
I will have him delay final action until you 


have time to consider. 


Mr. President, Mr. Bryan was 


writing 


this letter to the then President of the 
United States of America. 

It grieves me to be compelled to rude 
any question upon you at this t but I 
am sure you will pardon me f submitting 
a matter of such great impor ( 

With assurances of high ‘ I am 
my dear Mr. :’rcsident. 

Yours very truly, 
W. J. BRYAN. 


We find that on May 25, 1917, a cable 
was dispatched by J. P. Morgan & Co. of 
Wall Street to their Paris branch, Mor- 
gan, Harjes & Co., cable No. 31164, which, 


according to the Senate records, rea Ls 
follows: 

We will hand to M. Andre Tardieu tomor- 
row a letter reading as follow 

“We have been led by de “men? dure 
ing the past few weeks earnestly to « der 
the arrangen nts under whi 1 we I ‘ een 
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There, Mr. Pre 
made by J. P 
in this cabl 
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1917. 


It appears obvious to us 


sident, is the record 
Morgan & Co. themselves 
No. 31164, sent by J. P. 
on the 25th day of May 
There they say: 

therefore, that 
the French Government— 


the interests ol! 


“In the interests of the French Govy- 
ernment,” mind you, Mr. President— 


“its purchases in the future should be made 
inection with the United States 

Indeed, it would seem that 
ment by the French Government 
is and supplies in this country has 
come to be a matter which can be dealt with 
atisfactorily through diplomatic channels 
only. Therefore, while we do so with ex- 
treme reluctance in view of our anxiety to 
render every possible assistance to your gov- 
ernment, we feel constrained to suggest that 
the arrangement under which we have made 
purchase behalf of the French Govern- 
ment be canceled forthwith.” 


or in co 
Government 
the procure 


crt materia 


The foregoing is from page 170, volume 
31, of the Senate hearings. 

But the French Government objected 
to this proposal that their purchases 
now be handled by the United States 
Government. They had been dealing 
with J. P. Morgan for a long time. So 
there follow varieus other cables and 
letters exchanged between J. P. Morgan 
and the French and British Governments 
outlined in the Senate hearings. 

J. P. Morgan is asked to remain on in 
a helpful way and continue to advise 
and keep a fatherly eye on British and 
French purchases in the United States. 
The significant upshot of all this was 
thut Edward R. Stettinius, Sr., the J. P. 
Morgan partner who had _ handled 
French and British purchases for 2 years, 
was taken into the War Department and 
given a very important position, first as 
Surveyor General of Supplies for the 
War Department, and later as Assistant 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
McCLELLAN in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota yield to the 
Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. LANGER, I prefer not to yield 
until I shall have concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from North Dakota declines to 
yield, 


Mr. President, will 
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Mr. LANGER. We donot know all the 
activities of the elder Stettinius during 
this period. He was acting in a position 
of the highest trust in the service of his 
Government. But we do know from the 
evidence compiled by the Senate in 1935 
and 1936 that certain operations of Mr. 
Siettinius as Assistant Secretary of War 
were most severely criticized, not merely 
by the Senate Munitions Committee, but 
eyen by the-Department of Justice dur- 
ing the Republican administration which 
followed that of Woodrow Wilson. 

he matter which appeared to scan- 

ze, not merely the Senate Munitions 

nmittee but also a Republican Justice 
Department during the administration 
of President Coolidge, was the operation 
of the Old Hickory Powder Plant near 
Nashville, Tenn. This plant was con- 
structed by the du Pont Co. 

The evidence shows very significantly 
that the du Pont Co. was accustomed to 
dealing with Edward R. Stettinius, Sr., 
prior ta this contract and prior to his 
entry into the War Department when he 
was buying goods for the Allies. In other 
words, Stettinius and the du Pont firm, 
one as banker, the other as munitions 
manufacturer, enjoyed a very close re- 
lationship before Stettinius entered the 
Government. 

After he entered the Government he 
then negotiated a contract with the du 
Pont Co. to construct and operate the 
Oid Hickory powder factory and the evi- 
dence shows “thousands of dollars was 
paid for freight, and the overpayments 
and excess payments never paid back to 
the United States.” The evidence fur- 
ther shows “charges of gross overcharges 
in the matter of cotton and cotton linters, 
gross irregularities in payments of labor, 
in administation, and in payment of 
bonuses to employees—very large bo- 
nuses—thousands of dollars.” 

And, Mr. President, most shocking of 
all, the evidence shows that after the 
war, while Mr. Stettinius was Assistant 
Secretary of War, the records supposed 
to have been kept by the du Pont Co., 
his friends, were taken to Wilmington, 
Del., the home of the du Pont Co., and 
some of them burned. I quote from the 
testimony of Major Guise, a witness of 
a Republican Department of Justice un- 
der President Coolidge, who told the then 
Secretary of War, Hon. Dwight F. Davis: 

Affidavits were made to the effect that at 
the time the du Pont Co. left they trans- 
ferred a large number of records to Wilming- 
ton—selected; that there were some records 
bunc'ed up and this is hearsay based on 
affidavits—that there were some records that 
were taken out and burned. 


Major Guise went on to testify that 
many primary records “were partially 
destroyed by acid and illegible and others 
mixed up with waste paper and other 
things of that kind,” so that it was im- 
possible for a later administration of 
the War Departmeht after Stettinius left 
to decipher the records of the du Pont 
Co. 

This investigation under the Coolidge 
administration was in executive session. 
The public was barred, and no one ever 
knew about it. It was hushed up. But 
before it was hushed up it was shown 
that millions of dollars were unac- 
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counted for by the du Ponts and that the 
Assistant Secretary of War in charge of 
the contract had been extremely dere- 
lict in securing an account. Among 
other things the du Ponts were advanced 
a fund of about $18,000,000 for the op- 
eration of the plant. Since the war 
ended the plant was never operated for 
any appreciable period. That $18,- 
060,000, so far as I can find from the rec- 
ord under the Coolidge administration, 
was never repaid. But in the Roosevelt 
administration the Senate Munitions 
Committee went into the whole matter 
much more thoroughly and the conclud- 
ing statement by the chief counsel for 
the Senate committee states: 

According to the recapitulation of the Old 
Hickory and other Government contracts held 
by the du Pont Engineering Co., a total 
of some $37,000,000 was advanced by the 
United States in connection with both con- 
struction anc operation of Old Hickory, and 
a total of « e $72,000,000 was reimbursed 
by the United States. In other words, the 
United States advanced sums to the du Pont 
Engineering Co., and the United States fur- 
ther reimbursed expenditures by the du Pont 
Co., and yet no audit was made of the ex- 
penditures by the du Pont Co. in the true 
sense of an audit. In other words, the burden 
of proof was put completely on the United 
States as to whether or not there had been 
improper payments, 


At the conclusion of this hearing the 
Senate counsel also asked who was the 
Assistant Secretary of War in charge of 
this transaction. The reply was, “Ed- 
ward R. Stettinius.” 

The Senate counsel then produced a 
memorandum addressed to Edward R. 
Stettinius pertaining to the du Pont con- 
tract for Old Hickory, and asked of the 
War Department representative: 

Does that not constitute additional con- 
firmation, in your opinion, of your impres- 
sion that this contract was under the super- 
vision of Assistant Secretary Stettinius? 


The answer from Lieutenant Colonel 
Harris was, “It does.” 

That concluded one of the most reveal- 
ing chapters in the Senate Munitions 
Committee Investigation, one in which 
my colleagues did a great service to their 
country, and one which should be reread 
by all Senators to refresh their memories. 
I touched upon only a few of the amaz- 
ing details with which the representative 
of J. P. Morgan, who had enjoyed the 
closest business relations with the du 
Ponts before he entered the War De- 
partment, required no audit whatsoever 
of the du Pont accounts while he was As- 
sistant Secretary of War, thereby per- 
mitting the du Ponts to leave in their 
hands one of the richest munitions profits 
of the war. 

After the war what would the du Ponts 
do with their profits? The biographers 
of John J. Raskob, then bookkeeper for 
the du Ponts, tell how he advised them 
not to pay their profits in taxes, but to 
reinvest the money in a then almost un- 
known automobile company, General 
Motors. They did so. 

And what was one of the things the 
du Ponts did after they had taken over 
General Motors? They rewarded a man 
who had permitted them to get away 
with such lush profits in the War Depart- 
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The du Ponts gave a job to his 
Many people have wondered how 
Edward R. Stettinius, Jr., was able to 
catapult so quickly to the top of vast cor- 
porations, and I use the word “catapult” 

dvisedly. They know, of course, that 
his father was a J. P. Morgan partner; 
and that is no handicap. They knew 
that the J. P. Morgan Co. controlled the 
U. S. Steel Corporation, of which young 
Stettinius became chairman of the board 
at the age of 36, and this, of course, may 
well have been explained by his Morgan 
connections. But before he joined U. S. 
Steel young Stettinius, at the age of only 
24, received a very important appoint- 
ment in General Motors, and after only 
a short interval there rose swiftly to the 
post of vice president of the giant Gen- 
eral Motors Corporation. Many people 
have wondered why, since General Mo- 
tors and the du Ponts were not J. P. Mor- 
xan, young Siettinius should have re- 
ceived this reward. The testimony of 
the Munitions Committee may be the 
answer. 

But to me it is significant that the man 
who was closest to Stettinius in General 
Motors, John L. Pratt, the operational 
vice president, later came to Washing- 
ton, and has sat at the right hand of 
young Stettinius ever since. He was his 
first adviser on the National Defense 
Council, and undoubtedly shared in Stet- 
tinius’ grave errors in refusing to pro- 
vide for aluminum and steel. Later he 

it at Stettinius’ right hand in the Lend- 
Lease Administration, and he has con- 
tinued to be his unofficial adviser in the 
State Department ever since. 

Thus the du Ponts have continued 
ir influence, directly or indirectly, 
with the man whom we are now asked to 
levate to the most important post in 
the Cabinet. 

I am not one to visit upon the son the 
sins of his father. Far, far be that from 
me, Mr. President. I wish to make it very 
clear that I am not one who would visit 
on the sons the sins of the father. I could 
even forgive the fact that young Stet- 
tinius benefited from the reward which 
his father permitted the du Ponts to re- 
ceive when he was Assistant Secretary of 
War. But I cannot forgive a system 
whereby Wall Street is able to permeate 
our governmental system and influence 
the peace of the world to come. 

Again let me point to what J. P. Mor- 
gan did during the last war as revealed 
in the hearings of the Senate committee. 

Now let us see what another Morgan 
partner managed to put across in the 
Treasury. We Lave already seen how the 
purchase of war supplies by Edward Stet- 
tinius, private citizen and banker, was 
simply transferred to the War Depart- 
ment and continued in the hands of Ed- 
ward Stettinius, Assistant Secretary of 
War. 

These war supplies purchased by the 
Allies were paid for through loans ad- 
vanced by J. P. Morgan. J. P. Morgan in 
turn parceled out many of the loans to 
American industry, and there is a long 
list of letters in the records of the Senate 
Munitions Committee showing how 
American industry became the creditor 
of France and Great Britain and, there- 


ment. 


enn 


+} 
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fore, was anxious to have us get into the 
war in order to bail them out. Industry 
wanted its profits, and it wanted the 
American taxpayer to hold the bag, 
whether that taxpayer lived in Oregon, 
or Tennessee, or in North Dakota. So 
what happened? 

Russell Leffinewell, a J. P. Morgan 
partner, was made Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury, and when we entered the 
war all of the loans advanced by J. P. 
Morgan to France and Englund were tak- 
en over by the Treasury. This in ftself 
was understandable, and I am making no 
criticism, but here is where I do criticize, 
and in so doing I echo the report of my 
colleagues who conducted the Senate mu- 
nitions investigation. 

Then J. P. Morgan advanced money 
to France and Britain, the French and 
British Governments deposited collateral 
with J. P. Morgan in the form of stocks 
and bonds held by French and British 
nationals. For the most part they were 
American or Latin-American securities, 
worth more than the half billion dollars 
loaned by Morgan to the Allies. 

But when the United States Govern- 
ment took over the Morgan loan, this col- 
lateral was not transferred to the United 
States Treasury. J. P. Morgan, in testi- 
fying before the Munitions Committee, 
admitted that the Treasury was entitled 
to this collateral. But the fact remains 
that the Treasury never got it. 

A J. P. Morgan partner, Russell Lef- 
fingwell, was then Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Later, Congress authorized the Treas- 


ury to advance money to the Allies 
“hereafter,” but the testimony of Wil- 
liam Gibbs McAdoo before the House 
Ways and Means Committee and the 


Senate Finance Committee made it clear 
th ict of Congress would not apply 
to loans already floated in this country 


st thi 
vill 


in other w is, to the Morgan and other 
Wall Street leans. It was to apply only 


to future advances. 

However, as I have already stated, th 
Treasury Department took over the Mo 
gan loans floated before we got 


inl 


war, and even neglected to accept col- 
lateral. 

Then came another sirange transac- 
tion. vernments be- 


When the Allied G: 
gan to repay the Treasury, the Treasury 


a 
T 
4 
Y 
i 
; 


applied those payments a nst the Mor- 
gan loans, not against the advances mads 
by the American Government. Later, 


because of the Allied defaults, this turned 
out to be a mere matter of bookkeeping. 
But at the time the repayments started, 
almost every American expected that the 
Allies would repay their debts. Yet the 
initial repayments were credited against 
the Morgan loans first. 

Mr. President, I cite these things to il- 
lustrate what we must expect when we 
appoint representatives of Wall Street, 
particularly the House of Morgan, to 
high positions inside the United States 
Government. We can afford to sacrifice 
a few dollars. We can afford, if ab- 
solutely necessary, to lose out on war 
contracts because of inadequate super- 
vision in the War Department. If nec- 
essary, we can take the blunders of a 
Morgan man on the National Advisory 


NATE 
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Council, who tells us we do not 
aluminum or steel, 
war despite his 
though it may 
otherwise. 

But today, in confirming the nomi- 
nation of a man who is to be Secretary 
of State, we are not dealing, A repeat, 
merely in money, we are not dealing in 
war contracts, we are dealing, Mr. Pres- 
ident—and I cannot say it too em- 
phaticaily or forcefully—we are dealing 
with the lives of the next generation. 

During the recent campaign some of 
my Democratic colleagues were 
vigorous in their critic 
whom Governor Dewey had 


need more 
and we can win the 
lack of foresight—even 
more than 


cost Ve 


ratner 
the man 
elected, ap- 


sm oj 


parently, as his Secretary of State, John 
Foster Dulles. They pointed out, and 
perhaps with some reason, that Mr. 
Dulles came from Wall Street, that his 
roots were deep in Wall Street, that he 
had spent his life representing bankers 
and various monopolies. The Demo- 
crats criticized Governor Dewey then. 
He was criticized in Democratic news- 


papers for selecting this man, they say- 
ing that he had his roots in Wal! Street, 
I, for one, think that my Democratic 
colleagues were right in their criticism 
Certainly Mr. Dewey could have found, 
and I am sure would have found in the 
end, a man for Secretary of State who 
better represented the American people, 
and who better understood the foreicen 
problems of our Nation. 

But, frankly, I am amazed that, in 
view of icism of Mr. Dulles, 
administration which criticized him 
should come forward with exactly the 
type of mon fo job— 
tary of State. It is no 


my collea doubtle 


the crit an 


Same 
Sect 


the ‘same 


€xcus 


—AS 


rues will 


inter— 


that Mr. Stettinius has served already in 
the State Department. I ‘ved un- 
der a great leader, who this Na- 

on and its problems. And, unfortu- 
nately, we have evide | too clear 
that when Stettiniu is perm i to 
a on his own, his d ions on the Na- 
tional Defense Council in « I of ’ 
materials definitely del { ; 
though they may have | ithe alumi- 
num and sicel industry n 

Mr. President, I no { » « the 
attention of the Senat« an her ry 
important matter— | to North 
Dakota and the Northwe 3 im- 
portant. We have in the Cabinet indi- 
viduals appointed by th Presidént. 
Who are they? Where do they hail 
from? If the pending ppointmen 
shall be confirmed, we will have Edward 


R. Stettinius, Jr., of New York, Secre- 


tary of State. We have Henry Morgen- 
thau, Jr., of New York, Secretary of the 


Treasury. We have Henry L 
of New York, Secretary of Was We 
have James V. Forrestal, of New York, 
Secretary of the Nav; We have Frances 
Perkins, of New York,S ‘ of Labor. 
Five members of the Cabinet, one-half 
of the entire Cabine Y from the 

State of New York. 
Mr. President, in addition that, we 
have Harlan F. Stone, of New York, Chief 
of the Suprer Court of the 


Stimson, 


Tncticea 
Justice 
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United States. And we have the Presi- 
dent of this country also coming from 
the State of New York. 

Mr. President, I have no prejudice 
against a man coming from the State of 
New York. I have no prejudice against 
a man from New York being appointed 
to any position in this Government; but, 
after all, there are 48 States in the 
Union, and I find that my own State of 
North Dakota, whether it be under a 
Democratic administration or under a 
Republican administration, has been 
neglected, neglected, neglected—for how 
long, Mr. President? Why, since state- 
hood, for 55 years. I do not know 
whether it is true of any other State, 
but in 55 years we have had just one 
appointment. Major Edwards, years 
and years and years ago, was appointed 
consul to Quebec. In the 55 years since 
statehood we have never even had ap- 
pointed to the circuit court of appeals a 
man from the State of North Dakota. 
Here is a court which for 55 years, almost, 
has had charge of all the appeals of our 
citizens seeking justice, and yet not one 
man from our State has been appointed 
to that circuit court of appeals. 

Mr. President, I speak today not only 
on behalf of North Dakota; I speak on 
behalf of all the Western States, and I 
speak in their behalf because I feel that 
they have not received their proper 
amount of representation. Five mem- 
bers of the Cabinet come from the State 
of New York alone, if the pending nomi- 
nation is confirmed. 

Mr. President, this appointment is of 
tremendous importance to the entire 
West. Yesterday my distinguished col- 
league, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
AIKEN], spent nearly an hour upon the 
Senate floor reading a statement which 
he had prepared showing that Cordell 
Hull was favorable to the St. Lawrence 
waterway. What, I ask, is the position 
of Mr, Stettinius with respect to the St. 
Lawrence waterway? The St. Lawrence 
seaway means much not only to North 
Dakota but to the entire Northwest. 

In 1943 we raised in North Dakota over 
150,000,000 bushels of wheat, over 25,000,- 
000 bushels of corn, over 70,000,000 bush- 
els of oats, over 63,000,000 bushels of bar- 
ley, 42,000 bushels of buckwheat, over 
15,000,000 bushels of flaxseed, and over 
4,000,000 bushels of rye. The testimony 
given in connection with the hearings 
on the St. Lawrence waterway shows 
that there would be a saving of approxi- 
mately 10 cents a hundred in the ship- 
ment of these grains through the St. 
Lawrence waterway. 

In 1944 the amount of grains we raised 
in North Dakota was much larger than 
even that which we raised in 1943. So 
the Senate can readily see how impor- 
tant it is not only to North Dakota but 
to the entire western section of this coun- 
try, that the St. Lawrence seaway be 
completed. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a table showing the grain 
raised in North Dakota in 1943 and 1944 
be placed in the Recorp at this point. 

There being no objection, the table was 
ordered to be printed in the REcorRD, as 
follows: 
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Grain raised in North Dakota, 1943 and 1944 


| 
Bushels in | Bushels in 


| | 


154, 156, 000 33, 025, 000 

25, 335, 000 35, 583, 000 
70, 924,000 | 8&2, 994, 000 
63, 648, 000 il, 7, 000 
42, 000 06, 000 


0,000 | § OOO | 


15, 052, 000 , 192, 000 
4, 014, 000 2, 838, UOO 


i ese are preliminary figures for 1944, and it is ex- 
pected they 


will be revised in December of this year. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, what is 
the position of the new Secretary of State 
as he will be in case the Senate confirms 
his nomination with respect to the St. 
Lawrence waterway? 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp for February 12, 
1934. I read from a speech delivered in 
this Chamber by the distinguished senior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fot- 
LETTE]. On that occasion the Senator 
from Wisconsin said: 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION—GREAT LAKES- 
ST. LAWRENCE WATERWAY TREATY 


Mr. La FOLLeTTE. Mr. President, I rise to a 
question of personal privilege. 

On Wednesday, January 31, 1934, I ad- 
dressed the Senate on the Great Lakes- 
St. Lawrence Seaway Treaty, which at that 
time was under consideration. 

On the evening of February 5, 1934, I re- 
ceived the following letter— 


Mr. President, how germane this letter 
is in considering that in the formulation 
of treaties it will be this man, if he is con- 
firmed, who will be negotiating them. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
letter printed in the Recorp at this point 
as a part of my remarks. The letter is 
signed by Thomas W. Lamont, a partner 
of J. P. Morgan & Co. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator read the letter? 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania says that he 
would like to have the letter read. It is 
of tremendous importance and I am 
always delighted to please the distin- 
guished Senator or I would not take the 
time of the Senate to read it. 


{[J. P. Morgan & Co., Wall Street, corner Broad, 
New York; Drexel & Co., Philadelphia; Mor- 
gan, Grenfell & Co., London; Morgan & Cie, 
Paris | 

New York, February 5, 1934 

Senator Robert M. La FOLLETTE, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR LA FOLLETTE: My attention 
has been called to a speech which you made 
in the Senate on January 31 last regarding 
the pending treaty for the St. Lawrense sea- 
way, and specifically to certain erroneous 
statements with reference to the firm of J. P. 
Morgan & Co. Ordinarily we do not feel 
called on to reply to unfounded or incorrect 
statements regarding this firm. When, how- 
ever, a statesman of your position makes such 
statements, even though they may be based 
upon misinformation furnished to you, we 
feel warranted in calling them to your atten- 
tion. 

In the course of your remarks you say: “J. P. 
Morgan & Co. and their allied interests are 
seeking to destroy this administration and 
they are seeking to prevent the ratification 
of this treaty”, etc. Both these statements 
are absolutely without foundation. In more 
detail we should like to point out that not 
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only have we not opposed the present ad- 
ministration at Washington, but from the 
very start have cordially supported it. 


The letter is dated February 5, 1934, 
and he was speaking about the Roosevelt 
administration. ‘The letter continues: 


For example, immediately upon the ad- 
ministration’s withdrawal last April from the 
gold standard Mr. Morgan issued a public 
statement—a thing very rare for him to do— 
upholding the administration's declaration 
Members of this firm have since made it 
clear upon many occasions that we regarded 
this step as having been of extraordinary 
benefit to the American people as a whole, 
who we believe have not always realized the 
renewed or increased hardships from which 
this decision, made in the early days of the 
present administration, saved us. With great 
respect, but very frankly, it is difficult for 
us to understand how you could feel justi- 
fied in uttering such a baseless charge, so 
needlessly provocative in its effect upon the 
public mind. 

As to your second statement, permit us to 
say that in no way, shape, or manner are we 
“seekinc to prevent the ratification of this 
treaty,” nor has the thought ever occurred 
to us to suggest or encourage opposition on 
the part of others, as you intimate. On the 
contrary, on September 18, 1929, this firm 
issued a public statement, which had wide 
currency, declaring its complete aloofness 
from any position as to the St. Lawrence 
River project, and adding this categorical 
declaration: “In our opinion these (the pend- 
ing St. Lawrence developments) are matters 
for the determination of the Government of 
the United States and the government of 
the State of New York and the Canadian 
authorities.” 

In no particular on this question have we 
changed our views since the issuance of the 
statement above quoted. Permit us to make 
clear again with all emphasis that we have 
not directly or indirectly attempted to in- 
fluence in one way or the other ratification 
of the St. Lawrence Treaty or the character 
and manner of the proposed St. Lawrence 
power development. 

More than once in your speech, either by 
direct statement or by innuendo, you declare 
that we control or dominate certain public 
utilities. Any such statement is without 
basis in fact, as reference to the public 
records will readily show. 

You implied that our relations (which you 
incorrectly state to be that of fiscal agents) 
with certain railroads which parallel the St. 
Lawrence seaway have a bearing on the policy 
of these railroads regarding seaways. This 
is emphatically not the case. We are neither 
directors nor stockholders of any of the rail- 
roads referred to, and have not once been 
consulted in this matter by either the direc- 
tors or managements of the railways. We 
have, in fact, no knowledge of the attitude 
of any of the railroads toward the develcp- 
ment of the seaway, other than any opinions 
or views which they may have stated publicly. 

Your speech contains various other state- 
ments or allusions in regard to our firm 
which it is unnecessary for us to comment 
upon, inasmuch as they are largely a reitera- 
tion in various forms of the categorical state- 
ments quoted from you as above. 

With great respect for the reputation for 
fairness and justice which you enjoy, may 
we suggest that you will in due course wish 
to read into the Recorp our correction of 
these statements which you have made? 

Very truly yours, 
THomas W. LAMONT. 


As I have stated, the letter to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin was dated Feb- 
ruary 5, 1934. On February 10, just 5 
days after Mr. Lamont apparently dic- 
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tated that letter in Wall Street, the 
senior Senator from Wisconsin replied 
to it. In order to satisfy my colleague, 
the able senior Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, I will read the reply: 


Untrep StTaTes SENATE, 
February 10, 1934. 
Mr. Tomas W. LAMONT, 
J. P. Morgan & Co., New York City. 
Dear Mr. LAMONT: I shall be pleased to 
place your letter of February 5 on behalf of 
J. P. Morgan & Co. in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RecorD in response to your request. 
Your letter invites a frank reply, but I do 
ot regard it as an occasion for mere per- 
1al controversy. The subject dealt with 
of fundamental importance. It involves 
the use, control, and enjoyment of our nat- 
ral resources, upon which the opportunity 
nd security of American life depend. It 
presents a question contested throughout 
istory which has never been more acutely 
ssue than it is now. 


If I may digress a moment from the 
eply of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
Mr. Lamont, let me say that indeed the 
St. Lawrence seaway matter is of tre- 
mendous importance to the State of 
North Dakota. On an average crop, if 

» St. Lawrence seaway is built, we will 

ve enough in shipping to pay one-half 

» annual cost of the entire State gov- 
rnment of North Dakota. So it can 

idily be seen why my constituents are 
xercised, and interested in knowing 
ymething about the character, ability, 
nd background of the man who will 
1ecotiate the treaties in case any new 

ties are negotiated in regard to the 
St. Lawrence waterway. I know my dis- 
tincuished friend and colleague from 
Texas well enough to understand that 
1e would expect nothing less from me 

n a determined effort on my part, in 
behalf of my constituents, to go into this 
matter which is of such great moment to 
them, as I am doing and as I have done 
ever since this nomination was sent to 
the Senate by the President of this 
ountry. And, Mr. President, the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE] in 
the letter rightfully said that this great 
question “involves the use, control, and 
enjoyment of our natural resources” 
upon which the opportunity and security 
of American life depends. 

The Senator from Wisconsin then said 
in his letter to Mr. Lamont: 

When I addressed the Senate January 31, 
I made no charges. I stated facts of record. 


Mr, President, digressing again, let me 
say that is what I have tried to do here 
this afternoon. I have not attempted 
to express personal opinions, but I have 
cited from record after record after 
record. I have cited testimony, some of 
it given under oath. The only opinion 
I cited at all was one expressed by the 
chief counsel of the Senate munitions 
investigating committee. All the rest 
has been matter in documentary form, 
in the form of letters, printed testimony, 
or cablegrams, 

The able senior Senator from Wiscon- 
sin further stated in his letter to Mr. 
Lamont: 


When I addressed the Senate January 31, 
I made no charges. I stated facts of record. 


But since you challenge them, I produce the 
proof. ' 


That is the way the Senator from 
Wisconsin answered. Then he pro- 
ceeded to produce the proof, as follows: 


Reports of the Senate itself and agencies 
acting under Senate resolutions were the 
sources of the statements to which your firm 
objects. 

The entire record supports the conclusion 
that corporations and agencies in which the 
influence of J. P. Morgan & Co. is notorious 
have been using every resource to block pub- 
lic development of St. Lawrence power in the 
interest of lower electric rates. 

If the St. Lawrence Treaty is defeated, it 
will, in my opinion, be due largely to the 
false propaganda which has been directed for 
nearly 2 years against this project, and to the 
opposition fomented by utility interests af- 
filiated with J. P. Morgan & Co. 

This propaganda has been directed chiefly 
against the navigation features of the project. 
The obvious intent behind it has been to 
arouse “exaggerated fears” of harm on the 
part of “special or local interests,” to which 
the President referred in his message on the 
treaty. The result of this campaign of de- 
liberate misrepresentation has been to ob- 
scure the fact that ratification of the treaty 
will provide 1,100,000 horsepower of the 
cheapest electricity available on this conti- 
nent to be used by a public agency in New 
York to insure the lowest possible rates. 

To assert that J. P. Morgan & Co., with its 
vast utility holdings and enormous stake in 
the maintenance and excessive rates in the 
greatest market for power and electricity in 
the world, is indifferent to a public power 
project larger than Muscle Shoals and Boulder 
Dam combined ts to tax the credulity of the 
Senate and the public and to belie the public 
records of both State and Federal Govern- 
ments. 

You state that no member of the firm of 
J. P. Morgan & Co. has opposed the public 
power and navigation project covered by the 
treaty 

Every Member of the United States Senate 
has received numerous printed statements 
demanding the defeat of the treaty, mailed 
at frequent intervals in the last 2 years by 
the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York 

J. P. Morgan and 12 of his partners, in- 
cluding yourself, were listed as members of 
this chamber at the time it initiated the 
propaganda referred to. 

The treasurer of the organization, who col- 
lected the funds and disbursed the expendi- 
tures for this campaign against the treaty, is 
Junius S. Morgan, Jr., the son of the head of 
the firm. Mr. Morgan still holds the office of 
treasurer today. 


Mr. President, I notice that the junior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Arxen] has 
just entered the Chamber. In view of 
what he said yesterday, just before the 
Senate took its recess, about the fine 
work which the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Hull, had done in behalf of the St. Law- 
rence waterway, I know the Senator will 
be interested in my attitude regarding 
the man who is going to succeed Secre- 
tary Hull. At this time I have been read- 
ing a letter written by the senior Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLtiette], on 
the 10th day of February 1934, in reply 
to a letter he had received from Mr. 
Thomas Lamont, one of the partners of 
J. P. Morgan & Co. I suggest that the 
Senator from Vermont direct his atten- 
tion to the letter which the Senator from 
Wisconsin received from Mr. Lamont. It 
will be published in the ConcrRESSIONAL 
Record which Senators will receive to- 
morrow morning. 
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rmont will 
en by the 
lich I now 


I think the Senator from V¢ 
be interested in the reply writ 
Senator from Wisconsin, wi 
continue to read: 

I have made an analysis of the published 
roster of the membership of the ch 


mber for 
1932, when the effort to defeat t 


le treaty be- 


gan. With data derived from standard finan- 
cial manuals and directories, this analysis 
shows: 

1. The 13 members of the firm of J. P. Mor- 
gan & Co. listed as members of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York are 
J. Pierpont Morgan, Thomas W. Lamont, 
Henry S. Morgan, Junius S. Morgan, Jr., 
Thomas S. Lamont, Henry P. Davison, E. T. 
Stotesbury, Charles Steele, Thomas Cochran, 
R. C. Leffingwell, Harold Stanley, George 


5 


Whitney, and Francis D. Bartow. 


2. Less than 10 percent of the membership 


show an address outside of New York City 
It includes 510 bankers and 71 railroad and 
utility directors and officials. Of the 510 
bankers, 64 are also directors of railroad or 
electric-power corporations 

3. Power and public-utility interests are 
represented in the list by Floyd L. Carlisle, 
chairman of the boards of the Niagara Hud- 
son Power Corporation, the Consolidated Gas 
Co. of New York, and the New York Ed 
Co.; Harold Stanley, a member of the firm of 
J. P. Morgan & Co. and director of the Niagara 
Hudson, the United Corporation, i the 


United Gas Improvement Co.; E. T. Stotes- 


bury, a Morgan partner and director of the 
United Gas Improvement Co.; and Georg 
Whitney, a Morgan partner and direct of 
Consolidated Gas 

4. Junius S. Morgan, Jr., of J. P. Morgan & 
Co., is listed as treasurer of the chamber. 

On November 18, 1932, a 1 entative of 
the chamber appeared before the Borah sub- 
committee of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations and presented an elal te report, 
together with a “summary and resolutions,” 
denouncing both the power and navigation 


projects and demanding the reje 
St. Lawrence Treaty 

This document appears on page 267 of the 
printed record of the hearings on the treaty. 
It had previously been mailed to each indi- 
vidual and to the President. As 
printed in the record and as received by Sen- 
ators in the mails, it is preceded by the fol- 
lowing notice, printed in black-face 

“This report was mailed to all members 
of the chamber 5 days before the meeting, 
and copies were also placed in the hands of 
each member attending the meeting, 
opportunity was given for discussion. 
vote thereon, therefore, can fairly be said to 
represent the opinion of the entire member- 
ship. The meetings of the chamber are 
attended by three or four hundred members 


tion of the 


Senator 


type 


when 


The 


I submit that if the 13 partners of J. P 
Morgan & Co. who were members of th 
chamber on October 6, 1932, have been, as 
you state, indifferent to the action « 


Senate on the treaty, their protest should not 
be directed to a Senator but to the officers of 
the chamber who caused such attacks against 
the treaty to be transmitted to Members of 
the Senate 

The fact is that the report and res 
adopted on October 6, 1932, incorporated the 
misstatements, exaggerations, and  half- 
truths which have since been chiefly relied 
upon and most widely circulated the 
effort to defeat the treaty 

If you will consult 1 of the 13 copies of 
this document mailed to members of your 
firm in advance of its adoption and trans- 
mission to the Senate, you will find that it 
recites 22 detailed objections to the ratifica- 
tion of the pending treaty 

This report states that the chamber 
opposed public development of the St 
rence since 1920; that the cha 


lutions 


in 


has 
. Law- 
iber adopted 
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a report in June 
power project at 
event of the United 
England would prevent 
from using the seaway; that 
has gone on record “against 
participation in business 


expenditure in the St 


1931 against the 


public 
“in the 
war,” 


Muscle Shoals; that 
State 


the 


being at 
United States 
the chamber 
Government 
and that “the huge 
Lawrence is closely 
rprises this chamber has so 
“the pr electric- 
know for years what 
t from the St. Lawrence” 


industry will be 


ft ivate 


i 
por , try ll not 
( 


an “als the allroad 


uncertain.” 


T quote further from the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp setting forth the statement of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York. 

“Tt might even 
clude It 


develop,” the report 


t the Government will g 


con- 

ll go into the 

f similar craft on the 
Lawrence W when completed, as 
it has on the Mississippi River, which this 
condemned on December 31, 1931. 
It might even happen that Congress would 
ide to put the Federal Government further 


o the waterpower busine 


operation of barges or 
St terway 


chamber 


det 


int 


The Senator from Wisconsin further 
Salida: 
imber condemns the 
as “economically unsound, commer- 
unwise, and politically inadvisable,” 
and directs that “copies of this report and 
resolutions be sent to the President, the 
Members cf Congress, and others who may be 
interested.” 

The falsehoods contained elsewhere in this 
document in respect to construction costs, 
traffiCc movements, and production and mar- 
keting of power have been completely dis- 
credited by the official reports of the Corps of 
Engineers, the Federal Power Commission, 
the Power Authority of the State of New 
York, the State Department— 


St. Lawrence 


I invite particular attention to 
words “State Department’— 
and every other public agency that has dealt 
with the project. 

It would appear, therefore, that members 
of the chamber should first dissociate them- 
selves from such propaganda and repudiate 
its circulation among Members of the Sen- 
ate before asking the Senate and the coun- 
try to regard them as neutral and disin- 
terested in respect to the pending treaty. 

In your letter you refer to a categorical 
declaration by J. P. Morgan & Co. on Septem- 
ber 18, 1929, and quote one sentence there- 
from as follows: 

“In our opinion, these (the pending St. 
Lawrence developments) are matters for the 
determination of the Government of the 
United States and the government of the 
State of New York and the Canadian authori- 
ties.” 

You add this comment in 
February 5, 1934: 


the 


your letter of 


I invite attention of the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. AIKEN] to the fact that 
the quotation now is from Mr. Lamont, 
a member of the firm of J. P. Morgan 
& Co.: 


“In no particular on this question have 
we changed our views since the issuance of 
the statement above quoted. Permit us to 
make clear again with all emphasis that we 
have not directly or indirectly attempted to 
influence in one way or the other ratification 
of the St. Lawrence Treaty or the character 
and manner of the proposed St. Lawrence 
power development.” 


I now continue quoting from the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin: 
You evidently refer to your statement of 


September 17, 1929, published in the New 
York Times of September 18, together with 








the statement 
loyd L. Carlisle, of 
Power Corporation. 

The statement of 5 years ago from which 
you quote could not, of course, relate spe- 
cifically to the pending treaty, which was 
signed until July 18, 1932. Your state- 

was issued at a time when Franklin D. 
toosevelt, then Governor of New York, was 
ving to obtain the approval of the legis- 
r public development of St. Law- 
ower and its distribution at the lowest 
ble rates. 

statement was 

ollowing events: 

1. On September 13, 1929, it was an- 
nounced J. P. Morgan & Co., through 
the Niagara Hudson Power Corporation, had 
acquired control of the Frontier Corpora- 
tion. The holdings of the Frontier Corpo- 
ration consisted of riparian lands and islands 
on the St. Lawrence where the dams must 
be built for the development of power and 
navigation 
2. On September 15, 1929, Governor 
Roosevelt issued a public statement serving 
notice that Morgan control of the Frontier 
Corporation and recent mergers of Morgan 
companies would not deter his administra- 
tion from proceeding with its plan for public 
development of St. Lawrence power and its 
distribution at low rates. 

The New York Times published this state- 
ment under the caption, “Roosevelt declares 
deal by Morgan forces State to act to develop 
power. Insists on public control. Morgan 

thold on the St. Lawrence makes step im- 

, he says.” 


simultaneously issued by 


the Niagara Hudson 


not 


ment 


occasioned by the 


t} t 
Liat 


1at 


I believe the statement also quoted 
what Governor Roosevelt had said. 

Mr. President, I know of nothing 
which won for Mr. Roosevelt more votes 
in the State of North Dakota when he 
was a candidate for President for the 
first time—he carried the State of North 
Dakota—than his announcement in 
favor of the development of the St. Law- 
rence seaway. The people of my State 
wish to know whether the present nomi- 
nee for Secretary of State, who may take 
the place of the fine and eminent gentle- 
man of whom the junior Senator from 
Vermont spoke so eloquently yesterday, 
will have the same attitude. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Ishould like to make two 
observations with reference to the re- 
marks of the able Senator from North 
Dakota. The first observation which I 
wish to make concerns the action of the 

ew York Chamber of Commerce in 
adopting resolutions opposing the St. 
Lawrence seaway. In repeating what 
they have done for, I believe, 15 years, 
this year they adopted the usual resolu- 
tion opposing the St. Lawrence seaway 
and, as usual, made false assertions on 
which the resolution was based. But for 
the first time, this year there was a re- 
volt within the New York Chamber of 
Commerce itself, and I understand the 
resolution against the seaway was 
adopted by a vote of only 67 to 49. 

The other matter to which the Senator 
from North Dakota referred concerns the 
votes which Governor Roosevelt received 
because he advocated the St. Lawrence 
River seaway. I invite attention to the 
fact that in the recent election the sen- 
ior Senator from New York [Mr. WaAc- 
NER] publicly endorsed the seaway, and 
as a result, he carried every city in up- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





NOVEMBER 30 


State New York, which is traditionally 
Republican. In the city of Buffalo, for 
example, where there is supposed to be 
great opposition to the seaway, his ma- 
jority was 36,000 greater than it was 6 
years ago. That proves conclusively 
that the people of the city of Buffalo are 
not opposed to the seaway, although cer- 
tain interests with headquarters in the 
city of Buffalo are opposed to it. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Vermont in whose fine 
fight for the St. Lawrence seaway I have 
enlisted and I read further from the let- 
ter of the Senator from Wisconsin: 

3. On September 16, 1929, Senator Capper 
of Kansas, and Senator WaGNER, of New York 
issued statements chalienging any attempt 
by Morgan utility companies to subvert the 
policy of public development of the St. Law- 
rence. 

According to the New York Times, Senator 
WAGNER said: 

“The St. Lawrence is a boundary stream 
separating the United States and Canada. 
Any power development of the St. Lawrence 
must, therefore, first meet the necessity of 
international action by the Federal Govern- 
ment and the Dominion Government. * * * 

“With the expansion of the Niagara-Hud- 
son Power Corporation until it is reported to 
control 80 percent of the water power of th 
State.” 


One corporation, mind you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, controlling 80 percent of the water 
power of the State. The Senator from 
Wisconsin said further, quoting from the 
editorial: 

“It may be that when the State comes to 
sell the power which it develops, it will have 
but a single customer with whom to deal, 


who may be minded to dictate its terms to 
the State. 


“Should such a situation develop and 
should the company be inclined to take ad- 
vantage of its position to make an unfair 
bargain with the State, it may compel the 
State to go further into the business of sup- 
plying electricity than would otherwise be 
necessary or wise.” 


Mr. President, the letter of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin is perhaps the best 
exposition of the St. Lawrence-Great 
Lakes project and the St. Lawrence sea- 
way that we have ever had in the United 
States. It is the best one I have seen, 
and with the consent of the distinguished 
senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Davis] I shall not read the remainder of 
the letter but shall ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be printed in the Rercorp. 
Before doing so, however, I wish to quote 
one paragraph of it because I know of no 
expression which in such few words con- 
tains the very heart of what the people 
of North Dakota and of the entire North- 
west are striving for in the effort to have 
the St. Lawrence waterway built. On 
page 2413 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of February 12, 1934, the Senator from 
Wisconsin said: 

We have the greatest industrial plant, the 
finest agricultural development the world 
has ever seen. We are richly endowed with 
natural resources. Once freed from the dom- 
ination of selfish interests intent upon the 
maintenance of special privilege and specu- 
lative profits, our economic resources can be 
directed toward social ends and lift our peo- 
ple to a standard of comfort, leisure, and 


| security hitherto unknown. 








1944 


I now ask that the remainder of the 
letter written by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, from which I have been reading, 
be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
FoLLetTTe in the chair). 
jection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


“Following issuance of the three public 
statements above referred to, you gave out 
at the office of J. P. Morgan & Co., on Sep- 
tember 17, 1929, the statement from which 
you quote one sentence in your letter of 
February 5. 

“The essence of your statement, which 
followed that of the Governor by 2 days, is 
found in the following quotation: 

“Neither J. P. Morgan & Co. nor, so far 
as they know, any of the companies in which 
they have any interest, direct or indirect, 
have taken any position for or against public 
or private ownership of the St. Lawrence 
River water power or the manner of its de- 
velopment. In our opinion, these are mat- 
ters for the determination of the Government 
of the United States and the government of 
the State of New York and by the Canadian 
authorities. Insofar as we have any opinion 
in the matter, it is our belief that, speaking 
generally, these power companies are ab- 
taining, and should continue to abstain, 
from intervention in the decision of this 
question and should loyally cooperate with 
the decision of the public authorities when 
that decision has been arrived at.’ 

“When read in connection with your letter 
of February 5, 1934, your statement issued 
5 years ago in reply to Governor Roosevelt 
has a familiar ring. Both statements seek to 
avoid public responsibility for the activities 
of utility companies you control in connec- 
tion with St. Lawrence power. 

“For years prior to 1929 water-power policy 
has been an important political issue in New 
York State. The Aluminum Co. of America, 
the General Electric Co., and the du Ponts— 
all interrelated with the House of Morgan— 
were extending their ownership of lands 
along the banks of the St. Lawrence in the 
vicinity of the proposed power project and 
filed application for the right to develop this 
rich resource under a long-term lease. 

“After his election on this major issue in 
1926, Governor Smith blocked a 50-year lease 
of the St. Lawrence power resources to the 
Frontier Corporation. 

“By 1929 it was apparent that private in- 
terests must give up the idea of actually 
building the St. Lawrence powerhouses them- 
selves Public opinion had set strongly 
against that policy. It was becoming obvi- 
ous that the strategic move for the utilities 
was to let the State put up the money for the 
dams and powerhouses and then secure con- 
trol of the distribution of cheap St. Lawrence 
power at highly profitable rates. 

“Creation of a State-wide power combine 
Was already under way, so that the field for 
distribution of State-produced St. Lawrence 
power would be reduced to a single bidder— 
and this a corporation under Morgan control. 

“I note the sweeping denial in your let- 
ter of February 5 that J. P. Morgan & Co. 
‘control or dominate certain public utilities. 
Any such statement,’ you assert, ‘is without 
basis in fact, as reference to the public 
records will readily show.’ 

“Among the most recent of these public 
records is Commission Exhibit No. 5297 in 
the Federal Trade Commission investigation 
carried out pursuant to Senate Resolution No. 
83. The title of this exhibit is: ‘The United 
Corporation (Intercorporate Relations Among 
Companies Comprising Morgan, Carlisle, and 
Thorne, Loomis (Bonbright & Co.) Group).’” 

I digress long enough to say that I hold 
the document in my hand. Senators may see 
what a comprehensive survey of this ques- 
tion it was. 





(Mr. La 
Without ob- 
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“The exhibit shows the United Corporation, 
organized by J. P. Morgan & Co., Drexel & 
Co., and Bonbright & Co., Inc., in January 
1929, as a superutility holding company of a 
new type designed to preside over power 
mergers on a State-wide basis The four 
original directors included two Morgan part- 
ners and two members of Bonbright & Co. 
This policy of the corporation to 
the report, was ‘to build up a strong equity 
position in the utilities controlling the At- 
lantic seaboard field.’ 

“The board of directors was subsequently 
rounded out to include the chief executives 
of the component holding companies, includ- 
ing Floyd L. Carlisle, chairman of the Ni- 
agara-Hudson Power Corporation and subse- 
quently of the Consolidated Gas Co., of New 
York; B. C. Cobb, chairman of the Common- 
wealth & Southern Corporation; Philip G. 
Gossler, president of Columbia Gas & Electric 
Corporation; Thomas N. McCarter, president 
of Public Service Corporation of New Jersey; 
and John E. Zimmerman, president of the 
United Gas Improvement Co. 

“Federal Trade Commission Exhibit No. 
5298 is a chart constructed from information 
furnished by the companies themselves, 
which shows the Niagara-Hudson Power 
Corporation, the Columbia Gas & Electric 
Corporation, the Commonwealth & Southern 
Corporation, the United Gas Improvement 
Co., the Public Service Corporation of New 
Jersey, and the Consolidated Gas Co. of New 
York as ‘substantially under the control of 
the United Corporation.’” 

I hold exhibit No. 5298 in my hand, and 
any Senator desiring to look at it is at 
liberty to do so. 

“It is further a matter of common knowl- 
edge that the southern wing of this Atlantic 
coast power combine, marshaled under the 
Commonwealth & Southern Corporation, 
fought to the last ditch against the Norris 
bills to utilize Muscle Shoals power as a 
means of reducing electric rates throughout 
a large part of the South. This corporation 
controls, through 100 percent stock owner- 
ship, the Alabama Power Co., the Georgia 
Power Co., the Mississippi Power Co., the 
Mississippi Utilities Co., the Ohio Edison Co., 
the Southern Tennessee Power Co., and, 
through a majority stock owWnership, the 
South Carolina Power Co. and the Tennessee 
Electric Power Co. 

“It is true that J. P. Morgan & Co., Drexel 
& Co., and their individual partners were 
reported as holding only a small percentage 
of the voting stock of the United Corpora- 
tion. But anyone in the least familiar with 
the method by which financial power is 
today exercised recognizes in this combina- 
tion the most complete and effective Morgan 
control. The intercompany holdings and 
interlocking directorates which knit this 
holding company together are traced in the 
exhibit. The financial world itself recog- 
nizes the United Corporation as a creature 
of your firm. 

“Another recent public record is avail- 
able in the stock exchange practices hear- 
ings before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency of the United States Senate. 

“J. P. Morgan himself testified under oath 
on May 23, 1933, that three members of his 
firm, George Whitney, Harold Stanley, and 
Edward Hopkinson, Jr., were directors of the 
United Corporation (pp. 30-31, hearings). 

“He testified further that Mr. Stanley was 
also a director of the Niagara Hudson Power 
Corporation and that Mr. Whitney was 
trustee of the Consolidated Gas Co. of New 
York and director of the New York Edison 
Co. 

“George H. Howard, president of the United 
Corporation, testified under oath in these 
same hearings that the office of the United 
Corporation, shared by the Niagara Hudson 
Power Corporation, immediately adjoins the 
Offices of J. P. Morgan & Co., at 23 Wall 
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Street, and that is { interior pase 
sageway between the two bui He es- 
timed further that the books he United 
Corporation are kept at the fMce of J. P, 
Morgan & Ce. under the su; L. H 
Keyes, and that he, the pr« 

United Corporation, did n ea 
who made the entries (p. 31 I i 

“On page 37 of the hea the followi 


testimony of J. P. Morgan appear 
“*Mr. Pecora. What is the 1 
Mr. Keyes to your firm?’ 


““Mr. Morcan. Mr. Keyes is a sort of gen- 
eral office manager and most confidential 
clerk.’ 

“This same investigation is replete with 
testimony which reveals the various devices 
and methods used by J. P. Morgan & Co. to 
secure and to maintain their effective influ- 
ence over banks, railroads, and public-utility 
corp rations. 

“The Federal Trade C 


mmission exhibits 
further show that in 1930 the Niagara Hudson 
Power Corporation, ‘ 


we 


which exploits 


i i ara 
Falls, produced 6,105,075,917 kilowatt-hours 
of electrical energy, and the Consolidated 
Gas Co. of New York, 3,176,458.984 kilowatt- 


hours, making a total of 8,281,564,901 for 
these New York components of the United 
Corporation group. This represents more 
than 70 percent of all the electrical energy 
generated by the utilities of New York State 
in that year. 

“An exhibit prepared by Bonbright & Co., 


June 1, 1933, for the Senate Committee on 
Banking and Currency (committee exhibit 
No. 38) showed that these New York com- 
ponents of the United Corporation had a 
combined gross income of $299,000,000, or 85 
percent of the gross income of all utilities 


for electricity and gas in New York State 
“The Federal Trade Commission 
shows that for the group of utility c 
interrelated with the United Corporation the 
total production of electric energy in 1930 
was 36,991,553,616 kilowatt-hours, or one- 


exhibit 


mpanies 


third of all the electric energy produced 
throughout the entire country in that year. 

“These figures show the direct interest of 
J. P. Morgan & C in the electric rates 
throughout New York State, which will be 
affected by the public development f 


St. Lawrence power. 


“To complete the picture a word must be 
said of the relation of H. Edmund Machold 
to the United Corporation combine in New 
York State. 

“From 1928 to 1929 H. Edmund Machold 
was Republican State chairm He had 





served 12 years in the legislature, includi 
4 years as speaker of the assembly. 
“According to the Federal Trade Commis- 





sion exhibit, as of December 31, 1931, Mr 
Machold held 5,000 shares of stock in F. L. 
Carlisle & Co., which in turn held 171,289 
shares of Eastern States Power Corporation, 
which with F. L. Carlisle & Co. held 1,255,893 
shares of St. Regis Paper Co., which in turn 
held 2,035,800 shares of United Corpora n, 
which in turn held 5,743,250 shar {Ni . 
Hudson Power Corporation stock 

“This important political leader and for- 
mer speaker of the State assembly ! i per- 
sonally an additional 16,100 shares of Bt 
Regis common stock, was director of F. I 
Carlisle & Co., Eastern States Power, and 


St. Regis Paper. 
“According to the Senate committee in- 
vestigation of stock-exchange | tices, Mac- 
hold’s name appeared on three of the J. P. 
Morgan & Co. select lists. He got from y 
firm 2,000 shares of Allegheny Corporat ; 
2,000 shares of Standard Brands, and 3 ) 
share f United Corporation stock. He c l 
have sold this stock immediately at a pront 
of not less than $85,000. 
“You and I, Mr. Lamont, I 
quibble over terms. When I say 
Morgan & Co. and its partners have consist 
ently Opposed everything that is 
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t Ido not 
you have 


t it r 
ainsSt 1t OF 


mean 
zone 
that you 
ny ora 

legislators and lobby 
u feel jeopardize your 
of distributing 


of New York and 


busines 


e people 


ur innumerable 

old, that your influence is 

ted as lf you were operating 

will perhaps recall the recent 

ca, December 8, 1933, of W. 

a successor Of Machold as 

irman of the State Republican Commit- 
He said 


It is intolerable 


agents 


f that the invisible gov- 
*t up by Mr. Machold in Albany 
during the legislative ses operating 
through his control of the clerkship under 
Mr. Hammond, manipulating chairmanships 
nd directing legislation, should be permitted 


ernment 


sions 


t continue 

“*The trouble is not that Mr. Machold be- 
lieves in the private ownership of public util- 
ities but that he apparently believes in the 
private ownership of the State government.’ 

“This is a partial background which casts 
light on the purpose of your 1929 statement 
on behalf: of J. P. Morgan & Co., to which you 
allude in your letter 

“After the Morgan merger of 1929 it re- 
quired a year and a half of battling at Albany 
before Governor Roosevelt in 1931 got through 
the legislature an act authorizing public de- 
velopment of St. Lawrence power and the 
creation of a power authority to see that elec- 
reached the consumer at the lowest 
possible rates 

“In a 
gislature 


tricity 


message delivered to the New York 
on January 7, 1931, Governor 
toosevelt said: 

“*T foresaw, of course, as everyone does, the 
possibility that existing private companies 
might refuse to treat with the State on fair 
terms ior the transmission of this electricity 
under a contractual relationship fixing their 
rates and profit It was for that reason that 
I viewed with such alarm the merger of the 
three holding companies of power 
corporations into the joint merger of the 

vara-Hudson Power Co. The creation of 
this superutility deprived the State of its 
right to bargain with several companies and 
compelled it to bargain with this company 
aione 

“In messaze 


le ‘ 
iarezest 


this the Governor recom- 
mended complete control by the State of the 
transmission of St. Lawrence power. He also 
recommended that publicly owned municipal 
systems ‘should be given full opportunity to 
purchase a reasonable share of the St. Law- 
rence River power’ at ‘cost of generation and 
of tran , 

“Gover 


mission 


nor Roost 


velt continued in his mes- 
arnatives which the power 
would have in determining the 
transmitting electricity are, of 
nly bargaining club in its posses- 
its negotiations with the present 
If it did not have these 
ate would be at the com- 
I he Niagara-Hudson Power 
( it these alternatives form the 
very ndation of the plan, which will have 
i ‘ 
( 
t 
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‘These two alt 


alternatiy he St 


ment only when the homes 
heap electricity. I believe 
ernatives provide the whip 
ump card, with which the State 
can treat with the Power Trust, and I believe 
that they should be emphasized to the ut- 
most.’ 

“In the face o 

hich I have referred 

lv have we n 


linistration at 
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lat th 


se two alt 
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f these public records to 
you insist that ‘not 
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Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Treaty, however, 
the public records prove your firm has a self- 
ish interest in conflict with the public in- 
terest, and your letter states you are not 
supporting the administration's effort to se- 
cure its ratification. In your letter you as- 
sume neutral attitude, but the record 
demonstrates you have in the past effectively 
opposed the administration’s public power 
program 

“A policy of this administration vital to 
its success and of great importance to the 
people is the President’s effort to free our 
natural resources from exploitation and con- 
trol by private interests for extortionate pri- 
vate pront 

“Our flowing streams are peculiarly adapt- 
able to development and use for the public 
benefit. In his avowed purpose of removing 
credit, production, and transportation from 
selfish exploitation, the President has wisely 
insisted upon the public development of 
wate. power under terms which will insure 
to every home its maximum benefits in 
cheap and increased use of current and the 
relief of needless drudgery—in short, a richer 
life for the average American family. 

“In other countries resourceful business 
minds have been dedicated to this same 
great task. Adam Beck built the Ontario 
system to develop and distribute electricity 
virtually at cost. Henry Thornton, an Amer- 
ican railroad official, was drafted by the 
Dominion Government to organize and op- 
erate the great transportation system of 
Canada, which pays high wages and charges 
low rates. Both of these men were early and 
open advocates of the development of the 
St. Lawrence for navigation and power. 

“We have the greatest industrial plant, the 
finest agricultural development the world has 
ever seen. We are richly endowed with nat- 
ural resources. Once freed from the domina- 
tion of selfish interests intent upon the main- 
tenance of special privilege and speculative 
profits, our economic resources can be di- 
rected toward social ends and lift our people 
to a standard of comfort, leisure, and security 
hitherto unknown. 

“Iam convinced that the ratification of the 
pending treaty to open the midcontinent to 
the sea, and to develop water power now 
Wasted equivalent to the energy of 5,000,000 
men, is an important step in promoting re- 
covery and in fulfilling the destiny of this 
Nation 

“If American financiers remain hostile to 
such broad national purposes, then I seriously 
doubt whether they can service as a useful 
instrumentality of society when we succeed 
in eradicating the greed and ignorance that 
produced the depression. 

“You will recall the words of President 
Roosevelt in his inaugural address of March 
4, 1933: 

“Plenty is at our doorstep, but a generous 
use of it languishes in the very sight of the 
supply. Primarily this is because the rulers 
of the exchange of mankind’s goods have 
failed, through their own stubbornness and 
their own incompetence, have admitted their 
Practices of the un- 
scrupulous money changers stand indicted in 
the court of public opinion, rejected by the 
hearts and minds of men. * * * 

“*The money changers have fled from their 
high seats in the temple of our civilization. 
We may now restore that temple to the an- 
cient truths. The measure of the restoration 
lies in the extent to which We apply social 
values more noble than mere monetary profit.’ 

“The St. Lawrence Treaty will, in my 
opinion, be ratified. If the withdrawal of 
further opposition by members of your firm, 
even at this belated hour, is made effective, 
it will unquestionably be welcomed by the 
American people. 

“Very truly yours, 
“RoBErT M, La FOLLeTTE, Jr.” 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I will 
now take a moment to state why the de- 
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velopment of the St. Lawrence waterway 
and the development of the Missouri 
River Basin are so important to our peo- 
ple. In Rhode Island, for example, 93 
farmers out of every hundred have light 
and power. I see present the distin- 
guished junior Senator from Rhode Is- 
land {Mr. Green]. He knows from the 
record that 93 farmers out of every 100 
in Rhode Island have light and power 
upon their farms. I see in the Chamber 
the distinguished Senator from the State 
of Washington [Mr. WALLGREN]. He 
knows that out of every 109 farmers in 
the State of Washington 80 have light 
and power upon their farms. The Sena- 
tor from Minnesota |Mr. SHIpstTEapD] left 
the Chamber a moment ago. If he were 
here, he would verify the statement that 
in the State of Minnesota 40 out of every 
hundred farmers have light and power 
upon their farms. In the State of Mon- 
tana 25 out of every hundred farmers 
have light and power upon their farms. 
But the State of North Dakota is at the 
very bottom of the list; of the 48 States, 
it is the lowest; it is the forty-eighth 
State, for only 6.9 percent, or less than 
7 farmers out of every hundred in North 
Dakota have light and power on their 
farms, while in the State of South Da- 
kota less than 10 farmers out of every 
hundred have light and power. 

Now, to refer to the matter of irriga- 
tion, in the adjoining State of Montana, 
of all the land that can be irrigated 66 
percent of the land is irrigated, and that 
State has 1,711,409 acres of irrigated 
land. But in North Dakota we have only 
21,615 acres of irrigated land. So Sen- 
ators can see how tremendously in- 
terested the people of North Dakota are. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I should like to say to the 
Senator from North Dakota that he does 
not have to go so far away from the east 
to find unserved rural territory. Ac- 
cording to information given me about 3 
days ago by the Department of Agnicul- 
ture there are in the States of New York, 
New Hampshire, and Vermont alone 
50,000 farms that have no electric serv- 
ice, and 85,000 other rural homes, mak- 
ing a total of 135,000 rural homes with- 
out electricity within a radius of 200 
miles of the St. Lawrence project. 

Mr. LANGER. And I may say to the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont, 
contrast that if you will, with the condi- 
tions in countries we are now fighting. 
More than 90 percent of all the farms in 
Germany and more than 90 percent of 
all the farms in Japan have light and 
power, as shown by the official report of 
the R. E. A. of the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. President, I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the New York 
Times of this morning, page 1: 

At the same time it was learned that 
Edward R. Stettinius, Jr.. newly appointed 
Secretary of State, contemplates a thorough 
reorganization of the State Department 
which would include an increase in its Juris- 
diction in the foreign economic field. This 
in turn will involve 2 general reshuffling of 
foreign economic functions which are scat- 
tered about the Government, mainly in the 
Foreign Economic Administration, Commerce 








partment, and Office 
ter-American Affairs. 


of Coordinator for 
This goes to show what tremendous 
significance this appointment has. Yet, 
Mr. President, we are asked to confirm 
this nomination which was submitted 
to the Senate on last Monday afternoon. 
We were asked to confirm it yesterday, 
Wednesday, when it was reported by the 
distinguished chairman of the Foreign 
Relations Committee, the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. 
Now, Mr. President, I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to an addr 
made upon this floor by the late George 
W. Norris, on February 23,°1933, as it 
appears at page 4770 of the CoNGREs- 
SIONAL REcoRD. I wish to quote from the 
speech, because I do not know of any 
Senator in recent years who has com- 
manded a higher respect upon the floor 
of this body than the late Senator Norris. 
On that day Senator Norris said: 
Senators will recollect that through inter- 
cking directorships between banks domi- 
nated by Morgan and through the control 
of the Morgan-founded, Morgan-operated 
United Corporation, this banking house, 
within the past few years, has come into a 
position of absolute dominance in the power 
business. Take its United Corporation: It 
was founded early in 1929. United Corpora- 
tion has substantial control of Columbia Gas 
& Electric Co., a far-flung holding corpora- 
tion; the Niagara Hudson Power Corporation, 
which dominates the up-State utility pic- 
ture in New York; and the Commonwealth & 








Southern Corporation, another huge power 
group. I shall have more to say in regard 


to that in the future. 

I had assistants working on a chart that 
charted the United Corporation, which I have 
just mentioned. Some of the statistics and 
some of the information we were not able 
to get. I expected to have it, so that I could 
put it up beside these other charts on the 
wall and show to the Senate just how this 
United Corporation, controlled by Morgan in 
the public-utility field, spreads all over the 
Uuited States; but we were unable to as- 
semble all the information, and I shall have 
to wait until some future date for the in- 
formation that that would convey. 

United Corporation also is buying into 
Electric Bond & Share, which in the past has 
been headed by Sidney Z. Mitchell, who, with 
Insull, dominated the old-time National Elec- 
tric Light Association. 

At the present rate of progress, Morgan 
will soon control the industry. 


Mr. President, I particularly ask that 
the Senate remember the last words I 
just quoted from Senator Norris’ speech, 
delivered on the 23d of February 1933, 
because I intend to read from a letter 
written by President Roosevelt only a 
few months ago showing exactly how the 
electric-light industry has increased. 

Senator Norris said further: 


At the present rate of progress, Morgan 
will soon control the industry. That famous 
banking house is already well on the road 
in that direction. The record of the func- 
tioning of these various Morgan-controlled 
corporations in this new Edison Electric In- 
stitute will bear watching. 


He warned us 10 years ago, said they 
would bear watching. He said further: 


Is it because Morgan wishes to complete 
the picture of his control of the power indus- 
try that his power executives dominate 18 of 
the 22 trustees of this new organization? 

An examination of the connections of the 
trustees of the Edison Electric Inctitute and 
the showing as to the interlocking director- 
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hips between bankers and the companies 
and the interlocking directorates between 
banking houses which also have interlocking 
directorates with the companies headed by 
the trustees of the Edison Electric Institute 
shows that of the 22 trustees of the new or- 
ge 18 are so closely linked to the 
N irlisle-T ed Corporati n inter- 
ests t would impossible to have the 
slightest indet nce of action. 

Now let us consider some of these trustees 


He takes them up in order, and I ask 
unanimous consent to place in the REc- 
orD the remainder of page 4770, all of 
page 4771, and everything Mr. Norris said 
on pages 4772 and 4773. 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


Who is Mr. Carlisle, for instance? 
Carlisle is an upstate New York banker 
who launched into the power industry sev- 


eral yeers ago. His greatest rise, however, 
has been since he, acting for Morgan, moved 
into control of the upstate Niagara Hudson 
Power Co. and the Consolidated Gas Co., 
which controls the electric and gas picture 
in the city of New York, and is one of the 
real powers in the Morgan-owned United 
Corporation. United Corporation in Decem- 
ber 1931, controlled about 22 percent of the 
voting strength of Niagara Hudson. Carlisle 
and other Morgan operators have enough 
stock to make this working control absolute 

Mr. Carlisle’s investment company, known 
as F. L. Carlisle & Co., had about a 33-percent 
control of the New England Power Associa- 
tion, a public-utility group, when that or- 
ganization was founded, and when it wrote 
up its assets by $17,000,000, according to the 
records of the Federal Trade Commission's 
investigation of utilities. 

That is found on page 362, volumes 31 and 
32. So Mr. Carlisle, one of the trustees of 
this holy institute, was the head of an insti- 
tution that the Federal Trade Commission 
shows put $17,000,000 of water into the capi- 
talization. 

It is interesting to note that since the or- 
ganization of the Niagara-Hudson Power Co., 
z P. Morgan & Co. are always the head of the 
banking syndicate that handles the public 
offerings of securities of the Niagara 
Power Co.’s subsidiary corporations. 

Here are some of the samples: 

In 1931 one of the subsidiaries, the Buffalo 
General Electric Co., floated general and re- 
funding mortgage 4%4-percent gold bonds 


hy 
the 





due February 1, 1981, to the amount of 
$20,000,000 It is interesting to note who 
handled the bonds. Here are the bankers 


who did it: 

J. P. Morgan & Co.; nbright & Co.; First 
National Bank; National City Co.; Guaranty 
Co. of New York; Bankers Trust Co New 
York; Chase Securities Corporation; Lee, 
Higginson & Co.; Bancamerica-Blair Corpora- 
tion; and Schoellkopf, Hutton & Pomeroy, 
Buffalo, N. Y. 

Note these names. I am going to repeat 
them a good many times before I get through 
with these charts that are on the wall. You 
will become familiar with them. These are 
the banking institutions that handled the 
bonds of this Morgan-controlled subsidiary 
of the new Edison Electric Institute. 

In 1932 the Niagara Falls Power Co., an- 
other one of the subsidiaries, floated first and 
consolidated mortgage 5-percent gold bonds, 
due in 1959, to the amount of $2,000,000. 
Who handled that? J.P. Morgan & Co.; Bon- 
bright & Co.; Schoellkopf, Hutton & Pomeroy. 

Then in the same year, 1932, the Utica Gas 
& Electric Co., another one of the subsidiaries, 
floated $2,000,000 in 20-year general mort- 
gage 5-percent gold bonds. Who handled 
them? J. P. Morgan & Co.; Bonbright & Co.; 
Schoellkopf, Hutton & Pomeroy. 

So that gives the Senate an idea of Mr. 
Carlisle's connections. Incidentally dg not 
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forget t! we always find him the Mor- 
gan group 

G e H. Howard is anoth e€ his 
con ted, Christianized EI Elec In- 
stitute. Whois he? Why, ! pre f 
he United Corpora n. Th men s 
the corr i I have bes ng < 
Tha the corporation t controls 
electric-light companies f the subsidiaries 
n the public-utility busine 1 New York 
to San Francisco and from 1adian line 
to the Guif Th s the s to 
which I wanted to hav ( I h 

how tl! v c W 
to get it re 

Mr Howard |! l I ; 
c ctors in var € I ds - 
ley, a Morgan ae 

er M e ¥V 
1M ‘1 1 7 I 1 
codirec in ed Banke 
Trust C 

Now let us take up Mr. B. C. Cobb, another 
one of the truste He is ar ier of the 
Morgan triumvirate He has been < rT i 
of the finance committee of the Nati l 
Electric Light Association. T t is the one 
they got ashamed of and de \ 
know He was the head of the fina nee c - 
mittee; so they not only have t ime fi- 
cers but the same fellows are going to run 
their finances. He is chairman of Common- 
wealth & Southern, a company that holds a 
large number of 


in which the 


electric-light corps 
tion has ; 1 





interest 
Mr. Cobb was serving on the t 
companies he operate 











Mr. Thor: the president Bont ¢ 
Co., a Morgan associate, v . idition to 
be a director in Commonwealth & South- 
ern, is also director of Niagara Hudson, Pub- 


lic Service Corporation of 
United Gas Improvement C 
son Power Co., American Superpower Cor- 
poration, the United Utili and the Mor- 
gan bank, the Bankers Trust C 

Another associate of Mr. Cobb as a dir 
of the Commonwealth & Sout! 
tion is Alfred L. Li 


New Jersey. the 
Mohawk Hud- 


ctor 
ern Corpora- 





wl 






omis also is a director 
of United Corporation, Public Service Corpo- 
ration of New Jersey, Americ rpower 
United Utilities, and the E ers Trust Co 





Back to Morgan again! 





Another ¢ of Cobb ts the far-famed 
Sidney Z. Mit He is he fthez C 
Bond & §S up, i which M 
through I ed Corporat seems to be 
acquiring : antial inte Mr. Mit- 
chell’s dire lips are f king with 
other Morg: itrolled corporations 

Tl ank D. Comerford. He 
is a trustees. He hap} 
to be pres’dent of the New England Power 
Association. He is a direct f Internati 1 
Paper & Power and Edison Electric Illuminat- 
ing Co., of Boston 

Mr. Comerford will be recalled for his tes- 
timony before the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion concerning the practice of writing up 
the value of properties. In the course of his 
testimony it was brought out that when the 
New England Power Association was formed 


and took over the assets 
Power Co wr 
than $17,000,000. 

sion Reports, vols. 


f the New 
S@ assets 
(Federal Trade I 
21 and 32, p. 360.) 


( 
it ote up th 


Mr. 





Comerford claimed that these write-ups did 
not affect the c umer in any way, since 
they were not used as a basis for rate maki 

That is always the claim made. Neverthe- 
less, when any public-utility corporation is 
asking for new rates it always cites its capi- 


talization, and how much it ought to be al 





lowed to make, and tl goes » figuring 
the value of its property, upon lich, unde 

the law, the rates mu e graded. But lay 
that question l Lay the rate question 
aside for a moment I t it This man, 


ie 


who 18 one ¢ 


tified organization, claims in his 
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Alex Dow another one of 
He is of the Detroit Edison 
‘ ciated with him director 

f it company Mr. Bulkley, of Spencer 

rask & Co., of New York, who is also a direc- 
tor of the North American Co., the Cleveland 
Electric DTluminating Co the Milwaukee 
Electric Railway & Light Co., the Milwaukee 
Electric Light, Heat & Traction Co., and the 
Bankers Trust Co., of New York, getting back 
to Morgan 

He has also associated with him as a direc- 
tor in the Detroit Edison Co. Mr. B. A 
Thompkins, vice president of the Bankers 
Trust Co., a Morgan bank 

Mr. William Chamberlain is another mem- 
ber of the board of trustees. He is president 
United Light & Power Corporation. 
He is a director of the International Paper 
Co., which is a subsidiary of the International 
Paper & Power Co. Mr. Chamberlain is tied 
in with the following Morgan associates: Mr. 
George Roberts and Mr. Marshall Field. Rob- 
erts is director of the Niagara-Hudson Power 
Co., which is controlled by the Morgan-owned 
United Corporation, and Morgan's chief power 
dictator, Floyd L. Carlisle. Mr. Field is a 
director of the Columbia Gas & Electric, 
owned by Morgan, president of Field, Glore 
& director of two of the Morgan New York 

y banks, the Guaranty Trust Co., and the 

nk of Manhattan Trust Co 

REYNOLDS. Mr. President 
yield? 

Norris. I yield 

REYNOLDS, I heard the Senator a mo- 

7 mention the name of Mr. Mitchell. 


id has a 


of the 


will the Sen- 


Norris. Ye 


REYNOLpS. He is one of the directors of 
splendid institute the Senator has de- 
scribed so vividly. I should like to know if 
he is related to the Mr. Mitchell who is pres- 
ident of the National City Co. I make that 
inquiry because it is said that he testified 
before our Committee on Banking and Cur- 
i single year that man him- 
alaries and in bonuses the 
nse sum of $2,200,000, and in 
h admitted that those innocent 
ho had trusted themselves to the 
salesmen for the big companies the Senator 
has so vividly described lost millions upon 
millions of doijlars 
Mr. Norris. I th 
interruptic Tl 
am speaking is Sidn 
say whether he the same man who testi- 
fied before the Senator’s committee or not. 
There are two Mitchells. I think this was a 
different Mitchell 
I now come to Mr. Tidd, one of these trus- 
tees. He is president of the American Gas & 
Electric Co. He has associated with him in 
the American Gas & Electric Co. as a director 
Mr. Sidney Z. Mitchell, whose connections I 
have already noted in connection with B. C. 
Cobb. Iso associated with Mr. Tidd as di- 
rector of the American Gas & Electric Co. is 
Mr. C. E. Groesbeck, who is also trustee of 
the institute, president of the Electric Bond 


Senator for his 
about whom I 
Mitchell. I cannot 
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and a director of the Bankers Trust 
Morgan-controlled bank 
hn Z. Zimmerman is another trustee 
resident of the United Gas Improve- 
Philadelphia. He has 
as director Mr. Har } 
J. P. Morgan & Co., and already 
in connection with Messrs 
nd Carlisle 
Zimmerman has also ¢ 
Edward Hopkinson, who i 
Public Service Corporatior 
oof the United Gas Imp 


*°y) 
aU! 


associated 


partn 


1 & Co 


already 
» and Carlisle He 
the United Gas Co 

here is Mr. Gossler, another 
these trustees. He is president of the Co- 
lumbia Gas & Electric Co., and has associ- 
ated with him as a director in the Columbia 
Gas & Electric Co. Mr. Harold Stanley, part- 
ner in J. P. Morgan. 

He has also associated with him Mr. Mar- 
shall Field, referred to above in connection 
with Mr. Chamberlain. 

Associated with him is William C 
Potter, who is also a director of the Electric 
Bond & Share Co. and president and director 
of the Guaranty Trust Co 

Associated also with him is Joseph Harri- 
man, president of the Harriman National 
Bank, of New York City 

Then there is Mr. C. E. Groesbeck, another 
one of the trustees, who is president of the 
Electric Bond & Share and is a director of the 
Bankers Trust Co. and of the American Gas 
& Electric. He has associated with him as 
directors Mr. Sidney Z. Mitchell; Mr. William 
C. Potter, president of the American Trust 
Co.; Mr. L. E. Pierson, chairman of the Irving 
Trust Co.; Mr. Frederick Strauss, of J. W. 
Seligman & Co.; Mr. E. G. Merrill, chairman, 
Bank of New York & Trust Co.; and S. S. Colt, 
president of the Bankers Trust Co. 

Another one of these trustees is Mr. Bay- 
lies, who is president of the Edison Electric 
Illuminating Co., of Boston. He has asso- 
ciated with him as director Frank D. Comer- 
ford, who is a trustee of the institute. He 
is another one of the trustees. He is also 
president of the New England Power Asso- 
ciation, a subsidiary of the International 
Paper & Power Co., of which Mr. Comerford 
is also a director. 

Another one of the trustees is Samuel 
Ferguson, who is president of the Hartford 
Electric Light Co., of Hartford, Conn., and 
who is a director of the New England Power 
Association. / 

Then there comes Mr. Harry J. Bauer, 
president of the board of the Southern Cali- 
fornia Edison. As far as I know, he is not 
connected with any Morgan institution. 

George B. Cortelyou is president of this 
great institute, as well as one of the trustees. 
Senators will remember him, certainly, in 
connection with the activities of the National 
Electric Light Association, in trying to con- 
trol the action of the United States Senate. 
Senators will remember that this great 
ciation employed two ex-Senators to appear 
before the committee to which had been 
referred the resolution of investigation. The 
evidence showed the fees they were paid, and, 
as far as any evidence I have ever seen is 
concerned, that was the only service 
rendered. 

Mr. CostT1can. Mr. President—— 

The PreEsIDING OFrricer (Mr. LA FOLLETTE in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. Noraris. I yield. 

Mr. CosTIGAN. Was any accounting ever 
made of the expenditure of the $400,000 re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. Norris. Yes. The Federal Trade Com- 
mission, in its investigation, showed just 


one of 


also 


asso- 
ass 


they 
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how the money was spent. They itemized 
it somewhat in their report, and the fees 
paid to the attorneys were a part of the re- 
port. That is all in the record. I think I 
had it put in the CoNnGRESSIONAL Recofp at 
another time, but I do not remember che 
details of it now 

Mr. Cortelyou is president and also a mem- 
ber of the board of trustees of this Edisor 
Electric Institute. He was also president of 
the National Electric Light As 
which has just gone out of busin 


placed by the Eaison 


sociation 


which was dis 
Institute 

Associated with Mr. Cortelyou as a direct 
of the Consolidated Gas Co. is Mr. Charles E 
Mitchell I will say to the Senator 
North Caroliha that I think that is the 
Mitchell who testified before his committee 
yesterday. He is associated with Mr. Cor- 
telyou as a director of the Consolidated Gas 
Co. Mr. Mitchell is chairman and director 
of the National City Bank of New York, and 
he is also director of the American Foreign 
Power Co. 

Associated with Mr. Cortelyou also is Mr 
George Whitney, one of Mr. Morgan’s part- 
ners. He has also been-referred to in con- 
nection with Mr. Howard and with Mr. Cor- 
telyou as a director of the Consclidated Gas 
Co. of New York 

Mr. Muhlfeld is another one of these trus- 
tees. He is a director of Stone & Webster, and 
has associated with him as a director M1: 
Charles A. Stone, who is also a director of the 
Chase Securities & North American Co. 

Senators, particularly from the West, will 
recognize the firm of Stone & Webster. They 
go clear to the Pacific coast from the Middle 
West and are interested in the generation 
and distribution of electricity in many places 
They operate in Washington; they operate in 
Los Angeles; they operate up and down the 
coast and a great distance east of the coast. 

Mr. Edwin Gruhl is another trustee. He is 
president of the North American Co., and as- 
sociated with him is Mr. Bulkley, noted above 
in connection with Mr. Dow, and also Mr. 
Charles A. Stone, chairman of Stone & Web- 
ster, who is also director of the Chase Securi- 
ties Co., and is menticned above in connection 
with Mr. George O. Muhlfeld. 

Mr. Hockenbeamer is another trustee. He 
is president of the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., 
the North American Co., whose chief financial 
influence is the Morgan-controlled Bankers’ 
Trust Co., and is the most important stock- 
holder in Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 

Mr. McCarter is another trustee. He is 
president of the Public Service Electric & 
Gas Co., of Newark. Associated with Mr. Mc- 
Carter as director is Mr. Landon K. Thorne 
noted above, and Mr. Alfred L. Loomis, noted 
above, and Mr. Hopkinson, also noted in con- 
nection with Mr. John E. Zimmerman. 

Mr. John J. O’Brien is another trustee. He 
is president of Byllesby & Co., and director 
of the Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 

Mr. H. Hobart Porter is president of the 
American Waterworks Electric Co. 

Mr. Herbert A. Wagner is president of the 
Consolidated Gas Electric Light & Power Co., 
of Baltimore. 

Mr. James Simpson is the chairman of the 
board of the Commonwealth Edison Co. 

There is no record that Mr. Porter, Mr. 
Wagner, or Mr. Simpson are in any way con- 
trolled by the Morgan-Carlisle-Cobb-Howard 
group. The same is apparently true of Mr. 
Harry J. Bauer, chairman of the board of the 
Southern California Edison Co., another 
director of the institute. 

A careful review of the record will show 
that all of the gentlemen except the four 
I just mentioned are tied through interlock- 
ing directorships of banks and utility cor- 
porations as being associated with and either 
dominated or partially controlled through 
association with the new Morgan utility em- 
pire. So here we have this new Edison Elec- 
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' t efforts and 1e time get- 
» a position to still further dominate 

us vhich they w have prac al 

Mr. I - = 

I A hat 
r i If 

e re 

t ) i S; 

were ¢ I by 

' i control ge tion and distribu- 
f city ver the United States? 

The hemselves claim that they have 87 per- 
t f all the electric-light facilities 

the United States. I believe it, and I think 

I | continue to believe it until we have 
me concession from these men, some of 
whom were caught red-handed pouring water 


n 

) the capitalization, and others of whom 
were interested in the propaganda spread all | 

er the country to deceive the American 

people It is my opinion that the National 

Electric Light Association have only changed 

their shirt, and the shirt they are putting on 

w is just as dirty as the one they have 

¥ 


ken of 

Mr. Lonc. Mr. President-—— 

The Prestpinc Orricer. Does the Senator 
from Nebraska yiel‘ to the Senator from Lou- 
isiana? 

Mr. Norris. Certainly 

Mr. Lone. I have been out of the Chamber 
momentarily. What is the change to which 

e Senator refers? 

Mr. Norais. The National Electric Light As- 

iation has changed to the Edison Electric 
Institute. They have given a new name to 
old institution. 
Mr. President, I have referred several times 
he Commonwealth & Southern Corpora- 
tion Incidentally the Commonwealth & 
Southern, one of these holding companies, is 
ne of the corporations which the Federal 
Trade Commission has not yet investigated 
We have appropriated money today that will 
ble them to carry their investigation into 
this group. I want to outline briefly just 
what the Commonwealth & Southern Corpo- 





The Commonwealth & Southern Corpora- 
tion is one of the utility combines upon which 
1e Federal Trade Commission has not started 

k as yet, and most certainly will not before 
June 30. It is one of the 22 companies listed 
Commission for investigation in the 


1) 


‘ 
xt fiscal year and will be investigated at 
Southern contre 


tock, the following com- 
ers: Alabama Power Co 
ower Co., Gulf Power Co 
South Carolina Power 
Cc It controls others 
Illinois, Indiana, 





The southern companies listed came int 
Commonwealth & Southern control through 
the Southeastern Power & Light Co., which 
formerly headed up this group of companies | 
in the Southeast 1929, Common- 
wealth & Souther tion was formed 
and acquired more than 90 percent of the | 
common stock of this Southeastern Power & | 
Light Co. Subsequently, Southeastern Power 
& Light Co. was merged i » Commonwealth 
& Southern, along with three other holding 
companies much like Southeastern, but oper- 
ating in other regions. 

Just imagine what that means, If we take 
the language of the last two or three sen- 
tences to which I have given utterance, and 
analyze it, we will find out how the or- | 
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Miss I I 
The vast extent of the system in the Mic ticu subject about wv I 

West, as well as in the § h, is tersely ex- the vest 1 of the Power Tri 

pressed in Moody's Manual of Public Utilities Federal Trade ¢ nis But ¢ 

for 1932, which say dent of the s ject will le ! h . 
The operating « mpani serve er 2.600 vestigate y } ‘ 

citie towns, and communities in a terri- the incident € cor 3 

tory having a population « mated to be in € t The Feder I 

excess of 9.000.000. located in 11 industrial ion ha stated that ( I 

and agricultural States—Michigan. Ohio. In- ied to take up é f « 

diana, Illinois, Tennessee, Pennsylvania, | PO! ns generally and th eneral col 


South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama. Missis- of the busi of the 1 


Sippi, and Florida, furnishing electricity 
1.046.971 customers’ meters and gas to 218.- 
002 customers’ mete! 

The system had consolidated asset 
nd of 1931 of 8$1,.155.760.000 Its con: 
dated gross earnings in 1931 were $130.00 
000, and in 1932 were $144,000,000 Its 1 
income, after expenses, taxes, retirement re 
serve, and fixed charges, but before preferrec 


dividends, was, in 1931, $22,369,000: and in Mr. Norris. Yes; I 
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1932 was $13,.243.000 Mr. Boran. I th ( e ! 
Commonwealth & Southern Corporation rematr sto in t 

had outstanding at the end of 1932 33.673.228 that ever read 

shares of common stock without par value M s. Ihave n yet read bu 

As of the end of 1931 there were nearlv 160 - the p ch I have read indicat« t 

000 common stockholders and about 181.- a very remarkable 

000 stockholders of all classes Mr. President, I wi rather ( 
All of this information is contained i th ope of my discu . b 

Moody's Manual and Moody's Cum t kine corm t Ss ir f I ( - 

Manual Service t f the iblic-u I ‘ elec- 


From Holding Company Control of I tr 
censees of the Federal Power Commi 








ré n ] e\ I d, but 
report of a survey made under the direction i nly one of the i ( 
of the Power Commission last year, it is clea by combi: ns of mo ‘ 
that the Commonwealth & Southern ¢ - f the bu ( f the N 
poration, h s it i ‘ y e of the I desire 





units in the great 
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, ; ' : lead k ! ¥ ( 
that has been put together in the 1: 10 Ban] f A } A 
, Ain i ‘ 
years e Power Commission's report shov E M T ( E 
this, without comment, through the r d ( , n I ( B 
of cKkholdings Ac ding to this re Y 
the ¢ 14} = “ ; . ‘ G . . ‘ 
the Commonwealth & Southern Co i I ( p ’ ( 
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Mr. Lone. Their corporate control of the 
Power Trust does not-differ materially from 
their control of anything else, does it? 

Mr. Norris. No} it is about the same as in 
the case of any other corporation. 

These 8 banks-——and they are only a part 
of the great combination of wealth repre- 
sented by banks in Wall Street, which are 
operating through interlocking director- 
ships—have directorships in 846 manufac- 
turing companies. So, there are 846 corpora- 
ions engaged in all lines of manufacturing 

t these banks, either directly or indirectly, 
ntrol, because the man who controls or the 
nen who control the money of the country 
» control the country, as the Senator from 
klahoma |Mr. Tmomas] so well said yester- 
iay. Let a combination of men control the 
inances of the United States, and they con- 
rol all the activities of all the people of the 
Inited States. These 8 banks have 1,201 
lirectorships in other corporations, making a 
otal of 3,741 directorships held by the 8 
anks in various corporations. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. Norris said further: 

Now I want to make a little larger list of 
banks. I am going to include these 8, and 
add enough more to include 24 banks and 
trust companies in New York. 


Mr. President, as I stated just a little 
while ago, and I repeat because addi- 
tional Senators have entered the Cham- 
ber, if this nomination shall be con- 
firmed, we will have in the Cabinet Ed- 
ward Stettinius, Jr., of New York, Secre- 
tary of State; Henry Morgenthau, Jr., 
of New York, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; Henry L. Stimson, of New York, 
Secretary of War; James V. Forrestal, 
of New York, Secretary of the Navy; 
Frances Perkins, of New York, Secretary 
of Labor; and we will have Harlan F. 
Stone, of New York, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 


Five of the ten members of the Cab- 
inet are from New York. 


Mr. President, the late Senator Nor- 
ris further said: 


Now I want to take a little larger list of 
banks. I am going to include these 8 and 
add enough more to include 24 banks and 
trust companies in New York, and, so that 
any student who may want to examine into 
the question may have a little more detail, 
I will give the names of these 24 banks which 
I use in illustration. They are the 
American Exchange Securities Corporation; 
Anglo-South American Trust Co.; Banc- 
america-Blair Corporation; Bank of America, 
National Association; Bank of Manhattan 
Trust Co.; Bank for Savings in the City of 
New York; Bankers’ Trust Co.; Bronx County 
Trust Co.; Brooklyn Trust Co.; Central Han- 
over Bank & Trust Co.; Chase National Bank; 
*hemical Bank & Trust Co.; City Bank Farm- 
ers’ Trust Co.; Corn Exchange Bank & Trust 
Co.; First National Bank, City of New York; 
Guaranty Trust Co. of New York; Halsey 
Stewart & Co.; Irving Trust Co.; Lisman 
Trust Co.; Manufacturers’ Trust Co.; Marine 
Midland Trust Co.; National City Bank of 
New York; New York Trust Co.; Title Guar- 
anty & Trust Co. 

Mr. President, these banks have 6,250 direc- 
torships in various corporations, including 
other banks. 


this 


Mr. President, the farmers in North 
Dakota, the farmers in the Northwest, 
who must buy farm machinery made of 
steel, are interested in the amount of 
the profits which the United States Steel 
Corporation or other corporations are 
making, and they are interested in the 
fact that this man, whose nomination 
we are asked to confirm, held a very high 
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position in the United States Steel Cor- 
poration, and I understand he is reputed 
to be worth now about $40,000,000. Ido 
not know. I have simply been told 
that—I believe, reliably. We do not 
know and I do not suppose any Member 
of the Senate on the Senate floor knows 
in what companies he has stock, but I, as 
one Senator on the floor representing my 
constituents, wish them to know before 
we confirm this appointment exactly 
what the situation is, and I will say that 
this situation instead of getting better 
has been progressively getting worse. 

Mr. President, I repeat the statement 
made by the late Senator Norris: 


Mr. President, these banks have 6,250 di- 
rectorships in various corporations, including 
other banks. 


I now ask, Mr. President, that the next 
two paragraphs may be printed in the 
Recorp at this point as a part of my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, what 
was the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from North Dakota made a re- 
quest to place certain remarks made by 
the late Senator Norris in the Recorp 
at this point. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I understood the 
Senator to ask permission to revise his 
remarks. I did not understand his re- 
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from North Dakota? ‘The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Let me call attention here to conditions 
existing right in the shadow of this Capitol. 
The Chase National Bank, as is known, owns, 
or at least controls, the gas company which 
supplies the people of Washington with gas. 
Between the Chase National Bank and the 
gas company that operates in the city of 
Washington there are more than a dozen 
holding companies. I put the list of those 
holding companies into the Recorp in some 
remarks I made here at the last session of 
Congress. In addition to those holding com- 
panies there are two voting trusts that in- 
tervene between the operating company and 
the corporation in Wall Street that controls 
it. There is not any reason for this maze of 
holding companies, Mr. President, except to 
deceive the people and to make difficult, in 
fact, to make almost impossible, the proper 
regulation of public utilities. 

I want to show now, Mr. President, how 
these holdings have been increasing, how 
rapidly they are going forward, how rapidly 
the hands of these interlocking corporations 
are reaching out into all fields of human en- 
deavor and controlling gradually but surely 
business of a corporate nature of all kinds 
in the United States. I propose in a very 
few words to show the increase of the con- 
trol of the business of the country by a few 
banks in Wall Street. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, the late 
Senator Norris continyed: 

In 1899 there were 1,762 directorships in 
other corporations held by 15 commercial 
banks of New York City. Perhaps I had 
better read the names of those banks. They 
are: Bank of America, National Association; 
Bank of Manhattan Trust Co.; Bank for Sav- 
ings in the City of New York; Bankers Trust 
Co.; Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co.; 
Chemical Bank & Trust Co.; Chase National 


Is there 
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Bank; New York City Bank Farmers’ Trust 
Co.; Guaranty Trust Co.; Irving Trust Co.; 
Manufacturers Trust Co.; Marine Midland 
Trust Co.; National City Bank; New York 
Trust Co.; and Title Guaranty & Trust Co. 

These 15 corporations in 1899 held 1,762 
directorships in other corporations. In 1913, 
14 years later, the same group of banks he'd 
directorships in 3,426 other corporations. In 
1931 the same group of banks held director- 
ships in 5,432 other corporations. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have placed in the Recorp the 
remainder of the late Senator Norris’ 
statement up to and including the word 
“chart” on page 4774. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request made by the 
Senator from North Dakota? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Let me give just a brief statement in regard 
to the holding of directorships in other corpo- 
rations by the National City Bank at the 
present time. The National City Bank has 
seven directorships in aviation companies; 
it has 41 directorships in other banks; it has 
104 directorships in miscellaneous corpora- 
tions; it has 44 directorships in insurance 
companies, it has 102 directorships in manu- 
facturing companies; it has 29 directorships 
in transportation companies and it has 115 
directorships in public utility companies. 

Mr. President, I have prepared and placed 
on the wall here [indicating] a chart in 
which there is given somewhat of an analysis 
of the Chase National Bank, using that bank 
as an illustration, for the same thing would 
be true of almost any of the large banks I 
have mentioned. This chart was prepared by 
Mr. Frey, secretary-treasurer of the metals 
trades department of the American Federa- 
tion of Labor. It is made up, to a great ex- 
tent, from testimony taken before the sub- 
committee of the Judiciary Committee just a 
few weeks ago. 

The Chase National Bank, of New York 
City, as shown by the chart, has 82 directors. 
They are named on the chart. It has in 
transportation companies 133 directorships; 
it has 286 directorships in manufacturing 
corporations. The transportation companies 
are named on the chart together with the 
names of the men who sit as directors. The 
manufacturing companies are also named on 
the chart, together with the names of the 
men who sit on the board of directors of the 
various corporations and who represent the 
Chase National Bank. 

The bank has 59 directorships in other 
banks, and here [indicating] is the list of 
the banks, together with the names of the 
directors of the Chase National Bank who 
sit on the board of directors of the other 
banks. So the Chase National Bank is in- 
terlocked with 69 other banks. 

That bank has 73 directorships in public- 
utility corporations, and here on the chart 
[indicating] is a list of the public-utility 
corporations upon the board of directors of 
each of which it has one or more directors. 
They have 82 directorships in insurance com- 
panies; and so that the Senate may know 
that these are not little local insurance com- 
panies, I have here on the chart the name 
of every one of those 82 insurance companies. 

The Chase National Bank also has 262 di- 
rectorships on miscellaneous corporations, 
some of the most important corporations in 
the United States, and they are listed on the 
chart. 


Mr. LANGER. The late Senator Nor- 
ris continued: 


Since I cannot put the chart in the Recorp, 
and since I should like to have in the Recorp 
in connection with my remarks a complete 
list of these various public-utility companies, 
banks, manufacturing corporations, insurance 
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Then Mr. Norris named the corpora- 
tions, and I ask unanimous consent that 
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Fla.; Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co.; Cen- 
tral Savings Bank in the City of New York; 
Citizens National Bank & Trust Co., of Engle- 
wood, N. J.; Commercial Investment Trust 
Corporation; Commercial Trust Co. of New 
Jersey; County Trust Co. of New York; Dun- 
bar National Bank of New York; Equitable 
Eastern Banking Corporation; Equitable 
Trust Co. of New York; Farmers Deposit Na- 
tional Bank; First and Second National Bank 
& Trust Co.; First Mechanics National Bank, 
Trenton, N. J.; First Seattle Dexter Horton 
National Bank; First Stanford National Bank 
& Trust Co.; Goldman Sachs Trading Corpo- 
ration; Greenwich Trust Co., Greenwich, 
Conn.; Harris Trust & Savings Bank; Inter- 
national Acceptance Bank (Inc.); Interna- 
tional Bank de Amsterdam; Lawyers Mort- 
gage Co.; Lawyers Title & Guaranty Co.; Law- 
yers Trust Co.; Lee Higginson Trust Co.; 
Montclair Trust Co., Montclair, N. J.; Morris- 
town Trust Co., Morristown, N. J.; Mortgage 
Bond Co. of New York.; National Shawmut 
of Boston, Mass.; Northern New York Trust 
Co., Watertown, N. Y.; Peoples Trust Co., 
Malone, N. Y.; J. Henry Schroeder Banking 
Corporation; J. Henry Schroeder Trust Cor- 
poration; Seaman’s Bank for Savings in the 
City of New York; Title Guaranty & Trust 
Co.; Union Dime Savings Bank; United States 
Savings Bank of New York; United States 
Trust Co. of New York. 

Eighty-two directorships in insurance com- 
panies: Agricultural Insurance Co.; American 
Alliance Insurance Co.; American Constitu- 
tion Fire Assurance Co.; American Eagle Fire 
Insurance Co.; American Home Fire Assur- 
ance Co.; American National Fire Insurance 
Co.; American Re-Insurance Co.; American 
Surety Co. of New York; Associated Reinsur- 
ance Co. of New York; Bankers & Shippers 
Insurance Co.; Church Life Insurance Corpo- 
ration; Church Properties Fire Insurance Cor- 
poration; Continental Insurance Co.; County 
Fire Insurance Co. of Philadelphia; Detroit 
Fire & Marine Insurance Co.; Eagle Indemnity 
Co.; Empire State Insurance Co.; Equitable 
Life Assurance Society of the United States; 
Fidelity-Phoenix Fire Insurance Co. of New 
York; First American Fire Insurance Co.; 
Great American Insurance Co.; Great Ameri- 
can Indemnity Co.; Home Fire Security Cor- 
poration; Massachusetts Fire & Marine Insur- 
ance Co.; Mercantile Insurance Co. of Amer- 
ica; Merchants Fire Assurance Corporation of 
New York; Merchants Indemnity Corporation 
of New York; Metropolitan Life Insurance 
Co.; Mount Royal Insurance Co. of Montreal; 
Mutual Life Insurance Co. of New York; Na- 
tional Surety Co.; Newark Fire Insurance Co.; 
New Jersey Insurance Co.; New York Casualty 
Co.; Niagara Fire Insurance Co.; North Ameri- 
can Reassurance Co.; North British & Mercan- 
tile Insurance Co, (Ltd.) of London and Edin- 
burgh; North Carolina Home Insurance Co.; 
Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance Co.; Pa- 
cific Fire Insurarce Co.; Penn Mutual Life 
Insurance Co.; Pennsylvania Co. for Insur- 
ance of Lives & Granting Annuities; Pilot Re- 
insurence Co. of New York; Prudential Insur- 
ance Co. of America; Reliance Life Insurance 
Co.; Rochester American Insurance Co.; Royal 
Indemnity Co.; Seaboard Fire & Marine Insur- 
ance Co.; Standard Fire Insurance Co., Tren- 
ton, N. J.; Standard Surety & Casualty Co. of 
New York; Star Insurance Co. of America; 
Teachers Insurance & Annuity Association; 
Union Guarantee & Mortgage Co.; Washing- 
ton Assurance Corporation of New York. 

Two hundred and sixty-two directorships 
in miscellaneous corporations: Agfa Ansco 
Corporation; Air Reduction Co. (Inc.); Amer- 
ican Arch Co. (Inc.) of New York; American 
Founders Corporation; American and Conti- 
nental Corporation; American Enka Corpora- 
tion; American Institute of Mining and Met- 
allurgical Engineers; American International 
Corporation; American Investors (Inc.); 
American Petroleum Institute; American- 
Russian Chamber of Commerce; Archer- 
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Daniels-Midland Co. Astor Safe Deposit Co.; 
Austin, Nichols & Co. (Inc.); G. M. Basford 
Co.; Bell Telephone Securities Co.; Bluff Point 
Land Improvement Co.; Borden Realty Cor- 
poration; Boyce Thompson Institute for 
Plant Research; William Bradley & Son; 
Brooklyn Eastern District Terminal; Brook- 
lyn Real Estate Exchange (Ltd.); Brooks Bros. 
Brunswick Site Co.; Edward G. Budd Manu- 
facturing Co.; Burns Bros.; California Petro- 
leum Corporation; California Petroleum Cor- 
poration of Venezuela; Cape Cruz Co. (Inc.); 
Carib Syndicate (Ltd.); F. L. Carlisle & Co. 
(Inc.); Central Cunagua, South America; 
Century Holding Co.; Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York; Chapultepec Land 
Improvement Co.; Chase-Harris-Forbes Cor- 
poration; Chase-Harris-Forbes Corporation, 
Boston, Mass.; Chase-Harris-Forbes Corpora- 
tion (Ltd.), London; Chase-Harris-Forbes et 
Cie, Paris, France; Childs Co.; Chromium 
Corporation of America; City & Suburban 
Homes Co.; Cold Run Water Co.; Colon Oil 
Corporation; Commercial Factors Corpora- 
tion; Commercial Pacific Cable Co.; Common- 
wealth Fund; Commonwealth & Southern 
Corporation; Company of Master Craftsmen 
(Inc.); Consolidated Selling Co.; Continental 
Mortgage Guarantee Co.; Continental Secu- 
rities Corporation; Copper Exporters (Inc.); 
Copper Institute; Corn Products Refining 
Co.; Council on Foreign Relations (Inc.); 
Cuban Air Products Corporation; Cuban All 
American Cables (Inc.); Cuyler Realty Co.; 
Debevoise Co.; Detroit River Tunnel Co.; Dis- 
count Corporation of New York; Dongan Hall 
(Inc.) Dunbar Safe Deposit Co.; Electric 
Overseas Investment Co.; Elliott-Fisher Co.; 
Empire Mortgage Co.; Empire Safe Deposit 
Co.; English Speaking Union; European Mort- 
gage Investment Co.; Far Hills Land Corpora- 
tion; Fifth Third Union Trust Co.; Finance 
Co. of Great Britain and America (Ltd.); First 
National Co., Trenton, N. J.; Fishers Island 
Corporation; Fish University; Fort William 


Henry Hotel Co.; Forty-four Wall Street Cor- 
poration; Four Seventy Five Fifth Avenue 
Corporation; Franklin Railway Supply Co. 


(Inc.); Andrew Freedman Home; Freeport 
Texas Co.; Frontier Corporation; Garden City 
Co.; Henry Gardner & Co. (Ltd.). 

General American Investors Co.; General 
American Tank Car Corporation; General 
Motors Acceptance Corporation; General Mo- 
tors Holding Corporation; General Motors 
Export Co.; Gold & Stock Telegraph Co.; B. F. 
Goodrich Co.; Great A. & P. Tea Co.; Great 
American Investing Co. (Inc.); Great North- 
ern Iron Ore Properties; Greenwich Title & 
Trust Co.; M. A. Hanna Co.; Harbor Acres 
Realty Corporation; W. A. Harriman Securi- 
ties Corporation; MHarris-Forbes & Co. 
(Ltd.), Montreal, Canada; Harvey & Outer- 
bridge (Inc.); Harway Improvement Co.; 
Havana Docks Corporation; Havemeyers & 
Elder (Inc.); Horticultural Society of New 
York; Hotel Waldorf-Astoria Corporation; 
Howe Sound Co.; Hudson River Estates 
(Inc.); Hudson Valley Fuel Corporation; In- 
dian Refining Co.; Intercontinental Invest- 
ment Trust; Intercontinental Rubber Co.; 
I>ternational Agricultural Corporation; In- 
ternational Carriers (Ltd.); International 
Communications Laboratories (Inc.); Inter- 
national Match Corporation; International 
Motor Co.; International Nickel Co. (Inc.); 
International Products Corporation; Interna- 
tional Securities Corporation of America; 
Jewel Tea Co. (Inc.); F. B. Keech & Co.; 
Knickerbocker Forty-second Street Co. (Inc.); 
S. H. Kress & Co.; Lehigh Coal & Navigation 
Co.; Libby Owens Securities Corporation; 
Lincoln Warehouse Corporation; Loew's 
(Inc.); Mackay Cos.; Magnus Co. (Inc.); 
Maracaibo Oil Exploration Corporation; C. H. 
Masiland Sons Co.; Mayflower Asscciates 
(Inc.); Melville Bond & Share Corporation; 
Merchant Sterling Corporation; Metropoli- 
tan Opera Co.; Mexican National Construc- 
tion Co.; Mexican Utilities Co.; Minerals 
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Separation North America Corporation; 
Morristown Securities Corporation; Mort- 
gage-Bond & Title Corporation; Muskogee 
Co.; N. & L. Realty Corporation; Nassau Hos- 
pital; National Bellas Hess Co. (Inc.); Na- 
tional Broadcasting Co.; National Employ- 
ment Exchange; National Lead Co.; Newark 
Factory Sites (Inc.); New York Clearing 
House Building Co.; New York Mutual Tele- 
graph Co.; New York Produce Exchange Safe 
Deposit & Storage Co.; New York Stock Ex- 
change; Northern Finance Corporation; 
Northern New York Development Co.; North- 
ern Securities Co.; Oceanic Investing Co.; 
One East End Avenue Corporation. 

One Hundred Fifty William Street Corpo- 
ration; One Liberty Street Realty & Securi- 
ties Corporation; One Ninety-five Broadway 
Corporation; Pacific Coast Co.; Pacific Com- 
mercial Co.; Panther Valley Water Co.; 
Petroleum Corporation of America; Philhar- 
monic-Symphony Society; Porto Rico Mer- 
cantile Co.; Postal Telegraph Cable Co.; 
Power Securities Corporation; Provident Loan 
Society of New York; Public Utility Holding 
Corporation of America; Pullman (Inc.); 
Radio Communication Co. (Inc.); Radio- 
Keith-Orpheum Corporation; Rail Joint Co.; 
R. C. A. Communications (Inc.); Royal 
American Corporation; St. Lawrence Securi- 
ties Co. Saratoga Association; Saratoga 
Association for the Improvement of the 
Breed of Horses; F. A. O. Schwarz; Sheafer’s 
Creek Water Co.; Shelton Holding Corpora- 
tion; W. & J. Sloane; Society Realty Co. 
(Inc.); Solvay American Investment Co.; 
Sprague Safety Control & Signal Corporation; 
Springler-van-Beuren Estates (Inc.); Ster- 
ling Securities Corporation; Stock Quotation 
Telegraph Co.; Stone & Webster (Inc.); 
Texas Co.; Texas Co. (California); Texas Co. 
(Delaware); Texas Co. (Mexico) South 
America; Texas Corporation; Texas Petro- 
leum Co.; Texas Production Co.; Thompson- 
Starrett Co. (Inc.); Tide Water Associated 
Oil Co.; Tobacco Products Corporation; 
Township Realty Corporation; Transamerica 
Corporation; Tri-Continental Corporation; 
Trust Co. of Northern Westchester; Union 
Mortgage Co.; United Chromium (Inc.); 
United Cigar Stores Co.; United Corporation; 
United Founders Corporation; United Securi- 
ties Corporation; United States & Foreign 
Securities Corporation; United States Guar- 
antee Co.; United States & International 
Securities Corporation; United States Leather 
Co.; United States Lines (Inc.); United 
States Lines Operations (Inc.); Westing- 
house Electric International Co.; Wood 
Struthers & Co. 


Mr. LANGER. I now ask unanimous 
consent to place in the Recorp Mr. Nor- 
ris’ remarks, appearing on page 4777, be- 
ginning with the word “knowing”, and 
ending with the word “companies.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from North Dakota? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Mr. Norris. Knowing that it would violate 
the rule to put that illustration in the Rec- 
orp, and that we would have to change that 
rule, I had not intended to ask that it be 
put in. I do not believe I would be justified 
in doing it, much as I should like to have 
it go in. 

Mr. President, I think I was through with 
this chart when I was interrupted. I want 
to say, before leaving it, that this is only a 
sample; and this does not tell the whole 
story. The interlocking directorates go a 
great deal further than is shown here. The 
control by the Chase National Bank of a 
certain corporation of which it does not have, 
we will say, a majority of the stock holdings 
will be made complete by the other inter- 
locking directorates that come from other 
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banks which in turn, through these director- 
ships are connected with the Chase National 


here a chart outlining in a some- 


I have 


vhat similar way the interlocking connec- 
i through directorships, of the House of 
Morgan. J. P. Morgan & Co. have 19 part- 


Here are 7 banks and trust compa- 


nies—in reality 8, because there are 2 in 
ne or two places—known as Morgan banks. 


They are not the only banks that are con- 
trolled at least partially by the firm of J. P. 
forgan & Co., but they are outstanding ones 
1ey consist of the Bank for Savings in New 
Tork City; the Bankers’ Co. and the Bankers’ 
t Co.; the Corn Exchange Bank & Trust 
New York; Fidelity Trust Co., 
Philadelphia, Pa.; the Girard Trust Co., of 
Philadelphia, Pa.; the Guaranty Trust 
f New York; and the New York Trust Co 
hese spaces down here, connected with each 
ne of the ban I have mentioned, show 
xy these p 





the 





e control | particular subsidiaries 
J. P. M n & Co. of the interlocking 
rectorships that they have with other and 

itside corporations not named here 

For instance, the Bank for Savings in the 


city of New York has 30 directorships in other 


banks. The same bank has 56 
miscellaneous corporation 

rectorships in insurance compani 

i8 directorships in manufactur 





in transporta- 


es. It has 32 directorships 
! 20 directorships in 


companies. It has 
blic-utility companies. 
Let us take another one, the Corn Ex- 
change National Bank & Trust Co., of New 
York. That is another one of the banks con- 
trolled by the House of Morgan. The Corn 
Exchange Pank has 11 directorships in other 
banks. It has 41 directorships in miscellane- 
ous corporations. It has 26 directorships in 
insurance companies. It has 28 directorships 
in manufacturing companies. It has 6 direc- 
torships in transportation companies; and 
has 4 directorships in public-utility com- 





Mr. LANGER. The late Senator Norris 
continued: 


Here, for instance, is the Guaranty Trust 
Co., of New York, one of the banks controlled 
by Morgan. It has 34 directorships in other 
banks. It has 222 directorships in miscella- 
neous corporations. It has 39 directorships 
in insurance companies. It has 92 director- 
ships in manufacturing companies. It has 
154 directorships in transportation compa- 
It has 106 directorships in public- 
utility companies. 

And so on with all the others that I will 
not stop to read that appear on this chart. 


nies 


At this point the late Senator Logan 
said: 

Mr. President 

The Vice PRESIDENT. Does Senator 
from Nebraska yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. Norris. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. LocAN. I will ask the Senator if the 
4-line doggerel that describes old Noah’s fleas 
could not very well be applied to some of 
these banks?— 





the 


‘Old Noah’s fleas had other fleas 
Upon their backs to bite ’em, 
And those small fleas had smaller 
And so on ad infinitum.” 
[Laughter.] 


fle is 


’ 


The late Senator Norris continued: 
I am rather inclined to think that that will 


apply very well not only to this particular 
illustration but to all the others. 

So that taking the total, Mr. President, the 
house of Morgan directly, through these banks 
I have named and which the house of Mor- 
gan controls, has 219 directorships in other 
banks; and Morgan has, in the same way, 
642 directorships in miscellaneous corpora- 





| 


| 


tions. The house of Morgan has 215 director- 
ships in insurance companies. It has 425 
directorships in manufacturing and mini 

companies. It has 423 directorships in tré 
portation c It has 318 direc 








mpanies 


ships in public-utility companies rhis 
makes a total of 2,242 directorships held di- 
rectly by the Morgan banks in the various 


kinds of corporations that I have named. 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have placed in the Recorp the 
next paragraph in Senator Norris’ re- 
marks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
out objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as 


I do not have the names of these various 


With- 





corporations here as I do in the a1 i f 
the Chase National Bank I do not I ‘ t 

nply because I did not have time to com- 
plete this, but if we should ce t names 


€ 
of these various corporations and put t! 


on here, we would find 











t a ve gre 
extent they would correspond with the cor- 
porations nan ( rt r the ¢ ‘ 
National Bar words, these bar 
by their inter d of direc hips, 
when they combine, can < l 4 practic V 
any corporation of any size in United 
States. I do not care whether i bank- 
ing institution, whether i is a railroad, 
whether it is operating flying machine 
whether it is en wl er i 
is engaged in nufactu 4 


that st 


all of 


ment 





them in 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, M1 
ris further said: 


Nor- 


Now, Mr. President, I want to take up this 
other chart. I have here on this chart what 
is named “The Spider Web of Wall Street.” 
It on it the following banks and trust 
companies, showing connections with other 
corporations and other banks: 


Then Mr. Norris proceeds to name 
them, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the remainder of Mr. Norris’ speech be 
printed at this point in the Recorp as a 
part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request made by the 
Senator from North Dakota? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

First, J. P. Morgan & Co., 
Trust Co., the Bankers’ Trust Co., the 
National Bank, the Central Hanover Bank, 
the Irving Trust Co., the National City Bank, 
the Chase National Bank 

This chart contains 





has 


the 


ta re tw 
Guaranty 


First 


the names of 


porations of various kinds that are connec 

with 1 or more of these banks. It does not 
tell the whole story by any means, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It represents interlocking directorates 





4 ‘ 
on July 1, 1932, between 8 leading banking 
institutions in New York City on the one 


hand, and 120 major corporations « the 
other 
Mr. Locan. Mr. President—— 


The Vice PRESIDENT 
Nebraska yield to 
tucky? 

Mr. Norris 

Mr. LOGAN 
these corporations n 
the 120 to which he 

Mr. Norris 

Mr 
ing at 
there, 

Mr. Norris. No; I think 
find, if he will look at them, 
120. 

Mr 
find out that there are more than 120 nam 
around that rim. 


Does the Se1 r from 
the Senator fr 


I yield to the Senat 
Does the Senator mean that 


imed around the 


refers? 

They are the 120 

LOGAN. It seems to me, just from look 
the ch: 


irt, that there are more tl! 
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the Senator will 


LoGAN. I do not have to count them to 


2 


8609 


Mr. Norris. I want t ay the 
from Kentucky, however, and to other 
his list of 


me 


+) + 





does not c anywh 
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19 
20 
21 

22 
23 
24 
25 
26 


27. 


28 


29. 
30. 
. Cerro Copper. 

. Chase Securities. 


8. Consolidated 


Atlantic Fruit 
Baldwin Locomotive. 
Baltimore & Ohio. 
Bank for Savings. 
Bates Valve Bag. 
Bethlehem Steel, 
Bonbright & Co. 
Borden Co 

30wery Savings. 
Braden Copper. 
Bush Terminal. 
Case Threshing. 


Chrysler Corporation. 
Coca-Cola. 

Colorado Fuel & Iron. 
Columbia Gas & Electric. 
Commonwealth & Southern. 
Gas. 
Consolidated Coal. 


. Continental Baking. 


Corn Exchange 


2. Delaware & Hudson. 
3. Delaware, Lackawanna & Western.Coal, 


8. Equits 
. Erie 


Dillon, Read. 

Discount Corporation. 
Du Pont de Nemours. 
Electric Bond & Share. 
ble Life. 
Railroad. 

Fifth Avenue Coach. 


. First Security. 


Pox Film. 


. General Electric. 
. General Motors. 
. Goodyear Tire. 


Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea. 


. ilinois Central, 


Ingersoll-Rand. 


Me 
30. Inte 


31. Internat 


rnational Agricultural. 
ional Harvester. 


52. International Mercantile. 


International Nickel, 


34. International Paper. 
n 


35. Inte 


ee ee 


a} 93 +3 +2 29 ~3 +3 -3 1 
“ 


. New Yo 
» 


. Otts 


a 
. Johns-Manvy 
. Kennecott Copper. 
. Laurens Cotton. 
59. Loew’s. 
Mellon Na 
Merchantile Insurance. 


. Metropolitan 


tional Telephone & Telegraph, 
ille. 


tional Bank. 


Life. 
Michigan Central, 
Montana Power. 
Montgomery Ward. 
Mutual Life. 
National Aviation. 


3. National Biscuit. 
. Nation 


al Broadcasting Co. 
National Cash Register. 

k Central. 

rk Edison. 

York, New Haven & Hartford. 
New York Title. 

New York Trust, 

Niagara Hudson, 
Northern Pacific. 

Elevator 
Pennsylvania Railroad. 
Phelps Dodge 


Yew Yc 
New 


. Postal & Cable. 
. Prudential Insurance. 


. Pullman 


(Inc.). 


. Public Service Corporation of New Jer- 


Radio Corporation. 


. Radio-Keith-Orpheum. 
. Remington Arms. 


Remington Rand. 
St. Regis Paper. 


. Shell Union Oil. 
. Southern 
. Southern Railway. 

. Standard Brands. 

. Standard Oil of New York. 
. Stone & Webster. 


Pacific, 


Texas Gulf Sulphur. 
Thompson-Starrett. 
Tidewater Atlantic Oil. 
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109 
110. 
111. 
112. 
113 
114. 
115 
116. 
117. 
118. 
119 


Union Pacific. 

United Corporation. 
United States Guarantee. 
United States Leather. 
United States Rubber, 
United States Steel. 
Utah Copper. 

Ward Baking. 
Westinghouse Electric. 
Western Union. 
White Rock. 

120. Woolworth & Co. 

Mr. Norris. Mr. President, what does all 
this show? “It demonstrates very clearly, in 
my judgment, that the control of all the 
business of the United States is drifting 
rapidly toward corporations. Especially when 
we consider the development and the ad- 
vance that has been made in this control, as 
shown by me a short time ago, it demon- 
strates, it seems to me, that all of us soon 
will be hired men, working for some corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. President, if the Government of the 
United States today wanted to take over the 
railroads of this country, they would have to 
see only one man, just one, J. P. Morgan. 
That is true of almost any other operation. 
Morgan and his associates would be able to 
enter into the deal if they wanted to, and 
compel a sale if they wanted to. They can 
control in any of these corporations the 
lowering or the raising of wages; they can 
change the conditions of labor; they can raise 
or lower the price of the output of any of 
these manufacturing establishments simply 
because they contro] the money of the United 
States 

The railroad officials are only their serv- 
ants. The presidents and the officers of these 
various manufacturing corporations are com- 
pelled, whether they like it or not, to obey 
the mandate that comes from Wall Street. 
Then will somebody have the courage to 
deny that there is a money trust? : 

When we look over the public-utility field 
and see how the house of Morgan is gradually 
and rapidly getting control, as shown by the 
figures and the statistics I put into the 
REcoRD, can we reach any other conclusion 
than that any of these organizations, any of 
these operating companies, any of these hold- 
ing companies, will find it impossible to do 
anything contrary to the wishes of the men 
who control the monéy strings in Wall 
Street? In that case it has almost reached 
the point now when it ts one man, J. P. 
Morgan 

J. P. Morgan, with the assistance and co- 
operation of a few of the interlocking corpo- 
rations which reach all over the United States 
in their influence, controls every railroad in 
the United States. They control practically 
every public utility, they control literally 
thousands of corporations, they control all of 
the large insurance companies. 

Why do they want to mix in the insurance 
business? In the real insuring of people they 
have no interest; they do not care anything 
about that. They want the money. They 
want to be the depositories of the large funds, 
the enormous funds, the millions of dollars 
which are necessary in the operation of these 
great insurance companies. It is the money 
they are after. 

Any of these other corporations which want 
to borrow money cannot find a place on 
earth to get it unless they go to some one 
of the webs of this giant spider, it may be 
in San Francisco, it may be in Washington, 
it may be in Nebraska, it may be in Maine. 
Wherever it is, these lines connected with the 
money power of Wall Street are connected 
with practically every large banking tnstitu- 
tion, either wholly or partially. 

Mr. President, we are gradually reaching 
a time, if we have not already reached that 
period, when the business of the country is 
controlled by men who can be named on 
the fingers of one hand, because those men 
control the-money of the Nation, and that 





NOVEMBER 30 


control is growing at a rapid rate. There is 
only a comparatively small part of it left for 
them to get, and when they control the 
money, they control the banks, they control 
the manufacturing institutions, they control 
the aviation companies, they control the in- 
surance companies, they control the publish- 
ing companies; and we have had some re- 
markable instances of the control of the pub- 
lishing companies presented before a sub- 
committee of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

These corporations forget nothing. We 
had illustrations given us where a magazine 
would start out on a particular line, but 
would find itself called on the carpet by some 
one from one of these great institutions. 
They were told what the policy must be. 
Absolute failure stared them in the face un- 
less they obeyed. Through the control of ad- 
vertising, which, incidentally, to a great ex- 
tent, is handled by corporations which this 
money trust controls, they control the ave- 
nues of publicity. 

Mr. President, the tramp on the street who 
munches a crust of bread somebody has 
given him is very likely eating something 
which came from a corporation controlled by 
this great Money Trust. Bread is manufac- 
tured by corporations, and shipped all over 
the country, and the price is kept up, while 
the price of wheat goes down. We have to 
pay practically the same price for a loaf of 
bread when wheat is 25 cents a bushel in the 
Western States, as we paid when wheat was 
$2.50 a bushel. It is all controlled by cor- 
porations. The clothing we wear, the food 
we eat, the automobiles, in the main, that 
we use, the gasoline and the oil we buy to 
operate them, to a great extent are controlled 
by this financial center represented by this 
spider. 

Mr. President, how long are we to stand 
for that? How much longer will we stand 
for it before we realize that we are just hired 
men of corporations; that we are just slaves; 
that we have nothing to say about anything 
that shall be done unless we get tge consent 
of some great big corporation which through 
its interlocking directorates controls practi- 
cally every avenue of human activity? 

Mr. WatsH of Massachusetts. Mr: Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. Norris. I yield. 

Mr. Watsu of Massachusetts. I would like 
to ask the Senator a question. I do not 
suppose the Senator objects so much to the 
management of all these varied financial 
and industrial activities by corporations as 
to the fact that many of their officials have 
created corporations whose stock is filled with 
water, that they have paid their entrenched 
officials unconscionable salaries, that t>ey 
have speculated and gambled with the pri- 
vate financial resources they have been en- 
trusted with, and have carried on their func- 
tions in disregard of the public interest and 
without an effort to do justice to their em- 
ployees or even to their stockholders? 

Mr. Norris. Of course, Mr. President, a 
beautiful theory can be woven, and it can 
be said that if we get a big corporation that 
covers everything we will be able to reduce 
the prices of products to the consumers. But 
human nature is just the same now as it 
was a hundred years ago. Give to a man 
the power, especially if he has in his heart 
the greed that comes with great financial 
power as a rule, and when he gets the power 
the consumer will not get any bene t—the 
man will get it. When the power is all in 
the hands of one or a few men, the consumer 
will be bled white. That has been the lesson 
of history. Evidence taken only yesterday 
before the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency shows how one of these men I have 
named here, drawing a salary of $50,000 a 
year for operating one of these great banks, 
received bonuses to the amount, as I remem- 
ber, of over $3,000,000 in 3 years besides his 
salary. He sold stock at from $200 to $500 
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a share that is now worth less than $40, sold 
some of it to the employees of the bank, and 
they are paying on the installment plan. I 
understand it would be possible for them to 
buy the stock on the market for less than 
what they still owe on it, but they cannot 
do it because they want their jobs, especially 
in these times. 

Mr. WatsH of Massachusetts. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the abuses are more apparent today 
than ever before, and for that very reason, 
if for no other, I agree with the Senator that 
some action ought to be taken to prevent the 
further suffering of the American public 
caused by the unethical and selfish manner 
in which so many of the large corporations 
have been managed and which has largely 
contributed to the present economic dis- 


ress. 








Mr. Norris. Mr. President, just a day, or so 
ago, before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, it was developed that Halsey Stuart 
& Co., one of the greatest houses of its kind, 
if not the greatest, in the United States, had 
hired a professor out of a university to talk 
over the radio to the people of the United 
States. I have heard him, and I suppose all 
Senators have heard him, telling how to in- 
vest money. They call him the “Old Coun- 
selor.” He was a professor from a university. 
They paid him, I understand, $50 a week. 
He did not prepare his addresses; Halsey 
Stuart prepared them. They got them up for 
him, and all he did was to read them, and 
that is one of the ways they operate. That 
looks a good deal like the methods the pub- 
lic-utilities companies have used to control 
the public during all the years that have 
passed. ’ 

Here were men and women with some 
money, savings, perhaps the proceeds of a 
life-insurance policy to a widow from a dead 
husband, wanting to invest the proceeds, and 
they were talked to by “Old Counselor,” hired 
by Halsey Stuart & Co., paid by them, talk- 
ing their words, not his, over the radio, giving 
this advice. They would naturally suppose 
he was a professor in a university, an econ- 
omist, an honest man, and that he was giving 
his own ideas. When simmered down, the 
advice was that the securities they were ad- 
vised to buy were securities which Halsey 
Stuart & Co. had for sale and which after- 
wards became practically worthless. 

Mr. THomas of Oklahoma. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska yield to the Senator from Okla- 
homa? 

Mr. Norris. I yield. 

Mr. THomas of Oklahoma. On yesterday, in 
the course of some remarks made by myself, 
I made the statement that the three larger 
banks in New York City—the Chase National, 
thy National City, and the Guaranty Trust 
Co.—have combined resources approximating 
$5,000,000,000. At the present time, because 
the dollar is worth 200 cents instead of 100 
cents, their resources in buying power and 
real financial power are $10,000,000,000. In 
addition to these are many other banks in 
New York City. Can the Senator advise the 
Senate of the total resources of all the banks 
in New York City? 

Mr. Norris. No; I cannot. 
the figures here 

Mr. THomas of Oklahoma. The amount 
would be much larger than for the three 
banks? 

Mr. Norris. Oh, yes; much larger. 

Mr. Tuomas of Oklahoma. It would ap- 
proximate many times $5,000,000,000. The 
consolidated banks in New York, represented 
by the spider on the chart on the wall, have 
perhaps $20,000,000,000 of resources, which, 
at the present time, on the basis of the 
present value of the dollar and its buying 
power, would be, in effect, $40,000,000,000, 
and that exercised through central control, 
is practically the financial control and power 


I do not have 





of the United States 
with that conclusion? 

Mr. Norris. Yes; I do. 

Mr. President, I am reminded by the 
ruptions of the Senator from Oklahoma [| Mr. 
THomas| and the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. WaLsH] of one other thing I want 
to say. I referred to the evidence by 
Mr. Stuart, of Halsey & Co., before 
the Banking and Currency Committee yes- 
terday and the day before. I referred to th 
“Old Counselor” giving advice to h 
nroney should be invested. Let me suppose 
acase. Suppose the Senator from Oklahoma 
were walking down the streets of Washing- 
ton and a widow should come along whom 
he knew had in her pocketbook the prcceeds 
of a life-insurance policy on her dead hus- 
band, which she was probably going to the 
bank to deposit. Suppose the Senator would 
knock her down and steal the money from 
her and undertake to escape. The people 
roundabout, if they saw what had happened, 
would seize the Senator from Oklahoma, and 
if they did not tear him limb from limb—if 
the mob did not kill him on the spot—he 
would be sent to prison when he got into 
court a short time afterward. 

But what about Haisey Stuart & Co.? This 
same widow with the $10,000 that her hus- 
band had worked perhaps during almost a 
lifetime to accumulate in the form of a 
life-insurance policy, hears the “Old Coun- 
seler” say in effect, “Why I am a professor 
in a university. From the bottom of my 
heart I am trying to give advice to men and 
women about how to invest their savings 
I am the ‘Old Counselor.’ I advise you to 
go and buy some stock in Mr. Insull’s com- 
pany. That is the best investment I know 
of.” When that is done now by the men who 
get millions and millions from the poor 
people of the United States in that manner, 
in their fictitious securities that they float 
and sell to innocent and honest people of 


Does the Senator agree 


inter- 
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the country, when they do that kind of 
thing and take the $10,000 away from the 
widow, they are considered financiers. They 


are not punished like the Senator from Ok- 
lahoma would be if he stole it on the street 
in the case I have just supposed. He did 
not use any deception. He simply robbed her 
of the money. But Halsey Stuart & Co. used 
deception. They hired a decoy. They hired 
& man who is supposed to be an upright 
man, a professor in a college. They paid 
him their money. They wri the ticles 
which he was to read over the radio. 

In the outcome they got the money from 


t 
e 


ar 


the widow just the same as the Senator from 
Cklahoma would have gotten it if he had 
robbed her on the streets of Washingt 


But the Senator would go to jail because he 
would be a criminal. Halsey Stuart & Co. 
are financiers. They are lalists. The 
professor is a specialist. He is an economist 
They are men of high standing, away up at 
the top of the ladder, and when we want to 
find out how we are g out of the 
depression we send for such men and ask 
their advice about how to get out, when they 
are the men who put us into the depression 
We still believe they know how to redeem 
us from what looks a good deal like d 
tion. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I wish 
to ask the indulgence of the Senate for 
a moment. As I said in the beginning 
of my remarks, I was up all night, and 
because of the fact that this nomination 
is being rushed through I did not have 
a chance to prepare as thoroughly as I 
should have liked to do on this very im- 
portant matter, and I want my constitu- 
ents in North Dakota to read the Recorp 
so that they may know I did the very 
best I could in the short time allowed 
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to get these matters tovether so I could 
present them to my colleagues and to the 
Members of this body. 

I now refer, Mr. President, to page 
5068 of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD for 
June 6, 1933. After having quoted from 
the distinguished Senator from 
fisconsin {Mr. LA FOLLETTE] and from 
the late distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska, Mr. Norris, I now wish to quote 
rom former Robinson of In- 
diana, and from the late Senator Huey 
Long, of Louisiana. 

Mr. Lone. Mr. President, F hope we shall 
have a prolonged discussion of the Mor- 
gan investigation from a partisan stan 


It a partisan matter 





senior 





Senator 


y 


dpoint 


is not 


I now quote from 
oi Indiana: 

Mr. Rosinscn of Indiana. Mr. President, I 
do not desire to get into any political argu 
ment with the Senator from Texas |Mr. 
CONNALLY } 


Senator Robinson 


nor do I propose to do so 
I stood here a moment ago as a Senator 
in my own right, representing one of the 
sovere'gn States of the Union, to prote 
against certain things that apparently are 
going on. That I shall continue to do as 
long as I remain a Member of this body 
I was amazed at the cutburst of the Sena- 
tor from Texas. Why he should undertake 


to abuse me personally because I was point- 
ing my finger at the ne us tax 
dodgers of the century I cannot imagine 
but he did, and flung the cha of politics 

There is no politics in what I said. I cé 
mention the names, if the Senator from 
Texas desires them, of those who have been 
branded by this committee. I do not desire 
to do that. The Senator from Texas will 
find illustrious Democratic names in that 
list, and he will find Republican names just 
illustrious. If in trying to 
fair in the matter, I think any unprejudiced 
judge of the controversy would be bound to 


most tor) 


reve 


as anything be 





say I was harsher with members of my own 
p irty than I was with members of the party 
of the Senator from Texas 

Now, however, I propose t ay something 
about politics, since the Senator from Texas 
has injected it 

You have a Secret of the Treasury down 
there who ought to be removed, and imme- 
diately; and the American people hat no 
confidence in him. I am speaking M 
Woodin 

Why should he be rem<¢ i? Because time 
ifter time in recent years he has act pted 
gratuity after gratuit from the House of 
Morgan. They gave him stock at $20 a share 
when they were lling the same stock at $35 
to $40 a share to the } zullible lambs they 
expected to fleece. That meant that for 
every single share they gave Mr. W I t 
#20 they made him a present of $15, then 
and there That meant 1,000 sha 
at least a $15,000 grat 

Ww he ¢ one |] } I 
li + a te .- li + 

Is he be Ide to the H e of Mor ’ 
Of course he is, or else he ir at 

low could a! acce} iit f 
f tuity, money h } I earned l 
knew he never ¢ i, fron ese int 
tional bankers, without being und te 
obligations to them He canr erve vO 
masters. He cannot serve the people of 
United States in the Treas that p - 
ful offi and at the me tim e rve the 
House of Morgan. Therefore, | hould get 
out; and if he does n ( the Presi- 
dent of the United §& é should remove 
him; and if he does not remove him, the 
Senate should impeach |! There not 
any question about t M President— 
no question about t. Any fair-minded 
man Wlii & 
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Here is the House of Morgan. Neither 
Mr. Morgan nor any of his partners, during 
the past 2 years, has paid 1 cent of income 
taxes. The income through the 
Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury is a 
catspaw, a tool of the House of the Morgan; 
and he is permitted to remain there by the 
administration in charge of the Govern- 
ment. He should get out. He should have 
been removed long ago. Instead of that, the 
President of the United States flaunts him 
before the American people and takes him on 
® cruise on his yacht down the Potomac 
River 

Powerful! 
right now. 
dodgers? 


taxes go 


There he is in the 
How can he deal with these tax 


Mr. President, to show that this is all 
of one pattern, only a few years ago, in 
the early part of my boyhood, we had a 
Democrat running for the Presidency, 
Alton B. Parker, of New York, a Morgan 
man. A little later we had John W. Davis 
as a candidate on the Democratic ticket. 
He was the attorney for J. P. Morgan & 
Co. A little later we had a Republican 
convention, and there Mr. Tom Lamont, 
the man to whom the Senator from Wis- 
consin wrote the very illuminating letter 
from which I have quoted this afternoon, 
put over the nomination of Wendell Will- 
kie. When I endeavored months ago to 
obtain an investigation in the Senate to 
show how that nomination was put over, 
I was unable to have the resolution 
adopted. 

Mr. President, as I stated a short time 
ago, we are face to face with this situa- 
tion: In the last war Morgan partners 
were in the Treasury Department and in 
the War Departinent. In 1933 we still 
had a similar situation. 


After talking about Mr. Woodin, Sen- 
ator Robinson of Indiana continued: 


Then there is Mr. Norman H. Davis, on the 
other side of the sea, undertaking to over- 
turn sound American policy in every utter- 
ance, agreeing, so far as he can agree as a 
mythical ambassador, to consultative pacts 


that would involve us in every war of the 
future. He is heavily obligated to the House 
of Morgan—the House of Morgan !—now; not 
last week, not last year, but now, this min- 
ute; and still he remains over there, repre- 
senting not the country, thank God! He 
never was confirmed as ambassador. He is an 
ambassador of nothing. He represents Mr. 
Roosevelt over there, as Colonel House repre- 


sented Woodrow Wilson. If Colonel House | 


and a few others of these mythical ambas- 
sadors had not been roaming all over Europe 
in those days, we never would have gotten 
into the World War, with all the vast con- 
sequences that have come therefrom. 


Mr. Davis also is one of the Morgan pets. 
He is on the list. He has been receiving 
these gratuities. Whom does he represent 
over there? Does anybody doubt for a mo- 
ment that at least partially he represents the 
House of Morgan, composed of tax dodgers? 
Not one member of the firm paid a cent of 
taxes during the year 1931, though they were 
asking—demanding, even—that the Budget 
be balanced, and that we drive the disabled 
veterans from the hospitals of the United 
States in order to balance the Budget, when 
these tax dodgers were refusing to pay one 
cent toward balancing that same Budget, 
though they were building yachts costing 
two and a half million dollars. Of course 
Mr. Davis should be removed. 

The most recent disclosure is that remark- 
able speech of Mr. Bingham, newly appointed 
Ambassador at London. What a mess we are 
getting into. He undertakes to say that 


Treasury | 
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a 10-year-old child could find the aggressor 
in any world conflict, and historians for 15 
years have been doing their best to decide 
the war guilt of the great conflict, who was 
the aggressor in the World War. Yet blithely, 
magically, without the slightest effort at all, 
this remarkable Ambassador of ours, Mr. 
Bingham, waves aside the question and says 
that a 10-year-old child can always tell the 
aggressor. 

“We have overturned the policy of Wash- 
ington,” said he, “and the policy of the 
founders. Imagine that. That policy, I 
think, will Be the American policy long after 
Mr. Bingham and Mr. Davis are dead and in 
their graves. But think of the infinite harm 
they do to our international relations over 
there because someone may believe them. 
We know them and we discount all they say, 
but someone over there may believe what 
they say, and it may do violence to our 
friendly relations with other lands. So all of 
them ought to be brought back, and Mr. 
Woodin should be kicked out of the Treasury. 

I say to the Senator from Texas that if 
that is politics, make the most of it. I will 
continue to talk politics along that line so 
long as I am in this body. 


Mr. President, I realize I am a lone 
voice in the wilderness. I realize that my 
vote will be one of very few, if not the 
only vote, cast against confirmation of 
the pending nomination. But I wish to 
have the Rrecorp show, and I wish future 
generations to be able to read, that I 
opposed the nomination for this high 
post of a man who, in my opinion, has 
no qualifications for it, other than the 
fortune of birth and the backing of 
bankers whom the President of the 
United States, in his inaugural address 
on March 4, 1933, promised to drive from 
the temple. 

Mr. President, I could not face my con- 
tituents, I could not mingle among the 
rank and file of the people whom I repre- 
sent upon this floor, knowing the situa- 
tion as I do, if I did not protest against 
and vote against the confirmation of this 
nomination. I do not want big business 
to write the new peace terms. I want 
that left to the people who compose this 
great democracy and whose sons are 
dying upon the fields of battle to pre- 
serve it. 

Mr. McKELLAR,. Mr. President, I shail 
detain the Senate only a few minutes. 

When this body passes on a nomina- 
tion which comes before it, in my judg- 
ment the greatest essentials to be con- 
sidered are, first, a man’s honesty and 
integrity; second, his capacity and abil- 
ity; and third, his experience. 

Now let us measure this nomination by 
that rule. It is the rule I have tried to 
follow since I have been a Member of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from North Dakota has 
said that the nominee has received this 
appointment because of the fortune of 
birth. Mr. President, I am here to testify 
that in a different sense from the one the 
Senator from North Dakota intended the 
expression to mean, that is true. I was 
here in 1918 when President Wilson ap- 
pointed the elder Mr. Stettinius, the 
father of E. R. Stettinius, Jr., an Assist- 
ant Secretary of War. I was on the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, which at that 
time passed on the appropriations for the 
Military Establishment. Therefore, I 
had occasion to see the elder E. R. Stet- 


NOVEMBER 30 


tinius very frequently. He appeared be- 
fore our committee. I learned to know 
him and to like him. He was a quiet 
man, almost ent, most intelligent, 
able, and learned; and he made a splen- 
did official. I knew of no man in any de- 
partment of Government for whom I had 
greater respect than I had for the elder 
E. R. Stettinius. So, when my friend 
from North Dakota says that Mr. E. R. 
Stettinius, Jr., was fortunate in his birth, 
I am inclined to agree with him, for he 
did have a very fine father; his father 
Was as grand a man as I ever knew in my 
life. 

Some time ago Mr. E. R. Stettinius, Jr., 
the nominee whose name has been sent 
to the Senate and whose nomination for 
other positions has previously been con- 
firmed by this body, was made Under Sec- 
retary of State. I do not remember the 
exact date when that was done. My 
friend, the Senator from Texas, says it 
was approximately 14 months ago, and 
according to my recollection that was 
about the time. 

I have known Mr. E. R. Stettinius, Jr., 
since he has been in Washington. Unless 
I am more mistaken about him than I 
ever Was about any man in my life, E. R. 
Stettinius, Jr., is a man of ability, he is a 
man of the highest character, he is a man 
of the greatest honesty and integrity, and 
he is‘a man of experience in this very job. 

Mr. President, something has been said 
about the politics of the situation and 
about the lack of experience of Mr. Stet- 
tinius. Iremember that not many weeks 
ago Mr. Siettinius presided over the 
Dumbarton Oaks Conference, to a large 
extent because of the illness of the Secre- 
tary of State, Cordell Hull. He took a 
most active part in that conference. 
Both the Democratic candidate for Pres- 
ident and the Republican candidate for 
President were greatly interested in that 
conference. The Republican candidate 
for President sent his personal represent- 
ative to Washington, and had him fa- 
miliarize himself with that conference, 
over which Mr. Stettinius was presiding. 
After considering its proceedings most 
carefully, the distinguished candidate of 
the Republican Party endorsed substan- 
tially what that conference, under the 
leadership of Mr. Stettinius, was doing. 

Mr. Stettinius has had experience in 
the State Department in the most crucial 
time in our history, insofar as that De- 
partment is concerned. It seems to me 
that to say that he is not a man of ex- 
perience is entirely beside the mark, and 
the statement should not be made. 

Mr. Stettinius frequently has come be- 
fore the Appropriations Committee, as 
other members of the committee who are 
now present know. They have hearG 
him testify. They know what kind of & 
man he is. He is a man of the most 
marvelously engaging manner whom I 
believe I ever knew. I do not think it 
should be held against him that he is 
one of the best-looking men I ever knew. 
That is a matter of minor consequence, 
of course. But Mr. Stettinius has shown 
by his appearances before our committee 
that he knows his business, that he is 
familiar with the questions about which 
he testifies. He has shown, and I doubt 
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ther there is a member of that com- 
\ittee present here today who would not 
iy that he is one of the most efficient, 
one of the most active, one of the most 
yrous of all the Government officials 

ho come before us. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. 
ill the Senator yield? 
Mr. 


Mr. President, 


McKELLAR. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. While the Sen- 
ator is speaking of Mr. Stettinius’ ap- 





ech 


ran 
1 ve 


peal fore the Appropriations Com- 
mittee I should like to add a word of 
imilar testimony which I am sure will 
be borne out by the able chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations re- 
urding his appearance before that com- 


mittee. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to 
have the Senator do so. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. The thing about 
Mr. Stettinius which has impressed me 
from the first is his total candor with 
Members of Congress. I have never 
known a man to come from downtown to 
testify upon the Hill who, so far as I 
can judge, has made such extreme effort 
to give us the benefit of his total infor- 
mation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Ientirely agree with 
the Senator; that has been my experi- 
ence with Mr. Stettinius; and that has 
been the experience of the Appropria- 
tions Committee of the Senate with him. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. McKELLAR. In just a moment. 

First, Mr. President, let me say that 
there is no “put-on” about Mr. Stettin- 
there is no arrogance about him. 
He is a frank, open, fair, and able man; 
and he makes a splendid impression on 
everyone. Ithink he has one of the most 
attractive personalities of any man with 
whom I have ever comein contact. Such 
a personality can be used to the greatest 
advantage by our country at a time such 
as this. 

I regret more than I can say that his 
nomination is opposed by the Senator 
from North Dakota. I felt it so acutely 
yesterday, even though his nomination 
did not come before a committee of which 
I am a Member, that I walked over to 
the desk of my distinguished friend from 
North Dakota and urged him not to make 
a fight on this nomination, because, 
aside from every other consideration, Mr. 
Stettinius has the ability, he has the 
honesty and integrity, and he has the 
experience to make one of the best Sec- 
retaries of State this country ever had. 

I now yield to the Senator from Mis- 
sourl, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I merely desire to bear out what the 
distinguished senior Senator from Michi- 
gan |Mr, VANDENBERG| has said as to the 
impression Mr. Stettinius has made on 
the Committee on Foreign Relations in 
his every appearance before it. It seems 
to me it should bear some weight with 
this body that the confirmation of the 
nomination of Mr. Stettinius, first as 
Under Secretary of State, and then as 
Secretary of State, has twice been unani- 
mously recommended by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

On one occasion when Mr. Stettinius 
was nominated for Under Se"retary of 





State, he appeared before us, and vol- 
untarily subjected himself, without a re- 
quest on the part of the committee, to 
cross-examination—it might be called 
that—as to his whole career, from his 
youth up. 

In that connection, and since the bus- 
iness connections of Mr. Stettinius have 
been attacked here, I may say that 


he 
gave up a princely salary as a very able 
business executive. From purely patri- 
otic motives he gave up such a Salary 


to enter the Government service. I do 
not suppose that at the time he did so 
any other young man in the history of 
the world had ever had better prospects 
a brilliant executive in charge of a 
great industrial concern than did Ed 
Stettinius. He not only, for purely pa- 
triotic reasons, gave up a princely sal- 
ary in order to enter Government serv- 
ice, but when he did so he disposed of 
every security of business organizations 
which he possessed which could possibly 
be connected in any way with any nego- 
tiations of the Government, and particu- 
larly negotiations involving munitions. 
The remainder of his securities was put 
in a trust fund for the benefit of his 
children. Over such fund he has no 
control. 

I do not believe I have ever known 
of a higher minded or more disinterested 
man than Under Secretary of State Stet- 
tinius, and I think it comes with very 
poor grace for any Senator to attack him 
because his father, who was a distin- 
guished businessman himself, who used 
to live in my town, and who rendered 
very distinguished patriotic service dur- 
ing the last war, happened afterward to 
be a partner in the House of Morgan. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator for his worth-while 
contribution to the discussion. I believe 
that no one could entertain the idea that 
I ever had anything to do in the remot- 
est way with big business. However, I 
do not believe that a man should be at- 
tacked in the way Under Secretary of 
State Stettinius has been attacked 
merely because he or some member of his 
family was once connected with big busi- 
ness. 

My friend the Senator from North 
Dakota stated that he was opposed to Mr. 
Stettinius because of transactions 
which took place during World War No. 
1, or before World War No. 1, or away 
back in 1917. Mr. Stettinius is 44 years 
old. By simple subtraction it can be as- 
certained that at that time Mr. Stettinius 
was 17 years of age. If he has disposed 
of all the stocks and bonds of the several 
corporations in which he may have had 
an interest, he should certainly not be 
charged with what was possibly done by 
some member of the firm of Morgan & 
Co. while Mr. Stettinius was a boy 17 
years old and possibly in high school or 
college. 

I am speaking in behalf of Mr. Stet- 
tinius because I believe that he is a man 
of the highest character, of the best mo- 
tives, and one of the most patriotic men 
I ever knew. I believe him to be careful 
in whatever statement he makes. After 
he has once made a statement, we have 
always found it to be correct and that he 
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I have confirmed that a number of times 
in connection with lend-lease As we 
all know, lend-lease is one of the most im- 


portant activilies 


undertaken during 


the Government hi 


this wa The lend- 


is 


lease program was much criticized, but 
if the reports which we have received 
on lend-lease are examine will be 


qd, it 

seen that every item in every particulai 
which has been connected with lend- 
lease was presented to the Congress, and 


tnat no one was more 


act and accu- 
rate in bringing the facts before both 
Houses of Congress than was Mr. Stet- 
tinius in his capacity as administrator of 


} 


lend-lease operations 

Mr. President, Mr. Stettinius and Mr. 
Hull have cooperated to the fullest ex- 
tent. As I said a few days ago, while I 


regret that it is impossible for Mr. Hull 
to continue longer his duties as Secretary 
of State because of the condition of his 
health, I am quite sure that he believes 
that the policies inaugurated under his 
administration will be carried on by Mr. 
Stettinius. 

I wish to say a word further. I do not 
know how many votes will be cast against 
Mr. Stettinius today, but the only pos- 
sible objection that could be made 
against him is the statement which has 
already been made, namely, that he or 
his father was a member of the firm of 
J. P. Morgan & Co. I do not know 
about that. Iam not discussing it. But 
I think that Mr. Stettinius’ nomination 
should be rejected or confirmed on his 
own merits and not on the merits or de- 
merits of other persons. I have referred 
to his father, of course, because we can 
frequently tell what kind of a man one 
is when we know his father. 

Mr. President, I have very little more 
to say. My good friend from North Da- 
kota has laid his facts before this body. 
I hope that at this late date the Senate 
will show the American people, as well 
as the whole world, that we are behind 
the program which has been established 
by the State Department, and endorsed 
by both candidates for President, as well 
as by both parties. That program was 
aided and abetted by the distinguished 
gentleman whose nomination for Secre- 
tary of State is now before us. Yester- 
day I earnestly urged the Senator from 
North Dakota not to raise any objec- 
tion to this nomination. During this 
war let us stand as one in favor of the 
policies which our Government has es- 
poused and is putting forth before the 
world. In my judgment, Mr. Stettinius 
will go down in history as a great Secre- 
tary of State. I sincerely hope that he 


will be given every vote in the Senate, 
including that of the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I can add 


nothing to the approving words spoken 
by the distinguished Senator from Mich- 
igan (Mr. VANDENBERG] yesterday and 
today, or to the endorsements of the 
pending nomination given by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLar] and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Crark]. I 
had hoped, and I hope even now, that we 
may give to Mr. Stettinius the unani- 
mous endorsement of the Senate. He 
has had a distin shed business career. 
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had knowledge of what he was saying. It seems to me that his life should be 
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an inspiration to all the youth of Amer- 
ica, and proof of the fact that in this 
country of ours there can be a career 
in the business world so distinguished 
as that which Mr. Stettinius has carved 
out for himself. 

Mr. President, he has been associated 
with us in the Nation’s Capital in various 

Government. He has 
served with unusual distinction and great 
ability; he has been motivated always by 
the loftiest ideals of public service, and 
his personal character is unimpeachable. 

I close as I began with expressing re- 
gret that there cannot be a unanimous 
vote cast for the confirmation of his 
nomination. 

Mr. CONNALLY. My. President, if 
any other Senator desires to speak I shall 
give way. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to make a 
few brief remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Stewsrt in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas yield to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Fresident, I am con- 
fident that President Roosevelt has 
chosen a qualified and competent suc- 
cessor to Mr. Hull in designating Mr. 
Stettinius as his new Secretary of State. 
When Mr. Stettinius appeared before the 
Foreign Relations Committee I was deep- 
ly impressed, as I think all cther mem- 
bers of the committee were, by his state- 
ment, and felt that we had heard a man 
who inspired faith in his worth and abil- 
ity, who understood thoroughly the work 
which he would be called upon to do in 
the great office of Secretary of State and 
who wes familiar with the delicate inter- 
national situation which the country now 
confronts. Iam sure that Mr. Stettinius 
will fill his new position in a most credit- 
able and satisfactory manner. While I 
believe my colleague from North Dakota 
was sincere in what he said, I hope that 
he wil! join with his colleagues and make 
unanimous the vote on the confirmation 
of the nomination of Mr. Stettinius. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
shall not detain the Senate. The en- 
comiums by Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber who know Mr. Stettinius best 
should be a sufficient recommendation 
of him for this high office. 

Mr. President, I recall what the Sena- 
tor from Missouri said, that Mr. Stet- 
tinius in accepting Government service 
had relinquished a very princely salary. 
My information is that he gave up a posi- 
tion that carried very large pecuniary 
emolument. 

So far as Morgan & Co. are concerned, 
I have been informed on most reliable 
authority that Mr. Stettinius, Jr., never 
had any contact with Morgan & Co. in 
his own right at any time. It seems that 
his father, who was a very distinguished 
man, was in Washington during the First 
World War as an Assistant Secretary of 
War and later did become a member of 
J. Pierpont Morgan & Co, 

1 shall not undertake to reply to all 
the statements of the Senator from 
North Dakota, but I wish to observe that 
when Mr. Stettinius was nominated for 

Inder Secretary of State he came before 
the Senate Commitiee on Foreign Rela- 
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tions, as pointed out by the able Senator 
from Michigan, and tendered testimony 
on anything in his whole past life about 
which we might want to inquire. On the 
30th day of September 1943, Mr. Stet- 
tinius was by the Senate confirmed as 
Under Secretary of State. There was no 
record vote but his nomination was con- 
firmed unanimously. The REcorD 
further shows that the Senator from 
North Dakota was present and had ans- 
wered a rell call during the day. I do 
not mean there was a roll call on the 
nomination but the Senator from North 
Dakota was in the Chamber at a time 
early in the session on that day when the 
roll was called. So the Senator from 
North Dakota was here, but he did not 
vote against Mr. Stettinius as Under Sec- 
retary of State. The Recorp does not 
disclose any motion on his part to re- 
consider the vote at any other time. I 
merely submit those matters as circum- 
stances. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the confirmation of the 
nomination of Mr. Stettinius. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
yeas and nays are demanded. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

The yeas.and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ab- 
sence of a quorum has been suggested 
and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aiken George Nye 

Austin Gerry U'Daniel 
Bailey Gillette O’Mahoney 
Ball Green Overton 
Bankhead Guffey Reed 

Bilbo Gurney Revercomb 
Brewster Fall Robertson 
Brooks Hatch Russell 
Buck Hawkes Shipstead 
Burton Hayden Stewart 
Bushfield Hill Taft 
Butler Jenner Thomas, Okla. 





Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Clark, Mo, 
Connally 
Cordo.u 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downcy 
Eliender 
Ferguson 


La Follette 
Langer 
Luvas 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
Maloney 
Maybank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Murray 


Tunnell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh. Mass. 


“Walsh. N. J, 


Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 
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being absent on official business. If 
present he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] is absent 
from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky 
CHANDLER] is absent 
funeral of a friend. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Perper] 
is absent on important public business. 

The Senator from Nevada I[Mr. 
ScrucHam], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Mourpock], and the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. JOHNSON] are detained on 
official business for the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida ([Mr. 
ANDREWS |], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CiarK], the Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. Easttanp], the Senators from 
Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE and Mr. Typ- 
Incs], the Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. REYNOLDS], the Senator from Utah 
{Mr. THomas], the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Truman], and the Senator from 
Washington (Mr. WALLGREN] are neces- 
sarily absent. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BarKLEY| and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. K1ILcorE] are unavoidably 
detained. 

Iam advised that if present and voting, 
all the Senators whose absences I have 
announced would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc- 
CarRAN] is detained on official business. 
I am not advised how he would vote if 
present. 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Brinces! and the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Tuomas] are 
necessarily absent. Both of these Sen- 
ators would vote “yea” if present. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] is detained on official business. 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Moore], the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Tosey], and the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. WILSON] are _ necessarily 
absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 68, 
nays 1, as follows: 


YEAS—68 


George 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 


(Mr. 
attending the 


Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Bilbo 


O'Daniel 
O’Mahoney 
Overton 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Robertson 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty- 
nine Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

The auestion is, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination of Edward 
R. Stettinius, Jr., to be Secretary of 
State? On this question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered, and the clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. I understand that if the 
Senator from Kentucky were present he 
would vote as Iam about to vote. Iam 
therefore free to vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HATCH. My colleague the junior 
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. CHAvEz] 
is unavoidably detained from the Senate, 


Brewster 
Brooks 
Buck 
Burton 
Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Cordon 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Ellender 
Ferguson 


Andrews 
Barkley 
Bridges 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Eastland 
Glass 


Holman 


Hall 
Hatch 
Hawkes 
Harden 
Hill 
Jenner 

La Foliette 
Lucas 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
Maloney 
Maybank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Murray 
Nye 


NAYS—1 


Langer 


Russell 
Shipstead 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas. Okla. 
Tunneil 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass, 
Walsh, N. J. 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 

Wiley 

Willis 


NOT VOTING—26 


Johnson, Calif. Scrugham 
Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Idaho 


Kilgore 
McCarran 
Moore 
Murdock 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 


Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tydings 
Wallgren 
Wilson 











mination of Edward R. Stet- 
to be Secretary of State was 


tinius, Jr., 
confirmed. 


Mr. CONNALLY. 


Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the President 
be immediately notified of the confirma- 
1 of the nomination of Mr. Stettinius. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
obiection. The Chair hears none, and 
the President will be notified forthwith. 


FOREIGN SERVICE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Maj. Gen. Patrick Hurley to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of Amer- 
ica to China. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
move that the nomination of Gen. Pat- 
rick J. Hurley as Ambassador to China 
be confirmed. 

The motion was agreed 
nomination was confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the postmasters be confirmed en 
pioc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the President be no- 
tified forthwith of all confirmations of 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be imme- 
diately notified. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of legislative business. 

he motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of legislative business. 


MEETING OF SENATE BANKING AND 
CURRENCY COMMITTEE 


Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I an- 
nounce that the Banking and Currency 
Committee is continuing its hearings on 
very important matters, and I hope all 
members of the Banking and Currency 
Committee will at once return to the 
committee room. 

SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS OF DE- 

CEASED OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN 

OF THE ARMY 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 1795) to 
amend that portion of the act approved 
June 30, 1906 (34 Stat. 697, 750), author- 
izing the settlement of accounts of de- 
ceased officers and enlisted men of the 
Army, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 
That the portion of the act entitled “An 

making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses Of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes”, approved June 30, 1906 (34 Stat. 
697, 750; 10 U. S. C. 868), relating to the 
Settlement of accounts of deceased officers 
and enlisted men of the Army, which reads: 

“Hereafter, in the settlement of the ac- 
counts of deceased officers or enlisted men of 
the Army, 


; , 


to and the 





I 
where the amount due the de- | bill relates only to the disposal by the 
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cedent’s estate is less than $500 and 1 de- 


mand is presented by ¢ 





fF appointed ie 


representative of the estate, the acc 





Officers may allow the amount found due t 
the decedent's w Ww ¢ legal heirs h 
foll g order of precedence Firs 

widow; second, if de edent left no widov 
or the widow be dead at time of sé eme 
then to the children or their issue, p 
stirpes; third, if no widow or descenda 
then to the father and mother in equal 


parts, provided the father has 
the support of his family, in 


not abandoned 


which case 


the mother alone; fourth, if either the father 
or mother be dead then to the one surviving 
fifth, if there be no widow, child, father, or 
mother at the date of settlement, ther 


brothers and sisters and children of deceased 
brothers and per stirpes: Provided 
That this act shall not be so construed 
prevent payment from the amount due 
decedent's estate of funeral expenses 
vided a claim theref is presented by 
person or persons who actually paid the same 
before settlement by the acccunting officers”, 
is hereby amended to read as follows 
“Hereafter, in the lement of 
counts of deceased officers or 


sisters 
as to 

the 
pro- 


the 


sett tne ace 


enlisted men 


of the Army, where the amount due the de- 
cedent’s estate is less than $1,000 and no 
demand is presented by a duly appointed 
legal representative of the estate, the ac- 


counting officers may allow the amount 
found due to the decedent's widow or legal 
heirs in the following order of precedence: 
First, to the widow; second, if decedent left 
no widow, or the widow be dead at time of 
settlement, then to the children or their 
issue, per stirpes; third, if no widow or cde- 
scendants, then to the father and mother in 
equal parts, provided the father has no* 
abandoned the support of his family, in 
which case to the mother alone; fourth, 

either the father or mother be dead, then 
to the one surviving; fifth, if there 
widow, child, father, or mother at the date 
of settlement, then to the brothers and sis- 
ters and children of deceased and 
sisters, per stirpes. Where the amount due 
the decedent's estate is $1,000 or more and 
no demand is presented by a duly ap- 
pointed legal representative of the estate, 
the accounting officers may allow $1,000 cf 
the amount due to the estate to the widow 
or legal heirs in the order of precedence 
hereinabove set forth. Provided, That this 
act shall not be so construed as to prevent 
payment from the amount due the decedent's 
estate of funeral expenses, provided a claim 
therefor is presented by the person or per- 
sons who actually paid the same 
settlement by the accounting Officers 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this bill 
simply changes the law of 1906, which 
provided that when a member of the 
armed services died or was killed in the 
service, his widow or legal heirs could 
collect up to $500 from the General Ac- 
counting Office, without going to the ex- 
pense and delay of having an adminis- 
tration of the estate, and having an 
executor or administrator appointed. 
What the bili does is to change that law 
so as to raise the amount from $500 to 
$1,000. The bill does not involve any 
claim against the Government. It in- 
volves merely the collection by the widow 
or legal heirs of the pay which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States owes the 
widow or legal heirs, and is designed to 
save the expense and delay of issuing let- 
ters of administration. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Pre 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. 


Mr. 


be no 


brothers 


before 


sident, will the 


I yield. 
WHITE. As I understand, thi 


prope1 
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aut] he Go nt of 
accrued pay owing to the member of the 
armed forces. 





ities of t 


rnm 
CLiariit 


Mr. HILI The Senator correct 
I move that the Senate concur in the 
House amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 


FEDERAL AID FOR POST-WAR 


CONSTRUCTION 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mi: 
STEWART in chair) laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
tepresentatives to the bill (S. 2105) to 
amend and supplement the Federal-Aid 
Road Act, approved July 11, 1916, as 
amended and supplemented, to author- 
ize appropriations for the post-war con- 
struction of highways and bridges, to 
eliminate hazards at railroad-grade 
crossings, to provide for the immediate 
preparation of plans, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I move that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment of the 
House, ask a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that the Chair ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 


HIGHWAY 


the 


The motion was agreed to: and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. McKEL- 


LAR, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. BAILEy, Mr. REED 
and Mr. LANGER conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


OLIVER N. KNIGHT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. 1827) 
for the relief of Oliver N. Knight, which 


was, on page 1, line 6, to strike out “$20,- 
442.16” and insert “$22,992.16.” 
Mr. ELLENDER. I move that the 


Senate concur in the House amendment. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 


Senator indicate just what the amend- 
ment is? 
Mr. ELLENDER. The House has in- 


creased an allowance made by the Claim 
Committee, by about $2,000, and I 
move that the Senate concur in 
House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLENDER subsequently said: 
Mr. President, a while ago I moved that 
the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House to Senate bill 1827, an act for 
the relief of Oliver N. Knight. That wa 
made by me under a misapprehension of 
the facts in the case. 


now 


the 


I have consulted the distinguished 
senior Senator from North Carolina | M1 
BaILey!], who originally introduced the 


bill, and he has no objection to the m 
tion which I am about to make. 

I now move to reconsider the 
which the Senate concurred in the 
amendment, that the 
conference with the House 


O- 
vote by 


House 
Senate ask for a 


thereon, ana 


that the Chair appoint conferees on the 
part of the Senate 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield 

Mr. LANGER. What is the nature of 


the bill? 
Mr. ELLENDER 
claim for the relief of Oliver 


ill concerns a 


N. Knight, 
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whose entire family was wiped out in an 
airplane accident. 

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer (Mr. MAYBANK in the 
chair) appointed Mr. ELLENDER, Mr. 
STEWART, and Mr. Rosertson conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


FLOOD-CONTROL PROJECTS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4485) authorizing the 
construction of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors for flood control, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
have received a telegram from the presi- 
dent of the Wisconsin Farmers Union re- 
lating to the flood-control and’ rivers 
and harbors bill, which at his request I 
ask be inserted in the Recorp as a part of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

CHIPPEWA FALLs, Wis., NOvember 28, 1944. 
Senator Ropert M. LA FOLLETTE, 

Senate Office Building: 

Present flood-control and rivers and har- 
bors bill should be delayed until next ses- 
sion. They do not fulfill needs of people. 
Both M. V. A. and St. Lawrence waterway 
projects as now proposed a waste of public 
funds to serve all the people. Wisconsin 
Farmers Union on record for a complete pro- 
gram in development of natural resources 
that will serve farmers and others to the 


fullest utilization of projects. Insert in Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 


WISCONSIN FARMERS UNION, 
K. W. Hones, State President. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mon- 
tana (Mr. Murray], at the end of sec- 
tion 2, line 19, page 2, of the bill, to in- 
sert new matter. 

The amendment of Mr. Murray is as 
follows: 


At the end of section 2, line 19, page 2, 
insert: “Provided, That all functions, pow- 
ers, duties, and projects of the Secretary of 
War, the Chief of Engineers, and the Corps 
of Engineers with respect to the examina- 


tion, survey, construction, operation, and 
maintenance of western water conservation 
reservoirs owned or controlled by the Fed- 
eral Government, or with respect to any 
works of improvement appurtenant to such 
reservoirs, whether heretofore, herein, or 
hereafter authorized for examination, sur- 
vey, construction, operation, or maintenance, 
are hereby transferred to the Secretary of 
the Interior and shall be administered, un- 
cer his direction and supervision, by the 
Bureau of Reclamation in the Department 
of the Interior. The term ‘western water 
conservation reservoirs’ as used in this sec- 
tion shall be deemed to include all reservoirs 
which are used, or capable of being used, in 
whole or in part for the conservation, stor- 
age, or detention of water, including flood 
control, or for the reclamation of arid or 
emiarid lands, and which are located in 
the States of Arizona, California, Colorado, 
Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Ore- 
gon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washing- 
ton, and Wyoming: Provided further, That 
all records and property (including office 
equipment, machinery, supplies, facilities, 
contracts, and assets of every kind, but ex- 
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cluding property needed in the conduct of | 
military operations) used primarily in the | 
administration of any such functions, pow- 
ers, duties, and projects shall be transferred 
to the Department of the Interior for use 
in connection with the administration of 
said functions, powers, duties, and projects: 
Provided further, That all civilian personnel 
engaged primarily in the administration of 
any such functions, powers, duties, and 
projects shall be transferred to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior for use in connection 
with the administration of such functions, 
powers, duties, and projects. Any of the 
civilian personnel transferred under this 
section who are found by the Secretary of 
the Interior to be in excess of the personnel 
necessary for efficient administration of the 
activities covered by this section shall be 
retransferred under existing law to other 
positions in the Government service or shall 
be separated from the service. Any person 
whose employment is terminated on account 
of a reduction of personnel resulting from 
the operation of this order shall, for a period 
of 1 year from the date of such termination 
of employment, be given preference, if qual- 
ified, whenever an appointment is made in 
the executive branch of the Government: 
Provided further, That so much of the un- 
expended balances of appropriations, au- 
thorizations, allocations, or other funds 
heretofore or hereafter made available for 
use in the administration of any of the func- 
tions, powers, duties, and projects transferred 
by this section (including appropriations, 
authorizations, allocations, or other funds 
available for general departmental or staff 
services used in the administration of any 
such activity) as shall be determined, upon 
the basis of the pertinent legislative, budget- 
ary, and administrative apportionments, to 
be properly subject to utilization in the ad- 
ministration of such functions, powers, 
duties, or projects shall be transferred to 
the Department of the Interior for use in 
connection with the administration of the 
functions, powers, duties, and projects trans- 
ferred by this section. The moneys so trans- 
ferred may include amounts to provide for 
the liquidation of obligations incurred 
against such appropriations, authorizations, 
allocations, or other funds prior to the trans- 
fer. No moneys transferred under this pro- 
vision shall be expended for purposes other 
than those for which such moneys were ap- 
propriated or otherwise originally made avail- 
able, except to the extent to which their 
expenditure for other purposes may be au- 
thorized by law: Provided further, That 
nothing contained in this section shall im- 
pair the validity of any outstanding obliga- 
tions or contracts of the United States of 
America or of any department, establish- 
ment, or agency thereof: Provided further, 
That all rules, regulations, orders, permits, 
licenses, privileges, or other like matters 
made, issued, or granted in pursuance of, 
or with respect to, any function, power, duty, 
or project transferred by this section which 
are in effect at the time of such transfer 
shall continue in effect to the same extent 
as if such transfer had not occurred until 
modified, superseded, or repealed: Provided 
further, That the Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget shall take such action as may be 
necessary or appropriate for the effectuation 
of the transfers provided for herein, and 
shall prescribe the date or dates on which 
such transfers shall become effective. His 
determinations with respect to the proper 
allocation of the records, property, person- 
nel, and funds referred to in said sections 
shall, when approved by the President, be 
final for the purposes of this act.” 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, last 
evening I was about to explain the 
amendment. It will have the effect of 
transferring the civilian construction 
functions and activities of the Corps of 


NOVEMBER 380 


Engineers in the West to the Bureau 
of Reclamation. I will undertake to ex- 
plain as briefly as possible why such an 
amendment is needed. 

This action is needed first of all for 
the protection of all interests in the 
western part of our country against the 
inroads of a Federal agency which by 
law is not required to obey State stat- 
utes. Acting under the authority of the 
commerce clause of the Constitution, the 
Corps of Engineers can and does invade 
the West, interferes with vested rights 
in water, and otherwise plays havoc with 
State rights. On the other hand, the 
Bureau oi Reclamation is required by 
Federal law to observe the State laws 
governing water rights. 

The economy of the arid and semi- 
arid areas of the West is dependent upon 
the establishment and recognition of 
the fundamental concept that waters 
arising in the West shall remair. avail- 
able for beneficial consumptive uses in 
the West. The whole future of the West 
depends on recognition of this policy. 
In recognition of this policy, and to fa- 
cilitate administration and development 
of the water resources of the West, the 
Western States have developed through 
the years, by constitutional and statu- 
tory provisions and through the deci- 
sions of their courts, certain rules gov- 
erning rights in water. If the Corps of 
Engineers of the United States Army is 
authorized by the pending flood-control 
bill to undertake the projects it has in 
mind in the West, then the West will, in 
effect, have surrendered to a large ex- 
tent the dominion which it now exercises 
over its own water resources. 

The authority of the Corps of Engi- 
neers to proceed with these projects will 
depend, of course, upon the enactment 
of H. R. 4485. The authority of the 
Congress to enact H. R. 4485 derives from 
the commerce clause of the Constitution 
of the United States. Under the com- 
merce clause of the United States Con- 
stitution, the Federal Government may 
proceed with navigation and flood-con- 
trol developments without regard to the 
impairment or even the complete oblit- 
eration of rights for irrigation or other 
beneficial uses established under State 
law and even without compensating for 
the rights so impaired or so taken. That 
statement is made on the authority of a 
series of decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the following 
cases: Sanitary District of Chicago V. 
United States (266 U. S. 405 (1925)); 
United States v. Chandler-Dunbar Co. 
(299 U. S. 53 (1913)); Scranton v. 
Wheeler (179 U. S. 141 (1900)); United 
States v. Rio Grande Irrigation Co. (174 
U. S. 690 (1899)); Gibson v. United 
States (166 U.S. 269 (1897)). 

There can be no doubt whatsoever, on 
the basis of the cases decided by the 
highest court in the land, that the Corps 
of Engineers can, if it wishes to do so, 
proceed with the construction, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of the works 
which it seeks authority to construct, 
entirely without regard to existing water 
rights, whether they be riparian or ap- 
propriative rights established under the 
Constitution and laws of a State. It is 
said that the Corps of Engineers has 
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ven assurances to some of the people 
t it will not violate existing water 
But how much are these assur- 
ances worth? What basis have we for 
believing that the promise to observe ex- 
ing water rights, if such a promise 





Ts 





us been made, will be kept even by the 
yresent Chief of Engineers whose,con- 
I opposition to having such a 
romise written into law is a clear indi- 
on of his views? Such a promise 

i not be binding even on him and 

m less on his successors in office. 
This mise, if one has been made, is 


h little or nothing in the face of 
he absolute power which the Corps of 
Engineers will have, if it undertakes 
i ‘Oj to seize, without com- 
any water rights which it may 





I > purposes of its projects. 

It is said that one reason for author- 
the Corps of Engineers to under- 
these works is that the portion of 

costs of those projects, which will 

to be repaid by local beneficiaries, 

be less than the portion that will 

to be repaid if some other agency 
constructs the works. But, even if con- 


truction by the Corps of Engineers 


cd cost the local irrigators less, such 
would be mighty poor compen- 
tion for a surrender of established 


r rights. The whole proposition 
inds like surrendering a birthright for 
i mess of pottage. 

The West can have 
Federal construction of conservation 
reservoirs—reservoirs that will Serve 

so the purposes of flood control and 
navigation improvement—without sur- 
render of water rights established under 
the Constitution and laws of the States, 
if and only if one agency is authorized to 
proceed with the construction of the 
necessary works. Under existing condi- 
tions, that agency should be such an 
agency as the Missouri Valley Authority, 
as recommended by the President in his 
recent letter to Congress. 

Aside from the many other reasons for 
the proposition that the West should re- 
sist with all its might the proposed in- 
vasion of its territory by the Army en- 
gineers, one is particularly impressed 
with the protection to State water rights 
which would come from having every 
part of the Federal conservation program 
in the West constructed by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. That protection arises out 
of a provision contained in the funda- 
mental statute under which Federal 
reclamation projects have been con- 
structed for the last 40 years. I refer to 
section 8 of the act of June 17, 1902, 
commonly known as the Reclamation 
Act. That section reads as follows: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed 
as elective or intended to affect or to In any 
way interfere with the laws of any State or 
Territory relating to the control, appropria- 
tion, use, or distribution water used in 
irrigation, or any vested right acquired there- 
under, and the Secretary of the Interior, in 
carrying out the 
proceed in conf 
nothing herein 


the benefits of 


of 


provisions of this act, shall 
rmity with such laws, and 
shall in any way affect any 






right of any State or of the Federal Govern- 
ment or of any landowner, appropriator, or 
user of water in, to, or from any interstate 
stream or the waters thereof: Provided, That 
the 1t to the use of water acquired under 


the provisions of this act shall be appur- 
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tenant to the land irrigated and beneficial 
use shall be the basis, the measure, and the 
limit of the right. 


The foregoing section of the Federal 
reclamation law does not pay merely lip 
service. It works. Pursuant to that 
section, the Bureau of Reclamation 
makes a filing, with the agency of the 
State having jurisdiction, looking to an 
appropriation of water. If, in a particu- 
lar case, the waters of a stream are al- 
the flood 


ready fully appropriated and 
flows are already fully appropriated, 


then the Bureau of R 
chases water rights from prior 
priators. This practice it has followed 
in connection with the Central Valley 
project. For example, under a contract 
entered into as of July 27, 1939, between 
the United States and the firm of Miller 
& Lux, Inc., and the Gravelly Ford Canal 
Co., and others, the United States ac- 
quired the appropriative and riparian 
rights of these companies to divert and 
use the waters of the San Joaquin River 
and the Fresno Slough for the irrigation 
of land, the watering of livestock and for 
purposes. The consideration 
agreed to be paid for the water rights 
thus acquired is specified in the contract 
at $2,450,000. 

Under a contract dated July 27, 1939, 
he United States acquired from the San 
Joaquin & Kings River Canal & Irri- 
gation Co., Inc., the Columbia Canal Co., 
the San Luis Canal Co., and the Fire- 
baugh Canal Co. the right to store cer- 
tain San Joaquin River flows in consid- 
eration of its agreement to construct and 
operate a pumping system to bring sub- 
stitute supplies of water into certain 
cropland areas. Under this arrange- 
ment, the cropland areas obtain a sub- 
stitute and a more dependable supply of 
water for their cropland areas. 

Under a contract entered into on Octo- 
ber 2, 1939, the United States acquired 
from the Chowchilla Farms, Inc., the 
perpetual right to divert, store, and use 
all the waters of the San Joaquin River 
and its tributaries to the use of which 
Chowchilla Farms, Inc., was entitled for 
a consideration of $842,000. 

Under a contract dated January 29, 
1940, the United States acquired certain 
lands and certain water rights from the 
Madera Irrigation District for a consid- 
eration including the payment of 
$299,90C 

In the same circumstanc 
Army engineers been construct 
Central Valley project, they would 
have been obliged to make these pur- 
chases, but could have utilized the waters 
in question without the expenditure of 
one penny for reimbursing the owners 
thereof, 

Aside from protection of western water 
rights, there are good, sound national 
reasons for transferring the civilian con- 
truction functions of the Corps of Engi- 
neers to the Bureau of Reclamation. 

First of all, such a transfer would pro- 
tect the country against the growth of 
a military oligarchy, impertinent and un- 
mindful of civilian rights. I think, in 
this connection, of the statement by 
General Robbins, at one of the sessions 
of the subcommittee of the Senator from 
Louisiana |Mr, Overton], to the effect 


‘lamaticn pur- 


appro- 
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into such contracts, agreements, 
rangements as he deem: 
out the duties and 
conferred upon him. 

“In connection with dams or works au- 
thorized by this act which the Secretary of 
the Interior determines, with the concurrence 
Secretary of War, may be utilized for 
irrigation purposes, the Secretary of the In- 
teri authorized to construct, operate, 
and maintain, under the provisions of the 
Federal reclamation laws (act of June 17, 
1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto), such ad- 
ditional works as he may deem necessary for 
irrigation purposes. Such irrigation works 
may be undertaken only after a report and 
findings thereon have been made by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior as provided in said 
Federal reclamation laws; and, within the 
limits of the water users’ repayment ability, 
such report may be predicated on the alloca- 
tion to irrigation of an appropriate portion 
of the cost of structures and facilities used 
for irrigation and other purposes. Dam and 
works authorized by this act may be utilized 
for irrigation purposes only in conformity 
with the provisions of said Federal reclama- 
tion laws and this paragraph.” 


and ar- 
ary to Carry 
responsibilities herein 


ol the 


Mr. President, both those amendments 


were presented before the committee 
while this lecislation was pending in the 
House, but they were rejected by the en- 
gineers at that time. Apparently the 
ngineers have now decided that 
will accept amendments, 
ier than take a chance on losing their 
to construct these projects. 

hen, again, such a transfer will give 
t! Vest assurance that the fundamen- 


Army ¢ 
they 
rat! 
opportunity 


these 


— 


rests of the West in irrigation and 
ntal power will be given adequate 
rt. It will protect the West 
the construction of works whose 
function seems to be to carry 
sh water to the sea—this in a land 


.T 


tal in 
incid 
treatme! 
primary 
fr 
where every drop of fresh water should 
stored for beneficial consumptive use. 
Finally, a transfer, such as my amend- 
ment provides for, is needed for efficient 
ration in Washington. Even 
with the best will in the world conflicts 
are inevitable if you have two agencies 
in the same field. Congress 
should take cognizance of the fact that 
it has itself to blame for much cf the con- 
flict and confusion which have arisen in 
connection with navigation, flood control, 
1 irrigation. Although these three 
items involve—when performed in the 
West—the maximum conservation of 
water for beneficial consumptive usc, we 
have too many committees dealing with 
them. In the House we have the Com- 
mittee on Flood Control, the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, the Committee 
on Agriculture, the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation. In the Senate, we 
have the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation, the Committee on Com- 
merce, and the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. In the name of sim- 
plification and economy we ought at least 
to reduce the number of committees 
which may consider these matters. By 
virtue particularly of the practice exist- 
ing on the House side, there is an un- 
usual relationship between a portion of 
the executive branch and the Congress. 
For instance, if notwithstanding the 
views of the President and of the Bureau 
of the Budget, the Chief of Engineers 
desires to submit a report on a particular 
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project, he resorts to the simple practice 
of requesting, informally of course, a 
resolution from an appropriate commit- 
tee requesting his report on that project. 
The relations between the Chief of Engi- 
neers and certain committees of the Con- 
gress have grown c0 Close that the Chief 
of Engineers regards himself as unable 
to make joint investigations with other 
agencies. Thus, the saving of time and 
money which would result from joint in- 
vestigatiens is lost to the country because 
the Corps of Engineers must make an 
exclusive report. 

Finally, our confusion of committees 
is so great that we find the Bureau of 
Reclamation submitting substantially the 
same testimony with regard to its plans 
for the Missouri River Basin on no less 
than three occasions—once, before the 
subcommittee of the Senate Committee 
on Commerce studying the river and har- 
bor bill; again, before the subcommittee 
of the Senate Committee on Commerce 
studying the flood control bill; and, 
again, before the Senate Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation. Such a pro- 
cedure is an extravagant expenditure of 
time and money both in the legislative 
and executive branches. 

Mr. President, Iam sure very few Sen- 
ators are familiar with the broad outlines 
of the projects which would be author- 
ized for construction by the Army engi- 
neers under and by virtue of the language 
of the provisions on page 31 of the bill. 
I call attention to the reference, in line 
17, page 31, to House Document No. 649, 
Seventy-eighth Congress, second session. 
I wonder how many Senators have read 
House Document No. 649. I wonder if 
the Senate realizes how many dams 
would be authorized for construction by 
this one item alone. Note that the esti- 
mated cost of the projects described in 
House Document No. 649 is $50,100,000. 
I assume that a project which is esti- 
mated to cost over $50,609,000, and which 
in all probability will cost considerably 
more, is not the sort of project which the 
Senate would wish to approve unless it 
knew the facts and was, therefore, in a 
position to determine whether the au- 
thorization and construction of the proj- 
ect represented sound national policy and 
a wise expenditure of public funds. I 
shall therefore ask the Senate to indulge 
me while I discuss as briefly as possible 
the salient features of the projects repre- 
sented by this item and the important 
questions of national policy involved. 

In the first place, I believe I should 
call attention to the fact that the basic 
document upon which authorization of 
this project would be predicated does not 
represent the last word of the Chief of 
Engineers. The Chief of Engineers him- 
self refers to his report on the Sacramen- 
to River and tributaries as an “interim” 
report. Webster’s New International 
Dictionary, second edition, defines the 
term “interim” as “belonging to an in- 
terim, done, made, occurring, efc., for 
an interim or meantime; temporary.” 
We are thus faced with the proposition 
that the report on the basis of which the 
Congress is asked to authorize the appro- 
priation of more than $50,000,000 is de- 
seribed by its author as an “interim” or 
temporary document. There can be only 
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one reason for so describing it. That 
reason must lie in the fact that he lacks 
confidence in the conclusions drawn from 
the studies and surveys so far made, and 
that, therefore, he wishes to reserve the 
right to change those conclusions in 
whatever ways that facts developed from 
more-thorough studies and surveys may 
indicate to be desirable. I can scarcely 
believe that the Congress will wish to 
authorize appropriations in excess of 
$50,000,000 on the basis of any recom- 
mendation which is labeled as one that 
is likely to be changed. I believe, on the 
contrary, that in these days of rapidly 
mounting national debt, the Congress 
will wish to exercise greater care. I be- 
lieve that on this item the Congress 
should say to the Chief of Engineers that 
it is not prepared to authorize the appro- 
priation of vast sums on the basis of 
hastily prepared and perhaps superficial 
studies. I hope and believe that, by 
eliminating this item from the bill, the 
Congress will say to the Chief of Engi- 
neers: “We will not let you draw on the 
Treasury for funds to build a project 
until and unless you can essure us that 
in your judgment the project you have 
proposed is the final and best plan you 
can devise for the purpose you have in 
mind.” 

Not only is the report of the Chief of 
Engineers, on the basis of which the Con- 
gress is asked to appropriate millions of 
dollars, a temporary report, but it is also 
a report which conflicts with the views 
of the President. I shall have something 
more to say on this point at a later time. 
For the time being, let me call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a letter addressed 
to the Secretary of War on May 22, by 
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget. 
This is a letter of comment by the Direc- 
tor of the Bureau of the Budget on the 
“interim” or temporary report referred 
to in line 17 of the flood-control bill. I 
read it: 

My Dear Mr. Secretary: This will ac- 
knowledge your letter of May 15, 1944, trans- 
mitting the proposed report of the Cuief 
of Engineers, dated May 10, 1944, on a pre- 
liminary examination and survey for flood 
control of the Sacramehto River and tribu- 
taries, California, from its mouth to Shasta 
Dam, and requesting advice as to the rela- 
tionship of the proposed report to the pro- 
gram-of the President. 

A review of this proposed report indicates 
tha* the adoption of the general plan of de- 
velopment recommended therein for further 
improvement of the Sacramento River and 
its tributaries, upon the basis of the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance under 
the direction of the Secretary of War and 
supervision of the Chief of Engineers of 
some elements of that general plan, would 
be in conflict with the program of the Pres- 
ident for the Central Valley of California 
as set forth in his letter of March 7, 1944, 
to the chairman, Committee on Flood Con- 
trol, House of Representatives. There would, 
of course, be no objection to a modification 
of the existing Sacramento River flood-con- 
trol project to provide for changes and ex- 
tensions in levees and other structures, and 
for the construction of nine local levee and 
channel improvements, as recommended in 
this proposed report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers. However, the dam and reservoir proj- 
ects that are recommended by the Chief of 
Engineers are component units in a basin- 
wide plan for the use and control of the 
‘water resources in the Central Valley. The 
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President has stated in his letter March 
7. 1944, it would appear that, if any 
such plan is to be successful, the operation 
f all units should be fully coordinated on 
, regional basis and that such coordination, 
ur as projects undertaken by the Fed- 
eral Government are concerned, can best be 
obtained if the Bureau of Reclamation con- 
structs, operates, and maintains all multi- 
ple-purpose elements of the Central Valley 

Furthermore, it would appear desirable 
it, in view of the differences of opinion 
that have been expressed, the authorization 
f the construction of any dam at the Table 
Mountain site be deferred pending the com- 
pletion of investigations, now being made by 
the Bureau of Reclamation, to determine the 
possibilities of providing alternate equiva- 
lent storage by means of reservoirs on tribu- 

ries of the Sacramento River between 
Shasta Dam and the proposed site for the 
Table Mountain Dam and Reservoir, and the 
completion of the final report by the Chief 

f Engineers of the preliminary examination 
and survey of the entire Sacramento and 
San Joaquin River Valleys. 

In addition to what has been said above, 
I must also advise you that, in the absence 

evidence showing that the proposed im- 
provements are necessary to the prosecution 
f the war, the submission during the pres- 
ent emergency of any estimate of appropria- 

mn for construction of the improvements 
would not be in accord with the program of 
the President. 

In view of their direct concern with the 
proposed report, I am furnishing copies of 
this letter to the Secretaries of Agriculture 

id Interior and to the Chairman, Federal 
Power Commission. 


ol 


that 


insole 






Mr. President, what does this letter in- 
dicate? It indicates, first of all, that the 
President of the United States has a plan 
for the Central Valley area of California. 
Secondly, it shows that the interim or 
temporary report made by the Chief of 
Engineers is in conflict with that plan. 
In the absence of a strong showing that 
the plan of the Chief of Engineers—has- 
tily put together and containing conclu- 
sions which the Chief of Engineers him- 
self is not prepared to describe as final— 
should be substituted for the long-range 
plans of the President of the United 
States, I submit that the Senate should 
not be asked so to substitute it. I sub- 
mit further, and I am prepared to prove, 
that the Committee on Commerce, so far 
as its report is concerned, gives little or 
no evidence of having considered the 
recommendations made by the President 
of the United States and by the Bureau 
of the Budget in connection with this 
item. In this connection I ask Senators 
to turn to page 22 of the majority report 
submitted by the Senator from Louisiana 


{[Mr. Overton], of the Committee on 
Commerce, to accompany House bill 
4485. Twelve lines are devoted to a dis- 


cussion of the item in question. No- 
where in that discussion does the Com- 
mittee on Commerce even so much as 
take note of the fact that the interim 
or temporary plan of the Chief of Engi- 
neers is contrary to the wishes of the 
Chief Executive. No mention is made of 
the letter which I have just read from 
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget. 
One very important item is brought out 
in those 12 lines, namely, that when the 
House approved this item it did not even 
have the benefit of the Chief of Engi- 
neers’ interim report. Indeed, this in- 
terim or temporary report of the Chief 
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of Engineers was not transmitted to 
the Congress until 1 day after the sub- 
committee had begun its hearings on the 
flood-control bill. 

Not only does the report submitted by 
the Senator from Louisiana fail to ap- 
prise the Senate of the fact that the 
interim or temporary plan of the Chief 
of Engineers for this project is in con- 
flict with the plans of the President for 
the Central Valley area of California, 
but it fails also to apprise the Senate of 
the fact that much testimony by skilled 
and experienced engineers and others in 
opposition to the authorization of this 
project for construction by the Army en- 
gineers was submitted to the very sub- 
committee over which the Senator from 
Louisiana presided. I do not say that 
the failure thus fully to advise the Sen- 
ate was by design; but I do say that busy 
Senators are entitled to have their at- 
tention called to controversial items so 
that they may, if they are so minded, 
refer to the transcript of the testimony 
and make up their own minds as to the 
way in which the controversy should be 
resolved. More than 800 pages of com- 
paratively small print were required to 
cover the testimony presented before the 
Senate subcommittee in connection with 
the flood-control bill. Many of those 
pages were devoted to testimony pre- 
sented for and against the interim or 
temporary report presented by the Chief 
of Engineers in connection with this 
project. Yet only 12 lines of the report 
submitted by the Senator from Louisiana 
deal with the whole vast problem involv- 
ing the expenditure of more than $50,- 
000,000. If a Senator were to rely solely 
upon the report submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana he would be led to 
believe that this item had been marked 
by no controversy whatsoever. As a 
matter of fact, testimony taken before 
the subcommittee revealed that quali- 
fied engineers and also members of the 
general public were opposed to the plans 
of the Chief of Engineers as contained 
in his interim or temporary report on 
this project. 

For example, a member of the Cali- 
fornia State Senate, Hon. Oliver J. Car- 
ter, testified at length in opposition to 
the project. He was particularly op- 
posed to the authorization of the Table 
Mountain Dam. I ask Senators to note 
particularly the attempts made by this 
witness to bring out the facts respeciing 
the dam at the Table Mountain site. 
Senator Carter came from a long dis- 
tance in an attempt to protect the in- 
terests of his constituents in Shasta and 
Trinity Counties, Calif. 

Senator Carter gave testimony which 
will impress any fair-minded man. He 
showed, first, that it was difficult for the 
general public to know just exactly what 
kind and size of dam was proposed to be 
built at the Table Mountain site. His 
testimony is impressive also on the prop- 
osition that no dam whatsoever should 
be authorized for construction at the 
Table Mountain site. He showed that 
even a low dam would result in flooding a 
large area of valuable agricultural land. 
He showed that the area which would be 
flooded as a result of the construction of 
the low dam has an annual agricultural 
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than $1,.600.- 
He urged a study of alternative stor- 
possibilities. Notwithstanding the 
fact that this statesman from California 
raveled a great distance for the pur- 
pose of coming to Washington to present 
the views of the people most affected, and 
notwithstanding the fact at he pre- 
sented those views in impressive fashion, 
the Senate Committee on Commerce 
made no reference to differences of opin- 
ion with respect to the construction of 
the Table Mountain Dam 

I have said that cualified engineers tes- 
tified before the subcommittee in oppo- 
sition to this project. Let me elaborate. 
Testimony in opposition to this project 
was presented by qualified engineers with 
national reputations. For example, the 
Commissioner of Reclamation himself, 
an engineer who has spent a lifetime in 
the study, preparation, and working out 
of plans for the conservation and the 
beneficial consumptive use of water in 
17 Western States, gave extensive testi- 
mony in opposition to the authorization 
of this project. I realize that there may 
be those who will say that Commissioner 
Bashore had “an ax to grind.” There 
will be those who, not knowing him as 
well as do some Senators, will feel that 
his testimony may have been colored by 
a belief that this project should be built 
by the Bureau of Reclamation rather 
than by the Corps of Army Engineers. 
To those Senators I am glad to be able 
to say that Commissioner Bashore is a 
man whose integrity rises above petty 
jurisdictional quarrels. He testified as 
an engineer. If as an engineer he had 
believed that the project described in 
the interim report should be built as 
proposed in that report, he would have 
said so, no matter what the consequences 
might have been. His whole career as- 
sures us of that. The Congress and the 
Nation can rely upon it 

Among other engineers who testified 
against the authorization of this project 
for construction by the Army engineers 
were the following: Mr. R. S. Calland, 
who spent 7 years on the Central Valley 
project in California and who, before 
that, was assigned throughout the con- 
struction period to the Boulder Dam 
project; Mr. S. A. Kerr, an engineer who 
has had 37 years of experience in con- 
nection with water-supply projects in the 
Western States: and Mr. R. P. Bryan, a 
man with 23 years of practical engineer- 
ing experience. No rcference to this im- 
pressive testimony is to be found in the 
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report submitted by the Senator from 
Louisiana. 
I wish to be entirely fair. I think that 


justice requires me to say that much tes- 
timony was offered on all of the 
controversy which raged before the sub- 
committee over which the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. OveRTON] presides in con- 
nection with these California projects. 


side 


I think justice requires me to say that 
much impressive testimony was pre- 
sented by the proponents of the Army 
plan. On the other hand, where there 


has existed a serious controversy before 
a committee of the Senate in connection 
with a particular bill, I think it is unfair 
to the Members of the Senate if they are 
not fully apprised of the fact that the 
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controversy has existed, and if they are 
not fully apprised of the principal argu- 
ments against as well as for the measure 
which is reported out. To put it another 
way, I-do not think that the Congress 
should be asked to authorize an appro- 
priation in excess of $50,000,000 until and 
unless the appropriate committee of the 
Congress has fully analyzed and an- 
swered the arguments against the au- 
thorization of such an appropriation. 
Mere silence on the part of the commit- 
tee having charge of the bill is not 
enough. 

I want to know, and I am sure other 
Senators want to know, why the Senate 
Committee on Commerce decided that 
the preponderance of the evidence pre- 
sented to it was in favor of constructing 
the project proposed by the Army engi- 
neers in an interim report. Since the 
Senate Committee on Commerce has not 
favored the Senate with an analysis of 
the evidence presented to it and with its 
reasons for preferring the plan presented 
by the Army engineers to the plans fa- 
vored by the President, by the Bureau of 
the Budget, and by other agencies, I 
shall ask the Senate to bear with me 
while I discuss the proposals and coun- 
terproposals made for the Central Val- 
ley area in some detail, so that the Sen- 
ators may have a complete understand- 
ing of it. 

The project proposed, according to the 
interim or preliminary report of the 
Army engineers—a project for which the 
Congress is asked to appropriate more 
than $50,000,000—includes the construc- 
tion of seven reservoirs in the Central 
Valley area of California. These reser- 
voirs would be formed respectively by 
dams at the following sites: Table Moun- 
tain, Bidwell Bar, Narrows, Folsom, Mon- 
ticello, Wilson Valley, and Black Butte. 

I have already referred to the Table 
Mountain Dam. It may be useful, how- 
ever, to point out that, as proposed in the 
interim or preliminary report by the 
Army engineers, the Table Mountain 
Dam is proposed as a high dam. Its jus- 
tification in the report by the Army en- 
gineers is founded in large part on its 
being constructed asa high dam. If the 
item proposed by the Senate Committee 
on Commerce is adopted, then it can 
never be built as a high dam. Hence, 
much of the justification for building it 
at all disappears. 

I want to call the Senate’s attention to 
one statement in chapter III of the report 
made by the district engineer to the Chief 
of Engineers in regard to the Table 
Mountain Dam. The statement is as fol- 
lows: 

Inundation of present irrigated lands in 
the Table Mountain Reservoir area would re- 
sult in a loss in tax income to the counties 
affected, estimated at $30,000 per annum for 
the low dam and approximately $90,000 per 
annum for the high dam, and would detri- 
mentally affect existing business and com- 
mercial activity in the community of Red- 
ding, which is now dependent for a large part 
of its income upon the activities of this agri- 
cultural area. Such detrimental effect on 
local business, or the loss in taxes from in- 
undation of lands in the other proposed res- 
ervoirs, has not been evaluated herein as it is 
considered that it would be more than bal- 
anced by similar unevaluated local benefits 
in other parts of the valley. 
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That statement bears out the testi- 
mony presented by Senator Carter as to 
the serious damage that would be done to 
the area he so ably represents in the Cali- 
fornia Senate if the Table Mountain Dam 
is constructed. I might say that Senator 
Carter is a State senator of California, 
who appeared and testified in this mat- 
ter. 

The last sentence of that statement is 
one of the most remarkable sentences I 
have ever read in any public document. 
To my mind, it is equivalent to saying, 
“We do not know what damage will be 
done to the local people by the construc- 
tion of the other proposed reservoirs, but 
regardless of the extent of the damage to 
those people, we feel sure that it will be 
more than compensated for by the bene- 
fits which people in other localities will 
derive from the reservoirs. We have not 
figured out what those benefits may be.” 
In fact, this statement reminds me very 
much of a foreword which it is said ap- 
peared on the cover page of a prospectus 
of one of the Dublin expositions many 
years ago. That foreword is said to have 
read as follows: “All statements made in 
this prospectus are based on facts and 
figures, but the visitors are cautioned 
against being influenced thereby.” How 
can the Congress be expected to author- 
ize the appropriation of more than $50,- 
000,000 for a project on the basis of a re- 
port which deals so cavalierly with the 
question of damage that may be done to 
local property owners, and which sug- 
gests that that damage will be compen- 
sated for by benefits which, it admits 
frankly, have not been computed? 

Much impressive testimony was pre- 
sented to Senator OvEeRToN’s subcommit- 
tee on the proposition that this project, 
among other projects proposed for con- 
struction by the Army engineers in Cali- 
fornia, was in all major respects a logi- 
cal extension of the Central Valley 
project now authorized for construction 
by the Bureau of Reclamation. I think 
that at this point it may be worth while 
to consider some aspects of the Central 
Valley project and its purposes, so that 
the Senators may have a full apprecia- 
tion of the significance of the testimony 
to which I have referred. 

The Central Valley project compre- 
hends, among its purposes, the control, 
regulation, conservation, conveyance, and 
use of portions of the waters of the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys for 
the maximum benefit of the entire area. 
Some engineering features of the Cen- 
tral Valley project are already author- 
ized by law for present development. 
Others will presumably be authorized by 
law for development in the future to 
the extent deemed desirable by the Con- 
gress. The initial and the presently au- 
thorized features of the Central Valley 
project include the following: Shasta 
Dam, Reservoir, and power plant on the 
Sacramento River 12 miles north of Red- 
ding; Keswick Dam and power plant on 
the Sacramento River about 9 miles 
downstream from Shasta Dam; trans- 
mission lines from Shasta and Keswick 
power plants to Oroville and to Antioch, 
or alternate location; Cross channel from 
Sacramento River to San Joaquin River 
through the edge of their common delta 
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near Stockton; Contra Costa Canal and 
pumping: system, about 48 miles long, 
from Rock Slough to Martinez; Delta- 
Mendota Canal and pumping system, 
length 100 miles, from the San Joaquin 
Delta to Mendota; Friant Dam and Res- 
ervoir on the San Joaquin River about 
20 miles northeasterly from Fresno; Ma- 
dera Canal from Friant Reservoir north- 
erly for about 36 miles to Ash-Berenda 
Slough; and Friant-Kern Canal extend- 
ing southerly from Friant Reservoir 
about 160 miles to a point just south of 
Kern River. 

The Central Valley project will pro- 
vide new and supplemental water for 
irrigation through the equalization of 
the waters of the Central Valley between 
the Sacramento and the San Joaquin 
areas. It will provide flood control and 
power. Jt will constitute an improve- 
ment in aid of navigation, and it will 
be an important element in the battle 
now being waged against the intrusion 
of salt water on the delta lands of the 
upper San Francisco Bay region. It will 
constitute an important source of fresh 
water for municipal and industrial pur- 
poses. 

While I have no wish to take the time 
c{ the Senate unnecessarily, still I be- 
lieve that in order that Senators may 
have a complete understanding of the 
primary features of the presently au- 
thorized Central Valley project, I must 
describe each of those features at least 
briefly. 

Shasta Dam, now nearing completion, 
is the second largest masonry dam in the 
world, and will contain an approximate 
total of 6,400,000 cubic yards of concrete. 
The dam is of the massive concrete grav- 
ity type, consisting of a central straight 
spillway section and slightly curved 
abutment sections. An earth and rock 
fill embankment is constructed at the 
left end of the main concrete portion of 
the dam. The concrete dam and em- 
bankment are about 3,500 feet in over- 
all length on the crest and about 602 
feet high. It will be the highest dam of 
the overflow type in the world. The res- 
ervoir created by the dam has a total 
capacity of 4,500,000 acre-feet. The 
power plant under construction imme- 
diately below the dam will have five main 
units of 75,000 kilowatts each, and two 
station service units each 2,500 kilo- 
watts. Both station service units are 
now installed, and two main units are 
nearly completed and probably will be in 
operation early in June 1944. Two oth- 
er units constructed for Shasta power 
plant were temporarily transferred to 
Grand Coulee power plant, since their 
use there would result in additional pow- 
er being more quickly secured for war 
industries. Restrictions have been placed 
on the construction of the remaining 
units by the War Production Board. 

Keswick Dam will form the afterbay 
reservoir for smoothing out Shasta re- 
leases. The dam is nearly completed. 
It will be about 1,030 feet long, 140 feet 
high, and contain 200,000 cubic yards of 
concrete. A power plant under construc- 
tion will ultimately contain three units 
with a total capacity of 75,000 kilowatts. 
Restrictions have been placed on the 
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manufacture of these units by the War 
Production Board. 

The 100-mile-long transmission line 
from Shasta power plant to Oroville is 
nearing completion. Ultimately there 
will be a line down the west side of the 
Sacramento Valley to a substation néar 
Antioch—or alternate location. Asteam 
electric plant will also be required ulti- 
mately with a probable installed capac- 
ity of 162,000 kilowatts. 

The Delta Cross Channel as now 
planned will extend from the Sacramento 
River across the easterly edge of the delta 
to a location near Stockton. Its total 
length will be about 50 miles, with a di- 
version capacity tentatively set at about 
10,000 second-feet, 

The Contra Costa Canal extends from 

its Rock Slough diversion along the 
outh side of Suisun Bay to Martinez. 
Of the total length of 48 miles there is 
now about 40 miles completed. Four 
separate pumping lifts raise the water 
to an elevation of 124 feet. Construc- 
tion of the remainder of the canal has 
een restricted by the War Production 
Board. The canal has a diversion capac- 
ity of 350 second-feet and is in partial 
peration, delivering municipal, indus- 
ial, and agricultural water. 
The Delta-Mendota Canal will divert 
from the delta (Tom Paino slough) with 
capacity of 4,600 second-feet. It will 
mprise a series of pumping plants and 
high line canal about 100 miles long 
iding up the west side of the San Joa- 
juin Valley to Mendota. Croplands 
long the lower San Joaquin River now 
ising water that under future project 
yperation is to be stored and diverted at 
Friant Dam, thereby will be given in 
xchange a substitute supply from the 
more abundant Sacramento River. 

Friant Dam, now completed except for 
installation of drum gates and river and 

inal outlet gates, is the fourth largest 
masonry dam in the world and contains 
approximately 2,130,000 cubic yards of 

oncrete. The dam is of the gravity 

pe about 3,440 feet long on the crest 

nd 320 feet high. The reservoir, offi- 
cially named Millerton Lake, has a total 
capacity of 520,500 acre-feet. Some of 
the river and canal outlet gates are now 
being installed to permit partial opera- 
tion of the reservoir for irrigation and 
flood control. Work on the remaining 
gates has been restricted by the War 
Production Board. 

Madera Canal will divert water north- 
erly from Millerton Lake to furnish a 
supplemental irrigation supply to the 
Madera Irrigation District. The initial 
capacity of the canal is 1,000 second-feet 
with structures designed for 1,500 sec- 
ond-feet, thereby allowing for future ex- 
pansion if desired. At present about 
84% miles of the total length of 36 miles 
is completed with the remainder under 
construction. Completion of the canal 
to its terminus in Ash-Berenda slough 
east of Chowchilla is expected early in 
1945. 

Friant-Kern Canal will divert water 
southerly from Millerton Lake for irri- 
gable areas with deficient water sup- 
plies. When completed it will extend 
about 160 miles to a point south of Kern 
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initial capacity of the canal is 3,500 sec- 
ond-feet. Construction of the canal is 
at present restricted by the War Produc- 
tion Board. 

Before being asked to authorize the 
appropriation of vast sums for the con- 
struction of projects, the Senate is en- 
titled to know something of the geog- 
raphy and of the other characteristics 
of the area in which these projects are 
to be located. I regret to say that the 
interim or preliminary report by the 
Army engineers in House Document No. 
649, Seventy-eighth Congress, second 
session, does not afford sufficient infor- 
mation on these matters. I must, there- 
fore, supply the deficiency. 

Upper Sacramento Valley as herein 
considered includes the drainage basins 
of Sacramento River and its tributaries 
upstream from the town of Red Bluff. 
The drainage basin above Red Bluff has 
an area of 9.258 square miles. The west- 
ern half of the basin drains a portion of 
the Klamath and Cascade Mountains. 
The Cascades rise to their highest point 
at Mount Shasta, a peak with a crest ele- 
vation of 14,162 feet. To the east and 
south of Mount Shasta is a large plateau 
area which extends easterly to the 
Warner Mountains near the border of 
California. 

The drainage basin of the upper Sac- 
ramento River is largely mountainous, 
except in the eastern plateau region 
where there is a consiaerable area of de- 
veloped agricultural land. Some scat- 
tered areas of partially developed agri- 
cultural land are located between 
Redding and Red Bluff. 

The average annual run-off of Sacra- 
mento River at Red Bluff for the 20-year 
period 1921-41 was 6,700,000 acre-feet. 
This run-off amounts to nearly 40 per- 
cent of the total inflow to the Sacra- 
mento Valley. Future developments in 
the area above Red Bluff will consume 
only a small portion of this run-off, leav- 
ing large quantities of water available 
for regulation and for use in the lower 
Sacramento Valley, and for export to 


areas of deficient supply in San Joaquin 
Valley. Shasta Dam, which is now prac- 
tically complete, will effect substantial 


reculation of the run-off of the upper 
Sacramento Basin Table Mountain 
Reservoir, near Red Bluff, is proposed 
to complete the regulation. An addi- 
tional 800,000 to 1,000,000 acre-feet of 
water may also be obtained annually by 
diversion of the upper Trinity River to 
Secramento River near Redding. 

Upper Sacramento Basin has a 
existing and potential power develop- 
ment. Pacific Gas & Electric Co. already 
has built four plants on Pit River and its 
tributaries, and a fifth is nearing com- 
pletion. Operation of the initial units 
of Shasta power plant of the Bureau of 
Reclamation has begun. Pacific Gas & 
Electric Co. also operates six additional 
plants on tributaries of Sacramento 
River between Redding and Red Bluff. 
The total power-plant capacity which is 
now installed or is definitely planned 
for the near future on Pit River, at 
Shasta and Keswick, and on Sacramento 
River tributaries, is 766.000 kilowatts. 
The possible average annual output of 
including supplemental 
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steam plants to firm the Shasta 
wick output, is 
hours per year. 

Above Shasta Dam the Sacramento 
River and its principal tributaries, the 
Pit and McCloud Rivers, have a drainage 
area of 6,665 square miles. The average 
run-off from this area for the 20-year 
period 1921-41 was 4,730,000 acre-feet 

A large portion of the drainag 
above Shasta Dam is mountainous, but 
in the eastern section of Pit River Basin 
there is a plateau area ranging from 
3,000 to 6,000 feet in elevation which con- 
tains a considerable area of 
land. It is 
are now 


and Kes- 
4,.200,000,000 kilowatt- 


e area 


irrigable 
estimated that 100,000 acres 
irrigated in this area: but only 
about one-third of the area receives a 
full irrigation supply; the remaining 
area is irrigated only in the spring and 
early summer months when streamflow 
is available. Complete data regarding 
the use of water are not available, but 
such use probably does not exceed 200,- 
000 acre feet. 

Estimates of the extent of agricultural 
land above Shasta Dam vary from 180.- 


000 to 350,000 acres. It appears un- 
likely that all of the available land will 


ever be supplied with water. Irrigation 
already has been extended to those 
— which can be reached easily from 
reams and reservoir sites. Most of the 
re orable storage sites are now devel- 
op ed, including more than 150 rese 
with an aggregate capacity of over 
000 acre-feet. Proposals for 
developments in Big Valley and other 
areas have been made by several St 
and Federal agencies. These projects 
would be principally to provide supple- 
mental water for lands now irrigated. 
Pit River below its confluence with Fall 
River has a relatively uniform flow 
in comparison with most California 
treams, tl rage minimum monthly 
flow being ona about one-half the aver- 
age maximum monthly discharge. This 
condition coupled with a reasonably 
steep river gradient and a sinuous stream 
course makes the = wer Pit mn ver partic- 


rvolrs, 


150,- 
additional 


ate 


ularly favorable for power development. 
As previously state d. four projects on Pit 
River and its tributaries have been com- 


pleted by Pacific Gas & Electric 
These include two small p 
Creek, a project diverting from Fall R 
to Pit River, and one plant on the main 
stream. A fifth dev eloy p 
the main stream, ed te be ci 
pleted in the spring of 1944. The total 
installed capacity of these five plants ! 
be 277,000 kilowatts and the possible 

average annual output 1,500,000,000 kilo- 
watt-hours. 

According to Bonner in Water Powe 
of California, four projects in addit 
to the five developments previously de- 
scribed would utilize most of the remain- 
ing head on Pit River from Fall River 
down to the maximum water surface of 
Shasta Reservoir. The four unde 
projects have a potential 
pacity of 200,000 kilowatt 
produce 1,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours an- 
nually. An additional small project on 
Hat Creek could produce 42,000,000 kilo- 
watt-hours annually. 


Co 
lants on Hat 


ymment, also on 
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veloped 
installed ca- 
and could 
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A project proposed by Bonner on the 
McCioud River would include four run- 
of-river plants with an aggregate head 
of 2,025 feet, which could produce 1,170,- 
000,000 kilowatt-hours of power annu- 
A project on the upper Sacramento 
Rive! 1asta Reservoir would in- 
ciude a 25,000 acre-foot reservoir and a 
power drop of 800 feet at which $0,000,000 
kilowatt-hours could be produced. 

Consideration has been given to the 
possibility of diverting water from Klam- 
ath River Basin into Sacramento Valley. 
One of the more favorable plans for such 
a project would include a diversion from 
Klamath River to Tule Lake, thence to 
Pit River. Water diverted from Kiam- 
ath River would augment the irrigation 
supply for the Central Valley and would 
increase the output of the power plants 
on Pit River, at Shasta and Keswick 
Dams and at other future downstream 
projects. The Klamath water might also 
be used for irrigation in the Big Valley 
area of Pit River, but this possibility has 
not been investigated in detail. Further 
detail regarding the Klamath diversion 
project are presented in the discussion 
of Klamath River. 

Coming back to the Central Valley 
project as authorized by law for con- 
struction by the Bureau of Reclamation, 
we find that Shasta Dam, a key unit in 
the portion of the Central Valley proj- 
ect now under construction, is nearing 
completion on Sacramento River 12 
miles north of Redding. The reservoir 
formed by Shasta Dam will have a ca- 
pacity of 4.500.900 acre-feet, which will 
regulate the run-off from the upper Sac- 
ramento River to accomplish the fol- 
lowing primary functions: 

(a) Supplying over 1,500,000 acre-feet 
of supplemental and new water annually 
for lands in Sacramento and San 
Joaquin Valleys. This is in addition to 
water used at present. 

(b) Maintaining a continuous flow of 
3,300 cubic feet per second into San 
Francisco Bay for protection of lands 
in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delia 
from salt-water intrusion. 

(c) Controlling floods on upper Sac- 
ramento River. 

(d) Maintaining a minimum river dis- 
charge of 5,000 cubic feet per second 
below Red Bluff for navigation purposes. 

(e) Producing hydroelectric power, in 
conjunction with Keswick power plant 
and supplemental steam plants, to the 
extent of 430,000,000 kilowatt-hours an- 
nually for project pumping and 1,920,- 
000,000 kilowatt-hours of firm power for 
commercial sale. The ultimate installed 
power-plant capacity at Shasta Dam will 
be 380,000 kilowatts, including 5,000 kilo- 
watts for station service units. 

In addition to the above, releases will 
be made for maintenance of fish life. 
Other benefits will include recreation, 
pollution abatement, and decreased 
pumping costs for irrigators diverting 
from Sacramento River. 

Keswick Dam, located on Sacramento 
River, 3 miles northwest of Redding, is 
now under construction by the Bureau 
of Reclamation. This dam will provide 
storage to reregulate the fluctuating 
power releases through Shasta power 
plant to a uniform flow below Keswick 
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Dam. The project will also include a 
75,000-kilowatt power plant and fish 
traps necessary for the protection of fish 
life. Keswick Dam will raise the water 
surface of Sacramento River to the tail- 
water elevation of Shasta power plant. 

I have pointed out already that testi- 
mony which was presented to the sub- 
committee over which the Senator from 
Louisiana presided, indicates that the 
Central Valley project and all projects 
for the storage of water in the Central 
Valley area in California should be con- 
structed by the Bureau of Reclamation. 
Some attempt was made, during the 
hearings before the subcommittee, to 
show that the desire of the Bureau of 
Reclamation to build these projects was 
based upon bureaucratic ambitions. 
Any Senator who has read the testimony 
which was heard by the Senator from 
Louisiana will appreciate, as I have, that 
those attempts ended in failure. Com- 
missioner Bashore and other witnesses 
from the Bureau of Reclamation and the 
Department of the Interior gave pur- 
suasive and impressive testimony to the 
effect that these projects should be con- 
structed by the Bureau of Reclamation 
becauSe they are essentially irrigation 
projects. I suspect that very few Sen- 
ators have had the time to read the testi- 
mony on this point and, because of its 
importance in connection with the ques- 
tions now before the Senate and because 
of the fact that no reference whatsoever 
is made to it in the report issued by the 


Senator from Louisiana, I will ask the | 


Senate to bear with me while I read some 
excerpts from that testimony. Beginning 
at page 219 of the transcript, we find 
Commissioner Bashore testifying as fol- 
lows: 

I would like to say for the record at this 
point that there is no question about our 
re ognition of the ability of the Corps of 
Engineers. We know that they are preemi- 
nent in their field of flood control and navi- 
gation jmprovement. It has been my privi- 
lege to visit some cf the grcat works ccn- 
structed by the Corps of Engineers and per- 
sonally I am proud of that work. 

Does that statement sound like the 
expression of a petty bureaucrat? On 
the contrary, standing by 
evidence enough of the proposition that 
if, in Commissioner Bashore’s judgment, 
the construction of these works in the 


Central Valley area of California and | 


the purposes that these works are to 
serve constituted them primarily a flood- 
control undertaking, he would have said 
so. There follows in the testimony, pre- 
sented by Commissioner Bashore and 
other officials and engineers, persuasive 
evidence of the proposition that these 
projects are essentially irrigation proj- 
ects and that they should, therefore, be 
constructed by the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion. If Senators will read that testi- 
mony, I am satisfied that they will con- 
clude, as I have, that it would be a tragic 
mistake on the part of the Congress to 
authorize any agency other than the tra- 
ditional agency entrusted with the con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of 
irrigation works to build these projects. 
I refer to the testimony beginning on 
page 224 and ending at the bottom of 
page 244, 





itself, it is | 
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Can anyone doubt now that these proj- 
ects are predominantly projects for the 
storage and beneficial consumptive use of 
water? If any doubts remained at the 
conclusion of the testimony presented by 
Mr. Kerr ad Mr. Bryan, those doubts 
surely must have been removed from the 
mind of any fair-minded man by the fol- 
lowing statement which was presented by 
Assistant Regional Director Calland. 

I shall not take the time to read the 
statement by Mr. Calland, but it will be 
found in the transcript commencing at 
page 250 and ending at page 258. 

Mr. President, entirely aside from the 
question whether these projects are 
primarily irrigation projects, I wish to 
point out to the Senate that since all 
have irrigation features, they should, in 
any event, be constructed, operated, and 
maintained by the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion in order to assure that the principal 
purposes of the Congress in appropriat- 
ing fos their construction will be carried 
out. I am impressed by the fact that the 
Federal reclamation laws, with their var- 
ious provisions for the development of 
family-size farms and the prevention of 
speculation in lands, should be made ap- 
plicable to all reservoir projects in the 
west. If the policy of the family-size 
farm, a policy which, by the way, is writ- 
ten into the platform of both major 
parties, is to be accomplished, then these 
projects must be built, operated, and 
maintained by the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion under the reclamation laws. If this 
is not done, then the millions of dollars 
poured out of the Federal Treasury into 
these California projects may well have 
been misspent. If we are not watchful, 
we can have in California an experience 
similar to the experience of fascist Italy 
in connection with the reclamation of 
lands. Senators will recall that some 
years ago Mussolini undertook an ambi- 
tious program to reclaim lands. It was 
widely advertised as a program that 
would “give land and bread to millions 
of Italians in the future.” In practice, 
however, it resulted in enriching the 
owners of large estates and in providing 
little land for the masses of the working 
people. Surely the Senate will wish to 
avoid a similar result in California. The 
way to do that is to authorize the con- 
struction of these projects by the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation under the Federal 
reclamation laws, with provision for sub- 
division of large landed estates and the 
settlement on lands of returning war 
veterans and demobilized war workers. 

While this problem is of particular 
concern to California, since these proj- 
ects will be located there, I wish to em- 
phasize the fact that it is nonetheless 
a national problem. It is a problem in 
which the Congress of the United States 
must be concerned, not merely because 
millions of dollars of Federal funds will 
be required for the construction of these 
projects, but also because if these proj- 
ects are wisely administered and if they 
are made to result in the creation of 
family-size farms, then they will play an 
important part in helping California 
to return to a prosperous peacetime 
economy. 

Mr. President, I have offered also 
amendments to delete from this bill the 






























































5 ee. Wad r 


es 
as 


ae 


eH Red ase ae 


= 
Sea 


ci 


+i hed 


Cink lk te GAO he 











1944 


special authorization for the Folsom 
reservoir on the American River, the 
project for the Isabella Reservoir on the 
Kern River, the plan for the Terminus 
Success Reservoirs, Keweah and 
Tule Rivers, the project for the Kings 
River and Tulare Lake Basin and the 
plan of improvement for flood control 
and other purposes on the Calaveras 
River and Littlejohn Creek. All of these 
rojects are logical extensions of the 
Central Valley project and, therefore, 
hey should be planned, designed, con- 
tructed, operated, and maintained as 
integral parts of the Central Valley 
project by the Bureau of Reclama- 
tion in accordance with the estab- 
lished policies of the Federal Recla- 
mation law. What I have said in con- 
nection with my amendment for the 
leletion for the project described in 
House Document 649, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, second session, is, in general, 
applicable to these projects also. I do 
not wish to take the time of the Senate 
to reiterate those reasons as to each one 
f these projects. But I do wonder why 
the subcommittee of the Senator from 
Louisiana {[Mr. OvERTON] thought it ad- 
isable to authorize the project for the 
Folsom Reservoir twice. The Folsom 
Reservoir is one of the reservoirs pro- 
ed in House Document 649 and in- 
ided in the proposed authorization be- 
inning on line 12 of page 31 and ending 
n line 4 of page 32 of the bill as reported 

‘the Senate Committee on Commerce. 

et, for some reason, it seems to have 

*n found advisable to single it out and 
to authorize it specially again by the 

m beginning on line 5 and ending on 

ne 11, page 32. Perhaps the reason was 
that the language in House Document 
649 was not sufficiently broad to satisfy 

he Chief of Engineers and that the Sen- 
te Committee on Commerce decided that 
a blank check would be preferable. I 
suggest this possibility because the lan- 

lage of committee amendment No. 26, 
vhich provides special authorization for 
the Folsom Reservoir, also provides that 
it may be built “with such modifications 
thereof as in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War and the Chief Engineer may 
be advisable.” This language, I suggest, 
is so broad as to permit the Chief of Engi- 
neers to build anything he wishes under 
the guise of a reservoir on the American 
River. Does the Senate really intend to 
write such a blank check? Is there not 
a point where the Congress will hesitate 
to delegate authority of this sort? Such 
delegation as this is the very negation 
of the democratic process. 

I have referred to the fact that the 
President does not approve of the plans 
of the Chief of Engineers for these proj- 
ects in the Central Valley area of Cali- 
fornia. The evidence of that is in the 
following letters, which I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Recorp at 
this point as a part of my remarks. The 
letters have been heretofore referred to, 
I believe, during the course of the debate. 
One of the letters, dated February 7, 
1944, was written by the President to Mr. 
Wuitttncton, chairman of the Flood 
Control Committee of the House. The 
other letter is dated August 7, 1944, and 
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was written by the President to the 
chairman of subcommittee of the 
Commerce Committee of the Senate. I 


ask that the two letters be printed at 
this point in the Recorp as a part of my 
remarks. 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the Recoxp 
as follows: 


} 
the 


THE WuitTe House 
Washington, February 7, 1944 
Hon. WitL1AM M. WHITTINGTON, 
Chairman, Flood Control Committee 
House of Representatives. 

My Drzar Mr. WiHitrincton: Over 2 years 

ago, on May 5, 1941, I wrote to you about tl 
Kings River project and the Kern River proj- 


J 


ect in California. Your committce was then 
considering the authorization of both of these 
projects for development by the Corps of 
Engineers under the jurisdiction of the Sec- 
retary of War 

The schedule of hearings on the flood con- 
trol bill of 1944 indicates that proposals for 
authorizing these projects as undertakings 
of the Corps of Engineers will be considered 
again on February 9, 1944. I shall appreciate 
it if you will read this letter into the record 
at that time. 

In my letter of May 5, 1941, I said, in part: 
“Good administration continues to demand 
that projects which are dominantly for 
irrigation should be constructed by the 
Bureau of Reclamation, Department of the 
Interior, and not by the Corps of Engin 
War Department. The Kings River project 
authorized for construction by the Bureau of 
Reclamation at this time The proposed 
project on the Kern River is domir 
irrigation project. Neither of these projects, 
therefore, should be authorized for construc- 
tion by the Corps of Engineers. To do s 
would only lead to needless confusio1 
That letter ts applicable today. 

These projects should be 
the Bureau of Reclamation and that portioz 
of their cost to be charged to irrigat 
should be financed on the basis of the pre- 
vailing Federal policy of 40 annua 
by irrigation ; hes roj 
should be maintained and operated by the 
Bureau of Reclamation, but operation for 
flood control should be in accordance with 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary « 
War. 

In my letter of May 5, 1941, I suggested that 
@ sound policy in connection with th« 
water projects would consist of selecting the 
construction agency by determining the 
dominant interest. Projects in which navi- 
gation or flood control clearly dominate are 
those in which the i st of the Cory 





ntiw ar 


’ 


constructed by 


T 






beneficiaries 


Engineers is superior and should be 
recognized. On the othe: d, projects 
which irrigation and c t 
dominate are those in whict > intere ( 
the Bureau of Reclamat D irt- 
ment of the Interior pal nd should 





be so rec zed. No matter v h agency 
builds a multiple-purpose structure involv- 
ing in even a minor way the int 
other, the agency with the responsibility for 
that particular interest should administer 
it in accordance with its authorizing legisla- 
tion and general policis F 
Bureau of Reclamation in the Departme 
of the Interior should administer, under the 
reclamation laws and its general policies 
those irrigation benefits and phases of proj- 
ects built by the Corps of Engineers. These 
suggestions are, to my mind, even more perti- 
nent today. For today we gird for peace. 
Confusion over jurisdiction ought not to be 
allowed to disrupt the great preparations 
now being made for post-war construction of 
vital public works. 
Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 


ests Oi tne 


r example, the 


ATE 
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Tue Warr Houser 


Washington, Aug 7, 1944 
Hon. JoHN H. OvErTon 
Un d States Sena 
My Dear JonHn: I am 5 1 to learn f: 


your letter of June 23 that the Senate C 
merce Committee adopted a pr: 
vision for the marketing of power fr: 

gation and flood-control projects in the bil 


that have been reported to the Senate 


I dam and reservoir _ ts in the 
Central Valley of California, ' h would be 
1 rized by H. R. 4485 for ¢ uction by 
Army engineers, should, for purposes of 

t 1 and coordinated oper- 

tructed by the Bureau of Rec- 





lamation in the Department of the Interi 
These projects constitute 1 cal extensions 
of the existing Central Valley proje of the 
Bureau of Reclamation. Calif i 
mon with the other Western States, } 
flood-control problem ans water 
The basic and best solutiom of her flood- 
control problem lies in the minimum stor- 
age and use of water for irrigation Every 
flood-control project and every navigation 
project in the West should therefore be 
made, so far as practicable, to play its part 
in the great scheme of conservation of water 
for beneficial consumptive use 

It may well be that testim yb 








f 
i 


& need for 


fore yout 












commitvee in favor of the construction of 
these projects by the rps of Engines 
was a reflection of the desire of certain large 
land interests in California to obtain i 
ym and other benefits without b y sub- 
jected to the repayment quir I d 
to the other public safecu s that are 
part of the reclamation la but I do r 
believe that this should be a wed to ob- 
scure the fundamental < f t 
law. In this connection, I was p 
the incl n of the irri i } 
But this amendment will not 1 that 
t pial nz, desien. cor u 1 and opn- 
eration of these reservoirs yall be suc 
to fulfill the primary need for 1 rvation 
and beneficial consumptive use fv 
Ih pe, therefore, that the ( will see 
fit to place in the Bureau of R 
authority and the respons 
plishment of the great obi “s that ‘ 
Federal Government should achieve in C 
ifornia 
I am convinced of the sound f 
amenament ae med to assure that the re 
spective States have opy ) 
their views formally recorded in rey 
proposed projects of interest to then While 
I appreciate your concern over the p! ion 
of that amendment that would alloy € 
States to hold up < I projec 
t pr it t ( thi - 
ny ) bi + c ‘i > ¢ ’ 
projec tt I tt y 
to pf tt ti t t 
1 ve for futu | I 3 
s » I t ] - 
than < y 
C f it e t ‘ 
€ u I 
Federal G the « r 
c f the ¢ Litu 
Witl pect to the M E 8 - 
c I mh eful tha 1 i € 
t d f the - 
1 the p née c 
Vig Dn so that the ne i - 
1 ent of the basin can { € - 
y 
I appreciate your ha' y gis my views 
consideration and having pn 
able to your committee. You have t 
taken an important job anc t! is 
part‘cularly close to my he I il 
and I am sure the Nation as ‘ e W be 
grateful for the great effort 


this task 
Sincerely yours 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
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Mr. MURRAY. I also invite attention 
to a letter which was received by the 
Vice President from the Secretary of the 
Interior, dated November 21, 1944. I 
ask unanimous consent to have that let- 
ter printed in the Recorp at this point 
as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
as follows: 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 21, 1944. 
The VICE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

My DEAR Mr. VICE PRESIDENT: In the inter- 
est of sound reclamation development in the 
western United States, I call to your atten- 
tion recent proposals regarding the rivers and 
harbors bill and the flood-control bill, which 
will be urged upon the Senate when it gives 
active consideration to those measures. 
These proposals, if adopted, would breach the 
long-established policies of the Congress un- 
der which reclamation development in the 
West has proceeded since 1902 in a manner 
that has gained for it bipartisan and Nation- 
wide support. It would be tragic if the basic 
reclamation policies of the Nation were 
breached by the pressure of short-sighted 
and selfish local interests. 

Early in September in Chicago, there was 
a conference of representatives of the West- 
ern States and of some Eastern States. I 
am not informed as to the proceedings of 
that conference, but the results have been 
made public. The resolutions and proposed 
amendments to the rivers and harbors and 
flood-control bills which were adopted by the 
conference were printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 

RECORD On September 19, appearing on page 
7882. In this letter I want to emphasize the 
major policies of the Congress that those pro- 
posed amendments endanger. 

Federal reclamation of arid and semiarid 
lands has proceeded, since the Reclamation 
Act of 1902, on the reciprocal basis of Federal 
provision of interest-free money and repay- 
ment by the local water users, without inter- 
est, of that part of the reclamation construc- 
tion costs found to be within the repayment 
ability of the water users. As experience de- 
veloped and economic circumstances changed 
or varied, the Congress, from time to time, 
very properly made changes in the repay- 
ment period and in the amount to be paid 
annually, However, throughout these legis- 
lative variations in the term of years and the 
basis of the annual charges, the Congress has 
adhered rigidly to the principle that the 
water users should repay without interest 
that part of the construction costs found to 
be within their repayment ability. That 
principle has been the essence of every re- 
payment law. Repayment in accordance with 
that principle has been required by the Con- 
gress, ever since 1902, as one of the conditions 
upon which Federal funds would be pro- 
vided for reclamation development. 

The appropriateness of that condition has 
been underscored in the last decade when 
the Congress has undertaken the financing of 
reclamation developments, not only from the 
receipts from disposals of public lands but 
also from funds in the General Treasury, tax- 
payers’ money. 

Within the past few years there has been 
an increasing attempt on the part of a few 
local interests to have reclamation develop- 
ments provided in connection with flood- 
control projects to be constructed by the 
Army engineers, without requiring adherence 
to the repayment principle or to the other 
policies of the Federal reclamation laws. One 
of the amendments proposed by the Chicago 
conference would authorize the Secretary of 
War, in connection with any flood-control 
project the Army engineers build out West, 
to contract for water storage for irrigation 
and any other beneficial uses on what- 





ever terms the Secretary of War may deem 
reasonable. 

The Congress, again ever since 1902, has 
prescribed, as another condition of Federal 
reclamation with interest-free money, that 
the lands receiving the benefits of the Fed- 
eral reclamation developments, whether 
public lands or privately owned lands, shall 
be family-sized farms. Through Democratic 
and Republican administrations this condi- 
tion has been reiterated by the Congress. 
Coupled with these so-called excess-land 
laws haye been legislative provisions to pre- 
vent speculation in land prices. 

In the past 15 years there have been three 
exceptions from the excess-land laws. Two 
of them have been legislative and one ad- 
ministrative. On June 16, 1938, the Con- 
gress provided “That the excess-land provi- 
sions of the Federal reclamation laws shall 
not be applicable to lands which now have 
an irrigation water supply from _ sources 
other than a Federal reclamation project and 
which will receive a supplemental supply 
from the Colorado-Big Thompson project.” 
Legislative history will show that this De- 
partment reported favorably on that 1938 
legislation, which did not provide a blanket 
exemption. On November 29, 1940, the Con- 
gress exempted from the excess-land laws 
the lands served by the Truckee River storage 
project, Nevada, and the lands served by the 
Humboldt River Reservoir in the same State. 
Legislative history will show that, although 
this Department did not report favorably 
on that blanket exemption, it interposed no 
objection. However, I am now certain that 
there was no justification for the unquali- 
fied exemption regarding the Nevada projects 
and that the act providing a partial exemp- 
tion for the Colorado-Big Thompson project 
should have been so framed as to give greater 
assurance that the reclamation land policy 
of the Congress would be in effect on that 
project. 

In 1933, in connection with a repayment 
contract between the United States and the 
Imperial irrigation district involving the All- 
American Canal, my predecessor ruled that 
at least some of the lands. which would be 
serviced by the new canal were not subject 
to the excess-land laws. The extent of that 
ruling, its basis, and its governing effect are 
not clear. 

Besides those three exceptions, the record 
shows that the administration and enforce- 
ment of the excess-land laws has shortcom- 
ings. Many practical difficulties were caused 
by shifts in and consolidations of owner- 
ships during the depression years. However, 
the shortcomings to an extent have out- 
lasted the situations that gave rise to them. 

In the Columbia Basin Project Act of 1943, 
consideration was given by the Congress to 
the length of time over which the anti- 
speculation provisions of the excess-land laws 
need to be applied in order to accomplish 
their purpose. This Department recom- 
mended for that particular project a 10-year 
period for each block of irrigation lands in- 
volved. The Congress adopted, and the law 
provides, a 5-year period. Some limited 
period for application of the antispeculation 
provisions, long enough to protect settlers 
against being victimized by land speculators 
yet shorter than the full repayment period, 
might be desirable for all reclamation 
projects. 

I mention these developments of the last 
15 years because in the light of experience 
gained and changed conditions they show 
that there is need to recast the excess-land 
prcevisions of the Federal reclamation laws. 
However, I want it clearly understood that 


I believe that any new legislation on excess-* 


land matters and antispeculation should ad- 
here as closely as practicable to the long- 
established policies of family-sized farms and 
of protection of settlers against speculative 
land prices. Failure of any new legislation, 
whether for a particular project or general 
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in scope, to maintain those basic policies to 
the fullest extent practicable would seriously 
weaken the justification for Federal develop- 
ment of reclamation projects on an interest- 
free financial basis. It must be admitted, 
however, that the problems are complex and 
that even the local interests involved are con- 
flicting. Ample proof of this fact is con- 
tained in the hearings conducted in Cali- 
fornia last summer by the subcommittee of 
the Senate Committee on Irrigation, headed 
by Senator Downey. 

The Central Valley project, like other re- 
cent and proposed Federal reclamation proj- 
ects, will provide supplemental water supplies 
for lands which are already irrigated but 
which have inadequate water supplies. Like 
other recent and proposed projects, the Cen- 
tral Valley project will provide irrigation 
water supplies for large areas of lands not 
now irrigated. There also is a complication 
on that project arising from the fact that a 
substantial amount of irrigation water is 
pumped from underground sources instead of 
being delivered through surface distribution 
systems. Even so, in those hearings held last 
July from Sacramento to Bakersfield a hue 
and cry was raised against the blanket ex- 
emption from the excess-land laws urged by 
the proponents of the so-called Elliott 
amendment to the rivers and harbors bill. 
The protest came from members of the 
Grange; it came from representatives of 
urban labor organizations making common 
cause with the small farmers and farm work- 
ers; it came from representatives of church 
groups who pointed out that rural areas of 
family-size farms are stable enough to per- 
mit religious development, whereas large- 
scale, industrialized farming, with its gen- 
erally itinerant farm labor, allows little op- 
portunity for stable community life, religious 
and otherwise. Family-size farms for indi- 
vidual citizens, prosperous small towns sup- 
ported by such an agriculture, and the good 
American community life they permit—those 
are the very things Congress. sought since 
1902 to promote and protect by the Federal 
reclamation laws. 

Full credit should go to the members of 
the committee and to Congressman ELLIoTT, 
who, at the last hearing in Bakersfield, 
frankly recognized the complexity of the 
problem and stated their willingness to con- 
sider any compromise legislation that in a 
workable manner would deal fairly and rea- 
sonably with the developed farm lands which 
need and should receive supplemental water 
and that would provide at the same time, to 
the fullest extent practicable, for develop- 
ment of family-sized farms in the Central 
Valley area. 

Following those hearings, local representa- 
tives of the Bureau of Reclamation in the 
Central Valley of California have been work- 
ing with the various local interests with the 
objective of working out such compromise 
legislation, and progress is being made by 
open-minded discussion and cooperation in 
the area affecte.'. Early in the next Con- 
gress, and perhaps during the present session 
of this Congress, there will be presented to 
the Congress for its consideration proposed 
legislation that will reflect those cooperative 
efforts. Yet the Chicago conference proposes 
that the Elliott amendment, which would 
make a blanket exemption of the Central 
Valley project from the excess-land laws, be 
reinserted in the rivers and harbors bill. It 
would be tragic not only as regards the fu- 
ture of the Central Valley project but also as 
regards the reclamation program in the West 
if the Elliott amendment became law. 

The Chicago conference also proposes an 
amendment to the flood control bill which 
would have the effect of precluding any rec- 
lamation development by the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation under the Federal reclamation laws 
in connection with an Army flood-control 
dam if any of the lands to be served already 
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e a partial water supply from a locally 
ited system. The flood control bill would 
horize a number of multiple-purpose 
ects in California which would provide 
ition water supplies and which this pro- 
i amendment, in effect, would exempt 

rom the reclamation laws. 
The President and I have urged that the 
sed multiple-purpose developments in 
lifornia should be constructed by the Bu- 
u of Reclamation so that the reclamation 
elopments in that State which will be 
ved by these Federal structures will be 
ied forward under the Federal reclama- 
laws. Consistency with the policies 
Congress has iterated, and reiterated from 

1902 to date, requires it. 
I would appreciate your placing this letter 
before the Senate so that it may be informed 
the dangers inherent in these proposals 

{ the Chicago conference. 

Sincerely yours, 
HaRO_p L. Ickes, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I sub- 
mit that this discussion of the problem 
proves conclusively that these projects 
concern reclamation, and that the 
amendment which I have offered should 
be adopted. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the Recorp at this point as a part of 
my remarks two telegrams, one from the 
Mississippi Valley Association and the 
other from the Ohio Valley Conserva- 
tion and Flood Control Congress, urg- 
ing the elimination of all controversial 
questions and the prompt passage of the 
pending bill. 

There being no objection, the tele- 
grams were ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD, aS follows: 


St. Louis, Mo., November 27, 1944. 

Hon. JoHN H. OVERTON, 

United States Senate Chamber: 

Mississippi Valley Association, representing 
23 States with more than 50 percent of popu- 
] n of the United States, assembled in 
annual convention at St. Louis passed unan- 
mously the following resolution and endorse- 
We urge immediate passage of the flood- 
itrol bill, H. R. 4485, and recommend ac- 
ptance of the coordinated plan of Missouri 
sin development agreed upon by the Army 
gineers and Bureau of Reclamation. Im- 
liate passage of this bill necessary to 
preparations for timely post-war readjust- 
and in order that flood damages and 
n damage of continually increasing 

amounts may be stopped. 

LACHLEN MACcLEAY. 
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St. Louis, Mo., November 28, 1944. 

JOHN H. OVERTON, 
Committee on Commerce: 
The Ohio Valley Conservation and Flood 
ntrol Congress urge you to eliminate all 
ntroversial questions and projects and 
hn pass flood-control bill. 

Dr. CHARLES E. Howzer, President. 

ALAN N. Jorpan, Secretary. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
h to make a few brief observations 
th reference to the matters on which 
the very able junior Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Murray] has made comments 
today. Ishall take them up in the order 
in which he presented them. I shall not 
undertake to cover the whole subject 
latter of his remarks. 

The junior Senator from Montana did 
appear before the House Committee on 
Flood Control, and he filed with that 
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committee, without reading, a written 
statement. In that written statement 
he did propose the amendments to which 
he has referred. Substantially, how- 
ever, those amendments have been in- 
corporated in the present bill. They are 
not word for word as suggested by the 
Senator from Montana, but they are sub- 
stantially the same. They relate to 
irrigation and electric power. It is my 
understanding that both those amend- 
ments meet with the approval of the 
Department of the Interior and the 
Bureau of Reclamation. 

The Senator has referred to a letter 
written by the President on February 7, 
1944, to the chairman of the House Com- 
mittee on Flood Control. So far as I 
am concerned, I endorse the statement 
made by the President of the United 
States. He undertakes to show a line of 
demarcation between reservoirs for rec- 
lamation and irrigation purposes and 
those built for flood control and 
navigation. One category is to be built 
by the Bureau of Reclamation, and the 
other by the Army engineers. I quote 
from the letter of the President, found 
on page 935 of the House committee 
hearings, in the statement of the Senator 
from Montana. The President said: 

In my letter of May 5, 1941, I suggested 
that a sound policy in connection with these 
water projects would consist of selecting the 
construction agency by determining the 
dominant interest. Projects in which navi- 
gation or flood control clearly dominate are 
those in which the interest of the Corps of 
Engineers is superior, and should be so rec- 
ognized. On the other hand, projects in 
which irrigation and related conservation 
dominate are those in which the interest of 
the Bureau of Reclamation in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior is paramount, and 
should be so recognized. 


The projects in this bill are along the 
lines suggested by the President. Ac- 
cording to the testimony, as appraised 
by the Committee on Commerce, there 
are no projects in this bill proposed to 
be constructed by the Army engineers in 
which the interests of flood control do 
not predominate, and in the rivers and 
harbors bill there are no projects in 
which the interests both of flood control 
and navigation are not the predominat- 
ing and controlling factor. In the joint 
report submitted as a result of a con- 
ference and agreement between the Bu- 
reau of Reclamation and the Army engi- 
neers that policy has been carried out, 
and the reservoirs in which the predomi- 
nant interest is conservation, irrigation, 
and reclamation are to be under the con- 
trol of the Bureau of Reclamation and 
the Department of the Interior. Those 
in which navigation and flood control 
predominate are to be under the control 
and operation of the Army engineers. I 
think what the President has said is fair, 
and that policy is the one which is being 
pursued. 

The able junior Senator from Montana 
has made considerable comment in refer- 
ence to the Sacramento and San Joaquin 
Rivers and the Central Valley, in Cali- 
fornia. The principle to which I have 
just referred was carried out in respect 
to the projects contained in the bill 
which were authorized for those streams, 
The testimony shows, I think rather con- 
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ively, that the projects herein au- 
thorized to be constructed by the Army 
engineers are ones in which flood con- 
rol predominates over irrigation. Of 
course, the Senate will understand that, 
insofar irrigation is concerned, all 
surplus water which can be used for irri- 
gation is turned over to the Department 
of the Interior, and the method of irri- 
gation and the operation of the irriga- 
tion works are under the control of the 
Department of the Interior. 

There was another and I think a very 
cogent reason which addressed itself to 
the members of the Committee on Com- 
merce as to why these projects should 
be authorized to be constructed by the 
Chief of Engineers. It is that of the 78 
irrigation associations in the Central 
Valley; al) except 2, which I do not think 
appeared or made any statement at all, 
desired that those projects be con- 
tructed by the Army engineers. 

Mr. President, stated briefiv, that is 
the reason which actuated the Com- 
merce Committee. The original author- 
ization was made in the House, and one 
or two, or three or four projects were 
added by the Commerce Committee. 

Mr. President, I think I could not 
present to the Senate a better argument 
in favor of this policy and a finer tribute 
to the Corps of Engineers than that made 
by the very distinguished junior Senator 
from Montana. He later appeared be- 
fore the House Committee on Flood Con- 
trol, and I wish to quote from his state- 
ment before that committee. His state- 
ment was not merely a prepared one filed 
with the committee, but it was an oral 
statement made in ressonse to questions 
propounded to him, and it contained his 
own off-the-reel observations, as it were. 
I read from his statement: 


as 


Senator Murray. I will speak just very 
briefiy. I was here on the occasion of filing 
my statement and listened very attentively 
to the statements being made by Colonel 


Reber of the Army engineers, and I was so 
impressed with the fact that the Corps of 
Army Engineers understood this problem so 
perfectly that I did not have any apprehen- 
sion but what the rights of the upper States 
would be very well safeguarded. 


At that time the Senator was speaking 
in respect to the Missouri Valley. 

I now omit a part of Senator’s 
statement; I shall not quote all of it, 
because it is too long. At a later point 
in his statement he said: 

I want to say that I feel that I can end 
the Army engineers’ program here, because 1 
am confident that with their knowledge of all 


the 


rse 


the interests and conditions involved, they 
are not going to overlook the need of pro- 
tecting the rights of the upper States, the 
neglect of which would be a gr njury to 


} Nation ¢ nnle 
the Nation as a whole. 


I now quote from another part of the 
Senator’s statement: 


I merely want to say that I approved the 
Army engineers’ eff because I am confi- 
dent that they are going to work out a pro- 
gram that will be beneficial to all the States 
involved and to the country as a whole 

Later in his statement the Senator 
said: 

I can see no basis whatever for any feeling 

hat the rights of our State ild be jecpard- 
ized in aby manner by the Pick report or 
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by the Army enginee1 in any 
their enunclated policie are Ca 


respect, if 


rried Out 

Later in h 
said: 

I have the confidence in the 
Army engineers. I think we are very for- 
tunate to have this agency, which has made 
such a thorough study of these problems, to 
work out this project, and I am satisfied that 
as a result of their efforts we are going to 
solve this problem for the mutual benefit 
and advantage of all the States involved. 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to interject at this 
point? 

Mr. OVERTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MURRAY. I wish to say that I 
expressed my judgment at that time. 
But I was exceedingly disappointed to 
find that they utterly disregarded the 
interests of the upper States, and flatly 
refused to do anything about it at the 
time. I was impressed by the way they 
talked and by the assurance they gave 
us offhand when we would talk with 
them. But since then I have discovered 
that they had no intention whatever of 
recognizing and respecting the irriga- 
tion rights of the upper States. 

It was not until the Missouri Valley 
Authority bill began to be agitated that 
they changed their minds with reference 
to that. 

I wish to say that the Army engineers 
are very able and very persuasive men. 
I noticed an article which appeared in 
the Survey Graphic a short time ago, 
which describes the ability of the Army 
engineers to develop good will amongst 
the people. The article says, in part: 

Colonel Pick has a flair for stirring up good 
will by personal contact and extending it by 
sound techniques. Into his division office he 
has introduced the first public-relations 
man—and to date the only one—ever to oper- 
ate in the sacred and somewhat tongue-tied 
purlieus of the Army engineers. This was 
William E. Langdon, an able ex-journalist 
from New England. 


statement the Senator 


preatest 


The article then describes how he de- 
veloped his plan, which is not a com- 
pletely worked-out plan but is a mere 


conglomeration of projects which will | 


have to be more thoroughly engineered 
after they are approved. 

But I wish to say that he did impress 
me at the time, and I have the utmost 
confidence that there was no intention 
on the part of the Army engineers to 
ignore the rights of the Northern States. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
able junior Senator from Montana did 
specifically endorse the Pick report—and 
it is what is authorized in the pending 
bill—because he said: 

I can see no basis whatever for any feeling 
that the rights of our State would be jeop- 
ardized in any manner by the Pick report or 
by the Army engineers, in any respect— 

And so forth. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAL 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Louisiana yield to the Senator from Mon- 
tana? 

Mr. OVERTON. Iam glad to yield. 

Mr. MURRAY. That statement was 
made in connection with my amendment 
which was proposed at that time, and 
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which I was led to believe would be ac- 
cepted by the engineers. They prom- 
ised us on numerous occasions that their 
plan would not in any manner rob the 
Northern States of their water rights; 


and assuming that they were telling the 


truth about that, I was confident that 
they would accept the amendments 
which merely carried into effect their 
protestations that there was no intention 
to deprive the irrigation States of their 
water rights. Therefore, I was willing at 


that time to go ahead with the program | 


provided recognition were given to the 
irrigation rights of the Northern States. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
Assistant Chief of Engineers, as well as 
all the engineers who appeared before 


| our committee, stated that they had ab- 


solutely no objection whatsoever to the 
irrigation and power amendments which 
were suggested by the Secretary of the 
Interior. They were similar to those 
suggested by the Senator from Montana, 
and were subsequently incorporated in 
the pending bill. The engineers stated 
that they were perfectly willing to turn 
over to the Department of the Interior 
control of the power generated for dis- 
tribution, and were perfectly willing to 
turn over to the Bureau of Reclamation 
the distribution of all surplus water held 
back by the dams constructed by them, 
the distribution of which would come 
under the reclamation law, or would fol- 
low whatever method Congress might 
determine upon. 

The amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Montana is in opposition to 
the agreements entered into as set forth 
in the joint report between the Bureau 


| of Reclamation and the Army engineers 


which has already been authorized by 
this body. That report covers the entire 


; Missouri River Basin, including the res- 


ervoirs and dams which would be con- 
structed by the Army engineers, as set 
forth in the report, and the remaining 
reservoirs which would be constructed 
by the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. President, I ask that the amend- 
ment be not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Murray]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is still before the Senate and open to 
further amendment. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 


| President, I have an amendment lying 


on the desk, which I call up and ask to 
have immediately considered. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I may 
say to the Senator from Oklahoma that 


I had the amendment incorporated in | 


the bill during the Senator’s absence. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, I understand that the amend- 
ment has already been incorporated in 
the bill. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. OVERTON. The amendment was 
agreed to yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I am 
contemplating offering another amend- 
ment, but I do not have it perfected at 
this time. Inasmuch as it is near the 
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time when we usually recess, I should 
like to have the matter go over until 
tomorrow. I assure the Senate that 
do not intend to take up the time of the 
Senate unnecessarily, and that I can 
present the amendment with due dis 
patch when the Senate convenes to 
morrow. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator hav 
in mind the amendment which he has 
been contemplating in connection with 
the creation of a Missouri Valley Autho: 
ity? 

Mr. MURRAY. That is the amend- 
ment which I have in mind. 

Mr. HILL. I may say to the Senato1 
that I favor a Missouri Valley Authority. 
Of course, as the Senator knows, any 
legislation which would create a Mis- 
souri Valley Authority would necessarily 
cover many different subjects. Ths 
legislation would be very broad in its 
scope, and very far reaching. As the 
Senator further knows, no opportunity 
has been afforded to hold any hearings 
on proposals of that character, no oppor- 
tunity has been afforded to consider suc! 
a proposal in executive session, or for 
a committee to carefully consider it 
That applies particularly to proposals 
of this character, which are broad in 
scope and far reaching in their effects. I 
wonder if the Senator insists on offering 
his amendment. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ap- 
preciate the observations of the distin- 
guished Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. ELLENDER. On several occa- 
sions I have stated on the floor of the 
Senate that I strongly favor the project 
referred to by the distinguished Senator 
from Montana. However, I for one 
would not vote for the proposal unless 
hearings were held and perhaps some 
changes were made in the proposal. 

I have had occasion to discuss the 
matter with my distinguished colleague 
{Mr. Overton], the chairman of the sub- 
committee, and I have been assured 
that he is willing that hearings be held 
on the proposal. He has assured mi 
that if, after the Seventy-ninth Con- 
gress has convened, the measure pro- 
posed by the distinguished Senator from 
Montana shall be introduced, he will see 
to it that hearings are held on it at an 
early date. With that understanding, | 
wonder if the Senator from Montana 
would not be good enough to refrain from 
pressing his amendment at this time. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ap- 
preciate the sentiments expressed by the 
several Senators. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope the Senator from 
Montana will not press his amendment 
atthistime. I understand that no hear- 
ings have been held on it. But, quite 
apart from that, it is a matter of 4 
highly controversial nature. It would re- 
quire the development of a quorum, it 
might lead the Senate into long debate, 
and I feel it would be unfortunate if the 
matter were pressed at this time, regard- 
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less of whatever disposition might be 
made of it. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I have 
felt compelled to offer the amendment 
because I have believed right along that 
if we permit the bill in its present form 
to be passed, we might be foreclosed from 
having my proposal brought up for con- 
sideration before the convening of the 
next Congress. The bill as presented 
in the Senate in the first instance con- 
tained provisions which, of course, have 
since been eliminated. However, I have 
felt right along, in view of the fact that 
the program for the development of the 
entire Missouri River Basin is a compre- 


hensive one, that it provides a list of 
projects which would cover the entire 
river from one end to the other, and 


hat it is proposed that the development 

be carried out under the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation and the Army engineers under 
a joint agreement which was rece a 
entered into by the two Federal 
cies, that that situation might be recog- 
nized and considered as a complete solu- 
tion of the problem. It is also my fear 
that the Senate might hertafter feel 
that there was no need of a new over-all 
agency which would carry on a unified 
development of the river. 

Of course, the President’s letter which 
was recently read to the Senate indicated 
that he recognized the agreement which 
was entered into as merely a step in the 
right direction, but that it did not cover 
the entire field. It would be impossible 
to bring about a complete development 
of the Missouri River Basin to the best 
interests and welfare of all the people 
without there being provided one single 
agency which would have complete ju- 
risdiction. It should not be necessary to 
go back and forth between agencies and 
up and down the river to the various 
States in order to obtain consent to un- 
dertake various activities. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Montana yield to the 
Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I was interested in the 
remarks of the distinguished junior 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER], 
to the effect that he had discussed the 
matter with the chairman of the sub- 
committee which would hold hearings 
on the bill which the Senator from Mon- 
tana has introduced. May I ask to what 
committee he refers? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I un- 
derstood that this matter was to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and that the senior Senator from Loui- 
Siana is chairman of the subcommittee 
which usually holds hearings on the 
subject. 

Mr. AIKEN. Has that arrangement 
been effected? 

Mr. MURRAY. No; it has not been 
effected, and I did not consent that the 
bill should be sent to that committee. I 
promised the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce that I would discuss 
the matter with him after the bill had 
been reintroduced on the opening of the 

ew Congress, and determine then 
whether the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The bill as intro- 


agen 








duced during this session went to the | 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
and also to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I happen to be on 
the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, and if the bill should go to that 
committee, I assure the Senator that I 
shall do all in my power to have hearings 
held as soon as possible. 

Mr. AIKEN. I hope the junior Sen- 
ator from Louisiana will help keep bills 
of this nature in the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, because in the 
great Central West and Northwest, the 
States of Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, 
Utah, and all the others, there are 
tens of thousands of producers, and if 
the Agricultural Committee should give 
up jurisdiction over a bill of this nature, 
it would be an admission that producers 
existed for the aon of transportation 
companies. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I was under the 
impression that the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Montana expected to send his 
bill to the Committee on Commerce, and 
that is why I discussed the matter with 
my colleague. But if he should insist 
on sending the bill where I believe it 
belongs, I shall then do what I can to 
have hearings at the earliest possible 
date. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, 
Senator from Montana yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I understand the declara- 
tion of policy which was in the bill, which 
the author of the Missouri Valley Au- 
thority bill thought might be prejudi- 
cial to the M. V. A. bill, has now been 
stricken from the bill, and the provision 
in the bill creating the Missouri River 
Commission has also been stricken out. 
So that as the bill now stands, as I 
understand, there is nothing in it which 
would be prejudicial, or inimical, let me 
say, to the creation of a Missouri Valley 
Authority. As I understand, by the pas- 
sage of the bill we would take the first 
step which the President recommended. 
The second step would be the creation 
of the Missouri Valley Authority. As I 
stated previously, I favor a Missouri Val- 
ley Authority. 

The dis stinguishe d senior Senator from 
Louisiana, who is chairman of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Com- 
merce, which handles all flood-control, 
river-and-harbor, and waterway legisla- 
tion, is present, and I wondered if he 
might not at this time make a statement 
as to what his disposition would be in 
the event the Missouri Valley Authority 
bill should be referred, in the next Con- 
gress, to the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. OVERTON. 
Montana will yield 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. OVERTON. Of course, I do not 
know whether the bill is to be referred 
to the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
and I do not know whether I would be 
chairman of the subcommittee which 
would handle it, but in the event I should 
be, I am willing to give assurance that 
there would be no undue delay in taking 
up the bill for hearings and for disposi- 
tion before the Committee on Commerce. 
I talked with the chairman of the Com- 


will the 


If the Senator from 
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mittee on Commerce late this afternoon, 
and he stated he would proceed in the 
usual course in handling this bill, and 
that there would be no undue delay. I 
do not think there has ever been any 
undue delay on the part of the Commerce 
Committee in connection with proposed 
legislation. 

Mr. MURRAY. 





The question of juris- 


diction in this case is a matter which « of 
course will be taken up in the next a - 
gress. I do not concede that the 1H 
should properly go to the Committee on 
Commerce, but, as I have said, that is a 
question which will have to be deter- 
mined when the bill is introduced at 
the next session. But I should like to 
have the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, who is pres- 
ent, exvress his views on this sub 2) 
Mr. TEOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. P: e 

ident, if the Senator will yield, my State 


does not happen to be in the Missouri 


Valley. My State is in the Arkansas Val- 
ley. The junior Senator from Arkansas 
has a bill pending proposing to create 
an Arkansas Valley Authority. That is 
very important, and I favor something 
along that line, and I favor something 
along the line of the Missouri Valley 


Authority. 

I will say that if in the next Congress 
I am chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, as I hope and 
expect to be, and if the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry shall be given 
jurisdiction of this subject matter, we 
shall have before the committee not only 
the Missouri Valley Authority bill, but 
an Arkansas Valley Authority bill, and 
upon request of the authors of the bilis 
if they desire to have subcommittees ap- 
pointed, or desire to have the main com- 
mittee hold hearings, it will be my pleas- 
ure, and I hope my opportunity, to au- 
thorize the appointment of subcommit- 
tees immediately, or to have the entire 
committee hold hearings. In other 
words, I should like to cooperate, to the 
end that full hearings may be had, and, 
if possible and agreeable, a bill be re- 
ported and passed by the Senate at the 
earliest possible moment. 

Mr. MURRAY. I thank the Senator 
for his observation. When I introduced 


the bill in the first instance, it was my 
judgment that it properly should go to 
the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, but at the time it was introduced, 
the distinguished Senator from Wyo- 
ming asked that it also go to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 
Of course, if it goes to thr ) commit- 
tees, there would be no difficulty, I sup- 
pose, in holding a joint hearing, but it 
does not seem to me it properly belon 

in the Committee on Commerce at l, 
and I should prefer to see it in the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, be- 
cause then-we would have an impartial 


chairman, one who did not reside in the 
area involved, and one who would be in- 
clined to be more equitable in his con- 


sideration of the 
Mr. AIKEN. 


problem. 


Mr. President, 


Will the 


Senator yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield 

Mr. AIKEN. I call attention to the 
fact that the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry has from the beginning 
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handled all the Tennessee 
rity bills which have 
d I think 


indled. 


Valley Au- 
been introduced, 
they have been very well 
As everyone knows, the Ten- 


x 


} 

n » Valley Authority is a model of de- 
velopments of its 
n 

p 


kind. It appears to 
hou!ld come first. I 
upward of a million 
lies in the area dreined by the 
river and its tributaries; there 
evei il hundred thousand, at 
they should be given the 
tion, and that transporta- 
» incidental to production. 
ust have production before 
» transportation. Therefore 
mmittee which has to deal with 
ducers should have jurisdiction 

over bills of this nature. 
Mr. MURRAY. 
of the 


1e that producers 
resume there are 


iarm fami 


ar 


Mr. President, in view 
sions of the several Sena- 
tors who are interested in this subject, in 
regard to the bill being considered in the 
next Congress, and who have stated it 
would be given sympathetic considera- 
tion at that time, I do not wish to pro- 
long the consideration of the fiood-con- 
trol bill by cffering my bill now as an 
amendment, but I should like present 
briefly my views on the need of such an 
authority so as to carry forward the 
program which we are about to enact, 
and I wish I could have the matter go 
over until tomorrow morning to present 
my views, 

Mr. OVERTON. Would there be any 
objection to our passing the bill at this 
time, since there do not seem to be any 
further amendments to be offered, and 
tomorrow have the Senator make his 
remarks in reference to the amendment 
he proposes to offer next year, or the bill 
which is now before the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry? Since it is 
not to be offered as an amendment to 
this bill, can we not pass the bill now, 
and the Senator can take advantage of 
tomorrow's session to make his obser- 
vations? 

Mr. MURRAY. I should like my dis- 
cussion of the matter to be a part of the 
debate and the consideration of the bill 
which is now pending. It would be 
somewhat irregular, it seems to me, to 
pass a bill and to discuss it afterwards. 
I should very much like, if the Senator 
will permit me to do so, to discuss the 
bill while it is still being considered. I 
assure the Senator now that I do not 
intend to prolong consideration of the 
pending bill, and I shall not offer my 
amendment. I merely wish to present 


expre 


my views 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Montana yield to me? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill whether there are other 
amendments to be considered to the bill? 

Mr. OVERTON. So far as I am ad- 
vised, there are no other amendments to 
the bill. Time is of the essence, not only 
in undertaking this legislation but the 
river-and-harbor legislation immediately 
to follow; and if we postpone passage of 
the bill another day, we simply have 
lost 1 day. 

Mr. MURRAY. We will be through 
with it in an hour after the Senate con- 
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venes tomorrow. 
be had quickly tomorrow. 

Mr. OVERTON. There is another 
consideration. When the bill is finally 
passed and it is printed the members of 
the House Flood Control Committee will 
want to study the bill, and they generally 
keep such a bill under advisement a few 
days so they may understand its pro- 
visions before they wish to go into con- 
ference with respect to it. 

So there would be a day lost if we put 
off the passage of the bill until tomor- 
row. If we pass the bill today it will be 
immediately printed and go to the House. 
I should be delighted to hear the Senator 
on the bill, but I should like to have the 
bill passed so it can go to conference. It 
must go toconference. The House is not 
going to agree to all the Senate amend- 
ments, 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, it 
seems to me I am saving a considerable 
amount of time by withholding this 
elaborate amendment. 

Mr. OVERTON. Oh, the Senator is, 
and I am very much indebted to him, I 
will say to him, and I thank him very 
much. 

Mr. MURRAY. The reading of the 
amendment alone would take about an 
hour. I think it would make me appear 
very foolish if I were to undertake to 
argue the matter after the bill had been 
passed. 

Mr.OVERTON. Mr. President, I won- 
der if it is possible at this time to fix by 
unanimous consent an hour at which to 
vote on the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if we were 
to seek to fix an hour at which to vote on 
the bill it would be necessary to have a 
quorum call. The Senator knows that if 
such a request were to be made it would 
be necessary to have a quorum call. I 
should not like to have suggestion of the 
absence of a quorum at thistime. I un- 
derstand the Senator from Montana will 
speak about an hour on his proposal. 

Mr. MURRAY. Yes. Mr. President, 
in connection with my remarks, I ask to 
have printed in the Recorp at this point 
certain telegrams. 

There being no objection, the telegrams 
were crdered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

GREAT FALLS, MONT., November 28, 1944. 
Senator JAMES E. Murray, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

This is to let you know that our organiza- 
tion is back of you in your work for M. V. A. 
We feel we must not lose this fight. 

Urge that no compromise be accepted and 
if necessary, action on all pending legislation 
be deferred until new Congress convenes. 
Much sentiment can be aroused in country 
for M. V. A. with more time. 

D. W. CHAPMAN, 
President, Montana Farmers Union, 
HELENA, Monrt., November 28, 1944. 
Hon. JAMES E. Murray, 
Senate Office Building: 

Montana people appreciate your efforts be- 
half M. V. A. Hope legislation on Missouri 
development may be postponed until next 
session of Congress, 

Sam. W. MITCHELL, 
Secretary of State. 


Passage of the bill can | 
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Wo tr Portnt, MontT., November 29, 1944, 
Senator JAMES E. Murray, 
Washington, D. C.: 

In regular convention October 7 Farmers’ 
Union of McCone County endorsed the 
M. V. A. bill unanimously. Please do all in 
your power to prevent the bill from being 
killed by “lame duck” session. Membershi; 
of McCone County, 1,200 

O. B. Horsrorp, 
Chairman, Resolution Committee. 


Great Fats, Mont., November 29, 1944 

Senator James E. Murray, 
Senate Office, Building: 

Have been in Montana a few days. Find 
keen sentiment on your great fight for Mis- 
souri Valley Authority. If there is a possible 
way of holding up final action until new 
Congress convenes, we can give you solid 
support. 

‘ H. D. Roipn, 
Vice President, National Farmers Union. 


ButTtre, MontT., November 28, 
Senator JAMES MuRRAY: 
Keep up gocd work on M. V. A. Try to 
stop any action until new Congress convenes. 
Ep. C. VAWTER, 
Secretary, M. C. P. P. A. 


1944. 


Wo tr Potnt, Mont., November 29, 1944 
Hon. JAMES E. Murray, 
United States Senator: 

This organization composed of 450 mem- 
bers residing in the counties of McCone and 
Roosevelt most urgently urge the passage 
of the Missouri Valley Authority bill. They 
foresee great possibilities in the use of waters 
distributed over this entire valley by the use 
of power already being developed at the Fort 
Peck Dam and are full in accord with the bill 
as now written. In the event of an attempt- 
ec defeat of this hill in this short session 
they insist that no definite action be taken 
until the regular session is organized. We 
do not want this legislation defeated by a 
few lame ducks who have a grudge they want 
to fulfill. 

FARMERS UNION Ot! Co., 
P. R. DouGHERTY, Manager. 


Denver, Co.o., November 28, 1944. 
Senator JAMES E. MURRAY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Have wired Colorado, Wyoming, and New 
Mexico Senators as follows: “Rocky Moun- 
tain Farmers Union feels no adequate solu- 
tion for regional river valley problems possible 
through enactment of flood-control and riv- 
ers and harbors bills. Therefore we urge that 
final action on these bills be postponed until 
next session of Congress for better perma- 
nent solution. We vehemently protest any 
shackling of public power program such as 
that of Bailey amendment.” 

HaArvEY R. SOLBERG, 
President, Rocky Mountain Farmers Union. 


Satna, Kans., November 28, 1944. 
Senator Murray OF MONTANA, 
Senate Building: 

Our organization is bitterly opposed to the 
flood-control and rivers and harbors bills 
presently being considered. We abhor the 
efforts of special interest groups to pass leg- 
islation foreclosing the people’s rights to full 
development and use of the vast resources of 
our valleys. The bills now under considera- 
tion will waste vast sums of money in par- 
tial development of our river valleys for the 
protection of and use by special-interest 
groups. We urge you to use all of your influ- 
ence to have these bills carried over to the 
next session of Congress when time will be 
available to give proper consideration to full 
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lopment of our valley resources in the 
rest of all of the people. 
KANSAS FARMERS UNION, 
%. K. DEAN, President. 












































































CHIPPEWA FAaLis, W1s., November 28, 1944. 
ator JAMES E. MuRRAY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 
Present flood-control and rivers and har- 
s bill should be delayed until next session. 
y do not fulfill needs of people. We favor 
M. V. A. and St. Lawrence waterway | 
t as now proposed to serve all the peo- 
Wisconsin Farmers Union on record for 
plete program in development of nat- 
ources that will serve farmers and 
to the fullest utilization of resources. 
WISCONSIN FARMERS UNION, 
K. W. Hones, State President, 


Al sch et 


ate 





BUTTE, MONT., 
November 28, 1944. | 
tor JAMES E. Murray, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Organized labor here feels that any further 
on flood-control bill in the absence of 
ment of Missouri Valley Authority | 

ild be postponed until after the conven- 

f next Congress in 1945. 
JOHN CRAWFORD. 


WoLr POINT, MONT., 
November 29, 1944. 
JAMES E. Murray, 

United States Senator: 
contacting a great many of my neigh- 
ind party associates in Roosevelt County 
are unanimously of the opinion that 

Missouri Valley Authority bill should be 
ed as now written. They feel that this 
ire is one of vital importance as a post- 
project in the development of permanent | 
ry rming possibilities thereby furnishing em- 
q ment and homes for returning service- 


ALEX SANSAVER, 
Chairman Democratic Central Com- 


mittee. 





JAMESTOWN, N. DaKk., | 
November 28, 1944. 
H JaMES E. MuRRAY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 
cerely hope you will do everything in 
ir power to defeat rivers and harbors bill 
ntly before Senate. If passed it will, in 
judgment, make impossible the creation 
an independent regional authority for uni- 
d and complete development of the Mis- 
uri River’s resources as envisaged in Mur- 
ray-Ccchran bill. Our State Farmers Union 
ganizations in Montana, North Dakota, | 
wa, Colorado, and Kansas have already en- 
rsed the Murray-Cochran bill. The 
tional Farmers Union in annual conven- | 
ion at Denver, Colo., last week unanimously 
: ndorsed the Murray-Cochran bill and alsq 
t unanimously recorded opposition to any 
egislation which would prevent ‘complete 
unified development by a regiong! authority. 
Members of national Farmérfs Union com- 
nittee on regional resource development are, 
n addition to myself, D. W. Chapman, pres- 
ident, Montana Farmers Union; E. K. Dean, 
resident, Kansas Farmers Union; Harvey R. 
Solberg, president, Rocky Mountain Farmers | 
Union; John Skage, South Dakota Farmers | 
Union; Tom W. Cheek, president, Oklahoma 
Farmers Union; Roland Jones, Oregon Farm- | 
ers Union; Ed. Roellofs, Iowa Farmers Union; | 
Hans Hansen, Nebraska Farmers Union; R. W. 
Hones, Wisconsin Farmers Union; Dr. M. E. 
Dickinson, Arkansas Farmers Union. You 
have the united support of Farmers Union in 


City 
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your opposition to rivers and harbors bill now 

before you. 

NATIONAL FARMERS UNION COMMITTEE 
ON REGIONAL RESOURCES DEVELOP- 


MENT, 
By GLEN J. TAtsorr, Chairman. 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 


should like to ask the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Montana if he will yield so 
that I may ask a question of the acting 
majority leader. 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield to the Senator 
from Nebraska for that purpose. 

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask 
the distinguished Senator from Alabama 
{[Mr. HILtu] if I correctly heard him say 
in the statement he made a few mo- 
ments ago that he considered the passage 
of this bill to be the first step toward 
establishing the Missouri Valley Au- 
tnority. 

Mr. HILL. No; I said that the Presi- 
dent in his letter suggested two steps— 
that two things be done. One was to 
have the Congress consent to the agree- 
ment which had been reached between 
the Bureau of Reclamation on the one 
hand and the Army engineers on the 
other hand. The second step which the 
President suggested was the creation of 
the Missouri Valley Authority. 


Mr. WHERRY. I understand now 
what the Senator from Alabama had in 
mind. I simply want the REcorp to 


show that, so far as I am concerned, I 
shall vote for the pending bill on its 
merits, and that when the proposal for 
the establishment of a Missouri Valley 
Authority comes up for consideration, I 
shall consider it on its merits. I have 
not given any thought to the Missouri 
Valley Authority, and I do not want the 
ReEcorp to show that I am voting on this 
bill as a step toward anything, although 
when the Missouri Valley Authority pro- 
posal comes before the Senate I shall 
give it full consideration. I wish the 
REcCorp to show that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I, as a Senator from Nebraska, 
am voting for the passage of the pending 
bill, which I hope will be passed, on the 
merits of the bill itself. 

Mr. MURRAY. As I understand the 
Senator from Nebraska, there is no 
prejudice against the proposed legisla- 
tion or against the proponents of the 
proposed legislation. 

Mr. WHERRY.- In answer to the 
question of the distinguished Senator I 
wish to say that I have not committed 
myself with respect to the Missouri Val- 
ley Authority. What I wish to have un- 
derstood is that I am not voting for the 
pending bill with the idea that it is a 
first step toward anything except what 
is in the bill itself, and I believe in the 
bill, and I want to go on record as saying 
that I support it. When the proposal 
with respect to the Missouri Valley Au- 
thority comes up for consideration we 
will discuss it and take it up on its own 
merits. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 
Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 


Mr. HILL. The Senator from Ne- 
braska wishes to make it clear that in 
voting for the bill he is not committing 
himself to any future legislation, 
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Mr. WHERRY. That is correc Iam 
not voting for anything except what is in 
the pending bill itself. 

Mr. MURRAY. Of course, when the 
Missouri Valley measure comes up and 
the Senator from Nebraska is shown how 
important and how necessary it is to 
establish the Missouri Valley Authority, 
he will have no prejudice against it. 

Mr. WHERRY. I will say to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Montana that 
when that moment there is no 
one in the Senate to whom the Senator 
from Nebraska will give g1 








‘ 


arrives 


ater attention 
than the Senator from Montana. He 
will listen with the greatest respect and 


consideration to the Senator’s e: 
tion, and after the explanation is made, 
the Senator from Nebraska will govern 
himself accordingly. After hearing the 
explanation which the Senator from 
Montana will make the Senator from 
Nebraska will make up his mind as to 
whether he will support the bill 

Mr. MURRAY. 


Mr. WHERRY. 
dent 


sV¢ : 
piana- 


; - 
I thank the S 


I will s 


nator, 


iy, Mr. Presi- 


that I have the highest respect for 
the Senator as chairman of the Senate 
Small Business Committee. He has been 
a friend of small business and I will 
give him clese attent ra- 


ion and consid 
tion when he makes his explanation with 
respect to Missouri Vall A 


thority. 





Mr. MURRAY. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. HILL Mr. Presid: will the 
Senator from Montana yield so I may 
make a motion that the Sen recess? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield 

RECESS 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate 
take a rece until 12 o'clock noon to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to: and (at 
5 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate took a r¢ until ton Friday, 
December 1, 1944, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate November 30 (legislative day of 
November 21), 1944 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN CE 

A nd C. Kirk, of Il! T l 
5 represe tiv n ¢t ( in- 
cil for Italy, to be Amba { rdinar 

i n entiary of t f 
Ame ’ » Ital 

UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

The foll ng-named officer r appoint- 
ment and promotion in the Regular Corps of 
the United States Public Health Servic 

To be as int surgeons effective date of 


th of office 
Raymond F. Corpe 
Reuben W. Widmer 


Assistant surgeons to be 


a int surgeons effective dates dic li 
William R. Rosanoff, October 1, 1944. 
David F. Bradley, November 1, 1944 
Passed assistant surgeons to be temporary 

surgeons effective dates indicated: 


Waldron M. Sennott, Ox ) ] 

Edwin N. Hesbacher, November 1, 1944 

William S. Baum, November 1, 1 

Surgeons to be temporary s¢ r surgeons 
effective November 1, 1944 

John D. Lane, Jr 

Robert K. Maddock 

Charles R. Mall 
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Senior sanitary 
gineer directors effective 
Frank R 


to be 
date j 
Shaw, December 18 

Howard N. Old, December 15, 1944. 

Passed assistant dental surgeons to 
dental surgeons effective dates indicated: 

Robert H. Moore, November 16, 1944. 

Frank E. Law, December 24, 1944 

Dental surgeons to be senior dental 
geons effective December 1, 1944 

Frederick W. Harper 

Pendleton J. Slaughter 

IN THE NAvVy 

Capt. Frederick W. McMahon, Unite ates 
Navy, to be a commodore in the Navy, for 
temporary service, to continue while serving 
as chief of staff and aide to commander, Aif 
Force, United States Pacific Fleet 

Capt. Howard B. Macleary, United States 
Navy, retired, to be a commodore in the Navy, 
on the retired list, for temporary service, to 
continue while serving as commanding offi- 
cer, United States Naval Advance Base, Es- 
piritu Santo. 


1944. 


sure 


d St 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate November 30 (egislative day 
“of November 21), 1944: 

STATE DEPARTMENT 

Edward R 

of State. 


Stettinius, Jr., to be Secretary 


FOREIGN SERVICE 
Maj. Gen. Patrick J. Hurley, United States 
Army, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to China. 
POSTMASTERS 
ARKANSAS 
Opal Mae Roland, Bryant. 
Myrtle Cunningham, Calion. 
Howard E. Powell, Gurdon. 
Manley E. Nation, Lamar. 
Jesse C. Latta, Pollard. 
Riley B. Emory, Rose Bud. 
Don L. Van Horn, Weiner. 
William Hall, Widener. 
Alma T. Harnden, Wilson. 
COLORADO 
Otis Murray, Grand Valley. 
Elmer E. Owen, Minturn. 
Mary E. Harman, Pagosa Spri1 
Charlotte Coffman, Penrose. 
Irene E. Lee, Rico. 
Alice L. Myers, Roggen. 
HAWAII 
Arthur Chong Kong, Halaul: 
Manuel F. Xavier, Puunene 
IOWA 
Frank E. Barnes, Blakesburg. 
Laura M. Rheingans, Bristow, 
Bert Kirk, Drakesville. 
Ernest H. Brunsvold, Joice. 
Phoebe E. Stubbs, Lawton 
Norman L. Meyers, Liscomb. 
Grover F. Eisele, Malcolm. 
James A. Ward, Melrose. 
Tom Olson, Okoboji. 
Helen C. Jorstad, Wallingford 
MISSOURI 
Opal B. McCann, Cooter. 
Edward R. Sinnott, Edina. 
Maudce M. Fleming, Graham. 


MONTANA 
Hazei B. Gross, Wyola ’ 
NEW 
Charles Myer: 


HAMPSHIRE 
, Jaffrey. 

NEW JERSEY 

Frances McLaughlin, Blackwood Terrace 
L. Raymond Gunter, Columbia 

Samuel J. Billig, Mount Royal. 

William T. Keeshen, Navesink, 


Peter Klapmuts, Oak Ridge 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
Carl H. Weir, Huron. 
VIRGINIA 
William H. Long, Buena Vista. 
Alvah B. Chappell, Clarksville, 
E. Paul Osborne, Dungannon, 
Silas F. Hutchison, Herndon. 
Eliza B. Kennedy, Jewell Ridge. 
Marvin R. French, Pocahontas. 
Charles G. Coppedge, Powhatan. 
Lillias L. Martin, Toms Creek. 
William R. M. Moss, Virginia Beach. 
Mazie C. Sanders, Warsaw 
WASHINGTON 
Inez G. Spencer, Creston. 
Edythe Pottratz, Cowiche. 
Carmel L. Bellinger, Gorst. 
William O. Kurth, Grand Coulee. 
Rose Champlin, Kennydale. 
Minnie A. Hubble, Veradale. 
WEST VIRGINIA 
Eugene B. Keenan, Nellis. 
Hazel M. Oliver, Pratt. 
Myra D. Duncan, Rachel 
D. Watson Oxley, West Hamlin. 


WITHDRAWALS 


Executive nominations withdrawn 
from the Senate November 30 (legislative 
day of November 21), 1944: 

POSTMASTERS 
WASHINGTON 
Mrs. Lena A. Voreis to be postmaster at 


Richmond Beach, in the State of Washing- 
ton. 


WISCONSIN 
Elmer White to be postmaster at Brown- 
town, in the State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


THuurspay, NOVEMBER 30, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

The Very Reverend William J. Murphy, 
Society of Jesus, president of Boston 
College, Boston, Mass., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

God the Creator of all things who 
through Thy wisdom hast made man in 
Thine own likeness: O Heavenly Father, 
who has been our refuge from genera- 
tion to generation, look down again in 
mercy upon us. By Thine eternal law 
all things are ordered. The firmament, 
measureless to Man, remains constant to 
Thy appointed pattern. All living things 
on earth through Thy unerring law at- 
tain their life and increase and perfect 
form. Thy law is fixed in the souls of 
men that, knowing and freely choosing 
what is right and proper, they may live 
in fruitful peace and earn the eternal 
destiny Thou hast ordained for them. 
From Thy law descendeth whatever sway 
man holds over his fellow men. 

Without Thee all is discord, darkness, 
and disaster; nor can our human coun- 
sels lead us from under the shadow of our 
own waywardness. In Thy law alone is 
the un‘ty of men into a nation and of all 
nations into a world of peace. 

Grant us in this hour Thy penetrating 
grace that our wisdom may be mightier 
than our armaments, our virtues stronger 
than our valor. Prepare us to shape a 
world which Thou wilt recognize as of 
Thine own creation. 
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This we ask through Jesus Christ, Thy 
Son, our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested, a bill of the House of 
the following title: 

H. R. 5386. An act to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended 
to extend the time within which application 
may be made for reemployment, and f 
other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S.1954. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act to authorize the use for war pur- 
poses of silver held or owned by the United 
States,” approved July 12, 1943. 

JACKSON HOLE MONUMENT 


Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to inquire of the majority 
leader if it is the intention of the leader- 
ship to bring before the House in the 
near or immediate future the bill H. R 
2241, introduced by the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. BarretT], relative to the 
Jackson Hole National Monument? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, it is 
not the intention to bring it out. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. It is not on the 
legislative schedule? 

Mr. McCORMACK. No. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Then, Mr 
Speaker, I would like, if I may, to serve 
notice on the majority leader that I 
expect, at the proper time, to make a 
motion as a member of the Committee 
on Rules to bring up the resolation as 
a privileged matter. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the action of the gentleman 
from Ohio. I might say that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has been very courteous. 
He has conferred with me about this and 
served notice upon me. He has coop- 
erated in a manner which I appreciate. 
I gave a frank statement that it was not 
on the program, in answer to the gen- 
tleman’s inquiry. However, in view of 
the gentleman’s statement to bring up 
the resolution as a privileged matter, 
which is clearly within his rights as a 
member of the Committee on Rules, and 
under the rules, if he desires to exercise 
that right, naturally I shall place the 
bill upon the program for next week, if 
that is agreeable to the gentleman. 

I cannot state what day. Will any 
time next week be agreeable to the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. That will be 
perfectly agreeable. I appreciate very 
much the courtesy and fairness of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I want to be frank 
and I want the Recorp to show that this 
is no surprise to me; that the gentleman 





Rae Tee sao aes Ra 
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1S } Cumneeee with me and that he is 
irly within his rights under the rules. 

L ener ciate the fact that he has served 
tice and accepts my suggestion that I 

1 place it upon the program for next 


Mr. BROWN of Ohio. With that un- 

standing, I will reserve my motion. 
EXTENSION OP REMARKS 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
1imous consent to extend my remarks 
e Recorp on the bill H. R. 4715. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

» request of the gentleman from Ten- 
see? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
r 1 minute, and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
cf e? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JENNINGS addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.) 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
nimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and include an editorial from the 
idleton (Oreg.) East Oregonian re- 
the war effort of Bonneville- 
Grand Coulee Dams. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
request of the gentleman from 
Oregon? 
There was no objection. 
THE PRODIGAL SON 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
nimous consent to address the House 
r 1 minute and to revise and extend my 


rire 


raing 


SP PEAKER. Is 
request of the ¢ 


nH? 


there objection to 
entleman from Mich- 


There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
Chicago Tribune of November 27 has a 

rtoon entitled ““‘The Prodigal Son.” It 
shows the G. O. P. elephant as a hobo 
eturning home, the elephant holding 

stick with the hcbo’s customary pack 

1 the end, a bottle in his pocket, an 
old-fashioned pack down at the side, 
Republican failures under eastern 

uidance,” and the elephant is met 
by the farmer. Back of the farmer are 
mall buildings: on the roof of one 
the words “Middle West”; on the 

le of the * uilding is the legend “Birth- 
place of G. 9. P.”; off to the left on the 
other side of the picture is a field, on the 
top of which stands « plow: across the 
field are the words, “Real Americanism 
G. O. P. reorganization’; down in the 
right-hand corner are these words 

Well, son, you’.e been gone from home a 
nighty long time—associatin’ with those big 
city slickers from New York, and drinkin’ 
cocktails with international dudes and 
ashi i med Americans v 10 think th at the Dec- 
laration of Independence was a big mis- 
take. They made a bum out of you. But 
if you want to start over again, there’s the 
plow; and now’s the time to plant the seed 
for the crop in °48. 
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It is my hope that the leadership of 
the Republican Party will now, after the 
knock-out blow of '32; after we were flat- 
tened out in ’36; after we were K. O.’d in 
40, and again counted out in °44, take 
thought of the future and give some con- 
sideration to the possibility that we have 
not lost four campaigns merely becau 
of the strength of either the New Deal 
or its candidate and his political allies. 

It may now occur to our leadership 
that possibly a lack of an aggressive pro- 
gram; a clear exposure of the New Deal 
fallacies; a little fight and determination 
on our own part, may have contributed 
to our oma > defeats 

A subsequent cartoon, that of yester- 
day in the same publication, shows a 
badly battered G. O. P. elephant and it 
also shows that the elephant has been 
partaking too frequently and too copi- 
ously from bottles which are labeled: 
“Coma of G. O. P. leadership”; “Languor 
of Republican National Committee’ 
“Torpid Republican Gaaieenanen? 
“Lethargy of G. O. P. Senators.” Under 
the table on which some of the bottles 
are placed are these words, “Four years’ 
stupor after each campaign.” 

If not considered disloyal to my party, 
I would like to suggest that the Repub- 
licans here in the House shake them- 
selves together, forget the hush-hush 
boys, and really start working on the 
New Deal, its socialistic and its com- 
munistic supporters 
PENSIONS TO CERTAIN UNREMARRIED 

DEPENDENT WIDOWS OF CIVIL WAR 

VETERANS WHO WERE MARRIED TO 

THE VETERAN SUBSEQUENT TO JUNE 
26, 1905 


, 


Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 86) to 
grant pensions to certain unremarrie d 
dependent widows of Civil Ww ar veterans 
who were married to the vet 
quent to June 26, 
amendments thereto, 
Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re- 
port the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 3, after the word “ten” 
insert the words “or more.” 

On page : 2, line 24, strike the comma after 
the word 
words “after the date of enactment of this 
act.’ 

On page 2, it ne 25, after the word 
change the comma to a period and str 
the words “put not prior to the dat 
actment of this act.” 

On page 3, line 3, after the words “more 
than once” and before the comma, ” ert 
the words “since the death of the vet 

On page 3, line 9, strike out all of section 3. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to Sneeet, has that bill 
passed the Senate? 

Mr. LESINSKI. ‘The bill passed the 
House, was favorably reported by the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate 








ran sub e- 
1805, with Senate 
and concur in the 


1dministration” 





of en- 
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and passed by the 


Senate amenacments, < ifvi imend 
ments, and hat e been at d bv 
Veterans’ Administration i the B 


Lu of the Budget 
Mr. RANKIN. I was wond 


comes in this proposition to put wi 
of Civil War veterans on the pension r 
who married these 


v men 40 years aitel 
the war closed 

Mr. LESINSKI. Thet returne¢ 
to the House with Senate amendment 
ind is on th Spe: ker’s det : 

Mr. RANKIN. I will a ot the gen- 


tleman’s statement but I was just wo! 
dering 

The SPEAKFR. Itisa House bill with 
Senate ame K 
er’s desk. The gentleman from Mich- 


*ndments and is on the Sp 


igan asks unanimous consent to conside 
the Senate amendment 

Mr. MARTIN of Ma ichusetts. Mr 
Speaker, reserving the rht to object 
will the gentleman explain t} 1m nd- 
ments? 

Mr. LESINSKI. These nendm 
are only clarifying amendr es \ 
do not aiter the purpose of > bill as 
passed by the Hous H. R. 86 ps 
the House April 17, 1944 

Mr. MARTIN of M husett It 
does not meteriallvy change the bill? 

Mr. LESINSKI Not whatever and 
the bill as amended has t ipproval of 
the Veterans’ Administration and 


3ureau of the Budget 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr 


Speaker, I withdraw the reservation of 
objection. 
Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, for the 


purpose of the Recorp, I would like to 
explain the amendments. The Senate 
Committee on Pensions adopted these 
amendments for the purpose of clarifica- 
tion at the suggestion of the Veterans’ 
Administration aft clearance by the 
Bureau of tl 1e Budget. The Veterans’ 
Administration .recommends the favor- 


able consideration of the bill Lmended 
Because of the similarity of purposes of 
this bill and Public Law No. 245, which 
was the Indian war bill, an ved on 
March 3, 1944, the V ’ Admin i- 
tion of the opinion ft) the | 
( ions 1 and 2 f ! 
now under id 
identical with the n f Pul 
Law No. 245; otherwise the difference in 
the wording might require a differen 
in interpretation, and that is the purpose 
of the fir st four amendments. The 1 
amendment, which del ‘tion 3 of 
the bill, w ecor ended the Vet- 
erans’ Administration | of t 
general provisions 1 f ( 
agents or att yrne é 1 in 


ti tle IIL of Pu 
fourth Congre 
June 29, 1936, and 
this bill is enacted. 
I have a report from G ral Hines, 
dated Nov r 27, 1944 ‘plaining in 
detail ie amendment nd I ask that 


i on 


licable if 
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same be made a part of my 
this point in the REcorp. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The letter referred to follows: 


remarks at 


VETERANS 
Ww 
LESINSKI 
n. Committee c valid Pe ions, 
House of Rep ? } 


ADMINISTRATION 
tington, November 27, 


1944, 
JOHN 


Wa 


KI: 


hington, D.C. 
Further 
ur letter dated November 
a copy of committee print of 
y-eighth Congress, as reported 
» Senate Committee on Pensions, to- 

pies of House Report No. 1288 
Report No. 1148 ympany 
86, and asking for an explanation of 
s thereof made the Sen- 

ymmmittee on Pensions 

imilar to H. R. 86, Seventy-eighth 
re introduced in the Seventy- 
SS é H. R. 7981 and in the 
enth Congress as H. R. 1091. The 
report of Veterans’ Administration on 
H. R. 86, Seventy-eighth Congress, was for- 
warded to your committee under date of 

March 25, 1943 

Public Law 245, Seventy-eighth Congress, 
an act to amend the act of March 3, 1927, 
entitled “An act granting pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers who served in the Indian wars 
from 1817 to 1899, and for other purposes,” 
Was approved by the President March 3, 1944. 
In preparing the report on H. R. 86 to the 
Senate Committee on Pensions, made under 
date of May 18, 1944, it was noted that there 
were certain differences between the lan- 
guage used in Public Law 245 and in H. R. 
86. Because of the similarity of purposes of 
Public Law 245 and the bill under considera- 
tion, it was felt that the language of sections 
1 and 2 of H. R. 86 in the places indicated 
in the committee print should be identical 
with the language of Public Law 245; other- 
wise the difference in the wording might re- 
quire a difference in interpretation. The de- 
letion of section 3 was recommended because 
the general provisions relating to fees of 
agents or attorneys contained in title II of 
Public Law 844, Seventy-fourth Congress, 
June 29, 1936, will be applicable if the bill 
is enacted. A similar provision in H. R. 85, 
which became Public Law 245, was stricken 
therefrom by the Senate Committee on 
Pensions. 

The Senate Committee on Pensions adopted 
the clarifying amendments suggested by the 
Veterans’ Administration after clearance by 
the Bureau of the Budget, and favorable con- 
sideration of the bill, amended, is rec- 
ommended, 

The enclosures forwarded with your letter 
are returned 

Very truls 


rn Mr. LESI'N reference 
20, 
enclosing 
£6, Seven 
ler Witn ¢ 
eenate to acc 


immendment by 


the 


as 


yours, 
FRANK T. HINEs, 
Administrator. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the Senate amendments, 
Ihe Senate amendments were agreed 
to. 
A motion toe reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
EXTENSION 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
two instances; in one, to include an arti- 
cle which appeared in the New York 
Post, and in the other to include a news- 
paper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is 
the request 
husetts? 


OF REMARKS 


there objection to 
ol the gentleman from Mas- 


There was no objection. 


r 


} 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. 
ask unanimous consent to extend my 
own remarks in the Appendix of the 
ReEcorpD and to include therein a news 
item that appeared yesterday in the New 
York Times on the subject of post-war 
trade. 

The SPEAKER. 
the request of 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the ReEcorp and to include 
therein an editorial appearing in the 
New York Sun under date of Novem- 
ber 29. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF THE SECOND WAR POWERS 
ACT 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready 
to recognize some Member to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Com- 
miitee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4993) to extend the Sec- 
ond War Powers Act. 

The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, our dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee 
is supposed to be handling that. I 
have no authority to speak for the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognized 
the gentleman from Alabama to make 
the motion. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4993) to amend Public, No. 
507, Seventy-seventh Congress, second 
session, an act to further expedite the 
prosecution of the war, approved March 
27, 1942, known as the Second War 
Powers Act, 1942. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4993) to 
extend the Second War Powers Act, 
with Mr. CLARK in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Clerk’s 
reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman 
from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. HOBBS. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
hope there will not be much controversy 
about this bill. It is “must” legisla- 
tion. : 

About 2 years ago the Senate passed 
the second war powers bill. It came to 
the House where we thoroughly consid- 
ered it both in the Judiciary Committee 
and on the floor. About 50 amendments 
were adopted, as I remember, all designed 
to protect the rights and interests of 
private individuals without unduly re- 
stricting the necessary war powers of the 
Executive. All were agreed to by the 
Senate. Despite the fact that the At- 


Is there objection to 
the gentleman from 


Speaker, I. 
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torney General has held that the Presi- 
dent has a bottomless reservoir of war 
powers we are asked to extend the life of 
the act for 1 year, and we Pre practically 
unanimous in believing it essential that 
we do so. 

Your committee spent about 4 full 
days considering this bill. We consulted 
the Under Secretary of War, the Chief of 
the W. P. B., counsel for O. 2. A., counsel 
for the Department of the Navy, and 
with various other officials conccrned 
with these war powers. 

All of us are cognizant of instances of 
abuse of power, of mistakes, of discrim- 
ination and favoritism in the adminis- 
tration of the powers of allocation, pri- 
orities, and rationing under title 3 of the 
act, but these are mistakes of adminis- 
tration and we haven’t found it prac- 
ticable to correct them by law without 
interfering with the war effort, which is 
the all-important consideration and re- 
quires the pooling of all our resources, 
human and material. When the magni- 
tude of the job is considered, the number 
of such mistakes is amazingly small. 

We considered various proposals to 
protect individuals against such abuses 
Most of the members of the Judiciary 
Committee regard it as dangerous and 
unwise to do anything more than to 
adopt one amendment to the present 
War Powers Act which will make it 
definite and certain that aggrieved per- 
sons may have the right of injunctive 
relief when suspension orders are issued 
for alleged violation of administrative 
orders. It is generally realized suspen- 
sion orders often have the effect of ab- 
solutely destroying a business. In such 
extreme cases we feel that the individual 
should have the right to go into court 
and obtain relief through injunction; 
otherwise the bill extends the war powers 
as they now exist under the Second War 
Powers Act. 

Of course, we all dislike the restraints 
and restrictions that the exercise of these 
war powers impose upon us but it is a 
very little sacrifice to ask of us and it is 
a very small contribution taat we as in- 
dividuals and private citizens are making 
toward winning the war. So long as the 
war lasts the American people will sub- 
mit cheerfully and gladly. 

As far as I am concerned, I am willing 
to support the bill just as it comes from 
the committee. 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
yield? 

Mr. HANCOCK. 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman 
indicate that this bill is going to be 
passed without the amendment being 
thoroughly discussed? As far as the 
original bill is concerned, we all agree 
it is a “must” bill, but there is no “must” 
about the amendment. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Does the gentleman 
mean the amendment that the com- 
mittee proposes? 

Mr. COCHRAN. The amendment 
that starts on page 2, line 8, which gives 
the right to take these cases into the dis- 
trict court. That was not in the original 
act? 


Will the gentleman 


I yield to the gentle- 
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Mr. HANCOCK. As I stated, that is 
only amendment which the com- 
mittee proposes, and it is not opposed by 
Ww. P. B., the War Department, the 
Navy Department, or any other agency 
yvernment. They all agree that is 
reasonable protection to give the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Mr. COCHRAN. But, on the other 

und, you are going to give all these 

isiness houses, individuals, and corpo- 
ions the right to go into the Federal 
urt whenever an order is issued, and 
during the time the case is pending they 

ll be able to secure the material which 

y desire. It seems to me that you 
re treading on very dangerous ground 
when General Eisenhower and General 
MacArthur are calling for more ammu- 
nition. It might be that strategic mate- 
rials needed for the manufacture of 
ammunition will be involved in the cases 
t are taken to the Federal court. I 
think it is a dangerous thing to tie the 
nds of a government board dealing 
with this material by letting these cor- 
porations and business houses go into 
court and upset the apple cart. As faras 
I am concerned, I am opposed to that 
amendment. 
Mr. HANCOCK. The amendment 
pplies only to suspension orders, and 
t is an extreme penalty. When a 
man is suspended from doing business it 
might mean his absolute ruin. The gen- 
tleman proposes that an aggrieved per- 
son may have no access to the courts 
whatever, no matter how flagrantly a 
overnment agent has abused or ex- 
ceeded his authority. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Assume that the 
O. P. A. suspends the license of a gaso- 
line dealer for dealing in the black mar- 

would he have a right to go into 
court? 

Mr. HANCOCK. No; this does not 
apply to rationing orders or allocations 
or priorities—merely to suspension 
oraer 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman 
think it is absolutely necessary to tack 
this amendment on here? 

Mr. HANCOCK. It is desirable but 
prooably not necessary. I think the 

ht already exists. At least two in- 
junction suits have been brought against 
the W. P. B. The Government did not 
raise the question of jurisdiction and the 
court has not passed on it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If we got along with- 
out it during the period that this original 
law has been in force, why can we not 
get along without it now? 

Mr. HANCOCK. We feel that a man 
in business is entitled at least to have a 
court review of an order which might 
ruin him. 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is all right, but 
the prosecution of this war is more im- 
portant than trying to save a business. 

Mr. HANCOCK. The gentleman ap- 
parently thinks that this applies to all 
rationing orders instead of suspensions. 
We do not have that question before us. 
There have been something like 24,000,- 
000 gasoline-rationing cards issued, to 
mention only 1 article. If any sub- 
startial part of them got into court, of 
course, it would seriously interfere with 
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the work of the O. P. A. and swamp the 
courts. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HANCOCK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr WALTER. Did the heads of the 
agencies affected testify that this amend- 
ment, if adopted, would not in any wise 
interfere with their work? 

Mr. HANCOCK. They so stated, and 
they intimated that individuals have the 
right under the law as it now exists to 
seek injunctions. The War Department 
and W. P. B. have never raised that ques- 
tion. There have been injunction ac- 
tions brought—there were two, if I re- 
member the testimony. The question of 
the right to bring these injunction suits, 
however, has not been judicially deter- 
mined. The committee amendment will 
make it certain that the private citizen 
has that right. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HANCOCK. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. COLE of New York. The gentle- 
man has characterized this bill as being 
“must” legislation. Of course, as the 
gentleman knows, that expression has a 
very definite meaning. I am curious to 
make certain the gentleman’s opinion 
as to whether word has been sent down 
from the White House to the Congress 
that this bill is a “must or else” or is it 
“must” legislation by reason of circum- 
stances that prevail throughout the 
world? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Oh, I think it is ab- 
solutely essential in a war as vast as this. 
We have to mobilize not only our human 
but our material resources, and without 
the exercise of these extraordinary pow- 
ers it is impossible to control the ma- 
terials and supplies needed by the Army 
and Navy. 

Mr. COLE of New York. This is not 
a bill to which the attention of Congress 
has been directed by the White House as 
being “must” legislation? 

Mr. HANCOCK. No; we have not had 
any direct word from the White House. 
The Under Secretary of War, the head of 
W. P. B., the chief counsel for the Navy 
Department, the chief counsel for the 
O. P. A., and other high ranking officials 
appeared before us and said it was essen- 
tial that this bill be passed, and be passed 
before the end of this session. 


Chairman, will 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myse!f 10 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I hope to be able to 


be of some assistance in giving you a 
clear notion of what the situation is, 
the reason for this legislation, and the 
reason for the amendment which has 
come under consideration. As _ the 
members of the Committee know, the 
Committee on the Judiciary had the re- 
sponsibility for the original War Powers 
Act. 

It is recognized by the Committee and 
I think by the Congress and by the coun- 
try that this War Powers Act is not ordi- 
nary legislation. When a democracy 
goes to war it is necessary to give greater 
speed and greater strength to its govern- 
ment than democratic institutions func- 
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tioning normally can provide. I li! 
make that statement 2use I think it 
is rather important that the country un- 
derstand the position of the legislative 
branch with regard to these it 
legislation. They come 
erable criticism. 

The whole history of Anglo-Saxon sys- 
tems of government shows that one of 
the reasons why we have been able effec- 
tively to conduct war against even dic- 
tators and have been able to escape long 
periods of dictatorship is that we seem 
instinctively to sense’a situation that re- 
quires a quicker pick-up and a stronger 
power than our institutions functioning 
normally can provide. it is a fascinat- 
ing thing that in such a situation we 
meet that situation by conferring ex- 
traordinary powers in the agencies that 
are charged with the responsibility of 
fighting the war. We have demon- 
strated a genius thus far to do that 
thing and at the same time to retain 
he power to control the exercise of that 
extraordinary power, if necessary, and 
the power to recapture and redistribute 
it when the emergency is over. It is a 
fascinating thing when you come to ex- 
amine it. 

Responding to that necessity, this 
Committee on the Judiciary brought out 
the war powers bill. In practice a good 
many unnecessary and arbitrary exer- 
cises of power have developed. That is 
a bad thing. It should be avoided. I 
think everybody recognizes that. It 
tends to weaken the morale of the coun- 
try to have an abusive exercise of a nec- 
essary war power. 

In this section 3 the committee under- 
took to provide remedies as far as it 
could do so without weakening the war 
power. I want that distinctly under- 
stood. We have no partisanship in our 
committee. We recognize we are fight- 
ing a war. We were very anxious to see 
that whatever we did to give relief to in- 
dividuals against the abusive exercise of 
this extraordinary power did not weaken 
the war power. We had representatives 
of the agencies of government whose 
powers arise under the War Powers Act 
come before the committee and there 
was general agreement that that thing 
was accomplished by the provisions of 
this bill. here is the right of the indi- 
vidual citizens under the circumstances 
provided for in this amendment to resort 
to a court of equity against the abusive 





































































re to 


becé 


ems Ol war 


under consid- 


exercise of even a necessary power. 
There is one point which one or two of 
the agencies of the Government have 
become concerned about since the 
amendment was agreed to. That is 
with regard to allocations already made, 
The concern is that if a change in con- 


dition should develop, if, for example, 
General Eisenhower or somebody else 
should indicate that they need a larger 
percentage of essential material than 
had theretofore been thought necessary 
these representatives were somewhat 
concerned that this injunctive p ‘ 
this right to resort to a court of equity 


ver 


on the part of an individual, might in 
such a situation operate against the 
power of the Government to change the 


allocation and withdraw from allocation 
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for civilian use a part of the necessary 
material already allocated but later 
found to be required for war purposes. 
We did not agree that that apprehen- 
sion was well founded. I am authorized 
by what I know to have been the pur- 
pose of the committee to say that there 
Wa 
Judiciary Committee that no provision 
of section 3, or any other section, would 
make it impossible to reallocate that 
material without injunctive interference 
in order that the Army might get quickly 
all that the Army required and that a 
private citizen will not be permitted to 
interpose a private interest against the 
public necessity 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. 
Chairman, wil! the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I yield to 
my friend, the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I wish to 
say that my personal opinion is the 
committee ought to be commended rather 
than condemned for this provision. Of 
course, I am not familiar enough with 
this provision to know what the effect 
might be, but I am sure that the com- 
mittee has given consideration to see that 
it does not destroy the war power, but at 
the same time does give the citizen his 
day in court, which I think he should 
have. Iam especially pleased with that 
part of the amendment which fixes venue 
in suits of this kind in the residence of 
the petitioner rather than in the Capital 
cr in some remote point which would 
make it impossible for him to come to 
court and thus have his day in court. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. May I say 
to my colleague from Texas that the 
committee had in mind what I believe to 
be in the mind of my colleague, that is, 
that we would do nothing to interfere 
with the carrying on of the war and that 
wherever there is a conflict between the 
public interest and what would ordinarily 
be the right of a private citizen, the right 
of the private citizen would have to yield 
to the public necessity. As the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. Hancock], the 
ranking Republican on the Committee 
on the Judiciary, has said, and I repeat, 
“In our committee there is the very mini- 
mum of partisanship, in fact I believe it 
is practically nonexistent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself 5 more minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
listened to the gentleman from Texas, 
and he is somewhat in conflict with mem- 
bers of his committee, because a moment 
ago the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hancock], as I understood him, said that 
the representatives of the various agen- 
cies appeared before your committee and 
were in accord with the amendment. 
The gentleman from Texas, chairman of 
the committee, says that some of those 
officials who appeared before his com- 
mittee were rather doubtful about the 
phrase, and he referred to the example 
to which the gentleman referred, that in 
the event priorities in allocation had 
been made and there developed a situa- 
tion that required them to revoke it, due 
to the fact that the material was needed 
for war purposes, they doubted whether 


Mr. 


time of the 


and is no intention on the part of the 


| 








Congress. 


they would have the power, without the 
individual or the corporation going into 
the court and seeking an injunction. 
That was my fear, and I asked the gen- 
tleman to point out in that language any 
protection that the agencies would have 
if it did develop that the material was 
needed for war purposes. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. My dis- 
tinguished friend misunderstood me, or 
I was not clear in what I was trying to 
state. 
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I do not agree with the apprehen- | 


sion that seems to have developed, and I | 


know to whom the genileman refers, 
since the amendment was adopted. Ido 
not agree. 


But my statement, made as | 


chairman of the committee on the floor | 


oi the House, to be a part of the REcorD, 


was mzde for the purpose of removing | 


any apprehension that might exist in 
any quarter, that anybody could inter- 


fere with the reallocation of these neces- | 


sary commodities required for the con- 
duct of the war. 
man understand my purpose in making 
the statement? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes; I understand it, 
but, on the other hand, we know that 
Government agencies and individuals do 
not pay any attention to the intent of 
They pay attention to the 
language that is laid down in the act. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Well, we 
are going 
a little attention to the intent of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Will the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. As I understand the 
statement of the chairman of the com- 
mittee as giving the legislative intent of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, in an 
instance like this, for example: Suppose 
30,000,000 tons of steel had been allocated 
to civilian production, and then by virtue 
of the demand of war agencies it was 
found that only 15,000,000 tons would be 
available for civilian production, but it 
was necessary to make an over-all cut 
in the amount of the allocation to civil- 
ian industries; if that were done an order 
making the reallocation or the cut in the 
allocation or the quasi-suspension order 
would not be subject to review under the 
injunctive processes set up in the amend- 
ment herein provided. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has again 
expired. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
5 additional minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

I appreciate the observation of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. That is 
what I was trying to say and that is what 
I thought I had said. We cannot legis- 
late, committees cannot report out a bill 
that will take care of every apprehen- 
sion of a nervous person who happens 
to be connected with one of these de- 
partments of government. I hope the 
statement of legislative purpose will allay 
any unnecessary and unwarranted ap- 
prehension, 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 


I thank the 


Chairman, will 


I yield, 


Now, does the gentle- | 


to “learn them” how to pay | 


I yield to | 


I will take | 
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Mr. JENKINS. I should like to a 
the gentleman for my own information, 
Am I to understand we are now amena- 
ing the Second War Powers Act? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. That 
right; extending it and amending it 

Mr. JENKINS. Would the gentleman 
have time to state briefly what is con- 
tained in the First War Powers Act and 
what in the second one, without goin 
into detail? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. May I mak 
this statement, and it is broad and com- 
prehensive and would require some mod- 
ification, to be exact or approximately 
so: The War Powers Act, insofar as th: 
Committee on the Judiciary is con- 
cerned, and the legislative jurisdiction 
which it assumed in reporting out the 
bills with regard to various items with 
which they deal, was to make the neces- 
sities of the Governmen:® in the conduct 
of this war paramount in governmenta! 
concern. 

At the ‘same time, of course, as a mat- 
ter of justice to the civilian population, 
and as a matter of good sense in holding 
to the support of the war the public at- 
titude of the people, we hav> tried a 
far as we could to avoid hardships to the 
people growing out of the very fact that 
many people have to exercise these 
powers and there are a good many peo- 
ple among them who, possessed of such 
powers, become contemptuous of in- 
dividual rights and of public opinion 

Mr. JENKINS. The reason I asked 
this question was because I noticed in the 
report on the bill that section 303 which 
as I read it applies to the activities of th 
Navy 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
man means section 3. 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes—and the Arm) 
I had in mind that when we adopted t! 
First War Powers Act it was held within 
one field of activity; that when w 
adopted the Second War Powers A 
we Cealt with another field of activit) 
Have we had more than two War Powe! 
Acts? Is there a third? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
two War Powers Acts. 

Mr. JENKINS. Only two? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. JENKINS. If someone were t 
ask me what was encompassed in Wa 
Powers Act No. 1 and War Powers Act 
No. 2 I could not offhand tell them. Eot! 
are very general, of course, 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. They oul- 
line just the general purpose. The gen- 
tleman will excuse me for not going int 
the whole scope of the War Powers Act 

This bill proposes to extend the life o! 
the Second War Powers Act. Section 3 
is the only important amendment; and 
section 3 has been explained. While 1 
is not agreeable to everybody, as is evl- 
dent, it is the best the Judiciary Com- 
mittee could do. We thrashed it out 
thoroughly in the committee. We had 
a considerable difference of opinion in 
regard to one particular matter, but that 
was adjusted in the committee. Inso- 
far as I know, the committee is unani- 
mous in its attitude in presenting this 
bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, 


The gentle- 
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
yields back ,1 minute. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man. I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CocHran}. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I be- | 
lieve I understand exactly what the come | 
mittee desires. to do. We all Know the | 
views of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SumMNERS] and the views of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Watter] 
who entered the colloquy a few moments 
ago. To me this amendment is an effort 
to apply the principles of the so-called 
Logen-Walter bill to the War Powers Act 
to provide for the judicial review of an 
administrative decision. I believe that is | 
exactly what this amendment will do. | 

' 


gentleman 


The House has previously refused to ap- 
prove the principle laid down in the orig- 
inel Logan-Walter bill. 

As far as Iam concerned, and I do not 
care whether I am alone or not, there is | 
no power that I will not delegate to the | 
Chief Executive and to the Army and | 
Navy for the purpose of bringing this | 
war to an early and successful conclu- | 
sion, I do not want to tie their hands in 
any manner, shape, or form. I want 
them to secure everything they need for | 
the war fronts no matter what incon- 
venience or hardships are suffered on the 
home front. The war effort must come 
first. 

Once priorities are issued and alloca- 
tions made, as the gentleman from Texas | 
said, there might develop a situation 
where that allocated material would be 
needed for war purposes. The truth of 


+ 


the matter is we are faced with a very 
critical condition at the moment. 5 is | 
no secret. Speed up production is the | 
cry. Two dozen or more men have been 

withdrawn from the fox holes and are | 
back here now to visit manufacturing 
plants and plead for more bullets, shells, 

tanks, trucks, and planes. | 

If you show me in the amendment 
where the Government agency can re- 
voke the priority and revoke the alloca- | 
tion and at the same time take away | 
from the individual, partnership, or cor- 
poration their right to go into the Fed- 
eral court, then I will stop talking. I 
yield to anyone to show me in the word- 
ing of the amendment where in a case 
of that kind you take the right away 
from the individual, partnership, or cor- 
poration to go into court if the material 
is needed for war purposes. Until the 
amendment reads that way I do not 
think it should be adopted. No one 
seems to show me the language. 

No one wants to take away the right 
of a citizen under the Constitution of 
the United States unless absolutely nec- 
essary under the powers granted in the 
Constitution to the President. to fight a 
war. It is dangerous procedure to fool 
with material that might be needed at | 
a future date to make arms and ammu- | 
nition to use in order to defeat the en- | 
emy. 

What good are the guns going to be 
if we do not have the shells to fire in | 
them? What good are the tanks going | 
to be if we do not have the gasoline to 
run them? The same may be said as to | 











airplanes. They need the gasoline. 
They need the bombs. You and I know 
that appeals are being made to the coun- 
try today for more ammunition, more 
tanks, more planes, and more ships, and 
if we are going to get more planes, more 
tanks, more ships, and more ammunition 
we might need this material that has 
already been allocated through these 
priorities, and if we do business must 
give it back. 

Mr. Chairman, I say that an amend- 
ment of this kind has no place in this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBBES. Mr. Chairman,I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. WALTER]. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
afraid that my friend from Missouri has 
not read the amendment with the care 
that he usually exercises before he takes 
a position, because this amendment does 
not do the things that he feels it would 
do. If I had had my way I would have 
written into this law a provision that 
would have protected our citizens from 
the capricious and arbitrary action of the 
men administering the law. 

I do not have to apologize for my posi- 
tion with respect to reviewing decisions 
of administrative agencies. The House 
by a very large majority some months 
ago passed a bill that provided for judi- 
cial review of administrative decisions 
and the fact that such a measure is not 
being considered by this Congress indi- 
cates pretty clearly the attitude of my- 
self and others on that type of legisla- 
tion with respect to the possibility that 
such legislation might interfere with the 
war effort. The mere fact that we have 
not introduced such legislation in this 
Congress indicates our desire to avoid 
anything at all that might be construed 
as an interference with the wer effort. 
But this amendment can in no wise im- 
pede or hamper the activity of any of the 
agencies administering these unusual 
powers. After all, we are dealing with 
human beings, and we are going to have 
these problems upon the cessation of 
hostilities. 

Somebody is going to be in a position 
where he can say that company A may 
have some strategic materials as to com- 
panies B, C, D, and other companies, and 
in that I can see the possibility of all 
sorts of fraud and corruption, if you 
please. So it seems to me that a citizen 
ought to be in a position, where a decision 
is purely arbitrary and capricious, to go 
into court and enjoin that administra- 
tor from carrying out the things that are 
improper. 

Bear this in mind, that the action is 
in equity, and in order to make out a 
case it is necessary to demonstrate to 
the satisfaction of the court that the ac- 
tion is capricious and arbitrary. I can- 
not imagine a judge who would issue a 
temporary restraining order, and I can- 
not imagine a judge issuing any restrain- 
ing order until after a full and complete 
hearing at which the administrative 
agency could make the representations 
that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CocHRAN] thinks they would make in case 
any application is made. No judge un- 
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der those circumstances would grant a 
restraining order. 

This amendment is absolutely neces- 
sary if we are to protect our people from 
those things that inevitably happen 
when some people get too much power, 
power that cannot be reviewed. I urg 
this amendment. 

Mr. £PRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the genileman from 
Iowa |[Mr. GWYNNE]. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, I 
agree with the gentleman ffom 1 








in being opposed to the comn 

amendment, but for an entirely different 
reason. In my judg! t amendment 
does nothins It simply restates exist- 


ing law, except that it mal! 
change in the fc 

If you will f 
would like t 


rm of ser\ 


llow me just a minute, I 


) call your a ition to what 
has happened under this Second War 
Powers Act. It illustrates how bureauc- 

4 


racy has us by the throat, and how this 
Congress is refusing to do anything to 
protect the peopie from it. If you have 
before you the original Second War Pow- 
ers Act, you will see it covers some 16 
titles. If you will turn to title 3, on page 
3, “Priorities powers,” you will find this 
senvence: 


Whenever the President is satisfied t! 


the fulfillment of requirements for the de- 
fense of the United States will result iz 
Shortage in the supply of any material— 


And so forth— 
the President may allocate such material 


facilities in such manner, upon such 


tions, and to such an exte1 s he shall deem 
necessary or appropriate li the public in- 
terest and to promote the national defense, 


That seatence is the sentence that 
gives the President authority to allocate 
materials, to set up priorities, and to es- 
tablish rationing. Mr. Chairman, that 
sentence gives to the President and to his 
agencies an authority we all admit he 
should have. For instance, the Pi 
under that sentence can do this: He can 
say to company A, “You can have a 
thousand tons of steel to make tanks.” 
He can say to company B, “You can have 
500 tons of steel to make some civilian 
goods essential or useful in the war ef- 
fort.” He can say to company C, “You 
can have nothing, because the produ 
you make is not essential.” 

We anticipated, when we passed that 


law and wrote that sentence 


cent 


that there 
would be violations of the orders of the 
President; that steel might be given to 
some corporation with which to make 
war material, and that they might divert 
it to improper uses. So we provided pen- 
alties. We provided that the W. P. B. 
might go into court and get an injunc- 
tion against the person who violated 
these orders, or they might go into court 
and have the man prosecuted criminal! 

and put in the penitentiary. Those are 
the methods of enforcement provided in 
the law. 

But you know that a bureau never 
likes to take a citizen into court. They 
are afraid they will run up against some 
judge who is old-fashioned enough to 


think that the Co. ition is equally 
sacred with the rul nd regulations of 
the bureaus. So here is what the W. 
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P. B. did. They invented 
theirown. They invented what they are 
pleased to call a suspension or a sanc- 
tion. For example, if they give 1,000 
tons of steel to someone and they think 
he misuses it, they will put an order into 
effect that he is thereafter during the 
lifetime of the a and in some cases 
even beyond the lifetime of the act, pro- 
hibited from g¢ any of that critical 
» the Supreme Court, not 

it from the rationing 
‘ Court held that the 
power to allocate did give the allocating 
thority the power to take away and re- 
offending per- 
er during the 


aul 


allocate and prohibit the 


on frorn ever tnereal 
time of the law getting any goods to be 
allocated. That is the case of Stuart 
against Bowles. I submit you should 
read it 

This amendment which is advertised 
here as being something great for the 
citizen and as being a defense against the 
suspensions and these sanctions says just 
this. Let us analyze it a minute. All it 
says is that the district court shall have 
jurisdiction to enjoin these suspension 
orders. They have that now. The Gov- 
ernment does not deny it, and in the 
Stuart case they admitted it. The only 
change that I can see that this amend- 
ment makes in existing law is a minor 
change as to the manner of service. 

Here is what your remedy is if you go 
in for an injunction. In the first place, 
you will get no relief. You cannot get 
into the courts until you have exhausted 
all your administrative remedies. In the 
W. P. B. they have not just one of these 
administrative courts, they have a series 
of them. You must go from one to the 
other before you can even be heard in 
court. The lower court has jurisdiction 
to hear your injunction suit. If you 
want to know how independent the courts 
are in deciding cases for themselves, read 
the recent decision of the Supreme Court 
in 310 United States 570. In other words, 
they will enjoin the enforcement of a 
law only in rare cases where there is a 
clear showing that the agency acted ca- 
priciously or arbitrarily and without evi- 
dence. The remedy the citizen has to- 
day is nothing and the remedy he has 
under this amendment is nothing. 

This is what we should do. Here is 
the kind of amendment we should have. 
We gave the W. P. B. their rights. We 
said, “We are laying down a course of 
conduct for the citizen. If he violates 
it you can take him into court.” Let 
them do it. Do not let them set up a 
kangaroo court of their own and then 
make the citizen go into court in a futile 
effort to try to enjoin them. This is the 
kind of an amendment we need. We 
should add this language to this bill 
instead of the’ suggested committee 
amendment: 


life- 


Nothing in this act shall be construed as 
giving the President or any Federal agency, 
official, or employee the right to inflict or 
impose penalties, sanctions, or suspension 
orders of any kind, remedial or otherwise, 
not both specified by statute and expressly 
delegated to such agency or person by lawful 
authority. 


CONG 


a penalty of | 


What we do by this amendment, if it 
should be adopted, is simply to make the 
W. P. B. enforce the rights we give them 
and enforce the obligations we put on the 
citizen, in a proper court, instead of in- 
venting their own penalties and their own 
judicial process, and then expecting the 
citizen by some remedy that does not 
exist to go in and protect himself. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GWYNNE. I am not sure that I 
am making myself clear. I should like 
to yield on that point. 

Mr. JENKINS. Is the gentleman go- 
ing to offer that kind of an amendment? 

Mr. GWYNNE. Itrust an amendment 

ke that will be offered. 

Mr. JENKINS. I hope it will, because 
I should like to support it. 

} GWYNNE. They 
that would hamstring the W. P. B.” 
Nhy will it? We are losing our rights 
every day and we are losing them under 
this claim of emergency. Mr. Chairman, 
if we are here 50 years, you will hear that 
claim as we heard it in connection with 
the depression and as we hear it now on 
account of the war. Then it will be the 
rehabilitation of Europe; then it will be 
another depression and another period 
of unemployment. After all we have 
come to a pretty pass in this country 
when we admit that the courts and the 
judicial machinery are not adequate to 
enforce the rights that we, ourselves, are 
giving to these bureaus. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GWYNNE. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The way 
this committee amendment is phrased, 
it speaks of the right to do it under any 
other law or authority and then it also 
uses the word “allocation.” I should 
think in a case, for instance, where 
money was given to an automobile con- 
cern, let us say a million dollars, by 
the Defense Plant Corporation, that 
would be an allocation and somebody 
else could go and enjoin that because 
they wanted the money and did not con- 
sider it fair and thus hold up the war 
effort. For that reason, I wonder if 
this amendment is entirely innocuous. 

Mr. GWYNNE. In my judgment, it 
is entirely innocuous. Nothing can be 
done under this amendment by way of 
any substantive right that you cannot 
now do under existing law. In other 
words, if you maintain that some depart- 
ment of the Government is, in violation 
of law, depriving you of your rights, you 
always have the right to go to court for 
an injunction. We all know that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. SaBaTH), 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, when I 
reported the rule yesterday making this 
bill in order, I stated that I would oppose 
one of the committee amendments. 
Later, however, after having carefully 
read both of the amendments I was sat- 
isfied that both amendments should be 
approved. I was misled, originally, in 


will 


li 


tell us, “Oh, 


vil, 
t 
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believing that the first amendment, 
which I think is known as the Walter 
amendment and on which the commit- 
tee had agreed, was too restrictive. The 
Committee on the Judiciary, in its wis- 
dom, changed and rewrote the originally 
proposed Walter amendment and I am 
further informed that the gentleman who 
has the present duty of enforcing the 
law agreed to the changes in the amend- 
ment as proposed and agreed upon by 
the committee. Opportunity was afford- 
ed me to correct my remarks with re- 
spect to the two amendments before they 
went to the Government Printing Office 
yesterday and they properly explain the 
consideration given the amendments by 
the Committee on the Judiciary and that 
I favored their adoption by the House. 
I again reiterate my support o1 these two 
committee amendments and hope that 
they will receive the approval of the 
House and that no amendments will be 
considered which may destroy the intent 
and prudence displayed by this splendid 
committee in reporting out and agreeing 
to satisfactory amendments to the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust that we will not 
lose much time on this matter because 
the moment we are through with this bill, 
I shall call up a rule making in order the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. HorrmMan],. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
proposed amendment, as I understand it, 
merely gives the citizen the right, in a 
very few instances, to get into court and 
there ask judgment as to the validity of 
a Board order. To my mind there are 
many other occasions on which a citizen 
should be given the right to go into court 
and ask a review of the orders. Perhaps 
an amendment to lessen the evil is not 
germane to this bill or to this amendment 
to the War Powers Act, but there has 
been altogether too much abuse in the 
exercise of the powers which have been 
given to the various boards. What I 
have in mind is this. The War Labor 
Board in settling disputes—and disputes 
have interfered with the war effort—has 
taken the authority, which it never had, 
to issue an order requiring the security- 
of-membership clause to be incorpo- 
rated in contracts; to require the em- 
ployer and employee to enter into a con- 
tract containing that provision. 

In testifying before one of the House 
committees, the Chairman of the War 
Labor Board stated that his justification 
for those orders was the fact that inas- 
much as under the National Labor Rela- 
tions Act, the employer and employee 
might agree upon a maintenance of 
membership and check-off or closed 
shop, inasmuch as they might volun- 
tarily agree to that, therefore the Board, 
having authority under the Smith-Con- 
nally Act to settle disputes, had the 
power to go ahead and order the em- 
ployer and employee to do it; that is, to 
agree to those provisions. That is, order 
a closed shop, order a check-off, order a 
maintenance of membership, which is 


but a variation of the closed shop and 








1944 

( ‘ k- ort hen 
he fact that under 

1ith-Connaliy Act, 


in making such 


idis 


attention was called 
section 3, of the 
it WwW provided 
orders the Board 
in mind and keep in mind 
yns of other acts, such as the 

vy, the N. L. R. A., he simply 
long as we are required 
we whatever 
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as 


“UT a! » 


as 


can do 
them.” 
this debate someone 
t objective be’ore all the 
time was the winning of 

is true, but it is only true 
If when this war has 


accurately speaking, 


1+ 


putes 
necessary to settle 
said 
e 
sense 
* more 
» fighting is over, when all the 
have been won, we find ourselvé 
yut those things for which we have 

id the war was being fought, that is, 

ie “four freedoms,” then certainly we 
have fought the war in vain, and we have 
made no proere whatever. 

I do not understand -~why it is that this 
e ress, I do not understand why it is 

hat the Republican organization, can- 

not see fit to demand that in this legis- 
lation which we pass from week to week, 
and month to month, we do not insert 
provisions which protect the rights of 
the citizens under our Constitution. 

I cannot understand why it is that the 
War Labor Board should be permitted to 
go on and issue the orders which it has 

issuing, an order for example down 

here in Philadelphia which caused that 
trike: orders which indirectly in Chi- 
igo for 17 days tied up 35 percent of the 

war workers of certain plants and kept 
them from getting to their jobs because 
of a strike on the railroad system. I 
cannot understand why it is we sit here 
and refuse to take action which will pre- 
vent strikes, for example, in the city of 
Detroit. Not a single day goes by but 
that there are strikes which directly, not 
indirectly, but directly, interfere with 
the production of war materials. It was 
only a short while ago that the President 
said these strikes were causing the death 
of American soldiers. Yet the Republi- 
can organization has not the inclination 
or courage, I do not know which it is, to 


wv 


Ss 


SS 


ngs 


been 


put an end, as far as we can, to that situ- 
ation. I do not understand why it is 
that you on the majority side, when the 


President, who you said had just received 

mandate from the people, said that 
strikes are causing the death of 

American soldiers, do not initiate legis- 
lation, do not start a movement to end 
it—to correct the situation. Is it because 
» President owes his reelection to the 
, to the C. I. O., and this is the 


unt S 


se 


aunt 
payc > 


I have bes 


*n accused of being a sedi 
onist, so-called, of being a Hitlerite, 
ro-Nazi, because I protested those 
hings; and yet your President tells you 
hat delay in passing legislation to settle 
his is causing the death of cur soldiers. 
Mr.WALTER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield. 

Mr.WALTER. Perhaps when the gen- 
tleman makes the statement he just 
made he does not realize that in France 
it was a crime to strike at the time of 
the invasion. 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. What has that to di 
with this? We are not in France; we 
are not French; we are not und Any 
French Government 

Mr. WALTER. The had a rik 
policy 

Mr. HOFFMAN. We are sup! ( 
be under a constitutional govern: 

But we have no effective program <¢ 
policy to prevent interference Vv l t 
war production. We are not run 
things the way they ran them in Fran 
we are not following Frenchme The 

is a way out of t! I believe and - 
ways have believed that the Am« i 
workers aS a group, the overwheln 
majority, are just as hone and pa 

as you and I claim to be, as we think 
we are; but we Know very well that for 
their own purposes there is a small 1 

b of their leaders who are profiting 
out of this war situation, buiiding up 


funds of millions of dollars, drawing large 
whose expense accounts are a! 
most unlimited: yet we do nothing about 
it. I tried vears ago to get the 
House to pass legislation here that would 
have prevented the formation of the 
P. A. C. Now they intend to take 
over—they have already taken over—the 
Democratic Party. Sure. It controlled 
the last election in many States. The 
gentleman may smile, but they got rid 
of Joe STARNES, one of the best men this 
House ever had; they got rid of JoHN 
CosTELLO. They boast of defeating t 
men whose only cffense was that on oc- 
casion—not always, on occasion—they 
voted against the program of those who 
controlled the P. A. C. and the corrupt 
leaders in the C. I. O. 


slay » 
Saiaries, 


91, 
“ 2 


hose 


Now you let them 

go on. 
Republican members have said to me: 
“Oh, stick your neck out and you will 
get it.” All right; I stuck it out and 


I got it; and I am glad I was not silent. 
I know where my friends are and I know 
who are my enemies. I thank God for 
the enemies I have made while I have 
been in this Congress. I know, too, that 


those Republicans who told me to go back 
and shut up will themselves be subject to 


the same kind of abuse and be as falsely 
accused asI was. Many Republicans and 
Democrats have already been so accused. 
I just cannot understand why so many 
sit here and without protest let tl 
P. A. C. and subversive groups skin 
alive; why no effective action 
I hope that ultimately y 
ize what they are going to do to all o 
you and take effective action. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 
Mr. 


Le 
vou 


is take! 
ou will all re 


HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
vield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. MICHEN 

Mr. MICHENER ye now 


Ww 
bill which is bef 


iore 
P 


Powers Act 


us return to the 
the House. The Second War 


let 
{ 


was enacted some time ago. It is been 
eff ive in more ways than one. Many 


necessary things have been accomplished 
under the act, but at the same time many 
inequalities have followed the adminis- 
tration of the act. I can, from personal 
experience, name many cases where in- 
justice and inequities have occurred by 
reason of the way the law was adminis- 
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sentat of the ¢ er agen thi 
car! on thi a rk, th ! 
opposi! his amendment I tok 
they were trying as nearly as they coul 
in the administ: n of the | , to com- 
ply with what the amendment provides, 
even though a mandate is not written in 
the present lay 

The committee had these agercies b 
fore it and my judgment is that al 
sult of those hearings and as a result of 
the attitude expressed by the members of 
the committee unanimou sly by tl 
amendment bei! included, and _ bé 
cause of this debate, they are i? to b 
doubly careful in the future, in protec 
ing the right of tl iffected by 
priorities and suspension 

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ve fo. 
the bill as amended. It is not, of course, 
allI want, but this extension is necessar 
now. May I say further that Under Sec- 
retary of War Judge Patterson came be 
fore my committee and went on record 
taking the position that to attempt t 
include additional amendments would 
interfere with the war effort right nov 
The people of the country do not want 
this, they know that these laws cannot bs 
repe ‘aled at thi ’ of t ul nd 
tl will not favor ; mpts to de 
het he amendment a ( 
merits in peacetir Eliminate t 
kangaroo ¢ rts, y it do! ] ul 
tl ar eff« None of u ur 
trictions, and we n ( 
as soon as possible afte 1e v 

The CHAIRM AN [The time of 
og nt! lemart he exp e¢ 

Mr. HO BBS Mr. Cl :y 
5 minute ) the gentlen ym - 
nesse¢ M1 Ki FAUVER 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentle Saal Ir. JENKIN 
a few minut ago I { 
would be of me men 
ol ie comm l 
briefly what tl ) Po 
previously passed p ( 

Immediat after P Harbor Con- 
ere ive c¢ j the F WwW 
Powers A t and ! 
two Hou of C i! ned 
the President on D m 18, 1941 The 
First War Powers Act provided, however, 
that it should ‘main in f during 
the continua of the } W and 
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for 6 months after the termination of the 
war or until such earlier time as the 
Congress by concurrent resolution or the 
President may designate. So we have 
not before us and have never had before 
us the matter of renewing or extending 
the First War Powers Act. 

To refresh the 
Members, the First War Powers Act pro- 
vided in title I “coordination of executive 
bureaus in the interest of a more effi- 
cient concentration of government.” It 
dealt 
giving the President through the various 
departments of the Government power 
to make certain contracts in connection 
with the v 
First War Powers Act had to do with the 
matter of trading with the enemy, regu- 
lation ef currency and bullion, commu- 
nications, and giving the Government 
certain rights of censorship. 

Immediately after passage of the First 
War Powers Act the Congress gave con- 
sideration to the Second War Powers Act, 
which was originally passed and ap- 
proved on March 27, 1942. Under the 
terms of that act it did not continue for 
the duration of the war but until Decem- 
ber 31, 1944. 
shortly unless renewed. 

The Second War Powers Act contained 
some fifteen titles and I take it it is not 
important at this time to review what 
all of the titles provide unless some one 
especially wants that information. I 
have the law here before me. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I think it would be well 
if the gentleman would include those 15 
titles in the Recorp so that we might 
refresh our memory, and the public 
might have their memory refreshed 
again on what the Second War Powers 
Act really is and what it constitutes. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. May I inquire of 
the gentleman from Alabama if I may 
have a few additional minutes to read 
the titles of the Second War Powers Act? 

Mr. HOBBS. The gentleman may 
have all the time he desires within rea- 
sonable limits. I yield the gentleman 2 
additional minutes. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Title I of the Second 
War Powers Act deals with emergency 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission over motor and water carriers, 
suspending certain rules which might 
impede the movement of traffic. 

Title II deals with the acquisition and 
disposition of property which is well 
known by all Members. 

Title ITI deals with priority powers 
which were given to the Executive under 
which the War Production Board and 
other agencies operate. 

Title IV has to do with the purchase 
by the Federal Reserve banks of Govern- 
ment obligations. 


I yield to the gen- 


under title II with the matter of- 


recollection of the | 


ar; and the third title of the | 





So it will expire very | 


Title V has to do with the waiver of | 


certain navigation and inspection laws 
in order to facilitate the movement of 
traffic on rivers and in ports. 

Title VI has to do with the power of 
requisitioning property that 


Title VII deals with political activity, 
and it exempted from the Hatch Act 
certain people working in a purely advis- 
ory capacity in connection with the war 
activity where they are not receiving any 
salary from the Federal Government, 

Title VIII is entitled “Protection of 
War Industries and Protection of Re- 


sources Subject to Hazards of Forest | 


Fires.” It gives the President the right 
to make certain rules and regulations in 
connection therewith and to use the Ci- 
vilian Conservation Corps to fight forest 
fires. 

Title IX provides for free postage for 
soldiers, sailors, and marines. 

Title X has to do with the naturaliza- 
tion of persons serving in the armed 
forces of the United States during the 
present war, giving them certain bene- 
fits in connection with naturalization 
laws by virtue of their service in the 
Army of the United States. 

Title XI provides and authorizes the 
acceptance of conditional gifts to further 
the war program, and provides for the 
setting up of a section in the Treasury 
so the United States could receive gifts 
from individuals for the prosecution of 
the war. 

Title XII has to do with the coinage of 
5-cent pieces; the bullion and make-up 
of 5-cent pieces. 

Title XIII deals with the inspection 
and audit of war contractors, giving the 
Executive the right to inspect certain 
books of war contractors who have con- 
tracts with the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Title XIV is the utilization of vital war 
information, restraining the use of cer- 
tain information in certain cases so as 
not to make it public where it had to do 
with the carrying on of the war. 

Title XV sets the time limit for the 
Second War Powers Act to expire on De- 
cember 31, 1944. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. HANCOCK. May I call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that title 
VIII is not extended by this bill. 

Mr. KEFAUVER.. That is correct. 

Mr. HANCOCK. That is the title that 
authorized the establishment of the 
C. C. C., and for fighting forest fires. 

We do not have a C. C. C. any more. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. That is right; title 
VIII is not continued by this bill. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. The Second War Pow- 
ers Act gives the President permission to 
act on all these matters as he sees fit 
without the consent of Congress. That 
is the authority we are giving him, is it 
not? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. No. The authority 
is set forth in the provisions here. It 


| limits what the Executive can do in ac- 


| cordance with the law we passed. 


might be | 


needed in connection with the war ef- | 


fort. 


It 
gives him the authority to do certain 
things under regulations set forth in the 
acts 
were necessary for the war effort. 
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Mr. JENSEN. Yes; I understand that; 
but after we passed the War Powers Act, 
we gave to the President the authority 
to act under his own discretion. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Not at all. It gave 
the President greater authority to do 
many things in connection with certain 
matters, as has been recited here, that 
have to do with the prosecution of the 
war. If the gentleman will read Public 
Law 509 of the Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, he will find that it says exactly 
what it gives the President authority to 
do and the conditions under which he 
may do it. All the bill now before us 
does is, of course, to extend the Second 
War Powers Act for 1 more year, with 
title VIII eliminated, and with an 
amendment to title III, which is the sec- 
tion that deals with priorities. 

Mr. JENSEN. The reason I am bring- 


| ing up that point is simply that there 


are many people in the United States who 
do not realize that the President does 


| have great powers handed to him by 


the Congress in this all-out war emer- 
gency, and that, of course, it is neces- 
sary to give the President these unlim- 
ited powers, which we hope he will use 
to the best advantage possible in win- 
ning the war. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I thank the gentle- 
man. I think the powers given under 
these war acts are definitely required. 
When the President assumed the role of 
Commander in Chief he had to have 
these powers. The Constitution con- 
templated a concentration of power for 
war purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. In connection with 
the amendment which is placed on sec- 
tion 3, the priority section, I think we 
should state again just what this amend- 
ment does so as to have the legislative 
record clear. It deals only with a sus- 
pension order by the War Production 
Board or the agencies operating under 
this section after a person or firm has 
had an allocation. You will recall that 
in the Stabilization Act a right of appeal 
was given in O. P. A. cases where sus- 
pension orders were issued. This gives 
the same right, or substantially the same 
right, to all the agencies operating under 
the Second War Powers Act that was 
given to the citizen by the Stabilization 
Act in regard to matters under the 
O. P. A. If a person has an allocation 
and it is suspended for some reason or 
violation, he has his right to go to court. 
If it is modified or, if you want to call it 
that, suspended by reason of some gen- 
eral cut-back of the amount of material 
that may be allocated for civilian use in 
conformity with the general program of 
the War Production Board, it is not in- 
tended to give him any right to question 
in court the cut-back required in order 
to have more of the strategic material 
for the war purposes. We had under 
consideration in the committee an 
amendment which would give the person 
a right of injunction when an allocation 
It was insisted and 
urged by some members of the com- 








mittee that he should have a right to 
injunctive relief where an allocation 
was refused in the first instance when 
a person applied for one, but statements 


of all of the agencies affected that this 
would divide the allocating power out to 
all the district courts over the country, 
who would not have an all-over picture 
of the situation, and that in order to 
handle priorities intelligently and effec- 
tively the authority had to be concen- 
trated in one group, led the committee 
in wisdom—and I think it decided 
correctly—to vote down the amendment 
which would give an appeal where an 
application was made for an allocation in 
the first instance. 

I take it, in order to go into court and 
ask for an injunction, you have to show 
that you have no adequate remedy at 
law and that you would be irreparably 
damaged if the suspension order were 
put into effect. You must exhaust your 
effort to secure relief through adminis- 
trative appeal before being entitled to 
injunctive relief. 

I do not believe that this will interfere 
with the war effort. The agencies ap- 
peared and they did not express any op- 
position to giving this right of injunctive 


its 


process, and, as a matter of fact, they 
said the citizen had it already. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 


Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I just 
want to ask the gentleman what would 
happen in a case of this kind: Suppose 
the War Department finds that its needs 
for a certain type of war equipment are 
much greater than they had thought 
they were going to be a few days before, 
or a week before, and they therefore 
find it very desirable to encourage an 
increased production in that particular 
field, and, perhaps, in order to get the 
raw material to make that possible, they 
have to take it away from some other 
field. How would this provision affect 
a situation of that sort? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. It will not affect it. 
There will be no right of injunctive proc- 
ess or appeal to a court in that case. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Does 
the gentleman think the language makes 
that plain? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. I think the lan- 
guage makes it plain, and certainly the 
proceedings of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, the report of the committee, 
and the stetement of the chairman and 
the ranking minority member of the 
committee make it plain, if there is any 
doubt about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has again expired. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana |Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, at 
the outset of my remarks on this subject, 
I want to direct my remarks to the effect 
this bill might or could have, with re- 
spect to the war effort. Of course, it is 


the policy of our committee, as was evi- 
denced continuously throughout the 
hearings, that we do not wish in any 
manner to disturb or disrupt the war 
effort. Whatever is necessary, and 








whatever is essential, for use in this war 


effort, that we want to give, because it 
is the policy, I know, of every Member 
of this great law-making body that we 


desire this war to be ended as quickly 
as possible, and with a complete victory 
and by the complete surrender of our 
enemies. The different titles of the Sec- 
ond War Powers Act have been explained 
very carefully. During the time that we 
were discussing in our committee the 
various features of this particular legis- 
lation, which extends the Second War 
Powers Act for 1 year, we heard quite 
a lot of evidence. As you Know, the 
present War Powers Act expires on the 
3lst of December of this year and action 
at this time is necessary in the event the 
provisions of that bill are extended. It 
is the desire of all Members to grant 
every authority necessary to successfully 
prosecute this war to a speedy conclu- 
sion. In the hearings in the Judiciary 
Committee the question arose respecting 
the disposition of matters within the de- 
partments. I recall especially the ques- 
tion arose with reference to the War 
Production Board; this matter was gone 
into very carefully, concerning the pro- 
cedure, the hearings before the first 
hearing agent on the question of priori- 
ties, and then the appeal from that agent 
to the Administrator himself; and, in 
certain cases, after the hearings had 
been had before the hearing agent or the 
hearing authority, then the matter could 
be taken before the five-man appeal 
board within the department. Those 
men who tried the case, and before 
whom the appeal is taken, are all mem- 
bers of that department. We found that 
during the time the War Production 
Board has been in existence they have 
had some 42,000 of these particular ap- 
plication cases which-have been appealed 
from the first hearing agent, either to 
the appeal board within the department 
or before the Administrator. 

Out of those 42,000 cases in which 
there had been an appeal, there have 
been modifications, or there have been 
reversals, in whole or in part, in some 
38,000 cases. In other words, they have 
been handling many matters: in these 
appeals they have been evidently giving 
fair consideration, because certainly that 
is a very large percentage of modifica- 
tions with respect to either reversals, in 
whole or in part, or modifications of the 
original orders which were made in those 
particular cases. 

Of course, we have before us the ques- 
tion of favoritism in allocations: we have 
the question of suspension orders and of 
closing orders. Those questions were 
considered, and they had a compelling 
influence upon members in writing into 
this measure the amendment which ap- 
pears as title 3, on page 2, of the bill now 
before the Committee. Some of the 
members of the committee have taken 
the position that the amendment em- 
braced in this measure does not give any 
more right to the people than they al- 
ready have under the original Second 
War Powers Act. It was admitted by 
those who represented the Department 
that under existing law and under the 
Second War Powers Act, the right of the 
individual or the citizens, the firms, or 
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they were aggrieved by reason of 
the suspension orders or the closing or- 
ders, or matters which directly affected 
their business or the operation of their 
plant, was permitted. The Second War 
Powers Act does not clearly define that 
right. We sought to clarify this measure 
by approving an amendment, which is 
set forth as title 3, on page 2. Without 


doubt that amendment gives the right in 
those questions of suspension, or in,the 
denial of a stay of suspension—and those 
are the most drastic penalties which can 
be asserted by the agency under this bill. 
This amendment would give the right to 
the people to go into court and seek in- 
junctive relief where they are aggrieved 
by that order being oppressive and 
wrong, and where the same operates to 
destroy the business which they are seek- 
ing to operate. 

One of the thoughts that impressed 
me, as we heard the testimony with re- 
spect to this particular measure and its 
extension, was the fact that the people 
should have the right to appeal to a 
court, rather than to submit all of their 
important questions to an appeal board 
within the department or the agency, 
which is composed of men who are em- 
ployed by that particular agency, and 
who are drawing their salaries from that 
particular agency. Judge Patterson, the 
Under Secretary of War, came before our 
committee and expressly stated that di- 
rect appeals in allocations could and 
would interfere with the prosecution of 
the war. Of course, the members of this 
committee do not want to do anything 
with respect to this measure which will 
in any way deter or interfere with the 
prosecution of the war. The war must 
go forward. It must go forward to a 
speedy conclusion. With this amend- 
ment now in the bill, I intend to sup- 
port it. I firmly believe that as far as 
the question of the prosecution of the 
war is concerned, it is highly essential 
and absolutely necessary that this act be 
extended for the period of 1 year, and 
that the powers and rights vested in the 
various agencies of Government under 
this existing law be continued until th 
war ends. We cannot step in at this 
time and take any action which will in 
any Way interfere with our war effort. 

With the ending of this war, legisla- 
tion of this character should, of course 
be entirely eliminated from the statute 
and the people left free again and given 
the right to assert their own independ- 
ence as free American citizens. I pro- 
pose to support this measure and I pro- 


S 


pose to vote to continue the Second Wa 
Powers Act for the period of 1 year 
provided in this measure, for the purpose 
of aiding the war effort. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr, Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to my distin- 
guished friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. I have not been privi- 
legzed to hear all of the arguments on this 
bill, but I have heard the last four state- 
ments. I would like very much to un- 
derstand exactly what this amendment to 
title 3 purports to do. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 additional] minutes to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. KEEFE. Am I correct in the 
assumption that the provisions of this 
amendment to Title 3 relate only to 
circumstances where a priority or an 
allocation order has already been issued 
by the War Production Board and the 
protection afforded to the citizen applies 
only as against attempts to recall the 
priority order or allocation that may 
have theretofore been given? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to thank the 
gentleman for propounding that ques- 
tion and I will attempt to answer it. 

In the first place one must go through 
the entire proceeding in the department 
before one is entitled to go into court 
to seek injunctive relief as is provided 
under Title 3 of the pending bill. In 
other words, the matter would be heard 
before this hearing agent; then an ap- 
peal might be taken either to the ad- 
ministrator of that department, or to 
the 5-man appeals board. The case is 
finally decided and the order rendered. 
If the citizen is then aggrieved by the 
final determination by that board, or 
other administrative agent, the citizen 
can seek so-called injunctive relief be- 
fore the courts. This ill provides, as the 
gentleman knows, that the jurisdiction 
is where the citizen himself resides. 

Mr. KEEFE. I would thank the 


gentleman if he would yield for a further 
answer; that does not specifically touch 


the point I had in mind. Am I correct 
in the assumption that there is nothing 
in this amendment to Title 3 to disturb 
the present position or authority of the 
War Production Board and their juris- 
diction to make allocations and to grant 
or deny priorities in the first instance? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is nothing in 
this bill which disturbs the right of the 
War Production Board to operate as it is 
now operating. The only thing this bill 
does is to give the additional right to the 
person, firm, or corporation, or whoever 
is involved, to go into the courts and 
seek injunctive relief if he is aggrieved 
by the final order which is issued and 
entered by the War Production Board, 
or any other agency using such power. 
This amendment merely clarifies and 
makes certain that right to the people. 
From the statements made by the vari- 
ous departments and heads of Govern- 
ment, they agree to this amendment. 
They contend that power is already 
vested in the people, but this amendment 
clarifies the bill and makes certain that 
the power to resort to the courts rests 
with the people. 

Mr. KEEFE. I may say to the gentle- 
man that he still does not reach the 
point I had in mind. I should like to 
have it clarified for the Recorp and I 
hope some other Member will use his 
time to clarify the point I am trying to 
reach. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr, Hosss]. 
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Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I will be so happy to 
yield, but I have heard the question 
asked twice, and I believe I can answer it. 

Mr. KEEFE. For continuity’s sake in 
the Recorp, I just want to clear that one 
question up right now so that there will 
not be any doubt about it so far as the 
ReEcorpD is concerned. 

Mr. HOBBS. I will be so happy to do 
so. In fact, that is one of the reasons I 
am rising at this time. If I do not do it, 
please call my attention to the fact at 
the end of my statement. 

The first thing I wish to do is to pay 
tribute to the administration, at the 
higher levels, of these agencies that have 
been administering the Second War 
Powers Act and those powers that have 
been delegated in pursuance thereof. 
We were tremendously impressed by the 
testimony before our committee in these 
hearings, giving us the facts with refer- 
ence to how this trust thus imposed has 
been administered. Their record shows 
that the men who are discharging this 
great responsibility are excellent public 
servants, extremely interested in doing 
their duty, their whole duty, and noth- 
ing but their duty, with fairness to “John 
Q. Citizen” and all affected. They frank- 
ly admitted that mistakes have been 
made, but most of them have been made 
on the lower levels by men who in spite 
of care exercised in their selection were 
human beings and made mistakes some- 
times. 

Mr. Chairman, there are only two com- 
mittee amendments to the pending bill. 
One is a mere matter of clarification to 
bring about technical accuracy. Instead 
of referring to a concurrent resolution of 
Congress which, eccording to a strained 
construction, would include the Presi- 
dent because of his approval and veto 
powers, we recommend the change to 
concurrent resolution by the two Houses 
of Congress, which excludes the Presi- 
dent. In the very next sentence the 
President is empowered also to declare 
the termination of the act before the 
date to which its life is conditionally 
extended. That amendment need not 
worry anyone and does not. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CocHran] and the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SasaTH] at first thought that 
the second committee amendment was 
wrong and dangerous, but have aban- 
doned the field, because they were hon- 
estly mistaken about it. Probably the 
trouble has been as explained by the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Sasarul, 
when he said that he was opposing the 
Walter amendment that was offered in 
our committee and there voted down. 
May I, therefore, address myself for a 
few minutes to the effect of this second 
amendment which the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Gwynne] thinks is innocuous? 

Mr. Chairman, without abating one 
jot or one tittle of the power of any of 
these agencies to control the distribution 
of strategic war materials, in no sense 
giving any power to diminish the stock 
pile for war purposes of any of these ma- 
terials, in no sense curtailing nor ham- 
pering any necessary power, we propose 
this amendment as fair, just, and rea- 


KEEFE. Will the gentleman 
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sonable to all parties concerned. This 
would affect only the least of the three 
modes of what might be loosely called 
appeal. The first one is where an appli- 
cation for priority or for allocation is 
denied in the regular routine under a 
general order. That goes into the 
agency and may or may not find relief 
for the appellant. But as my distin- 
guished confrere the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. SprInceR] has pointed out, 
we find that in that field, which we ex- 
plored fully, ample justice has been done 
in Many cases. 

Then the second category of the three 
categories of the so-called appeals is 
where, admitting that the law was 
against the citizen seeking relief, he was 
asking for an exception to be made in 
his case because of a peculiar hardship 
or necessity, which transcended the need 
served by the general order. There again 
the appeal has been within the agency, 
and most of them, in fact 90 percent of 
them, have been recommended by the 
one in the field who denied the relief 
sought. So we cannot possibly afford to 
jeopardize expedition by running the 
risk of overwhelming the courts and 
short-circuiting war necessities in 25,000 
cases a year when there is so little ap- 
parent need. In 9 out of 10 cases the 
relief sought has been granted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I am delighted to yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I ask the gen- 
tleman to state if it is not a fact that the 
heads of these agencies gave testimony 
before our committee that there had 
been but two injunction suits filed? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes; that is so. The 
third category of the so-called appeals 
is the one in which this amendment 
operates. It simply says that where there 
has been an allocation of strategic war 
material or priority given by one of these 
agencies, and any citizen or firm or cor- 
poration has not exercised its right in 

ecordance with the understanding the 
board has of its allocation or priority as- 
sistance, then an order is issued, called 
a suspension order, as to the rights being 
exercised by that citizen or that person 
or that firm. It is called generally a 
sanction. Some people call it a punish- 
ment. It has been challenged in the 
courts on the ground that it is a punish- 
ment not in accordance with the penal- 
ties fixed by law. But the Supreme Court 
has upheld it as an honest, fair admin- 
istration of the allocation power under 
the Second War Powers Act. So that is 
settled. 

It is only in that limited sense that this 
amendment gives any right at all, and 
then in that third group of so-called 
appeals it does operate. It could not by 
any stretch of the imagination alter the 
power of any board to preserve strategic 
war material or to further the war effort 
or to expedite it. 

What does it do then? It simply says 
that where this particular situation 
comes into the picture, then the citizen 
shall have the right to go into the dis- 
trict court in the district of his major 
place of business, his home court, and 
ask the court to enjoin this suspension 
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of the right he had been exercising. We 
recognize that citizens generally are not 
familiar with the labyrinthine spread of 
the agencies. He may not even know the 
name of the agency that has, according 
to his contention, in the vernacular, 
“done him wrong.” He can tell his story 
to the judge through his attorney and 
et a temporary restraining order. 
How shall he reach that agency? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
entleman from Alabama has expired. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
bama the remainder of the time assigned 
this side. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. 
n, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOBBS. I am delighted to yield 
the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. REED of New York. I notice that 
» committee amendment includes this 


revace: 


Chair- 


Any action to enjoin or set aside any such 
ter shall be brought within 5 days after 
he service thereof. 

It seems to me that is a very short 


peviod of time. A large corporation with 
i highly trained legal staff could perhaps 
take the necessary steps very quickly, but 
corporations or people of limited means, 


perhaps dealing with a lawyer in the 
untry of less experience, might require 
more time. What does the gentleman 


think of that? 

Mr. HOBBS. I think I will be able to 

atisfy the gentleman perfectly on that. 

The purpose of fixing only a 5-day limi- 
tation is to insure the progress of our war 
effort. It is, therefore, aimed at getting 
justice quickly, while it is fresh in the 
mind of the man who thinks he has been 
wronged. There is no question that that 
5 days will be ample for him, because we 
are putting the court at his door. There 
may be doubt as to whether the Govern- 
ment would have time to answer within 
the limited time that is given it, but there 
certainly is not that doubt as to the 
citizen. 

In the next place, we not only give him 
the right at his door but we also reach 
out the strong arm of this law and bring 
that agency within his reach whether he 
knows its name or not, whether he Knows 
its officials’ names or not, whether he 
knows the name of its head, or anything 
else about it. He can reach that agency 
by serving the process on the local agent 
or by sending a registered-mail letter to 
the agency; or if he does not know where 
to direct that letter, then he can send it 
to the Attorney General of the United 
States, who under the law is charged with 
representing every agency and every de- 
partment, and then we trust to the At- 
torney General to get the word to the 
proper agency in time for them, within 
10 days before the return date, to appear 
in that local court. 

That is all the amendment does, but it 
does do those things. I cannot conceive 
how anyone can object to giving full, 
free, and ample access to his court to an 
American citizen, who foots the bill for 
the maintenance of the courts. 

There is no objection to this by the 
departments affected insofar as vesting 
venue in the local court is concerned. 


They want it. The only question is as 
to whether or not it might possibly inter- 
fere with the powers, almost omnipotent 
powers, granted under the Second War 
Powers Act and already conferred upon 
these agencies. We respectfully submit 
that there is nothing to justify that fear. 
None of us would have that possibly 
occur, and we are going to see to it that 
this is made as akundantly clear as we 
possibly can in the record of this debate 
so that there can be no question of mis- 
understanding the plain meaning of this 
amendment. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 

Mr. HOEBS. I am delighted to yield 
to my colleague from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The gen- 
tleman referred to appeals to the Su- 
preme Court from these orders. 

Mr. HOBBS. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I mean, 
that we have an appeal to the courts 
without the provisions of this bill, and 
that the Supreme Court in a case passed 
upon one of these questions. Did they 
not hold, and will not that be the law 
that every citizen will be up against, that 
it will be up to the citizen to show that 
there was no evidence on which the order 
or suspension or allocation was made? 

Mr. HOBBS. I think the rule to which 
the gentleman adverts is that there must 


be substantial evidence to justify the 
ruling. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I mean 


that the Government would have to show 
that. 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes, sir; the record must 
so show. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. But be- 
fore the aggrieved citizen could get re- 
lief, he would have to show that there 
was no substantial evidence. 

Mr. HOBBS. It depends on which way 
the appeal arises. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I am 
talking of the situation where a citizen 
appeals. 

Mr. HOBBS. If you are the appellant, 
the burden of proof is upon you. If the 
other man is the appellant, the burden 
of proof is on him. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The way 
it works out is that as a matter of law 
you can get to the Supreme Court but 
you really have very little relief after you 
get in the court. 

Mr. HOBBS. I do not think so. I 
think you will find that the courts will 
have the disposition which has been the 
ideal of all courts, to be absolutely fair 
and just and to hold the scales of justice 
in absolute balance. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. They 
may have, under this amendment, but 
not in the appeal the gentleman referred 
to, to the Supreme Court. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. ll time has ex- 
pired. 

The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That title XV, section 
1501, of the Second War Powers A 
approved March 27, 1942, is amended to read 
as follow 

“Sec. 1501. Titles I to VII, inclusive, and 
titles IX, XI, and XIV of this act, and 
amendments to existing law made by any 


the 
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such title, shall remain in force only until 
December 31, 1945, or until su € 


as the Congress by concurrent resolution, or 


the President, may designate, and after such 
amendments cease to be in force any pro- 
vision of law amended thereby shall be 





full force and effect as though this act had 
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The committee amendment was agreed 
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The Clerk read as follow 
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‘‘No suspension order shall take effe 
within 5 days after it I s been served, or, if 
an application for a stay is made to the 
issuing authority within such 5-day period 
until the expiration of 5 days after service 
of an order denying the sta 

““The venue of any such suit shall be in 


the district court of the United States for the 
district in which the petitioner has his prin- 
cipal place of business; and } 
shall be subject to the jurisdict of such 
court after 10 days before the return day of 
the writ, either when (1) process shall have 
been served on any district manager or other 
agent of the respondent of 
rior status; or 
shall have been 

the office of the 
United States a 


Mr. GWYNNE. 


the respondent 


ion 


Similar or 
notice by re 
given to re ) 

Attorney General of the 


supe- 
istered mail 


pondent, or 


(2) 


Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the committee amendment, 
which is at the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follow 


Amendment offered by Mr. Gwynne, of 


Iowa: Page 2, line 9, strike out the remainder 
of the bill and insert 

“(9) Nothing in this ct shall be con- 
strued as giving the President « Fed- 
eral official or employee the right to inflict 
r Impose pet pen- 

n ore s of any |} ‘ other- 
wise, 1 I h spec I € d ex- 
pre r egated t r } n 
by lawful authori 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, the 
question presented here i very simple 
one. My amendment, if adopted, would 
insert the language of that amendmer: 


name 


If tl 


instead of the committee am 
beginning on page 2, line 10 
amendment is adopted, the situat 


be as follows: The right of the W. P. B 


ion ¥ 


or any agency chosen b he Pi 
to allocate strategic material will not be 
interfered with. They may still y that 
you can have a thou 1d tons of steel 
for a certain purpose d that Ican have 
hone. 

The only difference is it requir the 
War Production Board or any ovtner 
agency to enforce law, to punish 
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to the courts in the proper way. 
is to say, if I should be allocated as a 
manufacturer a certain amount of steel 


and I am using it in violation of the | 
allocation order, the moment I do that 
The | 


one of two things may happen. 
Government may go into court and get 
an injunction restraining me from pro- 
ceeding; or, second, they can punish me 
in the criminal courts. If the amend- 


ment I propose is not adopted and you | 


rely upon this proposed committee 
amendment, this is the situation you 
will have; you will have the same situ- 
ation we had in the Stuart case, which 
was this: Here was a man engaged in 
the business of selling gasoline. He vio- 
lated certain rationing orders. They 
had a regulation in the O. P. A. that 
anyone who did violate the rationing 
rules and regulations would have taken 
away from him his right to use the ra- 
tioned material for the balance of the 
year. In other words, instead of going 
into court for an injunction to restrain 
him from violating the law, instead of 
prosecuting him as every citizen should 
be, they impose their own penalty, whicn 
in substance is to nail a board over his 
door. 

The committee amendment does not 
touch that situation. It is my conten- 
tion that you always had the right to go 
into court, and it is not a new right given 
by the committee amendment. Bear in 
mind, the Supreme Court in the Stuart 
case has held, in construing the Second 
War Powers Act, that Congress gave the 
power to make suspensions by these gov- 
ernmental agencies. I never intended 
to, but that is the way the court has 
construed it. So, in effect, though we 
may give the court jurisdiction to hear 
injunction cases to prevent these sus- 
pensions, nevertheless, the court would 
have no real power because of the deci- 
sion in the Stuart case. In other words, 
the Court must hold that it is without 
power to act. An agency can put you 
out of business. You cannot do any- 
thing about it because the Court has al- 
ready said that the law we wrote meant 
that very thing. 

What I am doing by this amendment 
is to simply restate what I think we 
meant in the first place. We are say- 
ing: “We are not giving you, the War 
Production Board, authority to set your- 
self up as a court. We are not making 
you a Constitution maker to set up some 
tribunal, some kangaroo court of your 
own, and to impose some penalty upon a 
citizen that Congress did not have in 
mind.” 

It seems to me the question is simple. 
Are we going to have constitutional gov- 
ernment in this country, or are we not? 
They talk about hamstringing the War 
Production Board. All they have to do. 
if there is a violation of the law, is to 
go into court and get an injunction. If 
they cannot operate with the weapons 
that we have heretofore been satisfied 
to give to citizens and have heretofore 
been satisfied to give to our own Govern- 
ment, then it seems to me we have come 
to a pretty pass in this country, and the 
war that our soldiers are fighting will be 
a fruitless victory because we are Set- 
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or restrain violations of it by recourse | 
That j 


ting up the very fascism, the very lack | 
of constitutional authority in this coun- | 
try that we are supposed to be fighting | 
against. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the | 
gentleman from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. HOBBS. I rise in opposition to 
the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, there will be no need 
of our boys fighting and dying if you are 
going to kill the war effort at home. 
That is exactly what this Gwynne amend- 
ment would do in large measure. What | 
good is it to try to safeguard the stock- 
pile of aluminum if the man to whom alu- | 
minum is allocated is going to use it to 
build juke boxes, as has been the case in 
several instances, and then deny this 
Government, these War Production 
Board men, who are trying to save stra- 
tegic war materials, the right to go in 
and stop that misappropriation of alu- 

minum quickly? 

Give those who abuse their privileges 
the right to resort to the courts. How 
long does it take for an appeal? It takes 
90 days to prepare a bill of exceptions. 
So it is absolutely preposterous. There 
have been 42,559 cases of 1 class. The 
courts of the United States handle an 
average of 600 cases a year each. Now 
you want to dump 50,000 additional cases 
into the lap of the courts? It means you 
would simply kill the allocation power 
and there would be no preservation of the 
war materials that our boys need. That 
was the opinion of the committee. 

The Walter amendment which sought 
to amend my amendment—which is the 
second committee amendment—was de- 
bated fully for a couple of days in our 
committee. It is very similar to the 
Gwynne amendment, and that was finally 
defeated by a narrow margin. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Of course, I am happy 
to yield to my esteemed colleague. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Iam certain the gen- 
tleman does not think my amendment 
is like the Walter amendment. 

Mr. HOBBS. I thought it was or I 
would not have said it. If I have done 
the gentleman a wrong I apologize, for I 
have the highest regard for the gentle- 
man from Iowa. If I did not think his 
amendment was very similar to the Wal- 
ter amendment I would not have said 
that. I withdraw the remark, then. 
Whatever it is, it stands in its stark 
nakedness before you now. You jeop- 
ardize the very thing that the Second 
War Powers Act is aimed to do, to pre- 
serve the small and diminishing stock 
piles of strategic war materials that we 
need to win this war. That is what this 
act is fighting for, to preserve them and 
to uphold the hands of these agencies 
that are doing their best to preserve these 
precious metals that will enable us to win 
this war. I beg of you as you love your 
country, and all of you do, and there is 
not a man here who loves it any more 
than the gentleman from Iowa, JoHN 
Gwynne, not to make the mistake of 
adopting this amendment which would 
choke down and throttle these agencies 
in their effort to help us win the war. 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


NOVEMBER 30 


Mr. HOBBS. I am glad to yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. Regard- 
less of which amendment was adopted, 
the war agencies have the additional 
safeguard of allocating materials on a 
auarterly basis to those who receive 
them. It would at the most be a matter 
of 3 months’ supply getting away, regard- 
less of which it was. 


Mr. HOBBS. That is right. Some- 


| times it is 3 months and sometimes 1 


month. It does not make any differ- 
ence. If you give the right to resort to 
the courts, you would not have a China- 
man’s chance of doing anything with 
any violator, no matter how flagrant his 
sin might be, for a year, at least. I beg 
the Members of this House not to make 
this mistake, and I am sure you will not, 
because we are standing on holy ground, 
ground hallowed by the blood of our boys 
over yonder, ground that is hallowed here 
by the blood of our boys that have fallen 
in accidents here because of inadequate 
supplies of vital war materials. Again I 
beg of you not to make the mistake of 
adopting this amendment, although it 
has the highest sanction, coming from 
the distinguished and honorable quarter 
it comes from. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN and Mr. ROBSION of 
Kentucky rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Kentucky, a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 


Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 3 additional minutes, 8 in all. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not believe my colleague 
the gentleman from Alabama _ I[Mr. 
Hoses] understands the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
GwyNnnE]. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hoggs] refers to our boys in 
the service. Many of us have sons in 
the service and many of the Members of 
Congress have lost sons in the service 
and they are quite as anxious to win the 
war as our friend from Alabama. Nei- 
ther party in the House has a monopoly 
on patriotism or on loyalty or devotion 
to our country. I am quite sure that no 

fember of the House desires to obstruct 
or interfere with the prosecution of the 
war. By almost unanimous voté we 
granted to the President extraordinary 
powers provided in the so-called Second 
War Powers Act of 1942. I favor the 
renewal of those powers and, I am sure, 
this is the attitude of practically every 
Member of the House. 

Those who are in charge of our war 
effort have insisted that these extraor- 
dinary powers are necessary for the 
prosecution of the war. Neither the 
President nor those in charge of our 
war effort have asked for any additional 
power. Many witnesses before our 
Judiciary Committee complained of the 
arbitrary action of some of the officers 
and agencies of the Government. It was 
charged that penalties, sanctions, and 
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ispensions were invoked and imposed 


in violation of law and without authority 
of any statute. The Gwynne amend- 
ment merely provides that the executive 


officers and agencies set up by the Pres- 
ident cannot invoke penalties, sanctions, 
or suspensions unless such penalties, 
sanctions, or suspensions are expressly 
provided by statute and authority dele- 
ated to such officer or agency to invoke 
uch penalties, sanctions, or suspensions. 
It does not take away one word or 
svllable of the War Powers Act of the 
Congress under which the President and 
his subordinates and agencies are pre- 
sumed to be acting to carry on the war. 

It has been a matter of general com- 
plaint and comment throughout the Na- 
tion that many officers and agencies of 
the executive branch of the Federal Gov- 
ernment have by Executive orders or di- 
rectives imposed these penalties, sanc- 
tions, and suspensions in violation of law 
and the authority delegated to them by 
Congress. In fact, we have heard over 
and over that the executive branch has 
issued almost as many Executive orders 
and directives as acts passed by the Con- 
These officers and agencies carry 
on their duties under these Executive 
orders and directives, giving them the 
force and effect of law, when they are in 
fact contrary to the acts passed by the 
Congress. I have heard many Demo- 
crats on the floor of the House and in 
public speeches denounce these so-called 
bureaucrats for usurping the power of 
Congress by the use of Executive orders 
and directives. The Gwynne amend- 
ment merely forbids the imposition of 
penalties, sanctions, and suspensions un- 
less such penalties, sanctions, and sus- 
pensions have been and are authorized 
by acts of Congress. I cannot under- 
stand why any Membef of Congress 
should object to this amendment. If 
the executive branch desires additional 
power or authority to carry on the war, 
there is little doubt but what Congress 
will grant such power promptly. If of- 
ficers and agencies of the Government 
are permitted to disregard the acts of 
Congress and impose their own wishes, 
whims, and will in dealing with citizens 
of our country, then we have abandoned 
constitutional government and are sub- 
ject to the autocratic and dictatorial rule 
of those of the executive branch of the 
Government, and we have substituted 
the totalitarian rule of Hitler for free 
government with law. 

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. As a matter of fact, the 
only thing this amendment does is to 
give anybody aggrieved the right to go to 
court which we should have put in the 
original bill. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It does 
give the aggrieved person the right to 
take his case into court after it has been 
reviewed by the executive agencies set 
up for that purpose but the amendment 
goes further than that. It says to the 
executive officers and agencies that they 
cannot go out and make the laws. Their 
acts mus’ be predicated upon the laws 
passed by Congress. If you vote against 
this amendment, 1 hope you will be con- 


gress. 












sistent and hereafter instead of com- 
plaining about the bureaucrats, you will 
be prepared to defend everything that 
the bureaucrats do through their execu- 
tive orders and Cirectives throughout the 
country. We simpiy want the executive 
branch of the Government to operate 
within the lew and if additional fav 
are required to successfully carry on the 
war point out to the Congress what is 
needed and Congress no doubt will aid 
in every way possible in the successful 
prosecution of the war. 

If the Gwynne amendmont is defeated, 
I shall support this bill with the amend- 
ment adopticd by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the House. It gives the right of re- 
view by the Federal courts to aggrieved 
parties after their case has been re- 
viewed by the executive agencies set up 
by the executive branch. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike cut the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I have read this com- 
mittee 


amendment with extieme care 

since I addressed the committee. I have 
not changed my views. 

I was very much impressed by the 


statement of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hosss]. As a matter of fact, 
the argument so impressed me that I 
propose to vote against the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
GwyYNnE]. I cannot conceive of any 
words that could be put together which 
would be a stronger argument against 
the committee amendment, the Hobbs 
amendment, so-called, than the speech 
the gentleman himself made here 5 min- 
utes ago. The Hobbs amendment should 
be defeated for the same reasons that the 
said the Gwynne amendment shovu!d be 
defeated. There is no doubt about that. 
He made a fine argument against the 
amendment offcred by the gentleman 
from Iowa and likewise a grand argu- 
ment against his own amendment. 

We have allocated the aluminum he 
talks about, the coprer and other stra- 
tegic materials; we have granted pri- 
orities because the War Production 
Board did not feel at the time that it 
needed this material or all of the ma- 
terial for war purposes. then, 
however, comes the call from all frunts 
for more supplies of every nature. 

I have the largest sme!l arms and am- 
munition plant in the world in my dis- 
trict. It formerly ran on a 24-hour basis, 
Sundays included. Then they cut pro- 
duction to 8 hours and stopped work on 
Sundays. Twenty-five miles away we 
have the largest TNT and DNT plant in 
the country. They shut it down entirely 
because they thought they had all the 
ammunition they needed. But what 
happened? They are both going azain 
because General Eisenhower said, “Send 
us ammunition,” and because General 
MacArthur said, “Send us ammunition.” 
General Eisenhower told you that they 
are using ammunition today that they 
did nct expect to touch until the middle 
of 1945. If the W. P. B. allocates this 
material and it develops that it is needed 
for war purposes and the W. P. B. says 
so, it should revoke the priority, and stop 
the allocation and the courts should have 
no jurisdiction, 


Since 
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Unde: amendment you provid 
th t the qgivic r I I > or cor- 
poration may go into cou I aa 
not going to vote for iy a 1dmet! 

that will cripple the War Px S Act 


7 


You can talk all about “ther 
of havirg a 


war” or “winning the wai 
unless we co this or Go that.” We bett 
win the war first, and then we can i 


t 
around and operate as we sh 
under the Constitution. 

f ient agencies have powers, I \ 


to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Rossion |, and we delegated them to the 
Chief Executive, tl in 
Chief. Criticize yourselves, if y« 
to cril anybody for del 
ers, but do not criticize the 
administering the laws that \y 
Mr. EOSBS. Mr. Chairman, 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. HOBBS. I know that the distin- 
guished gentieman from Missouri does 
not wish to make a misstatement of fact, 
and I am sure in my judgment that he 
has done so with respect to my amend- 
ment, when he says that this would af- 
fect the right to withdraw from alloca- 
tion strategic war material. It does not 
do anything of the sort. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If it does not, then 
put a proviso on the amendment to that 
effect. 

Mr. HOBBS. The testimony before 
our committee has been uniform that the 
richt which is expressed in my amend- 
ment now exists; that this would make 
no substantial change in the law, and 
that the agencies, while they would pre- 
fer not having anything of this kind 
written into the law, would have no ob- 
jection to an amendment such a§ this. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If that be so why add 
it to existing law? I hope that both 
amendments are voted down and the best 
argument advanced as to why that 
should be done was made by the gent 
man from Alabama |Mr. Hogrgs 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 


man, I ris¢ 


[ u Want 
1cize ating pow- 
Tr Officials fox 
l pa 


will the 


in oppositi 






ment. 

Mr. Chairman, we are going to take a 
very important vote directly. This is 
what I believe to have been the position, 
speaking generally, of the Commit on 
the Judiciary that reported this bil 
considered of first importance the prose- 


cution of the war. Next, doing what. it 
could to remove the just gre 


plaint on the part of private ci n 

to the autocratic and ty! iical ex 

of power by some persons connect:d with 
the administrative agencies of the Gov- 
ernment. I should like to restate that 
Speaking generally, the committee recog- 


nized the first importance of the condu 


of this war and the making available for 
if ( ful pr ition all of the ma- 
terial which we possess, in the first in- 
stan Where there i Oo large a per- 
sonnel as that entrusted with the respon- 
sibility cf administering these bureaus, 
the come instanc and situations 
v re t j } l ary, abusive, 
and tyrannical exercise of power, which 
not only is not in the interest of the 
prosecution cf the war but is contrary to 





8644 


the best interests of the country prose- 
cuting the war. 


I think no member of this committee | 
has any apology for this amendment. I | 


see no reason why we should apologize 
we can do so and not interfere with the 
war effort. That is what we have done. 


here. It has been thoroughly considered. 
I sincerely hope, with all respect to my 


friend—and we have no better member | 


of our committee than the gentleman 
who 


be agreed to. Let us not disturb the har- 


mony and the effectiveness of this bill | 
which this committee has brought in | 


here after working on it a long time. 
Mr. MAY. 
tleman yield? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. MAY. How much delay can occur 
under the provisions of the committee 
bill as reported in connection with the 


granting of these restraining orders or | 


injunctions? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
difficult to answer that question as to 
when the court may act on the applica- 
tion for the injunction, probably imme- 
diately upon the application for the tem- 
porary restraining order. There are 
two 5-day periods when the order of the 
agency is suspended. The gentleman 
is a good lawyer and understands the sit- 
uation. It depends on the condition of 
the court docket, on the disposition of 
the court, and a good many other things. 
My recollection is there is a stay of 5 
days following the adverse order of the 
agency in which the aggrieved person 
may apply to the court for a temporary 
restraining order, and another 5-day 
stay after that application. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GWYNNE. There would not be 
any delay at all unless the sitting judge 
thought that the facts authorized the 
granting of a temporary injunction. 

Mr. MAY. Let me get definite on it. 
T understand that under this amendment 
the application must be made and dis- 
posed of within 5 days? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No. The 
application for the injunction must be 
made within 5 days after the order of the 
agency. There is a stay of 5 days. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Does my 
distinguished chairman favor any of 
these agencies of the Government or rep- 
resentatives of the Government applying 
penalties, sanctions, or suspensions un- 
less such penalties, sanctions, or Suspen- 
sions have been delegated to the execu- 
tive branch or to this agency by statute, 
by act of Congress? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I dare say 
to my distinguished friend from Ken- 
tucky that when you come to construe 


I yield to 


has offered this amendment, Mr. | 
GwynneE—that his amendment will not | 


Mr. Chairman, will the gen- | 
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the words “specific designation” you get 
into a pretty broad and difficult territory 
when the exercise of a broad general 
war power is involved, a power being 


| exercised in the conduct of a war. 
for an attempt to protect the constitu- | 


tional rights of a private citizen as far as | gentleman from Texas has expired. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 


| man, I ask unanimous consent that all 
It is that sort of a bill we have brought in | 


debate on this amendment and all 
amendments thereto close in 7 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I will be happy to yield 
to the gentleman from Alabama if he 
will answer a question concerning a mat- 
ter which is disturbing me. Section 9 
of this amendment provides that the 


| district courts are given jurisdiction to 
| enjoin or set aside any order suspending 


any priority or allocation. It would 
strike me in the situation described by 
our friend the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. CocHran] that language might be 


| broad enough to cover appeals to court 
It is very | 


of the industries involved. I certainly 
would hate to see all of these plants ty- 
ing up the allocation of vital materials 
by appeals to judges who, although they 
undoubtedly are very learned lawyers, 
nevertheless, are not military men, nor 
industrial men, and therefore would not 
have the expert knowledge to make de- 
cisions concerning the waging of war. 

Mr. HOBBS. Of course you would, sir, 
and so would we. I have tried in my 
remarks to make clear that proposed 
section 9 would apply to only one, and 
that the smallest, of the three classes of 
so-called appeals. There are thousands 
upon thousands of the other two classes 
to one of this class. This amendment 
deals solely with suspension orders; 
what they are pleased to call sanctions 
or punishment; with reference to which 
we say that when the accusing finger 
is pointed at anyone charging expressly, 
or by implication, that our war effort 
is being hurt by misappropriating war 
material, then the accused should have 
the right to his day in court so that the 
accuser may not be also the only judge. 
Such a court review would vindicate the 
accused only if innocent, not if guilty of 
using aluminum allocated for airplanes 
for making juke boxes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The language is rather 
broad. I hope it will be construed as 
the gentleman says it will be. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, the lan- 
guage is all right. Of course, the vice 
in this amendment offered by my friend 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Gwynne] 
is that he has a joker in it which says 
sanctions to be imposed must be specifi- 
cally authorized by law or delegation, 
when he knows that all the powers in 
the Second War Powers Act are conveyed 
in four or five lines and there is no 
specific authorization of any such thing. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
allow me to propound a question to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hoxsss]? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I yield. 
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Mr. MAY. I wish the gentleman from 
Alabama would, if he can, explain just 
exactly the material difference in the 
amendment which the committee brings 
in here to title 3 of the Second War Pow- 
ers Act. In what respect is it a change 
from the original act? 

Mr. HOBBS. There was not anything 
like that in the original act at all. 

Mr. MAY. There was no right to go 
to the courts at all? 

Mr. HOBBS. There was no right to go 
to the courts at all given in the act. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. It was a 
substantive right. 

Mr. HOBBS. However, there was 
nothing in the act at all, although itis a 
matter of substantive law. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Fo.icer: On 
page 2, line 15, after the word “authority” 
strike out the period and insert a semicolon 
and add the following: “unless such order 
of suspension as to priority grant or alloca- 
tions is the result of a determined general 
requirement to the effective prosecution of 
the war.” 


Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, it is 
mighty hard for me to go along with 
this amendment at all, and it is likewise 
difficult for me to go against it. I refer 
to the main committee amendment. I 
think any legislation of this kind at this 
critical period of the war is exceedingly 
dangerous. With great respect I sug- 
gest that it is not timely. There is no 
use to predict or undertake to prophesy 
how long this war will last, either in 
Germany or Japan. 

I am convinced that, while we think 
just as much as we can think of the citi- 
zen’s private rights, the greatest privilege 
and guaranty he has that those rights 
will be substantially maintained after 
the war is over is our disposition to try 
to take care of the public wélfare, in view 
of the fact that we are in the midst of a 
war. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CocuHran], with whose ideas I am in very 
definite accord, asked the question why 
something is not put in here to guaran- 
tee that this will not interfere with the 
war effort. The amendment which I am 
proposing gives this authority of law as 
contained in the committee amendment, 
unless such order of suspension as to 
prior grants or allocations is the result 
of a determined general requirement to 
the effectual prosecution of the war, in 
which event such proceeding would have 
to yield to the requirements found, that 
it would be too dangerous to stop and 
take 5 days and then 10 days, and then 
3 months, and perhaps 6 months or a 
year to settle this whole matter as to the 
individual right of some man to con- 
tinue to have certain allocations of ma- 
terials that he does not want to surren- 
der. I am not suggesting any particular 
person. I have nobody in mind, but any 
person could be so obstinate as to carry 
it to the Supreme Court of the United 
States while the war is on, with Eisen- 
hower and MacArthur calling for the 
munitions and planes and guns, which 
require this very material that we have 
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uspended between heaven and earth, 
































































protect some private right. 

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FOLGER. I yield. 

Mr. MAY. Does not the gentleman 
ink that in view of the fact thax the 


inal act made no provision for ap- 


ation to the courts, and that this does 


vide for injunctive proceedings in the 
wuts, the courts would construe it as 
intent of Congress to delay these 
things from time to time? 
Mr. FOLGER. My answer to that is, 
t is the intent of Congress if it is 
pted. We are all in sympathy with 
iea ti gave rise to the proposal 


amendment 


Act, but we 


to the Second War 
must go back and 


that you cannot do that if it is pre- 
determined that the suspension is a gen- 
eral requirement to the prosecution of 
e Wal 
Mr. WALTER. Will the gentleman 
yield: 
Mr. FOLGER. I yield 
, Mr. WALTER. I would like to call 
he gentleman's attention to the fact 
it in the type of case he just de- 
scribed, the agency could go into court 
and secure an injunction against the cit- 


izen who is doing the things that the 
rentleman said might be done. 

Mr. FOLGER. With all the rights of 
appeal and different procedures that 
would be necessary and the time that 
might be required for final determina- 
tion, with the differences of opinion of 
men as to what ought to be done 
and what ought not be done, this safe- 

iard to protect our war program should 
be provided. I think we are not through 
with the war. I just think they are fight- 
ing over in Germany today. I just think 
they have got 27 men in this country 
trying to impress upon our people that 
we are in danger because we do not have 
the implements of war with which to 
fight—the danger of prolonging the war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Fo.tcer] has expired. 

All time has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 

Late it. 

Mr.COCHRAN. AmIcorrect that the 
first vote will come on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. Gwynne]? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first vote will 
come on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from North Carolina to the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And then following 
that will be the vote on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. COCHRAN. And if that is de- 
feated then the vote comes on the com- 
mittee amendment. 

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for de- 
bate was fixed by unanimous consent on 
the committee amendment and all 
amendments thereto. The time agreed 
upon has expired. 


many 


bila 


Chairman, a 
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Mr. THOMASON 
parliamentary inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
State it. 

Mr. THOMASON. Do I understand 
that all debate is concluded now on the 


Mr. Chairman, a 


committee amendment as well as the 
amendments thereto? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. THOMASON. And there may be 


no further debate on any section of the 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN nly by unani- 
mous consent. The request was that the 
debate on the pending amendment and 


amenaments thereto 
minutes 
question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from North Car- 
oilna. 

The question was t and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Foitcer) there 
were—ayes 7, noes $5 


be limited to 


Q 

< 

- 
‘ 


The 


iken: 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question re- 
curs on the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa to the pending 


committee amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. Gwynne) 
there were—ayes 49, noes 57. 

So the substitute was rejected 


The CHAIRMAN. The question re- 
curs on the committee amendment 
he committee amendment was 
agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules, 


the Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. CLarK, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4993) to amend Public, No. 
507, Seventy-seventh Congress, second 
session, an act to further expedite the 
prosecution of the war, approved March 


27, 1942, known as the Second War 
Powers Act, 1942, pursuant to House 
Resolution 660, he reported the same 


back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, 
previcus question is ordered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put 
them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on the 
bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection, 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that on tomorrow 
after disposition of business on the 


1, 
the 
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‘sk and at the conclusion of 
orders entered, 


the gentleman from Massachusetts 





special heretofore 


Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH] may addre the House 
for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Mi 
igan? 

Phere was no objection 

MEETING OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN 

AFFAIRS 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. S; on Mon- 
( \ xt at 10 o'clock the op Co a 
n on I n Aff will b 1 hear- 

n committee room. I ¢ 
l consent to extend my 1 
m 1 the REcorD 1 to 1 i 
ment of th fac to he! 
ith copy of a t nt to Comn 
ioner Collie 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota |Mr. MuNpDT 

There was no objection 

THE LATE EDWARD C. EICHER 
Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent to address the Hous« 
in order to make an announcement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from lowa 
Mr. GILcHRIsT }? 

There was no objection 

Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, the 
noon papers today carry news of the sud- 
den death of Justice Edward C. Eicher, of 
Iowa, in his sleep during the night 
his home in Alexandria 

Mr. Eicher was a Member of the Sev- 
enty-third, Seventy-fourth, and Seventy- 
fifth Congresses. During his member- 
ship in Congress he was very active in 
many things but especially so in getting 
the approval of the Congress to and se- 
curing the passage of what is known as 
the *‘death-penalty clause for certain 
utility holding corporations. This gave 


at 


him fame and _ public recognition 
throughout the whole country. Upon 
his leaving the Congress he was ap- 


pointed a member of the Securities and 
Exchange Commission, after which he 
was appointed as a justice of the Federal 
Dist Court in the District of 
Columbia. 

Justice Eicher was presently engaged 
in presiding at the trial of the so-called 
sedition case that has been going on for 
several months. I knew him and served 
with him in Congress as many of you did 
There has not been a case in the history 
of this country, that I can recall, whicl 


rict here 


has been so difficult to preside over a 
that particular case to which I just 
referred. He was at his post and in 
court yesterday and he died like a sol- 
dier on the field, doing his duty and 
rendering his service in presiding ove: 
this particularly difficult case 

I understand at the start of this trial 
there were about 59 lawyers engaged in 
defending the case and, as I read the 
account of it in the newspapers, they all 
seemed to be trying to make trouble and 
to find fault with the presiding judge 
and to see if they could inject into the 


case some prejudicial error upon which 
an appeal might be founded. Edward 
Eicher sat there and presided over that 
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trial and preserved order and judicial 
decorum as best he could for months and 
months. He was a man whom we all 
loved, a man who did his duty as he saw 
it, a man who did not have what the doc- 
tors call the hygiene of repose. He was 
an indefatigable worker and always 
active while a Member of this body, 
and he was the advocate and author of 
much worth-while legislation. He did 
his duty in helping to enact into law 
measures of great and lasting value to 
the country. He was given acclaim for 
having doneso, The country this morn- 
ing has lost a great jurist, a great man, 
and a great legislator in the person of 
Edward Eicher, of Iowa. But first of all 
he was a great friend and we all regret 
his passing. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 
word has just come to me this afternoon 
of the death of the Honorable Edward 
Clayton Eicher, chief justice of the Dis- 
trict Court for the District of Columbia. 
Judge Eicher was my immediate pred- 
ecessor in Congress. He represented the 
First District of Iowa in the Seventy- 
third, Seventy-fourth, and Seventy-fifth 
Congresses, and received the Democratic 
nomination unopposed for his fourth 
term in June 1938. I received the Re- 
publican nomination at the same time, 
but Mr. Eicher withdrew his candidacy 
July 1, 1938, and resigned his seat in 
Congress in December 1938 to accept an 
appointment on the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission. Later he was pro- 
moted to the chairmanship of the Se- 
curities and Exchange Commission, in 
which capacity he served until his ap- 
pointment as chief justice of the United 
States District Court for the District of 
Columbia. During his service in Con- 
gress, Mr. Eicher was a member of the 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee and took a leading part in legis- 
lation coming before that committee for 
consideration. 

It is with profound sorrow that we 
have learned of Judge Eicher’s untimely 
passing away in the midst of his work as 
chief justice of the district court. He 
attended to his arduous duties as chief 
justice only yesterday, and his passing 
away was wholly unexpected and is a 
shock to his host of friends and neigh- 
bors and his many former associates here 
in Congress, all of whom have always 
held him in highest esteem. Our deep- 
est sympathy goes out to his widow and 
daughter in their bereavement. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, a very great American, in my 
judgment, has come to the end of his 
labors on this earth and has passed to 
the Great Beyond. I refer to Justice 
Edward C. Eicher. 

It happens that I knew Judge Eicher 
first as a lawyer in a small town in Iowa, 
where he was a law partner of my wife’s 
father. I knew him as a man, respected 
and loved by all who had his acquaint- 
ance, 

I knew him next as one of the most 
conscientious, devoted Members of Con- 
gress that has ever served in this body. 
It was he whom I contacted when I was 
newly elected to this body in 1937. It 
wes on his guidance and friendship I 
relied primarily in getting a start here, 


| 








He was a man who believed in the 
fundamental principles of this country as 
deeply and as profoundly as anyone I 
heve ever known and who practiced those 
in his personal day-to-day life. He was 
a deeply religious man. I know of no 
words that are more fitting or appro- 
priate to describe Judge Eicher than the 
following: 

Fierce for the right he bore his paft 

To show them where ‘twas right to go, 

But laughter winged his polished dart 

And kindness tempered every blow. 


Mr. COCHRAN. 
yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. When Judge Eicher 
came to the Congress, he was assigned 
to the committee of which I was chair- 
man. I learned to love him and above 
all to respect him for his great ability. 
I agree with everything that the gentle- 
man from California has said. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentie- 
man yield? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I want to join the 
gentleman from California and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri in their expres- 
sion of regret in the passing our our late 
distinguished colleague, Judge Eicher. 
I never.met any Member of the House 
who was more serious minded and more 
devoted to his duty than was Judge 
Eicher. 

His passing is a great loss to the ju- 
diciary of the United States and is a per- 
sonal loss to myself and his many 
friends. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. 
the gentleman very much. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include a reso- 
lution as well as an editorial from the 
Fort Wayne News-Sentinel. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana? 

There was no objection. 


AMENDMENT OF SELECTIVE TRAINING 
AND SERVICE ACT OF 1940 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the bill. (H. R. 5386) to amend 
the Selective Training and Service Act 
of 1840, as amended, to extend the time 
within which application may be made 
for reemployment, and for other pur- 
poses, with Senate amendments there- 
to, and concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

After line 11, insert: 

“Spc. 2. Section 3 (b) of Public Resolution 
96 of the Seventy-sixth Congress (U. S. C., 
1940 ed. Supp. III, title 50, App., secs. 401; 
54 Stat. 858), as amended, authorizing the 
President to order members and units of re- 
serve components and retired personnel of 
the Regular Army into active military serv- 
ice, is further amended by striking out the 


Will the gentleman 


I yield 


I thank 


I thank 
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word ‘forty’ therefrom and substituting the 
word ‘ninety’ therefor and by adding after 
the words ‘relieved from such active duty 
or service’ the following: ‘or from hospitali- 
zation continuing after discharge for a pe- 
riod of not more than 1 year.’” 

fter line 11, insert: 

“Sec. 3. Section 7 of Public Law 213 of the 
Seventy-seventh Congress (U.S. C., 1940 ed. 
Supp. II, title 50, App., sec. 357; 55 Stat 
627), the Service Extension Act of 1941, is 
hereby amended by inserting ‘, as amended 
after the words “Selective Training and Serv- 
ice Act of 1940.’” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to objection, 
I understand these amendments a1 
merely expanding the legislation and 
taking in other groups that should be 
included. 

Mr. MAY. That is exactly right. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. For 
the benefit of the House, will the gentie- 
man explain the amendments? 

Mr. MAY. What happened was this: 
H. R. 5386 was passed by unanimous 
consent without hearings, and it went 
to the Senate, but did not contain any 
reference to the National Guard or those 
who were taken in under the Selective 
Training and Service Act after it was 
extended. The bill as amended by the 
Senate takes care of not only those who 
are retired but the National Guard and 
the Reserve Corps that may be called in, 
and also retired officers that are recalled, 
as well as those who are discharged and 
stay in a hospital more than $0 days; in 
other words, so long as they are in the 
hospital they cannot apply for a job, but 
when the time comes that they can be 
released from the hospital, then they 
have 90 days from that time on. 

fr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, 
Ninety days after they leave the hos- 
pital? 

Mr. MAY. Yes; not exceeding a year. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were con- 
curred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp at this point in con- 
nection with the bill, the Senate amend- 
ments to which have just been concurred 
in. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
believe it is appropriate in connection 
with this legislation for me to comment 
briefly about the veterans’ assistance pro- 
gram of the Selective Service System. 
The President of the United States has 
recently seen fit to commend personnel 
of the Selective Service System for the 
splendid work it has already done in 
mobilizing the many millions of men for 








to say concerning the re- 
functions of representatives 
ive Service System: 


But there is another important task which 
must be 2d with equal efficiency by 
the Selective § ice System. That is to as- 





sist the veteran in obtaining reemployment 
from the armec forces. It also 
r which you have prepared and in 
which your interest is fundamental 
As our veterans return to their homes and 
their families, they must be relocated in the 
civilian activities of their communities as ad- 
ously as pcssible. They are your 
neighbors and you, members of the Selective 
ervice local boards and reemployment com- 
mitteemen, have that intimate knowledge of 
their civilian experience, of their capabilities 
as well as desires, together with an under- 
tanding of local conditions, vitally required 
for their proper reemployment upon return to 
civilian life. And I am sure you will do your 
part equally well in assisting the veteran to 
obtain reemployment upon his return from 
the armed forces. 


on discharge 








ize 





Although we must concentrate our ef- 
forts on winning the war at the earliest 
possible moment, which will require the 
Selective Service System to continue to 
concentrate its efforts on manpower mo- 
bilization, preparations must be made for 
the benefit of returning veterans to such 
an extent as will not adversely affect the 
war effort. In order to assure that re- 
turning veterans will be reemployed in 
their former jobs or will be furnished 
with new jobs, a tremendcus national 
effort on the part of all citizens in every 
community of the Nation will be required. 
I, therefore, heartily concur with the sub- 
stance of President Roosevelt’s state- 
ment in which he recognizes the im- 
portant part which Selective Service local 
board members and other personnel must 
undertake in assisting the veteran. 

The bulwark of the Selective Service 
System consists of 6,500 local boards, at 
least one in every county of every State. 
It is important to note that each local 
board in every community consists of a 
well-balanced team of both compen- 
sated and uncompensated personnel. 
Although we have praised the splendid 
work performed by this uncompensated 
personnel, we cannot praise them suffi- 
ciently. However, I do not believe we 
have given sufficient recognition to the 
local board compensated personnel, 
which, after all, is a very important and 
indispensable part of the local board 
team. This compensated personnel in 
addition to the uncompensated local 
board members have now been a going 
concern for over 4 years. In the course 
of their service, both the paid and unpaid 
personnel have been in close personal 
contact with the millions of men who 
have become members of the armed 
forces. They necessarily already have 
the most confidential and complete in- 
formation available about those men, in- 
cluding information concerning their 
mental, physical, family, financial, and 
occupational status. Having selected 
these men for military or naval service, 
while at the same time deferring or ex- 
empting others, the local board personnel 
naturally have a deep feeling of respon- 
sibility toward the men they have sent 
into battle. In view of that responsi- 


bility and in view of the confidential re- 
lationship and information, each of these 
local boards is a unit already in existence 
which is well qualified in itself to per- 
form most valuable employment services 
in behalf of the veteran and also to 
activate the enthusiastic support of other 
persons and organizations in every com- 
munity. 

In view of the confidential information 
which the local board clerks and mem- 
bers already have in their possession, and 
in view of the confidential relationship 
that already exists between the local 
board personnel and the members of the 
armed forces, when the veteran returns 
it will be very natural and easy for him 
to discuss his affairs with local board per- 
sonnel, much more so than with persons 
who do not already have such informa- 
tion and such a relationship with him. 
This is of utmost importance, particular- 
ly in cases of men released for mental or 
psychological difficulties. 

There are many other factors involved, 
and there is much more that can and 
should be said about this subject. I be- 
lieve that such action should be taken as 
may be necessary to assure the continued 
assistance of these local boards and of 
the selective-service personnel on behalf 
of the returning veterans, at least until 
such time as demobilization has been 
substantially completed and the veterans 
are satisfactorily reemployed in their 
former or new jobs. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the ReEcorp at this 
point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, the news has just come through 
that Assistant Attorney General Norman 
Littell has been removed from his office 
by action of the President. I can readily 
understand the difficult position in which 
the President has been placed by this 
whole matter. But the reason given is 
“insubordination,” which is based upon 
the issuance of Littell’s statement giving 
his reasons for refusal to resign. 

However, Littell issued no statement 
himself, but, on the contrary, the state- 
ment was requested of him by the Sen- 
ate War Investigating Committee and 
released by that committee. 

Further than that, whatever may have 
been the personal incompatibility be- 
tween the Attorney General and Mr. 
Littell, of one thing I am sure—Littell 
has conducted himself as a fearless, con- 
scientious, forthright, and thoroughly 
honest public servant and has repeatedly 
resisted special influences in connection 
with his work as head of the Lands Di- 
vision. 

In my opinion, by insisting upon giv- 
ing the Congress the full facts in connec- 
tion with one thorny problem after an- 
other, he had rendered a signal service to 
the Nation. This was true in the case of 
Elk Hills, surplus-lands disposal, and in 
a number of other instances. 

It seems to me one question involved 
here, and one in which the Cons 


ress 
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should have a d ep interest, is whether 
a Government official is to be pena d 
lor belag too forthright in his ‘ nts 


to the Congress itself. 

For these reasons I have today in 
duced a simple resolution providing for 
in investigation ol 


O- 


all the circumstances 


surrounding Mr. Littell’s dismissal. My 
resolution provides for the investigation 


to be made by the Judiciary Committee, 
Since it is clearly a matter that belong 
within the jurisdiction that 
mittee 

Mr. KEFAUVER 
unanimous 
marks in 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from T 


ol com- 
Mr 
to 
RECORD 


Speaker, I 
extend 
and 


ask 
my re- 
include an 


consent 
the 


n- 
nessee? 
There was no objection 
Mr. DURHAM. Mr. Speaker, last 


week I secured permission to extend my 
remarks and include a historical ad- 
dress by Dr. Archibald Henderson. This 
has been returned to me by the Govern- 
ment Printing Office with a report that 
it exceeds two and will cost 
$138.80. 

Notwithstanding the cost, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be extended 
in the Appendix of the Recorp 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection 


pages 


ADJOURNMENT 
Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 2 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Friday, 
December 1, 1944, at 12 o’clock“noon. 


COMMITTEE 
COMMITTEE 


Beginning 


HEARINGS 
ON JUDICIARY 


December 1, 


THE 
at 10 a. m., 
and December 2, 1944, the Committee 
on the Judiciary will continue public 
hearings on the various proposals to 
amend the Constitution to permit rati- 
fication of treaties by a majority vote of 
the House and the Senate. The resolu- 
tions are House Joint Resolution 6, House 
Joint Resolution 31, House Joint Resolu- 
tion 64, House Joint Resolution 
House Joint Resolution 246, House Joint 
Resolution 264. Hearings will be held 
in the Committee Judiciary Room, 346 
House Office Buildin 


COMMITTEE ON REVISION 01 


92 
<2 


THE LAW 

The committee will hold a hearing on 
Wednesday, December 6, 1944, at 10 a. m., 
in the committee room of the Committee 


on Agriculture, to consider H. R. 5450, 
to revise and codify the criminal \ 
of the United States and to hold public 
hearings thereon 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION ET( 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 


communications were taken from the 

Speaker's table and referred as follov 
2044. A commu! ation from the President 

of the United States, transmitting a propose 


provision relating a Judgment rena 
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the Court of Claims (H. Doc. No. 787); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

2045. A comnrunication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation under the Treasury 
Department for payment of a certain claim 
allowed by the General Accounting Office, 
covering a judgment rendered in a United 
States district court, amounting to $591.19 
(H. Doc. No. 788); to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

2046. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an esti- 
mrate of appropriation submitted by the De- 
partment of Justice to pay a claim for dam- 
ages in the sum of $50, which has been con- 
sidered and adjusted under the provisions of 
the act of March 20, 1936 (31 U.S. C. 224b), 
and requires an appropriation for its pay- 
ment (H. Doc. No. 789); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2047. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for payment of jJudg- 
ments rendered against the Government by 
United States district courts, amounting to 
$41,227.01, together with an indefinite appro- 
priation to pay interest (H. Doc. No. 790); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered ‘to be printed. 

2048. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation submitted by the Navy 
Department to pay claims for damages by 
collision or damages incident to the opera- 
tion of vessels of the Navy, in the sunr of 
$13,605.50, which have been considered and 
adjusted under the provisions of the act of 
December 28, 1922 (34 U. S. C. 599), and 
which require an appropriation for their pay- 
ment (H. Doc. No. 791); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2049. A communication from the President 
of the United States transmitting records of 
judgments rendered against the Government 
by United States district courts as submitted 
by the Department of Justice through the 
Treasury Department, and which require an 
appropriation of $13,327.47, together with an 
indefinite “appropriation to pay interest (H. 
Doc. No. 792); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2050. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed provision pertaining to an ap- 
propriation for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal years 1944 and 1945 (H. Doc. 
No. 793); to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

2051. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation submitted by the Pub- 
lic Roads Administration to pay claims for 
damage to roads and highways of States or 
their subdivisions, in the sum of $417,910.29 
(H. Doc. No. 794); to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

2052. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting herewith 
an estimate of appropriation submitted by 
the War Department to pay claims for 
damages to or loss or destruction of property 
or personal injury or Ceath, in the sum of 
$276,702.96 (H. Doc. No. 795); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2053. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting herewith 
an estimate of appropriation submitted by 
the Federal Security Agency to pay a claim 
for damages by collision or damages incident 
to the operation of vessels of the Public 
Health Service, in the sum of $66.99 (H. Doc. 
No. 796); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

2054. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting herewith 
a schedule of judgments rendered by the 
Court of Claims which has been submitted 
by the Treasury Department and requires an 
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appropriation for payment, amounting to 
$225,278.24 (H. Doc. No. 797); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2055. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting herewith 
an estimate oi appropriation submitted by 
the Navy Department to pay claims for 
damages by collision or damages incident to 
the operation of vessels of the United States 
Coast Guard, in the sum of $523.06 (H. Doc. 
No. 798); to she Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

2056. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting estimates 
of appropriation amounting to $21,311,025.58 
to cover claims allowed by the General Ac- 
counting Office and for the services of the 
several departments and independent estab- 
lishments (H. Doc. No. 799); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2057. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting estimates 
of appropriations submitted by the several 
executive departments and independent 
establishments to pay claims for damages to 
privately owned property, in the sum of $95,- 
222.02 (H. Doc. No. 800); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. S. 1801. An act to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to convey to the 
Virginian Railway Co., a corporation, for 
railroad-yard enlargement purposes, a par- 
cel of land of the Camp Allen Reservation at 
Norfolk, Va.; without amendment Rept. No. 
1989). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on 
Naval Affairs. S. 2194. An act authorizing 
appropriations for the United States Navy 
for additional ordnance manufacturing and 
production facilities, and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1990). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MYERS: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H.R. 5219. A bill to pro- 
vide for the granting of rights-of-way for 
pipe lines for petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts and for telephone and/or telegraph 
lines through and across lands of the United 
States within the area of Indian Rock Dam 
and Reservoir, located in York County, Pa.; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1991). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
Interim report pursuant to House Resolution 
30. Resolution to investigate the national 
war effort (Rept. No. 1992). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HOWELL: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H. R. 4626. A bill to de- 
clare a portion of the Illinois and Michigan 
Canal an unnavigable stream; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1993). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona: Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. H. R. 
4910. A bill authorizing the Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe Railway Co., or its successors, 
to convey to the States of Arizona and Cali- 
fornia, jointly or separately, for public high- 
Way purposes, an existing railroad bridge 
across the Colorado River, formerly known as 
the Red Rock Bridge, near Topock, Ariz.; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1994). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PRIEST: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H. R. 5002. A bill grant- 
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ing the consent of Congress to the State of 
Tennessee Department of Highways and Pub- 
lic Works to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a free highway bridge across the Clinch 
River at the point where such river is crossed 
by United States Highway No. 25E; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1995). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN: Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. H. R. 5206. A bill 
to authorize Belfry Coal Co. to construct, 
maintain, and operate a free suspension 
bridge conveyor across the Tug Fork of the 
Big Sandy River at or near Sprigg, W. Va.; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1996). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BLOOM: Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. House Resolution 418. Resolution rel- 
ative to the Jewish national home in Pales- 
tine; with. amendment (Rept. No. 1997). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH: Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. S. 275. An act relating to the 
administrative jurisdiction of certain public 
lands in the State of Oregon; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1998). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. POAGE: Committee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 5551. A bill to transfer certain land 
in Nacogdoches County, Tex., to the United 
States Forest Service; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1989). Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. H. R. 3507. A bill to provide for the 
disposition of tribal funds of the Ute In- 
dians, or any of the tribes or bands of Utes; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2000). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. S. 338. An act for the relief of the 
Indians of the Fort Berthold Reservation in 
North Dakota; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2001). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. O’CONNOR: Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 8.1580. An act to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to dispose of certain 
lands heretofore acquired for the nonreserva- 
tion Indian boarding school known as Sher- 
man Institute, California; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2002). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 8.1597. An act to amend section 1, 
act of June 29, 1940 (54 Stat. 703), for the 
acquisition of Indian lands for the Grand 
Coulee Dam and Reservoir, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2003). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
8.1740. An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
the United States District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Massachusetts to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon the claims of 
Marjorie E. Drake, Edith Mae Drake, Minnie 
L. Bickford, and Irene M. Paolini; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1978). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
8.1756. An act for the relief of William 
Luther Thaxton, Jr., and William Luther 
Thaxton, Sr.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1979). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
8.1899. An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
















































































nited States District Court for the Dis- 
f Massachusetts to hear, determine, 
ender judgment upon the claim of Al- 
Files; without amendment (Rept. No. 
Referred to the Committee of the 

le House 
ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
United States District Court for the Dis- 
of Massachusetts to hear, determine, 
render judgment upon the claim of the 











f Bertha L. Tatrault; without amend- 
(Rept. No. 1981). Referred to the Com- 
ee of the Whole House 
fe Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims 
An act for the relief of Fir« ot 
he town of Colchester, Vt.: 
nt (Rept. No. 1982). Rei 
; Committee of the Whole House. 
I 3ERNETHY: Committee on Claims 
; An act for the relief of Clifford E 
af ind Laura C. Long; without amend- 
c Rept. No. 1983). Referred to the 
( mittee of the Whole House. 
& M ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
es An act for the relief of Elizabeth A. 
Zz without amendment (Rept. No. 


Referred to the Committee of the 
House 
ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
An act for the relief of the estates 
dy ph B. Gowen and Ruth V. Gowen; 
é it amendment (Rept. No. 1985). Re- 
the Committee of the Whole House. 
ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
An act for the relief of J. A. Davis; 
it amendment (Rept. No. 1986). Re- 
l the Committee of the Whole House. 
ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims 
S. 2064. An act for the relief of Richard H. 
RS without amendment (Rept. No. 1987). 





z ed to the Committee of the Whole 
Ye Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims. 
es 2168. An act for the relief of certain dis- 
BE ng officers of the Army of the United 
S and for other purposes; without 
4 nadment (Rept. No. 1988). Referred to 
4 Committee of the Whole House. 

Pi 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


x Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and 
rally referred as follows: 
Bs By Mr. BARRY: 
é H.R. 5561. A bill to amend the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1842, as amended, with 
* pect to the control of rents for business 
4 cccmmedations; to the Committee on Bank- 
a and Currency. 
By Mr. JENNINGS: 
H.R. 5562. A bill relating to burley tobacco 
f the 1944 and 1945 crops; to the Committee 
Agriculture. 
By Mr. CASE: 
H.R. 6563. A bill to authorize the Admin- 
t r of the Farm Security Administration 
exchange certain land of the United States 
thin the Angostura Irrigation project, Hot 
ngs, S. Dak., for certain land owned by 
x city cf Hot Springs, S. Dak.; to the Com- 
ttee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina: 
H.R. 5564. A bill to fix the rate of tax 
der the Federal Insurance Contributions 
Act on employer and employees for the calen- 
year 1845; to the Committee on Ways and 
vi as 
H.R.5565. A bill to authorize collectors 
f internal revenue to receive certain checks 
nd money orders in payment of taxes and 
for revenue stamps; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
By Mr. McCORD: 
H.R.5566. A bill to amend section 502 


{ of the Department of Agriculture Or- 
Act of 1944; to the Committee on Ag- 
ture, 
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By Mr. O'BRIEN of New York: 

H. R. 5567. A bill to repeal the income limi- 
tation as to payment of death compensation 
to dependents of deceased service-connected 
disabled World War veterans; to the Com- 
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legis! 

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia 

H. Res. 664. Resolution providing 

consideration of S. 2194, a bill 









appropriations for the United vy 
f rdditic l ordnance manufac i id 
production facilities, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on Rules 
By Mr. DIMOND 

H. Res. 665. R« ution reque n the 
Small er War Plants Corpo: tion to investi- 
gate the possibilities for es ning 
ndependent enterprises in Alaska by vet- 
erans, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency 


By Mr. VOORHIS of California 

H. Res. 666. Resolution to pr 
investigation by the Committee 
Ciciary of the circt 
dismissal of Assi 
man M. Littell; 





PRIVATE PILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 

Mr. McGEHEE introduced a bill (H. R 
5568) for the relief of the S. G. Lecfler Op- 
erating Co., of Washingtor dD. C f 





other purposes, which was referred to the 
Committee on Claim 


SENATE 


Fripay, DeceMBER 1, 19-44 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, November 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father God, this sacred altar at 
which our spirits bow in the midst of an- 
other day’s demands is the witness oi our 
weakness and the confession that in Thee 
alone is the answer to our need. The 
life of our spirits faints in the dust of our 
foolish pride. The cries of the crowd 
about us but bring us to confusion with- 
out and perplexity within. Weary of 
fruitless quests and futile arguments, we 
turn to Thee in the humility of prayer. 

If Thy purposes have run counter to 
our own, if Thy will has bent ours, enable 
us to trust the wisdom of Thy perfect 
love and find Thy will to be our peace. 
Touch every privilege we enjoy with the 
halo of sharing, we beseech Thee. Melt 
it into unselfishness. Translate it into 
service. Let it not be clouded by pride. 
Make every blessing a transparent win- 
dow in the temple of service, so that Thy 
spirit can shine through it in glory for 
human good. In the dear Redeemer’s 
name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. HILL, and by unani- 
mous consent, the reading of the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of the calendar 
day Thursday, November 30, 1944, was 
dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 
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wered to their 


from Nevada 


8650 


{Mr. THomas], the Senator from Missouri 

Mr. Truman], and the Senator from 
Maryland {Mr. Typincs! are necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. WHERRY. The following Sena- 
tors are nex arily absent: 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Brew- 
STER|], the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Brinces], the Senator from Okla- 
homa {Mr. Moore], the Senator from 
Idaho |{Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from 
New H (Mr. Torrey], the Sena- 
tor from (Mr. Werxs], 
and from Iowa (Mr. WIL- 
SON}. 


The 


mpshire 
Ma 


the Senator 


sachusetts 


VICE 
three Se 
names. 


PRESIDENT. Seventy- 
nators have answered to their 
A quorum is present. 
CREDENTIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the credentials of Errrn McMa- 
HON, chosen a Senator from the State of 
Connecticut for the term beginning Jan- 
uary 3, 1845, which were read and ordered 
to be placed on file, as foliows: 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT 
the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944 BrreEn McMaHOon was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Connecticut a Senator from said Sta 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
U d States for the term of 6 years, begin- 

of January 1945. 

llency our Gover 
win, and ovr seal 
i, this 29th day of 
our Lord, 1944 
OND E. BALDWIN, 


o 


te to 


ning on the 3d da 
10r 

hereto 
Novem- 


overnor. 
FRANCES BURKE REDICK, 
Secretary. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid be- 
ore the Senate the credentials of CLaupE 
EPPER, chosen a Senator from the State 
f Florida for the term beginning Janu- 

ary 3, 1945, which were read and ordered 
to be placed on file, as follows: 


STATE OF FLORIDA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944 CiaupE PEPPER was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Florida, a Senator from said State to rep- 

ent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of 6 years, beginning on 

he 3d day of January, 1945. 
Witness: His Excellency 
ard L. Holland, 
Tallahassee, 
*, in the year 


D 


By the 


eur Governor, 
and cur seal hereto af- 
this 2lst day of Novem- 
of our Lord, 1944. 
Governor 

SpPEssARD L. HOLLAND, 
Governor. 


Sr 
fi 
b 


‘ 1 of 
xed at 


[SEAL] R. A. GRAY, 


Secretary of State. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

REPORT OF CERTAIN AGREEMENTS ENTERED INTO 
BY THE Navy DEPARTMENT 

A letter from the Special Assistant to the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in ac- 
cordance with the requirement contained in 
the act of June 30, 1938, 52 Stat. 1253, as 
amended by the act approved June 17, 1944, 
Public Law No. 343, Seventy-eighth Con- 





gress, second session, a report of all agree- 
ments entered into under the authority of 
that act since the last report to Congress 
on November 18, 1943 (with accompanying 
papers); to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


JOURNAL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


oF HAWAII 

A letter from the Acting Governor and the 
Secretary of Hawaii (through the Interior 
Department), transmitting, pursuant to law, 
copy of the journal of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Legislature of the Territory 
of Hawaii, regular session of 1943 (with an 
accompanying document); to the Commit- 
tee on Territories and Insular Affairs. 


ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY AND MISSOURI 
VALLEY AUTHORITY—TELEGRAM FROM 
NATIONAL FARMERS UNION 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp and appropriately referred a 
telegram I have received from James G. 
Patton, president of the National Farm- 
ers Union, endorsing both the St. Law- 
rence seaway and the Missouri Valley 
Authority principles embodied in Sena- 
tor Murray’s bill. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed in the 
RecorpD, as follows: 

DENVER, Coro., November 23, 1944. 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 

Re our letter National Farmers Union un- 
qualifiedly endorses both St. Lawrence sea- 
way and Missouri Valley Authority principles 

nbodied in Senator Murray’s bill. In con- 

ntion assembled here week we are 
wholehearted support to extension 
of the T. V. A. principle of autonomous river 
reporting to President and Con- 
gress and we trust you will lend your sup- 
port. The Nationai Union position corre- 
sponds to that of President Dean and the 
Kansas Farmers Union as expressed in con- 
vention 3 weeks ago. 
James G. PATTON, 
President, National Farmers Union. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 


The following report of a committee 
was submitted: 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

S. 2185. A bill to authorize the Administra- 
tor of Veterans’ Affairs to transfer by quit- 
claim deed to the city of Los Angeles, Calif., 
for fire-station purposes, the title to certain 
land located at Veterans’ Administration fa- 
cility, Los Angeles, Calif.; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 1296). 

ACCEPTANCE OF BUST OF HON. CORDELL 
HULL 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on the Library, I report 
favorably Senate Concurrent Resolution 
56, authorizing and directing the Joint 
Committee on the Library to accept the 
bust of Hon. Cordell Hull, Secretary of 
State. I ask that the concurrent res- 
olution be presently considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? 

The being on objection, the concurrent 
resolution (S. Con. Res. 56) was consid- 
ered and agreed to as follows: 

Resolved, etc. That the Joint Committee 
on the Library is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to accept, on behalf of the Congress 
of the United States, a bust of Hon. Cordell 
Hull, Secretary of State, formerly a Member 
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of the House of Representatives and of the 
United States Senate from the State of Ten- 
nessee, presented by the Cumberland 
(Md.) Evening and Sunday Times, and to 
cause such bust, executed by George Con- 
lon, sculptor, to be placed in a suitable lo- 
cation in the United States Capitol. 
PROTECTION OF WIDOWS AND CHILDREN 
OF DECEASED WORLD WAR NO. 1 VET- 
ERANS—REPORT OF FINANCE COM- 
MITTEE 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I report 
back favorably from the Committee on 
Finance with amendments the bill (H. R. 
1744) to provide Government protection 
to widows and children of deceased 
World War veterans, and I submit a 
report (No. 1297) thereon. 

The committee today approved this 
bill with an amendment striking out all 
after the enacting clause and inserting 
a substitute. The bill is known as the 
widows and orphans yeterans’ bill of 
World War No.1. I should like to bring 
it up at the earliest possible time next 
week in order that it may go to the 
House for final action. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
suggest to the Senator from Georgia that 
in view of the interest in the proposed 
legislation it might be well to ask that the 
text of House bill 1744 as it passed the 
House and the amendment unanimously 
reported by the Finance Committee be 
printed in the Recorp for the informa- 
tion of those who may be interested. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I make 
that request. I think both texts 
printed in the report, but I ask also tha 
House bill 1744 as it passed the House 
and the substitute unanimously ordered 
reported by the Finance Committee this 
morning be printed in the body of the 
Recorp for the information of the Sen- 
ate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? ‘The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered; and the bill will be placed 
on the calendar. 

The text of House bill 1744 as passed 
by the House of Representatives is as 
follows: 


av 
are 


H.R. 1744 


An act to provide Government protection to 
widows and children of deceased World War 
veterans 
Be it enacted, etc., That the surviving 

widow, child, or children of any honorably 

discharged person who entered the service 
prior to November 12, 1918, or if the persons 
were serving with the United States military 
forces in Russia before April 2, 1920, and 
served 90 days or more during World War No. 
1, or who, having served less than 990 days, was 
discharged for disability in the service in 
line of duty, dies, or has died from a disease 
or disability not service connected, shall, 
upon filing application and such proofs in 
the Veterans’ Administration as the Admin- 
istrator of Veterans’ Affairs may prescribe, be 
entitled to receive compensation: Provided, 
That payment of compensation under the 
provisions of this act shall not be made to 
any widow without child, or a child, whose 
annual income exceeds $1,000, or to a widow 
with a child or children whose annual in- 
come exceeds $2,500. In determining annual 
income, payments of war-risk term insurance, 

United States Government life (converted) 

insurance, and payments under the World 

War Adjusted Compensation Act, as amended 

(U. S. C., title 38, ch. 11), and the Adjusted 

Compensation Payment Act, 1936, as amend- 

ed, shall not be considered. 
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nthly rates of compen- 
Widow but no 
hild, $30; widow with one child, $38 (with 
e4 for each additional child); no widow but 

child, $15; no widow but two children, 
$22 (equally divided); no widow but three 

idren, $30 (equally divided) (with $3 for 
each additional child; amount to be 
equally divided). 

(b) The total compensation payable under 
his section shall not exceed $64. Where such 
benefits would otherwise exceed $64, the 
ount of $64 may be apportioned as the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs may pre- 

ibe. 

Sec. 3. That as used in this act— 

(a) The term “person who entered the 
service” shall mean a person, whether male 

female, and whether commissioned, en- 
ted, or drafted, who was finally accepted 
active service in the military or naval 
rces of the United States, members of 
aining camps authorized by law, and such 
ther persons heretofore recognized by stat- 
ute or veterans’ regulations as being eligible 
World War service connection for dis- 
bility; 

(b) The term “widow” shall mean a per- 

n who was married prior to the date of 
enactment of this act to the person who 
served: Provided, That all marriages shall be 
proved as valid marriages according to the 
law of the place where the parties resided at 
the time of the marriage or the law of the 
place where the parties resided when the 

ht to compensation accrued; and 

(c) The term “child” shall mean a person 
unmarried and under the age of 18 years, 
unless prior to reaching the age of 18 the 
child becomes or has become permanently 
neapable of self-support by reason of mental 

physical defect, who is a legitimate child, 
a child legally adopted, a stepchild if a mem- 
ber of the man’s household, an illegitimate 
child, but as to the father only, if acknowl- 
edged in writing signed by him or if he has 
been judicially ordered or decreed to con- 
tribute to such child’s support or has been 
judicially decreed to be the putative father 
of such a child: Provided, That the payment 
of compensation shall be continued after 
the age of 18 years and until completion of 
education or training to any child who is 
or may hereafter be pursuing a course of 


The m 


on shall be as follows 





total 





instruction, entered into before said child 
reached his or her twenty-first birthday, at 
a school, college, academy, seminary, tech- 


nical institute, or university 
designated by him and approved by the 
Administrator, which shall have agreed to 
report to the Administrator the termination 
of attendance of such child, and if any such 
itution of learning fails to make such 

report promptly the approval shall be with- 
arawn 

Sec. 4. That payment shall be effective 
n the date of enactment of this act in 
ill cases where application under Public Law 
No. 484, Seventy-third Congress, as amended, 
is on file in the Veterans’ Administration 
priur to the date of enactment of this act, 
and in all other cases payment shall be made 
from the date the application of the widow, 
child, or children, in the form prescribed by 
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, is filed 
in the Veterans’ Administration. 

Sec. 5. This act may be cited as the 
“World War Widows’ and Dependent Chil- 
dren’s Act, 1943.” 


particularly 





The text of the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Finance today to 
louse bill 1744 is as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“That section 1 of Public Law No. 484, 
Seventy-third Congress, June 28, 1934, as 
amended, is hereby amended by repealing 
subsections (a) and (b) thereof and substi- 
tuting the following: 



































































































‘SECTION 1. (a) 
child, or children of 
served in World War 
2, 1918 
nited States military 
re April and who was discl 
r released from active service under condi- 


ons other than dis! 


The surviving widow, 
No 


or lf the person \ 





i 





> 
<, 





+O ete 


norable after having 
served 90 days or more or for di 








r r who 
ie of death was receiving or entitled to 
receive compensation, per 
pay for service-connected 
upon filing application 


curred in the service in line of duty, 





ion, or retiremen 

disability, shall, 
and such proofs in 
istration as the Admin- 
of Veterans’ Affairs may prescribe, be 










the Veterans’ 


istra 





entitled to receive pension as provided by this 
act. 


‘Sec. 2. That section 2 of Public Law No 
484, Seventy-third Congress, as amended, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. (a) That the monthly rates of 
pension shall be as follows: Widow but no 
child, $35; widow and one child, $45 (with $5 
for each additional child); no widow but one 
child, $18; no widow but two children, $27 
(equally divided); no widow but three 
children, $36 (equally divided) with $4 for 
each additional child (the total amount to 
be equally divided). 

“*(b) The total pension payable under “his 
section shall not exceed $74. Where such 
benefits would otherwise exceed $74, the 
amount of $74 may be apportioned as the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs may pre- 
scribe.’ 

“ ‘Sec. 3. That section 3 of Public Law No 
514, Seventy-fifth Congress, May 13, 1938, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. On and after the date of enact- 
ment of this act for the purpose of payment 
of compensation or pension under the laws 
administered by the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion, the term ‘widow of a World War No. 1 
veteran’ shall mean a woman who was married 
prior to the effective date of enactment of 
this amendment, or 10 or more years, to the 
person who served: Provided, That all m: 
riages shall be proven as valid marriages ac- 
cording to the law of the place where the 
parties resided at the time of marriage or the 
law of the place where the parties resided 
when the right to compensation or pension 
accrued: And provided further, That where 
the original date of marriage meets the 
statutory requirement and the parties were 
legally married at date of death of the vet- 
eran, the requirement of the statute as to 
date of marriage will be reg 
been met. Compen 
not be allowed a 








ation or 


widow who has remarried 


either once or more than once, and where 
compensation or pension is properly discon- 
tinued by reason of remarriage it shall not 


thereafter be recommenced. No c 
tion or pension shall be paid to a widow un- 
less there was continuous cohabitation with 
the person who served from the date of mar- 
riage to date of death, exc 
was a separation which was due to the mis- 
conduct of or procured by the person who 
without the fault of the widow.’ 
“Sec. 4. This act shall be effective from 
date of its approval: Provided, That notwith- 
stancing the repeal of subsections (a) and 
(b) of section 1 of Public Law No. 484, Sev- 
enty-third Congre as amended, contained 
in section 1 of this act, 
able for a period prior to the effec 
of this act may be adjudicated and placed on 
the roll and the benefits of this act shall be 
applicable to such claims and those Claims 
now on the rolls. 
“Sec. 5. Except to 
flict with the provi: the pro- 
visions of Public Law No. 2, Seventy-third 
Congress, March 20, 1933, the Veterans Reg- 
ulations promulgated thereunder, and of 
Public Law No. 144, Seventy-eighth Congress, 
July 13, 1943, as now or hereafter amended, 
shall be applicable to this act: Provided, That 


mpensa- 


there 





served 








claims otherwise pay- 
tive date 





he extent they may con- 





ions of this act, 
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tion the definition of the terms ‘vet I 
“widow,” ‘child or children’ shall be those 
pplicable to World War No. 2 as provided in 
Law No. 2, Seventy-third Congress 
now < hereafter amended: And provided 
4, Public Law No. 312 


tress, is hereby amended 





ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 


Mrs CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on No- 
vember 30, 1944, that committee pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills: 

S.1373. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of War to convey to the people of Puerto Rico 
for school purposes a certain building and lot 
k Mayaguez Barracks Military 


known as the 
now under the jurisdiction of 





Reservation 
the War Department 
S.1714. An act to reimbur 














and Geodetic Survey and Marine Corps per 
sonnel for personal property lost or damaged 
as the result of a fire at the marine barracks, 
Quant Va., on December 16, 1943 

S. 1731 for the ef of Helen Hal- 
verson 

S.1741. A ( to provide f the reir 
bi eme of ¢ nN nd ¢ in per- 
son f per il prope k is the resu 
of i I } ar V-3 he na ] - 
tion, Nor \ nN mber 12 

S 328. Al e f re - 
ment I Navy d fort 
Nat per nnel f pe uy t t 
da! ed as the result « i i qi ter 
‘ i bv 1 ( I 1 

S. 1839 t t ‘ r nbu . 
I { ¢ N ! I 
I ye V i re 
fire in «¢ at i I d 
E Hueneme, C ( Fe y 6, 1944 

S. 1840. An act k e for reimb f 
I t f < 4 Na Pp € na I 
Navy per i I ! y i 
or dan d I f f 1 
b I [ q 1 ope t 
base, A i, Newfou I OI J I 
12, 194 

S. 1841. Ar I { e 
purse I N I I a 

I N pe el I il 
l r dan ed f I I 

cu ( ‘ T 
An } é ‘ )} 19423 

S. 1842. Ar t I i Ma- 
rine Corps pe pe 

S r dan ed é fi at the 
I f rrack de} B 
N J Apr < 194 

S. 1881. A reimburse- 
I r } and former 
N ! y 408t oF 
dan C } f the naval 
advance ba t. } H 1e, Calif., on 
January 12 44 

S 1964 A r a - 
tio ‘ cadet for 
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property lost or damaged as the result of a 
fire at Carroll College, Helena, Mont., on 
January 8, 1944. 

AUTHORIZATION TO FILE REPORT ON 
CROP INSURANCE BILL DURING RE- 
CESS 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 

President, the Committee on Agriculture 

and Forestry has completed the hearings 

on the so-called crop insurance bill 

(H. R. 4911) and has marked up the 

bill. But I am afraid the report will 

not be ready to be submitted during to- 
day’s session of the Senate. Therefore, 

I ask unanimous consent that the chair- 

man of the committee may file the report 

during the recess of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

BILL INTRODUCED 


Mr. MEAD introduced a bill (S. 2207) 
for the relief of Marlin-Rockwell Cor- 
poration with respect to the jurisdiction 
of the Tax Court of the United States to 
redetermine its excessive profits for its 
fiscal year ending December 31, 1942, 
subject to renegotiation under the Re- 
negotiation Act, which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 4993) to amend Public, 
No. 507, Seventy-seventh Congress, sec- 
ond session, an act to further expedite 
the prosecution of the war, approved 
March 27, 1942, known as the Second 
War Powers Act, 1942, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS— 
AMENDMENTS 


Mr. BYRD and Mr. ROBERTSON each 
submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to the 
bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, which were 
ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITCRS TO 

UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE 

ACADEMY 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I send 
forward the report of the Board of Vis- 
itors to the United States Merchant Ma- 
rine Academy, which I ask may be print- 
ed in the Recorp. If the same report is 
to be printed in the House proceedings, I 
will not ask for its publication in the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, as I do not wish 
to duplicate it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


REPORT OF THE BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE | 


UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE ACAD- 
EMY 


Krincs Pornt, N. Y., September 30, 1944. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA- 
TIVES. 


GENTLEMEN: Pursuant to Public Law 301, 
chapter 194, Seventy-eighth Congress, second 
session approved May 11, 1944, the following 
Senators and Members of the House of Rep- 
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resentatives were designated to constitute 
the 1944 Board of Visitors to the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy: 


SENATORS 


By the Committee on Commerce: 

JosiaH W. Battey, of North Carolina (ex 
officio) . 

Grorce L. Rapcuirre, of Maryland. 

Haroitp Hitz Burron, of Ohio. 

By the Vice President: 

JAMES M. TUNNELL, of Delaware. 

MEMEPERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

By the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
Committee: 

ScHvuyterR O. Briann, First Congressional 
District of Virginia (ex officio). 

Epwarp J. Hart, Fourteenth Congressional 
District of New Jersey 

RoBERT RAMSPECK, Fifth Congressional Dis- 
trict of Georgia 

RICHARD J. WELCH, 
District of California. 

By the Speaker of the House: 

EUGENE J. Krocu, Ninth Congressional Dis- 
trict of New York. 

GoRDON CANFIELD, 
District of New Jersey. 

Representative DANIEL ELLIson, Fourth 
Congressional District of Maryland, was later 
appointed in place of Mr. RicHarp J. WELCH 
of California who was unable to attend 

The Board of Visitors to the United States 
Merchant. Marine Academy assembled at 
Wiley Hall at 10:00 a. m. Friday, September 
29, 1944, where the members were received 
by the Superintendent of the Merchant Ma- 
rine Academy, Capt. Giles C. Stedman, United 
States Naval Reserve, and his staff. 


Fifth Congressional 


The following members of the Board were | 


present at the first and later meetings: Sen- 
ator Grorce L. Ravciirre, Senator Haroip H. 


BurToON, Representative ScHuyLer O. BLAND, 


Representative ROBERT RAMSPECK, Represent- 
ative Eucenge J. Krocu, Representative Gor- 
DON CANFIELD, Representative DANIEL ELLISON. 
First meeting of the Board of Visitors 

After being conducted to the conference 
room, 
took the chair as temporary chairman for 
the purpose of organization. 

The Board elected Representative Scuuy- 


LER O. BLAND as chairman, and designated | 


Lt. Comdr. William L. Bull, United States 
Maritime Service, as assistant secretary. 
When, at the request of the chairman, the 
superintendent and his staff joined the Board 
in conference, the Superintendent was in- 
vited to make such reports on the state of 
the academy as he deemed. pertinent and 
proper to bring to the Board’s attention. In 
response to this invitation, the Superintend- 


ent, Capt. Giles C. Stedman, United States 


Naval Reserve, presented the following re- 
port: 

“Gentlemen, it is a pleasure to welcome the 
first Congressional Board of Visitors to the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy. 

The entire academy personnel is sincerely 
gratified by this visit, and appreciates the 
important function of your board in better 
enabling us to accomplish the mission of 
this national institution. 

“We are well aware that the performance of 
this additional duty during these arduous 
days calls for considerable sacrifice for each 
of you. But we firmly believe that this gen- 
erous donation of your time and effort will 
be compensated for by the realization that 
you will have rendered a valuable service to 
the academy and to the Nation’s growing 
maritime strength. 


Part I. Introduction to Background and 
Establishment of Cadet Corps 


“The passage by the Congress of the Mer- 
chant Marine Act of 1936, as amended, gave 
distinct impetus to the Federal training of 
officers for the United States merchant 
marine by providing for the establishment 


Eighth Congressional | 


Representative ScHvuyLeER O. BLAND | 


DECEMBER Il 


of the United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps. 

“The United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps was Officially organized by the United 
States Maritime Commission, in the spring 
of 1938. In order to prepare a comprehen- 
sive training program an exhaustive study 
was first made of all foreign systems of mer- 
chant marine officer training. For many 
years England, Italy, Germany, Japan, Hol- 
land, Norway, Sweden, France, and Denmark 
had well-established training programs 
Accordingly, a comprehensive analysis was 
made of the bes. points of each system of 
training. With this background, and with 
the assistance of the keenest minds among 
American shipping officials and merchant 
marine officers, the Maritime Commission in- 
augurated and developed the United States 
Merchant Marine Cadet Corps, the Nation's 
first Federal system for training officers for 
the merchant marine. 

“The cadet corps had its inception when 
the 99 cadets who were aboard Government- 
owned or subsidized vessels were placed un- 
der the direct supervision of the Maritime 
Commission on March 15, 1938. Early in 
1939, national competitive examinations for 
the appointment to cadetships were inaugu- 
rated, and for the first time in the history of 
this Nation an opportunity was presented to 
qualified young Americans of every State in 
the Union to receive training for a career in 
the United States merchant marine. 

“Lacking its own facilities ashore, the newly 
established cadet corps necessarily had to 
share the quarters of certain other training 
institutions, such as the Admiral Billard 
Academy at New London, the New York State 
Maritime Academy at Fort Schuyler, N. Y., the 
United States navy yard at Algiers, La., and 
a United States Navy base in San Francisco. 
Although at that early date the total comple- 
ment of the cadet corps was low, the course 
of study was comprehensive, based on a 4-year 
curriculum, 

“The growing international tension and 
subsequent declaration of wai suspended the 
4-year course, and compelled the adoption of 
a shortened period of training. Concurrent 
with the increasing strength of the cadet 
corps, two basic schools were established, one 
at San Mateo, Calif. the other at Pass 
Christian, Miss. By the end of 1941, the 
rapidly increasing strength of the cadet 
corps made clear the urgent need for the 
establishment of an adequate academy on the 
Atlantic coast to furnish both basic and ad- 
vanced training. Accordingly, thorough in- 
vestigation was made to locate a suitable site 
for the new academy. Final selection in- 
dicated that the Walter P. Chrysler estate of 
11 acres, at Kings Point, N. Y., was the most 
appropriate location, and in December 1941, 
its purchase for $100,000 was consummated 
by the United States Maritime Commission. 
Pians were at once developed to adopt this 
estate for use in building the first Federal 
Merchant Marine Academy which would 
furnsih officer training to the young men of 
all States. 


Part II. Planning, Establishment, and Con- 
struction of United States Merchant 
Marine Academy 


“The newly acquired Chrysler property and 
residence were occupied early in 1942, and 
instructional activity was commenced. At 
the same time, broad plans were developed 
at the United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps headquarters in Washington for the 
final design of the academy. Architects, 
cadet corps Officials, prominent merchant ma- 
rine officers, and educators jointly contributed 
to the preparation of the over-all plans. The 
design was based on a peacetime comple- 
ment of 1,200 cadet-midshipmen, although 
it was then fully realized that during the 
war it would be necessary to operate with at 
least double that figure. Final design having 
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been established, a unique problem presented | 
itself owing to the need of continuing all 
training activity at the same time that the 
builders proceeded with construction of the 
new buildings. Further, the enrollment was 
nstantly increasing, and to accommodate 
the cadet-midshipmen it was necessary not 
only to occupy fully all existing buildings on 
the grounds, but temporary C. C. C. barracks 
as well, erected for the purpose. Owing to 
the critical shortage of steel, reinforced con- 
rete was used for the basic construction of 
the new buildings. Record progress was made 
, the entire constructional program. 
“At the termination of the construction pe- 
4 of approximately 15 months, the acad- 
my was substantially complete and ac- 
rdingly was officially dedicated on Sep- 
tember 30, 1943. At this date the academy 
had entered upon its full-scale instructional 
gram. The cadet corps at that time had 
total strength of 7,514 cadet-midshipmen, 
whom 1,094 were undergoing basic train- 
ng at the academy and the two basic schools 
on the Pacific and Gulf coasts; 2,200 were 
undergoing advanced training at the acad- 
emy, and the remainder, some 4,220, were in 
an intermediate period of training at sea 
aboard numerous merchant vessels voyaging 
all parts of the world. 


Part III. Broad Review of Cadet Corps 
Academic Curriculum 


The course of training prescribed for the 
past 2144 years has been one of 18 months’ 
juration, consisting of 3 months at basic 
chool, followed by at least 6 months aboard 
hips, and 9 months advanced courses at the 
cademy. Effective October 1, 1944, the course 
will be extended to 2 years. 

“The method of instructing cadet-midship- 
men is unusual, because of the provision 
whereby each cadet-midshipman must serve 

sea aboard merchant vessels as a part of 

s training. Consequently, during existing 

r conditions, all cadet-midshipmen as- 

ned to the academy for advanced ccurses 
are veterans with service in combat zones. 

At the very beginning of the cadet corps 
system of training it was found necessary, be- 
cause of the movements of merchant vessels, 

have new sections of 25 cadet-midshipmen 

mmence their basic and advanced academic 
chedules at weekly intervals. Graduations 
take place at semi-monthly intervals, thus 

eeping a constant supply of graduates avail- 
able for sea duty. 

It is, of course, recognized that before new- | 
ly appointed cadet-midshipmen are ready for 
assignment to training at sea, a basic course 
ashore is essential. Hence, the present basic 
training, of 4 months’ duration, has a two- 
fold purpose. First, to prepare cadet-mid- 
hipmen to be useful when they join a vessel 
for sea training, and take care of themselves 
and others in event of enemy action or acci- 
dent, and second, to present a rudimentary 
outline of the chief subjects upon which to 
build future training. With cadet-midship- 
men undergoing sea training aboard so many 

ried merchant vessels, centralized control 
is difficult. Accordingly, a novel method of | 
supervising their study is in force. District 
cadet-midshipmen supervisors and instruc- | 
tors are stationed in New York, Baltimore, 
New Orleans, the Canal Zone, Los Angeles, 
San Francisco, and Seattle. These officers 
visit vessels which are in port, and not only 
check progress made by cadet-midshipmen, 
but also assist them with studies. In addi- 
tion, the cadet corps has developed a guided 
plan of self-study for the cadet-midshipman 
at sea, called a sea project. This sea project 
outlines for the cadet-midshipman the es- 
sential points of importance on board his 

hip, to which attention must be di- 
rected during his study. This compre- 
hensive manual has been so designed that | 
for all cadet-midshipmen undergoing deck | 
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training, only two individual types of 
projects are necessary; one for cargo ships, 
and one for tankers. For cadet-midshipmen 
in engineering training, two projects suffice— 
one for steam, and one for Diesel vessels. 
Cadet-midshipmen are at sea for an over-all 
period of 6 to 9 months, depending on dura- 
tion of voyages. During this time they make 
sketches, prepare drawings, and write answers 
to hundreds of questions. These questions 
pertain to the construction, equipment, op- 
eration of their vessels, and other professional 
subjects. Upon termination of their sea 
training, cadet-midshipmen must have their 
projects completed. They then report to dis- 
trict supervisors for assignment to the acad- 
emy. 

“To summarize academic training at Kings 
Point, the course now consists of 36 weeks’ 
advanced work, and will be expanded to 52 
weeks on October 1, 1944. Deck and engine 
cadet-midshipmen take separate courses of 
study, although both study naval science and 
shipping economics. The chief subjects 
studied by deck cadet-midshipmen include 
navigation, seamanship and cargo, ship con- 
struction, mechanical drawing, and meteor- 
ology. Engineer cadet-midshipmen have as 
major courses the study of steam engineering, 
Diesel engineering, refrigeration, electrical 
engineering, ship construction, and engineer- 
ing drawing. 

“Teaching is chiefly done by the lecture- 
demonstration method. Lectures are supple- 
mented by pertinent laboratory and practical 
work. Extensive use is made of educational 
motion pictures, slide films, charts, models, 
Specimens of equipment, and other visual 
aids. 

“Instructors are guided uniformly through- 
out their respective courses by lesson plans 
developed by officers of the cadet corps 
These lesson plans show detailed content of 
each lesson, and when used in conjunction 
with an instructor’s guidebook, insure that all 
courses are taught in accordance with a 
standard plan. 

“Academic control is exercised chiefly by 
an academic board, which maintains high 
scholastic standards, and an effective methcd 
of detecting cadet-midshipmen who are 
unable to measure up to the high standard 
required by the Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps. 

“While cadet-midshipmen pursue a rigorous 
course of study, there are extensive provisions 
made for extracurricular and recreational ac- 
tivities. An extensive athletic program is 
under way, using all available facilities for 
the physical conditioning and recreation of 
cadet-midshipmen. The academy also pos- 
sesses an auditorium, recreation rooms, and a 
library which contains a collection of books 
on appropriate technical and general subject 

“At the completion of courses, graduates are 
examined for their original merchant-marine 
licenses as third mates, or third assistant 
engineers, for service in any ship in the 
United States merchant marine. Graduates 
also receive diplomas and commissions as en- 
signs in the United States Naval Reserve and 
United States maritime service. About 5,000 
have graduated from the cadet corps and its 
academy since 1938. Of this number, 30 per- 
cent, or about 1,500, are on active duty as 
Officers in the Navy; the remaining 3,500 are 
serving as officers in merchant vessel 
“Part IV. Grourds, Buildings, and Equipment 

“The academy, now totaling 60 acres, is 
situated at Kings Point, Long Island, N. Y. 
New construction completed since acquisition 
of the Chrysler estate includes buildings suit- 
able for their respective purposes which are 
all named in honor of persons who were 
prominent in the history of the merchant 
marine. Major buildings include seven 
dormitories for cadet-midshipmen, a large 
mess hail, a drill hall, a hospital, and aca- 
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demic buildings for deck and engine training. 
These are supplemented by necessary service 





The success of a training program depends 
to a certain degree, on available instructional 
equipment The academy is fortunate in 
having secured a great deal of marine equip- 
ment from the Navy and from the United 
States Maritime Commission For deck 
training, navigational instruments and aids 
are available, including a most up-to-date 
Sperry gyrocompass laboratory. A full-sized 
set of ship’s cargo masts, winches, and 
booms is installed near the waterfront for 
practical instruction in cargo handling. In- 
struction in seamanship is supplemented by 
numerous small boats and latest designs of 
lifeboat davits and life rafts 
based at the academy 
Diesel-propelled training vessels, in which 
cadet midshipmen make short cruises as 
part of their practical training. Engineer- 
ing laboratory equipment includes a marine 
steam power plant which generates steam 
from two marine boilers. This steam is used 
for heating the entire academy, as well as 
for operating instructional equipment A 
varied selection of steam engines, pumps, and 
auxiliaries, as well as Diesel engines, elec- 
trical equipment, and shop tools is availabie 
for actual operation and practical training 
The department of naval science has not onl; 


Ly 


There are also 
sail-, steam-, and 





a wide variety of representative guns, loading 
machines, specimen mrines and paravanes 
but also has numerous instructional mods 
and aids for classroom use 


“Part V. Operation of Academy 
“The United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps is a division of the training organiza- 
tion of the War Shipping Administration 
This organization has jurisdiction over the 
training of officers and seamen f 
tion of the war 


r the dura- 


The cadet corps operates 
under the direction of a supervisor whose 
office and staff are located in Washingt 
D. C. The academy, the largest unit of the 


United States Merchant Marine Cadet ( 
is headed by a superintendent Next in the 
chain of command is the commandant < 
cadet midshipmen, assisted by the executive 
and administrative officers, and the secretary 
of the academic board, who supervise all aca- 
demic and service departments necessar 
the operation of the academy 

“The academy at Kings Point and the cadet 
basic schools at San Mateo and Pa Ch 
tian are operated on a military basis, with 
discipline on the same piane as that at othe: 
service academies. Cadet-midsh 


orps, 


prven of the 


cadet corps are appointed midshipmen in 
the United States Naval Reserve, in an inac- 
tive status Officers and instructors are as- 
signed to cadet corps units jointly by the 
United States maritime service and the 
United States Navy. The Navy has been most 
cooperative in every respect in assisting 


the operation of the academy and other cad 
corps units. 

“More than 90 percent of our instruct 
are merchant marine officer pproximate 
one-half of whom are on active duty as mem- 


bers of the United States Naval R rve 
They have been assigned to the academy | 
the Navy Department The remainder are 
commissioned officers of the United St 


Maritime Service. Our subordinate adminis- 
trative complement co! 
sonnel of the United States Maritime Service 


and civil-service employee 
“Part VI. Accomplishments and Aims 


“Thus the establishment and growth of the 
United States Merchant Marine A 


sists of enlisted _ - 


demy has 


been outlined. Built at a cost of $7,300,000, 
less than the cost of a sin dern de- 
stroyer, there now ex ; Federal 
academy for training merchant marine of- 


ficers, operating on a parallel with the Naval 
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Academy, Military Academy, and Coast Guard 
Academy for the equally important Amer- 
ican merchant marine 

“The cadet corps as of this date has already 
graduated 5,000 officers, many of whom have 
since risen to positions of master and chief 
engineer aboard vessels of the United States 
merchant marine. Of growing importance, 
however, is the post-war function of the 
cadet corps and its academy. It is expected 
that graduates, having been trained under 
the highest possible standards, will take the 
initiative in safeguarding the interests and 
well-being of the United States merchant 
marine in years to come, and thus play a 
key role in the national welfare. 

“Highly desirable is the prompt return to 
a 4-year course, consisting of 9 months’ basic 
training, 12 to 15 months aboard ships, and 
2 years advanced study at the academy. Also 
highly desirable is the return to national 
competitive examinations for appointment as 
cadet-midshipmen in the United States Mer- 
chant Marine Cadet Corps. 

“It may be of interest to note here that 
the 5',-year merchant marine officer train- 
ing course of Russia was reduced to only 
4'4 years during the existing war. In the 
opinion of not a few interested in the fu- 
ture of the American merchant marine, the 
reduction of the cadet corps’ 4-year course 
to 144 years was indeed drastic, and action 
to return to 4 years should be taken at the 
earliest practicable date. 


“Conclusion 


“In conclusion, may I again assure you that 
you are most welcome. I thank you for 
your kind interest and attention. The en- 
tire staff of the United States Merchant Ma- 
rine Academy offers you its full cooperation, 
and stands ready to assist you in every way 
possible during your visit.” 

Upon the conclusion of this report the 
chairman threw the meeting open to ques- 
tions by members of the Board, some of 
whom were not familiar with the organiza- 
tion of the United States Merchant Marine 
Cadet Corps and Academy. Their questions 
were answered by the Superintendent and 
his staff. 

At this time Capt. James Harvey Tomb, 
United States Navy, retired, the first Super- 
intendent of the United States Merchant 
Marine Academy, was presented to the Board. 

In order to thoroughly acquaint the mem- 
bers of the Board with the academic program 
of the academy, each member was given a 
folio containing the following enclosures, the 
purpose of each being briefly outlined by 
Commander Harold V. Nerney, United States 
Naval Reserve, executive officer of the acad- 
emy: 

1. Information booklet of the United States 
Merchant Marine Cadet Corps. 

2. Information booklet for ship’s officers 
and shore officials of steamship companies. 

3. Regulations and instructions of the 
United States Merchant Marine Cadet Corps. 

4. (a) Registration as of September 1, 1944, 
showing distribution and quota by States. 

(b) Home States of cadet-midshipmen in 
training as of September 1, 1944. 

(c) Typical daily strength report of the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy. 

5. (a) United States Merchant Marine Ca- 
det Corps roster of officers, September 1, 1944. 

(b) Organization chart of the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy. 

(c) Directory of officers of the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy, September 
1, 1944. 

6. (a) Academic curriculum of the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy. 

(b) Outline of courses for preliminary 
cadet-midshipmen (deck) and a typical class 
schedule. 

(c) Outline of courses 
cadet-midshipmen (engine) 
class schedule, 


for preliminary 
and a typical 
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(d) Outline of courses for advanced cadet- 
midshipmen (deck) and a typical class 
schedule. 

(e) Outline of courses for advanced cadet- 
midshipmen (engine) and a typical class 
schedule. 

7. Typical acaderic schedule for the week. 

8. Typical plan of the week. 

9. Album of pictures of the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy and cadet-mid- 
shipmen activities. 

10. Guide book for instructors of the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy. 

11. Typical instructors’ manuals: 

(a) Instructor’s Manual in Navigation for 
Preliminary Cadet-Midshipmen (deck). 

(b) Instructor’s Manual in Steam Engi- 
neering for Preliminary Cadet-Midshipmen 
(Engine). 

12. Tanker supplement to the sea project 
for cadet-midshipmen (deck). 

The superintendent invited the chairman 
to designate a member of the Board to de- 
liver a brief address to the regiment of cadet- 
midshipmen immediately before the review 
at 4:05 p. m. Senator Georce L. RADCLIFFE 
was selected to make this address. 

The regimental commander, Cadet-Mid- 
shipman William C. Gibson, United States 
Merchant Marine Cadet Corps, was then pre- 
sented to the chairman and members of the 
Board. After being presented, he invited the 
members of the Board to luncheon with the 
regiment at Delano Hall. 

Just before the meeting adjourned at 11:30 
a. m., the chairman informed the Board of 
the regrets expressed by the following mem- 
bers of the Board for their inability to be 
present due to unforeseen circumstances: 
Senator Jos1aH W. Battery, Senator JAMEs M., 
TUNNELL, Representative Enpwarp J. Hart. 


Meeting with the regiment of cadet- 
midshipmen 


At 12:30 p. m. the Board was conducted 
to Delano Hall by the cadet-midshipmen 
regimental commander and his staff for 
luncheon with the regiment. There were 
no commissioned officers present. After 
luncheon each member of the Board was in- 
troduced to eight cadet-midshipmen from his 
home State and held a 20-minute conference 
with them. 

Tour of the academy 


Their officer escorts having been presented 
to them, the members of the Board proceeded 
on a conducted tour of the academy. Among 
the various buildings and activities inspected 
were— 

Barry Hall: 
quarters. 

O’Hara Hall: Naval science classrooms, drill 
hall, pistol range, gun room, and ordnance 
equipment. 

Bowditch Hall: Academy library, class- 
rooms, radio code room, chart room, mechan- 
ical drawing room, radio laboratory, gyro lab- 
oratory, meteorology equipment, bridges, and 
the auditorium. 

Fulton Hall: Classrooms, electrical labora- 
tory, machine shop, Diesel laboratory, weld- 
ing school, forge shop, and steam laboratory. 

Samuels Hall: Sail loft, practical seaman- 
ship room, lifeboat and fire fighting class- 
rooms, and signaling rooms (where a brief 
class in Mersigs was held). 

Proceeding then along the water front the 
Board viewed the Cargo Mast Unit, Lyle Gun 
and Breeches Buoy Unit, and observed the 
harbor facilities and training vessels. 

Upon completion of this tour, the Board 
proceeded to Kendrick Field and witnessed 
the review of the regiment of cadet-mid- 
shipmen. 

The Board reassembled at the senior offi- 
cers’ mess at 4:45 p. m. for an informal dis- 
cussion which terminated at 5:30 p. m. 


Superintendent’s reception and dinner 


At 6:30 p. m. the superintendent held a 
reception and dinner for all members of the 


Typical cadet-midshipmen’s 
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Board. In addition to the members of the 
Board there were present Capt. J. H. Tomb, 
United States Navy (retired), 5 officers 
from the headquarters of the United States 
Merchant Marine Cadet Corps, and 20 officers 
of the academy staff. 

After the dinner a film depicting the activi- 
ties of the entire United States Merchant 
Marine Cadet Corps was shown, accompanied 
by a running commentary given by Com- 
mander H. V. Nerney, United States Naval 
Reserve. 

The Board adjourned for 
10:40 p. m. 


Saturday, September 30, 1944 


The members of the Board reassembled 
at 8:30 a. my. and were conducted by their 
officer escorts on a tour of Patton Hospital 
visiting the dispensary, dental rooms and 
laboratories, wards, operating rooms, and 
diet kitchen. 


Second meeting of the Board of Visitors 


The members of the Board were taken 
aboard the training vessel William Webb fo: 
an inspection of the water front. 

At 9:30 a. m. the Board assembled in the 
wardroom of the training vessel Willian 
Webbd for its final meeting, adjourning at 
10:30 a. m. 

Upon adjournment, the members of the 
Board proceeded to Kendrick Field to wit- 
ness a formal review of the regiment of 
cadet-midshipmen. 

Following the review, the members of the 
Board attended a buffet luncheon in O'Hara 
Hall with the superintendent and senio: 
officers of the academy and prominent in- 
vited guests from the maritime industry in 
celebration of the first anniversary of the 
dedication of the United States Merchant 
Marine Academy. 

The members of the Board departed from 
the academy at their pleasure upon the con- 
clusion of the luncheon. 


Comments and recommendations 


As a result of the inspections made and 
the interviews held with members of the 
Merchant Marine Academy staff and cadet- 
midshipmen of the regiment, the Board of 
Visitors respectfully submits the following 
comments and recommendations: 

1. The Board recognizes the necessity of 
maintaining a permanent United States 
Merchant Marine Academy. This academy 
will be an important factor in the develop- 
ment of a sound merchant-marine policy for 
the country. The maintenance of an ade- 
quate merchant marine of high standards 
depends upon the availability of qualified 
officers as well as upon the existence of the 
best ships and favorable economic condi- 
tions. It is imperative that the indispensa- 
ble service to the Nation which the United 
States Merchant Marine Academy has been 
rendering in maintaining a steady supply 
of well-trained officers for the merchant ma- 
rine and the Navy shall be continued in the 
immediate post-war days and for all years 
to come. 

2. Although the present plant and facil- 
ities of the academy are of a permanent na- 
ture and have been developed in accordance 
with well-conceived plans, the Board feels 
that early and careful consideration should 
be given to the expansion of both grounds 
and buildings to the end that a complete 
and fully integrated educational institution 
may be established at the earliest moment 
Study should be made of the evident need 
for officers’ quarters in a permanent acad- 
emy. Enlargements of both grounds and 
facilities should be based on the require- 
ments of the future permanent cadet-mid- 
shipmen complement of 1,200. 

3. The Board is of the unanimous opinion 
that a full 4-year course is needed for this 
profession and recommends the return to 
the 4-year course as soon as practicable. Op- 
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provided for the academy 


ortunity should be given to the graduates » 
yf the present shortened course to pursue 
yost-graduate work upon resumption of the 
ill course in order that they may have com- 
yetence and knowledge in their profession 
jual to the graduates of the 4-year course. 
4. The Board recognizes the need, during 


the national emergency, of keeping the cadet 


| 
rps at a maximum strength without regard | 
9 national competitive examinations, pro- 
ided the applicants meet the educational 
ualifications required. However, as a per- 
nent national institution, it is necessary 
equal opportunities for entrance be 
ffered to the population of all parts of the 
yuntry. Such equality may be attained by 
he assignment of quotas to each State and | 


the requirement of passing a competitive 


-xamination by all applicants, subject to the 
litional qualifications of high moral char- 
ter, perfect physical condition, and apti- 

ide for the profession. 

The Board recommends that means be 

to Keep fully 
reast of all modern marine inventions and 

juijpment. As an example, one member of 

.@ Board learned, while overseas this sum- 

that the British were planning to place 

iar equipment on the vessels of their mer- 

nt fleet. It is hoped that it will be pos- 

le for the United States Navy to cooperate 

vith our merchant marine in a free exchange 

contemporary developments in maritime, 
al, and scientific fields. 

6. The Board believes that there is a lack 

proper publicity for the academy. The 
embers have been surprised and pleased, 
en as members of a congressional com- 
ittee having to do with merchant marine 
egisiation, at the outstanding establishment 
und at Kings Point. Ways and means 

.0uld be found by which the true story 

{ the United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
ps and Academy can be brought to public 

ttention. The Board will aid in every way 

» accomplish this. 

7. It is the recommendation of this Board 
it the next Board of Visitors to the acad- 
y visit and study conditions at the acad- 

ny at an early date in the year, so that they 

in have ample opportunity to give due con- 
eration to questions of permanent policy 

nd thus make a more substantial contribu- 
1 to the welfare of the Merchant Marine 
ademy. 

8. The Board recognizes that a great ma- 

rity of the cadet-midshipmen who are now 
training have seen service with the mer- 

hant marine in combat zones; they feel 
hat this is a strenuous education for these 
nen in itself, and produces the best kind of 
ficer material for the future. The Board 
ecommends that consideration be given to 
he general status of merchant marine offi- 
ers as veterans of this war. A distinction 
must be made between their status and the 
status of members of the military and naval 
services during the war, yet certainly these 
men deserve regard as veterans of war serv- 
ce and should be given a fair opportunity 
to establish themselves in their profession. 

Any study of the situation must consider 

their special qualifications and their special 





neecs. 


Conclusion 


In conclusion the members of the Board 
Wish to congratulate the superintendent, 
the officers, and the cadet-midshipmen of the 
United States Merchant Marine Cadet Corps 
ind Academy for the splendid work being 
done. The Board was deeply impressed by 
the spirit and morale of officers and cadet- 
midshipmen, as well as by the insutution, 
the latter so splendidly arranged and most 
effectively operated with an administrative 
and educational personnel of the highest 
character and efficiency. 

The Board wishes to thank the superinten- 
dent, their escorts, and every officer for the 
courtesy and hospitality extended to the 
members during their visit. 


To Lieutenant Commander William W. 
MacKenzie, United States Naval Reserve, Sec- 
retary to the Board of Visitors, the Board 
expresses its sincere appreciation for his 
ceaseless efforts in its behalf, and for his in- 
valuable assistance and cooperation. 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAMES M. TUNNELL. 

J. W. BAatey. 

Harotp H. BurTon 
Georce L. RADCLIFFE 
SCHUYLER OTIS BLAND 
GORDON CANFIELD. 
EvuGENE J. KEoGH. 
Epwarp J. Hart. 
ROBERT RAMSPECK. 
DANIEL ELLISON 


CONVENTION AND PROTOCOL BETWEEN 
THE UNITED STATES AND FRANCE REL- 
ATIVE TO INCOME AND OTHER TAXES— 
REMOVAL OF BAN OF SECRECY 


As in executive session, 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the 
President of the United States has trans- 
mitted to the Senate for ratification the 
convention and protocol between the 
United States and France, signed at Paris 
on July 25, 1939, for the avoidance of 
double taxation and the establishment of 
rules of reciprocal administrative as- 
sistance in the case of income and other 
taxes. The same convention was sub- 
mitted to the Senate under date of Feb- 
ruary 1, 1940. At that time the conven- 
tion and protocol were referred to a sub- 
committee consisting of the late Senator 
Harrison, of Mississippi, the senior Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin (Mr. LA FoLuLette}], 
and the senior Senator from Georgia. A 
favorable report was made to the full 
committee, and the full committee re- 
ported favorably upon the convention 
under date of May 8, 1940. 

However, due to the political and mili- 
tary developments in Europe, and par- 
ticularly in France, the convention went 
back to the State Department and into 
the hands of the Executive without for- 
mal action. 

This is the same convention and pro- 
tocol, now resubmitted to the Senate. I 
ask that the ban of secrecy be removed 
in order that the matter may be properly 
handled by the officers of the Senate. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is the form of the con- 
vention and protocol which is now re- 
submitted identical to that in which it 
Was previously submitted? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is identical; 
has been no subsequent change. 






there 


Mr. AIKEN. It is in regular treaty 
form, is it? 
Mr. GEORGE. It is in the regular 


treaty form. 

Mr. AIKEN. Am I correct in under- 
standing that it is in the same treaty 
form in which it was when previously 
submitted? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, the same as when 
it was previously submitted. 

The improved political situation in 
France, and particularly the relationship 
between the United States and France, 
now makes it appropriate for the mat- 
ter to be considered. I am now merely 
asking for the removal of the ban of 
secrecy on this convention and protocol. 





} 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, as in executive session, the re- 
quest of the Senator from Georgia is 
granted and the treaty and protocol are 
made public and will be published in the 
RECORD. 

The treaty and protocol 
Seventy-eighth Congress, sex 
are as follows: 


Executive I, 


ynd session, 


[Executive I, Seventy-eighth Congress, 
second session ] 
To the Senate of the United 


d States: 

With a view to receiving the advice and 
consent of the Senate to ratification, I 
transmit herewith the convention and 
protocol between the United States of 
America and FPrance, signed at Paris on 
July 25, 1939, for the avoidance of double 
taxation and the establishmen 
of reciprocal administrative assistance in 
the case of income and other taxes, 
which convention and protocol were re- 
ported favorably to the Senate without 
amendment by the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations on May 8, 1940, as ex- 
plained more fully in the report on the 
convention and protocol made to me by 
the Acting Secretary of State. 

I also transmit for the information of 
the Senate the report by the Acting Sec- 
retary of State. The attention of the 
Senate is invited particularly to 
statements in the report which have re- 
lation to the possibility of bringing the 
convention and protocol into force on 
January 1, 1945, in accordance with a 
provision in article 27 of the convention. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT 

THE WHITE Howse, November 30, 1944. 


; 


t of rules 


the 


[Enclosures: 1. Report of the Acting 
Secretary of State; 2. Convention and 
protocol of July 25, 1939, between the 
United States and France for the avoid- 
ance of double taxation.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 


STATE 
Washington, Novemb 24, 1944 
The PRESIDENT, 
The White House 

THE PRESIDENT: The undersigned, the Act- 
ing Secretary of State, has the honor to lay 
before the President, with a view to its trans- 
mission to the Senate to receive the advice 
and consent of that body to ratification, if 

is judgment approve thereof, the convention 
and protocol between the United States of 


America and France, signed at Paris on July 
25, 1939, for the avoidance of d 
and the establishment of rules of reciprocal 
administrative assistance in the case of in- 
come and other taxes 

This is the same convention, with accom- 
panying protocol, which was transmitted to 
the Senate with the President's message dated 
February 1, 1940, and which the Senate Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, on May 8, 1940, 
reported favorably to the Senate without 
amendment and recommended that the Sen- 


yuble taxation 





ate advise and cons*nt to the ratification 
thereof, after a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, in a report of 
May 8, 1940, had expressed the view “that the 
terms of the convention are advantageous to 


the United States, and that the convention 
should be ratified.”” The texts of 


the conven- 


tion and protocol of July 25, 1939, together 
with the texts of the President's message of 
February 1, 1940, and the report of the Sec- 
retary of State to the Presiden ted Janu- 
ary 30, 1940, were printed in Senate Execu- 


tive A, Seventy-sixth Congr third session, 
The text of the report of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations is printed in Senate 


$696 
ty-sixth Con- 

with the texts 

the rep committee of that 
committee May 3, 1940, by the 
Joint Committee on Internal Revenue Taxa- 
tion of the Congress of the United States, and 
memorandur of the Treasury 


relating to the <« and 


a techni 
Department 
prectocol 
Pursuant to an order of the 
ion, dated September 26 (legis- 
September 18), 1940, the Secre- 
I returned the aforemen- 


nvention 
Senate, ir 


Senate 


nvent 


ion and protocol to the Presi- 
the advice and 
Sena to their ratification 
explained in 
£ 


dent without consent of the 
This action was 
CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp of 
(vol. 86, pt. 11, p. 12670), 
as being proposed “in view of the political 
changes effected through military operations 
in Europe” since the convention and protocol 
were signed 

In view of the improvement of the political 
situation in Europe as affecting the relations 
between the United States of America and 
France, consideration has been given to the 
possibility of further improving trade rela- 
tions between the two countries by remov- 
ing certain of the barriers to trade which re- 
sult from the double taxation of income. 
After consultation between interested au- 
thorities of this Government, it has been con- 
cluded by the Department of State that it 
would be worth while to propose that the 
convention and protocol signed on July 25, 
1939, as the best available means of eliminat- 
ing double taxation on income and of facili- 
tating reciprocal administrative assistance 
between the taxing authorities of the two 
countries, be resubmitted to the President 
with a view to its transmission to the Senate. 

Considering that article 27 of the conven- 

1 provides that it “shall become effective 

the Ist day of January following the ex- 
change of the instruments of ratification,” 
and that it appears to be desirable, for the 
purpose of placing the fiscal relations of the 
two countries upon a mutually advantageous 
basis, to have the convention and protocol 
brought into force, if circumstances should 
make it possible, on January 1, 1945, it is 
hoped that action will be taken at an early 
date with a view to determining whether the 
convention and protocol may be ratified on 
he part of the United States of America. 

It will be recalled that the concluding 
sentence in the President’s meSsage of Feb- 
ruary 1, 1940, read as follows: 

“As the President of France signed the de- 
cree of ratification on July 29, 1939, the con- 
vention may be brought into force on Jan- 
uary 1, 1941, if the Senate give its advice and 
consent ratification at the present ses- 


the 
september 1940 


98a 
<u, 


to 
sion.” 

By a decree of July 29, 1939, published in 
Journal Oficiel de la République Francaise of 
Aurust 10, 1939 (p. 10103), the President of 
France ratified the convention and protocol 
of July 25, 1939. The decree of July 29, 1939, 
was placed before the French Chamber of 
Deputies on December 22, 1939, in con- 
formity to the provisions of the French law 
of March 19, 1939 

According to a report received by the De- 
partment of State from the American Am- 
bassador in Paris, in a communication dated 
November 9, 1944, in response to a request by 
the Department ofState that the Ambassador 
ascertain what the present situation in 
France may be with respect to the action 
necessary to bring the convention and proto- 
col into force under the French constitu- 
tional procedure, it appears that the deposit 
of the French President's decree with the 
Chamber of Deputies fulfilled the substan- 
tial requirements of French law in order to 
give the convention and protocol validity in 
France 

The Department of State is of the view 
that the convention and protocol, under 
which important concessions in respect of 


taxation would be accorded to American 
utions and firms, represent the best 
available guaranty of favorable treatment for 
American interesis in relation to matters of 
taxation. 

Respectfully submitted. 

EpwarkpD R. STETTINIUS, Jr., 
Acting Secretary of State. 

[Enclosure: Convention and protocol of 
July 25, 1939, between the United States and 
France for the avoidance of double taxation. | 
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CONVENTION FOR THE AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE 
TAXATION AND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF RULES 
OF RECIPROCAL ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANCE IN 
THE CASE or INCOME AND OTHER TAXES 


The President of the United States of Amer- 
ica and the President of the French Republic, 
being desirous of avoiding double taxation 
and of establishing rules of reciprocal admin- 
istrative assistance in the case of income and 
other taxes, have decided to conclude a Con- 
vention and for that purpose have appointed 
as their respective Plenipotentiaries: 

The President of the United States of Amer- 
ica: 

Mr. William Christian Bullitt, Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to France; 

The President of the French Republic: 

M. Georges Bonnet, Member of the Cham- 
ber of Deputies, Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
who, having communicated to one another 
their full powers found in good and due form, 
have agreed upon the following Articles: 


TITLE I. DOUBLE TAXATION 


Article 1 


taxes referred to in this Convention 


are: 

(a) In the case of the United States of 
America: The federal income taxes, includ- 
ing surtaxes and excess-profits taxes; 

(b) In the case of France: 

(1) The real estate tax; 

(2) The industrial and commercial profits 
tax; 

(3) 
profits; 

(4) The agricultural profits tax; 

(5) The tax on Salaries, allowances and 
emoluments, wages, pensions and annuities; 

(6) The professional profits tax; 

(7) The tax on income from securities and 
movable capital; 

(8) The general income tax. 


Article 2 


Income from real property, including in- 
come from agricultural undertakings, shall be 
taxable only in the State in which such real 


property is situated. 
Article 3 


An enterprise of one of the contracting 
States is not subject to taxation by the other 
contracting State in respect of its industrial 


The annual tax on undistributed 


|“and commercial profits except in respect of 


such profits allocable to its permanent estab- 
lishment in the latter State. 

No account shall be taken, in determining 
the tax in one of the contracting States, of 
the purchase of merchandise effected therein 
by an enterprise of the other State for the 
purpose of supplying establishments main- 
tained by such enterprise in the latter State. 

The competent authorities of the two 
contracting States may lay down rules by 
agreement for the apportionment of indus- 
trial and commercial profits. 

The terms “industrial and commercial 
profits” shall not include the following: 

(a) Income from real property; 

(b) Income from mortgages, from public 
funds, securities (including mortgage bonds), 
loans, deposits and current accounts; 

(c) Dividends and other income from 
shares in a corporation; 

(d) Rentals or royalties arising from leas- 
ing personal property or from any interest 
in such property, including rentals or roy- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


| 


DECEMBER 1 


alties for the use of, or for the privilege of 
using, patents, copyrights, secret processes 
and formulae, goodwill, trade marks, trede 
brands, franchises and other like property; 

(e) Profit or loss from the sale or exchange 
of capital assets. 

Subject to the provisions of this Conven- 
tion the income referred to in paragraphs 
(a), (b), (c), (d) and (e) shall be taxed 
separately or together with industrial and 
commercial profits in accordance with the 
laws of the contracting States. 


Article 4 


American enterprises having permanent es- 
tablishments in France are required to sub- 
mit to the French fiscal administration the 
same declarations and the same justifica- 
tions, with respect to such establishments, 
as French enterprises. 

The French fiscal administration has the 
right, within the provisions of its national 
legislation and subject to the measures of 
appeal provided in such legislation, to make 
such corrections in the declaration of profits 
realized in France as may be necessary to 
show the exact amount of such profits. 

The same principle applies mutatis mu- 
tandis to French enterprises having perma- 
nent establishments in the United States. 


Article 5 


When an American enterprise, by reason 
of its participation in the management o1 
capital of a French enterprise, makes or im- 
poses on the latter, in their commercial or 
financial relations, conditions different from 
those which would be made with a third en- 
terprise, any profits which should normally 
have appeared in the balance sheet of the 
French enterprise, but which have been in 
this manner diverted to the American enter- 
prise, are, subject to the measures of appeal 
applicable in the case of the tax on indus- 
trial and commercial profits, incorporated in 
the taxable profits of the French enterprise. 

The same principle applies mutatis mu- 
tandis, in the event that profits are diverted 
from an American enterprise to a French en- 
terprise. 

Article 6 

Income derived by navigation enterprises 
of one of the contracting States from the op- 
eration of ships documented under the laws 
of that State shall continue to benefit in 
the other State by the reciprocal tax exemp- 
tions accorded by the exchange of notes of 
June 11 and July 8, 1927, between the United 
States of America and France. 

Income which an enterprise of one of the 
contracting States derives from the opera- 
tion of aircraft registered in that State shall 
be exempt from taxation in the other State. 

Article 7 

Royalties from real property or in respect 
of the operation of mines, quarries or other 
natural resources shall be taxable only in 
the contracting State in which such prop- 
erty, mines, quarries or other natural re- 
sources are situated. 

Royalties derived from within one of the 
contracting States by a resident or by a cor- 
poration or other entity of the other con- 
tracting State as consideration for the right 
to use copyrights, patents, secret pro~2sses 
and formulae, trademarks and other analo- 
gous rights shall be exempt from taxation 
in the former State, provi ed such resident 
corporation or other entity does not have a 
permanent establishment there. 


Article 8 


Wages, salaries and similar compensation 
and pensions paid by one of the con- 
tracting States or by a political subdivision 
thereof to individuals residing in the other 
State shall be exempt from taxation in the 
latter State. 

“rivate pensions and life annuities derived 
from within one of the contracting States 
and paid to individuals residing in the other 








1944 


tracting State shall be exempt from taxa- 
in the former State. 
rticle 9 


a Income from labor 












































































or personal services 
ll be taxable only in the State in which 
taxpayer carries on his personal activity. 

This provision does not apply to the in- 
i? come referred to in Article 8. 

ce Article 10 

et Income from the exercise of a liberal pro- 
: f n shall be taxable only in the State in 

ch the professional activity is exercised. 

There is the exercise of a liberal profes- 
in one of the two contracting Sta es only 
n the professional activity has a fixed 


eS 


; r in that country. 
‘ Article 11 
. Gains derived in one of the contracting 


States from the sale or exchange of stocks, 
ecurities or commodities by a resident or a 
poration or other entity of the other con- 
trecting State shall be exempt from taxa- 
tion in the former State, provided such resi- 
dent or corporation or other entity has no 
= permanent establishment in the former 
State 
Article 12 

Students from one of the contracting States 
ing in the other contracting State ex- 
sively for the purpose of study shall not 
taxable by the latter State in respect of 
e \ittances received from within the former 
2 S > for the purpose of their maintenance 

studies, 


oy si 





« 


Article 13 
he calculation of taxes established in 
f the contracting States on the use of 
perty or increment of property of an en- 
; terprise of the other State, account shall be 
taken only of that portion of the capital 
ted or employed and allocable to a 
anent establishment within the former 


rhe foregoing provisior shall apply to the 
h “patente” tax and the United States 

pital stock tax even though these two taxes 
not been referred to in Article 1 of the 
nt Convention. 

In the application of the present Article 
vigation enterprises of one of the contract- 
States, enjoying in the other State the 
efits of Article 6 of the present Conven- 
p> 1, Shall not be considered having a 

I nent establishment in the latter State 
r as shipping activities are concerned. 


Article 14 


It is agreed that double taxation shall be 
; ded in the following manner: 


as 





z A. As regards the United States of America: 

P Notwithstanding any other provision of this 

vention, the United States of America in 

¢ ining the income and excess-profits 

i t including all surtaxes, of its citizens, 

; residents, or corporations, may include in 
fe f r 


is upon which such taxes are im- 

ed, all items of income taxable under the 

revenue laws of the United States of America, 

though this convention had not come into 

t. The United States of America shall, 

wever, deduct from the taxes thus com- 

puted the amount of French income tax paid. 

This deduction shall be made in accordance 

th the benefits and limitations of section 

31 of the United States Internal Revenue 
de relating to credit for foreign taxes. 

BS B. As regards France: 

(a) Schedular taxes: Income from securi- 

debts and trusts having its source in 

the United States of America shall be subject 

n France to the tax on income from securi- 

s; but this tax shall be reduced by the 

amount of the tax already paid in the United 

States of America on the same income. In 

consideration of the fiscal regime to which 

lation of the United States of Amer- 

1 subjects the income of nonresident aliens 

and foreign corporations or other entities, the 


- 
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deducti 


m of the tax paid in the United States 









of America shall be effected in a lump sum 
through a reduction of 12 in the rate of the 
tax established by the French law 

he income than that indicated in 
the preced aph shall not be sub- 
ject to ar tax in France when 
according ention, it is taxable 


n the Uni 

(b) General 
standing an} 
onvention, the ) ax can be 
determined accor the elements of 
taxable income as imposed by French fiscal 
legislation. 

However, the provisic 
graph of article 114 of 
irect taxation relative 


aliex 


f America. 
on revenue: 


provision of t 


Notwi 
r present 
neral inc 

l 


of 


ns of the first para- 
ch Code on 
taxation of 
France shall 





the 
domiciled or resident in 
continue to be applied. 
Article 15 
In derogation of Article 3 of the Decree of 


to 





December 6, 1872, American corporations 
which maintain in France permanent estab- 
lishments shall be liable to the tax on in- 
come from securities on three-fourths of the 
profits actually derived from such establish- 
ments, the industrial and commercial profits 
being determined in accordance with Articles 
3 and 4 of this Convention. 





The remaining one-fourth shall, in all 
cases, be taken as the basis of the al tax 
en undistributed profits applicable to the 


same corporations. 
Article 16 

An American corporation shall not be sub- 
ject to the obligations prescribed by Article 3 
of the Decree of December 6, 1872, by reason 
of any participation in the management or 
in the capital of, or any other relations with, 
a French corporation. In such case, the tax 
on income from securities continues to be 
levied, in conformity with French legislation, 
on the dividends, interest and all other dis- 
tributions made by the French enterprise; 
but it is moreover collectible, if the occasion 
arises, and subject to the measures of appeal 
applicable in the case of the tax on income 
from securities, with respect to the profits 
which the American corporation de s from 
the French corporation under the conditions 
prescribed in Article 5. 

Article 17 

The American corporations subject to the 
pro. f Article 3 of the Decree of De- 
cember 6, 1872 who were not placed under the 
special regime established by Articles 5 and 
6 of the Convention for the avoidance of 
double income taxation between the United 
States of America and France, signed April 
27, 1932, may, during a new period of six 
months from the date of the entry into force 
of the present Convention, exercise with ref- 
erence to past years, the option provided in 
those two articles under the conditions which 
they prescribe. 

Moreover, the American corporations con- 
templated in the third paragraph of Article 
10 of the Convention of April 27, 
be admitted to benefit from the provisions 
of that paragraph, when the tax has not yet 
been paid, if the latter was not found to be 
payable, prior to May 1, 1930, by a definitive 
judicial decision or if such decision has been 
the subject of an appeal in cassation. 

Article 18 

Any United States income tax liability re- 
maining unpaid as at the effective date of 
this Convention for years beginning prior to 








Isions ¢ 








1932, may 





January 1, 1936 of any individual resident of 
France (other than a citizen of the United 
States of America) or of a French corporation 


may be adjusted by the Commissioner of In 
ternal Revenue of the United States of Amer- 
ica, on the basis of the provisions of the 
United States Revenue Act of 1936. How- 
ever, no adjustment will be made more than 
two years subsequent to the effective date of 
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from direct and pe l tax wh r na- 
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nt 
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e si l 
er th 
Art 20 
With a view to the more effective imposi- 


tion of the taxes to which the present Con- 
vention relates, the con States un- 


dertake, on condition ty, to fur- 








nish information of fisc ture which 
the authorities of each State concerned have 
at their disposal, or are sition to ob- 
tain under their own it may be of 
use to the authorities of the other State in 
the assessment of the said t 

Such information shall be exchanged be- 


tween the competent authorities of the con- 
tracting States in the ordinary course or on 
request. 

Article 21 

with 


authorities of the 


In 
the 


accordance 


competent 


























States of America will transmit to the com- 
petent authorities of France, as regards 
person, corporation or other entity (other 
than a citizen, corporation or other entit 
of the United States of America) having an 
address in France and deri from sour ; 
within the United States erica re 
dividends, interest, royalties, income fr 
trusts, wages, salaries, pe} ns, annuities, ¢ 
other fixed or determinable pericdical - 
come, the name and addre of h } 
corporation or other er weil as t 
amount of such income 
The competent au ities of FI e will 
transmit to the cor autl itie of 
the United States of I 
person, corporation or other ¢ 
than a citizen, ¢ t ‘ ( r € 
of France) h yan ad he T ed 
States of America and deriving from Irce 
within France rents, dividend interes 
royalties, income from trust X lari 
pensions, annuities, or other fixed or deter- 
ninable periodical income, the name and 
address of such person, corporation or ot 
y as well as the am t such it rm 
rrr tion rel ¢ + € h * r wi 
mitted as soon as ble after De- 
cember $1 
Article 2 
T? e cor + : ith f ¢ f 
c ri ing S { € ed 
through diplon cl ne m the . 
petent authcrities of the er ¢ I ing 
State, except with respect to cit ( 
rations or other ¢ tie the State to which 
| applic yn r 1 CO! 
cases nece ¢ l t of t! 
|} taxes to which the |} nt « 
relates 
However, the competent f 
State shall not be prevented ft 
ting to the competent aut! of the other 
State informati elr own I 
tionals (cttizens, cor} ‘ : 
tities) if they deem portune f the pre- 
} vention of B eT 
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Article 23 

Each contracting State undertakes to lend 
assistance and support in the collection of 
the taxes to which the present Convention 
relates, together with interest, costs, and ad- 
ditions to the taxes and fines not being of 
a penal character according to the laws of 
the State requested, in the cases where the 
taxes are definitively due according to the 
laws of the State making the application. 

In the case of an application for enforce- 
ment of taxes, revenue claims of each of the 
contracting States which have been finally 
determined shall be accepted for enforce- 
ment by the State to which application is 
made and collected in that State in accord- 
ance with the laws applicable to the enforce- 
ment and collection of its own taxes. 

The application shall be accompanied by 
Such documents as are required by the laws 
of the State making the application, to estab- 
lish that the taxes have been finally deter- 
mined. 

If the revenue claim has not been finally 
determined, the State to which application 
is made may, at the request of the State 
making the application, take such measures 
of conservancy as are authorized by the laws 
of the former State for the enforcement of 
its own taxes. 

The assistance provided for in this Article 
shall not be accorded with respect to the 
citizens, corporations or other entities of the 
State to which application is made. 


Article 24 


In no case shall the provisions of Article 
22 relating to particulars in concrete cases, 
or of Article 23 relating to mutual assistance 
in the collection of taxes, be construed so as 
to impose upon either of the contracting 
States the obligation to carry out adminis- 
trative measures at variance with the regu- 
lations and practice of either contracting 
State, or to supply particulars which are not 
procurable under the law of the State to 
which application is made, or that of the 
State making application. 

The State to which application is made for 
information or assistance shall comply as 
soon as possible with the request addressed 
to it. Nevertheless, such State may refuse 
to comply with the request for reasons of 
public policy or if compliance would involve 
violation of a business, industrial or trade 
secret. In such case it shall inform, as soon 
as possible, the State making the application. 

Article 25 

Any taxpayer who shows proof that the 
action of the revenue authorities of the con- 
tracting States has resulted in double taxa- 
tion in his case in respect of any of the taxes 
to which the present Convention relates, 
shall be entitled to lodge a claim with the 
State of which he is a citizen or, if the tax- 
payer is a corporation or other entity, with 
the State in which it is created or organized. 
Should the claim be upheld, the competent 
authority of such State may come to an 
agreement with the competent authority of 
the other State with a view to equitable 
avoidance of the double taxation in question, 

Article 26 

The competent authorities of the two con- 
tracting States may prescribe regulations 
necessary to interpret and carry out the pro- 
visions of this Convention. With respect to 
the provisions of this Convention relating to 
exchange of information and mutual assist- 
ance in the collection of taxes, such authori- 
ties may, by common agreement, prescribe 
rules concerning matters of procedure, forms 
of application and replies thereto, rates of 
conversion of currencies, transfer of sums 
collected, minimum amounts subject to col- 
lection, payment of costs of collection, and 
related matters. 
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TITLE III. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Article 27 

The present Convention shall be ratified 
in the case of the United States of America 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, and in the case of 
France, by the President of the French Re- 
public with the consent of the Parliament. 

This Convention shall become effective on 
the first day of January following the ex- 
change of the instruments of ratification. 

The Convention shall remain in force for 
a period of five years and indefinitely there- 
after but may be terminated by either con- 
tracting State at the end of the five-year 
period or at any time thereafter, provided six 
months’ prior notice of termination has been 
given, the termination to become effective on 
the first day of January following the expira- 
tion of the six-month period. 

Upon the coming into effect of this Con- 
vention, the Convention for the avoidance of 
double income taxation between the United 
States of America and France, signed April 27, 
1932 shall terminate. 

Done at Paris, in duplicate, in the English 
and French languages, this 25th day of July, 
1939. 

| SEAL | 

[SEAL] 


WruraM C. BULLITT 
GEORGES BONNET 


PROTOCOL 


At the moment of signing the present Con- 
vention for the avoidance of double taxation 
and the establishment of rules of reciprocal 
administrative assistance in the case of in- 
come and other taxes, the undersigned Pleni- 
potentiaries have agreed that the following 
provisions shall form an integral part of the 
Convention: 

I 

The present Convention is concluded with 
reference to American and French law in 
force on the day of its signature. 

Accordingly, if these laws are appreciably 
modified the competent authorities of the 
two States will consult together. 


II 


The income from real property referred to 
in Article 2 of the present Convention shall 
include profits from the sale or exchange of 
the said property, but shall not include in- 
terest on mortgages or obligations secured 
by the said property. 


mr 

As used in this Convention: 

(a) The term “permanent establishment” 
includes branches, mines and oil wells, 
plantations, factories, workshops, stores, 
purchasing and selling and other offices, 
agencies, warehouses, and other fixed places 
of business but does not include a subsidiary 
corporation. 

When an enterprise of one of the contract- 
ing States carries on business in the other 
State through an employee or agent, estab- 
lished there, who has general authority to 
negotiate and conclude contracts or has a 
stock of merchandise from which he regu- 
larly fills orders which he receives, this en- 
terprise shall be deemed to have a perma- 
nent establishment in the latter State. But 
the fact that an enterprise of one of the 
contracting States has business dealings in 
the other States through a bona fide com- 
mission agent or broker shall not be held 
to mean that such enterprise has a per- 
manent establishment in the latter State. 

Insurance enterprises shall be considered 
as having a permanent establishment in one 
of the States as soon as they receive pre- 
miums from or insure risks in the territory 
of that State. 

(b) The term “enterprise” includes every 
form of undertaking whether carried on by 


DECEMBER 1 


an individual, partnership, corporation, or 
any other entity. 

(c) The term “enterprise of one of the 
contracting States’’ means, as the case may 
be, “United States enterprise” or “French 
enterprise”. 

(d) The term “United States enterprise” 
means an enterprise carried on in the United 
States of America by a resident of the United 
States of America or by a United States cor- 
poration or other entity. 

The term “United States corporation or 
other entity” means a partnership, corpora- 
tion or other entity created or organized in 
the United States of America or under the 
law of the United States of America or of 
any State or Territory of the United States 
of America. 

(e) The term “French enterprise” is de- 
fined in the same manner, mutatis mutan- 
dis, as the term “United States enterprise”’. 

Iv 

The term “life annuities’? referred to in 
Article 8 of this Convention means a stated 
sum payable periodically at stated times dur- 
ing life, or during a specified number of 
years to the person who has paid the pre- 
miums or a gross sum for such an obligation. 


Vv 


Citizens and corporations or other entities 
of one of the contracting States within the 
other contracting State shall not be subjected 
as regards the taxes referred to in the present 
Convention, to the payment of higher taxes 
than are imposed upon the citizens or cor- 
porations or other entities of such iatter State 


vi 


The provisions of the present Convention 
shall not be construed to restrict in any man- 
ner any exemption, deduction, credit, allow- 
ance, or other advantage accorded by the laws 
of one of the contracting States in the deter- 
mination of the tax imposed by such State. 


vir 


Documents and information contained 
therein, transmitted under the provisions of 
this Convention by one of the contracting 
States to the other contracting State shall 
not be published, revealed or disclosed to any 
person except to the extent permitted under 
the laws of the latter State with respect t 
similar documents or information. 


vu 


As used in this Convention the term “‘com- 
petent authority” or “competent authorities” 
means, in the case of the United States of 
America, the Secretary of the Treasury and 
in the case of France, the Minister of Finance. 


1x 


The term “United States of America” as 
used in this Convention in a geographic sense 
includes only the States, the Territories o/ 
Alaska and Hawaii, and the District of 
Columbia. 

= 

The term “France”, when used in a geo- 
graphic sense, indicates continental France 
exclusive of Algeria and the Colonies. 

xI 


Should any difficulty or doubt arise as t 
the interpretation or application of the pres- 
ent Convention, or its relationship to Con- 
ventions between one of the contracting 
States and any other State, the competent 
authorities of the contracting States may 
settle the question by mutual agreement. 

Done in duplicate at Paris, this 25th day of 
July, 1939. 

WituiaM C. BULLItT 

" GrorGES BONNET 


THE DUMBARTON OAKS PROPOSALS— 
ADDRESS BY JOHN FOSTER DULLES 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
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the Recorp a portion of an address on 
the Dumbarton Oaks proposals, deliv- 
ered by Hon. John Foster Dulles at the 
biennial meeting of the Federal Council 
of the Churches of Christ in America, at 
Pittsburgh, Pa., on November 28, 1944. 
There being no objection, the portion 
f the address was ordered to be printed 
1 the Recorp, as follows: 


turn to consider the Dumbarton 
Oaks proposals and particularly their most 
featured organ, the Security Council. That 
is designed to prevent the cutbreak of war 
through the use of force if necessary. That 
arrangement disturbs many. To them it 
seems to camouflage a military alliance 
whereby a few powerful nations will domi- 
nate the many smaller nations without re- 
gard to justice. On the other hand, many 
feel that only material force is dependable 
id consider that our commission’s approach 
reflects the so-called impractical idealism of 
Christianity. 

These opposing viewpoints could seriously 
divide American public opinion, even to the 
point of paralyzing our national action. 
That would be a catastrophe and, I think, a 
quite unnecessary catastrophe, for the force 
proposals of Dumbarton Oaks have been 
played up out of all relation to what the 
facts justify. In reality they are little more 
than scenery. But some such scenery may 
be necessary, if only to secure the indispen- 
sable support of the many who, particularly 
in wartime, think that peace can be assured 
only in the same way that victory is won, 
that is military might. 

Let us look more closely into the sig- 
nificance of what threatens to divide us. 

Almost all of us can accept the premise of 
Dumbarton Oaks that, in a world of imperfect 
individuals, some force-in-being of the na- 
e of a police force is important for secu- 
rity. However, it is also clear that if such a 
police force is to be effective, it must be under 
1 commanding executive who can surely and 
quickly bring it into action. If the use of 
rece becomes highly problematic and con- 
tingent on the outcome of debate and nego- 
tiation, actuated by conflicting considera- 

ns of expediency, then it ceases to be an 
ffective instrument—either for good or evil. 

That, I think, is what we have under the 
Dumbarton Oaks proposals. The national 
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rce quotas can be brought into action only 
y the vote of a council of representatives 
of 11 nations and, while the matter is not yet 
explicit, we can assume that the majority of 
six must always include the representatives 
of China, France, Great Britain, the Soviet 
Union, and the United States of America. 
Further, these representatives are not bound 
to any principle of action or rule of conduct. 
Their vote is wholly discretionary and will be 
dictated primarily by national considerations. 
I do not know what authority may be given 
the United States member. But it can be 
taken as sure that he will not vote to use 
force unless he thinks that the President and 
Congress will approve. Certainly, the Soviet 
member will not act without the approval of 
Mr. Stalin. Indeed, experience to date indi- 
cates that Soviet representatives at interna- 
tional conferences are extremely reluctant 
to take independent responsibility, We can 
be sure that the British member will not act 
without the approval of the British Cabinet 
who, under their parliamentary system, will 
have to be sure of Parliament’s support and 
who will also probably want to consult the 
other members of the British Commonwealth. 

Such an arrangement falls very short of 
providing that unified executive command of 
force needed to make it an effective instru- 
ment. Proof of that is found in the fact that 
it is not relied upon to deal with either Ger- 
many or Japan. That weakness is not a defi- 


ciency of draftsmanship. It is a deficiency 
inherent in the present state of the world 
There are only two ways to assure that force 
can be used effectively. One is the way of 
despotism. That puts force under an execu- 
tive head who is free to use the force at his 
own discretion. That way provides uneasy 
security to those who are willing to buy it 
at the price of freedom. The other way is 
the way of free men. Through custom— 
common law—or through a legislative body 
they create a system of law adequate to regu- 
late human behavior. Then they delegate to 
an executive the power and duty to enforce 
those laws he executive has no discretion, 
but is bound to use force he controls without 
fear or favor, and against great and small. 
Those subject to law know in advance what 
conduct will attract a penalty and what con- 
duct will assure protection. 

That way was not, however, available to 
the authors of the Dumbarton Oaks pro- 
posals. There is yet no world acceptance, 
and therefore no effective definition, of 
proper and improper national conduct. It 
would not be enough to define and prohibit 
national misconduct of the flagrant type. 
For that would, by inference, legitimatize 
evasions. To illustrate, the modern tech- 
nique is to extend one’s national domain by 
internal penetrations. We used that method 
to get control of the Panama Canal Zone, an 
since then others have perfected it. The 
difficulty of adequate definition is so great 
that the Chinese failed when they sought to 
incorporate in the Dumbarton Oaks pro- 
posals a definition of “aggression.” It seemed 
that any definition which would give to some 
the freedom to which they felt entitled might 
also permit a license which might be abused 
by others. Therefore it was decided that each 
future international controversy, unless per- 
haps of the small “justiciable” class, would 
have to be dealt with as a mater of discretion. 

It is difficult to quarrel with that conclu- 
sion, but it involves attaching to force so 
many strings that it cannot be an effective 
instrument of order. Thus, each of the na- 
tions so far participating in the plans for 
world organization has accepted the right of 
the Security Council to invoke force, but on 
the assumption that, through its representa- 
tive, it will have a string on its use. In the 
case of the great powers, that veto power 
will be reinforced by national military estab- 
lishments which will far surpass any peace 
quotas which will be made available to the 
world organization. Other prospective mem- 
ber states will also seek immunity from pos- 
sible arbitrary action by the council and they 
may get it. If they do not get it directly, in 
the form of a veto power in the council, they 
may get it by side understandings with some 
major power acting as their protector. Also, 
even as now planned there must be at least 
one concurring vote in the council by a small 
state and five others will cast a vote which, 
while not controlling, with be morally very 
potent. 

The cumulative result of all of this will 
largely immobilize the force quotas. Pos- 
sibly their potentiality, om paper, will deter 
some minor disturbances. However, their use 
presupposes a political unanimity of the 
great powers which has rarely occurred and 
which, if it prevails, will itself assure peace. 

Our commission was aware of the diffi- 
culty of arranging for the responsible and 
effective use of force in the absence of ade- 
quate and world-accepted definitions of 
right and wrong conduct. We remembered 
that behind the policeman stands the execu- 
tive, behind the executive stands a law- 
making body—and behind the law-making 
body there exists the moral consensus of the 
community. That is what is basic. Laws 
are ineffective unless they reflect that, and 
without laws there cannot be an executive— 
other than a despot—and without an execu- 
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tive there cannot be an effective admin- 
istration of police power 

he great obstacle to world order is the 
lack of any universal moral judgment 
about national conduct. We cannot expect 
thet until national groups have worked to- 
gether in peace. Men harmonize and 
clarify their views about good and bad c 
duct when they are associated in common 
tasks. Victory in war is such a task 
there is so far no counterpart in peece 
It is that which we would supply 
is that which our six pillars m 


We want world organization t bring the 
nations together to work for stable eco- 
nomic and monetary conditi to Keep the 
treaty structure of the world abreast of 
changing underlying conditions; to make 
autonomy the genuine goal of colonial ad- 


ministration and to assure to individuals 
everywhere spiritual and intellectual liberty. 
Out of working tog L St I asks 
there can come a common judgment of what 
is decent national conduct, and a general 
agreement that, in matters of common con- 
cern, the general welfare should take prece- 


gether o1 


dence. That wiil, on the one hand, greatly 
reduce the cccasions for the use of force 
on the other hand it will make it possible 


to arrange so that force can be quickly and 


decisively used, when it needs to be used 
at all 

We can feel encouraged he Dumbarton 
Oaks proposals contain great possibilities. 


The Economic and Social Council and re 
lated agencies can do much to develop fel- 
lowship among the nations. There still ex 
ists a possibility of broadening such func- 
tions so that they even more fully nf 
to our six pillars of peace pr 
Security Council can be a forum where con- 
troversial matters are discussed, whe 
lic opinion may focus its press 
conflicting theories 


fram. The 


e pub- 





ires and wh > 
about ni al conduct 


The World C 











may become reconciled 1 
can be used to extend the reign of lav All 
of this can gradually engend the moral 
basis needed for a compl constitutional 
order 

The important thing is that we be realistic 
about the proposals and see their } tical 
potentialities and work to develop th In 
the present state of the w 1, the f > 
proposals, as I say, are little more than 
scenery. We need not concentrate upon 


them all our concern. They alone cannot 
breathe life—either good lifs 
the 


or bad life—into 





world organization. Once we realize 

that, we can disengage ourselves from much 
of the current controversy about for d 
devote ourselves to developing those p! 
of the Dumbarton Oaks proposals wl } n 
really give vitality to world orga 

To achieve world-wide fell hip, to pro- 
mote judgments which reflect the moral law, 
are tasks for which the Ch! 1 churches 
are peculiarly qualified. O the d 
of those tasks can bring to werid iiza- 
tion the elements of solid reality We can 
carry 0.1 with confidence knowing } in 
this matter also the Christian approach is 


the realistic approach 


ADDRESS BY THE MOST REVEREND J 
SHEIL, D. D., AT C. I. O. CONVENTION 


[Mr. MALONEY asked and cbtained leave 
to have printed in the Rr t ddress 
delivered by the Most Reverend J. She D.D., 


at the C. I. O. conventi Stephens H 

Chicago, November 20, 1944, which apy 

the Appendix.| 

THE TREATY-MAKIN 
AIKEN 


+ POWER 


{Mr asked and ol to 
have printed in the Recorp e by 
Ralph W. Page, entitled “Senate Two-thirds 
Rule Faces Show-down publ hed in the 
Philadelphia Bulletin of Noven 25, 1944 
and an editorial entitled “M E 


published in the Nashville Temnesseean of 
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November 235, 


Appendix. | 


1944, which appear in the 


FLOOD-CONTROL PROJECTS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4485) authorizing the 
construction of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors for flood control, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
open to further amendment. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, the de- 
bate which has been proceeding during 
the past week has brought forcibly to 
our attention and to the attention of the 
American people the need for some care- 
fully planned, scientific method for the 
unified development of our great river 
basins. 

For many years the complex problems 
of floods, droughts, soil erosion, seepage, 
silting, reforestation, and resource de- 
velopment have been under the jurisdic- 
tion of several conflicting Federal agen- 
cies—each one catering to some particu- 
lar interest and seeking to solve some 
particular problem. Oftentimes these 
interests have been in conflict with each 
other. This situation has frequently 
brought into play arguments and dis- 
putes between these conflicting agencies 
blocking any unified program for the 
permanent solution of these problems. 

On the lower stretches of the Missouri 
and Mississippi Rivers, for example, the 
problem has been exclusively one of 
floods. The endeavors of the people in 
those regions have been devoted entirely 
to protecting their homes and factories 
and schools and hospitals from being 
submerged annually by raging floods 
often reaching catastrophic proportions. 
The people in those sections may be said 
to have developed a sort of flood com- 
plex. All they can think of is the prob- 
lem of escaping from destruction each 
year by building levees and embankments 
and taking similar protective measures, 
At the same time, the people in the upper 
reaches of the river have had to battle 
not only with periodic flood visitations 
but have had other problems, such as 
drought and soil erosion, to struggle with. 
Then there are others within the same 
watershed whose main interest is navi- 
gation. 

The disastrous flood of June 1942 in- 
undated tens of thousands of acres of 
fertile bottom lands, and rendered home- 
less thousands of people. The people of 
the valley had hardly had time to re- 
cuperate from that disaster, the like of 
which had not been Known since 1903, 
when the valley suffered three intensive 
floods in 1943, when more than 7,000,000 
acres of land were submerged, and 
damage to the communities estimated 
at more than $153,000,000 was caused. 

While these problems have been 
mounting, while the lives of millions of 
our people in the Missouri watershed 
have been in constant jeopardy, the 
struggle of the conflicting interests has 
been going on unabated. 

This situation was very clearly illus- 
trated by the remarks of the distin- 
guished senior Senator from Missouri 
| Mr, CrarK] on the floor of the Senate 
a few days ago. The Senator spoke only 
of protecting the States on the lower 


The bill is 
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stretches of the river from the recurrent 
floods. The Senator said: 

This is a flood-control bill and is necessary 
because frequently in my section, we are 
under the water. The Senator from Mon- 
tana may not be so much interested in it, 
but down at my end of the Missouri Valley, 
we are under the water every year. We have 
had as many as two or three floods a year, 
and the whole theory of setting up a Mis- 
souri Valley commission is simply that while 
we pursue the present system of keeping the 
water Qf us so far as we can, we adopt the 
methods which have been used in the lower 
Mississippi Valley. 


Continuing his address, the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri said: 

The Senator from Montana, who lives on 
the upper reaches of the Missouri River, is 
in a position to regard the whole problem 
from an extremely theoretical view. I never 
in my life lived more than 15 miles from the 
Mississippi River and 20 miles from the Mis- 
souri River. I happen to live where the 
flood problems actually exist, and I therefore 
regard the subject from an extremely prac- 
tical standpoint, not from a_ theoretical 
standpoint, not from reading newspaper edi- 
torials, not from reading Dave Lilienthal’s 
book, not from reading anything of that 
sort. I regard it from the standpoint of a 


man who lives under the floods which come 
down. 


Mr. President, of course, we all are 
in complete sympathy with the problem 
described by the distinguished Senator 
from Missouri, afflicting the people along 
the lower reaches of the Missouri and 
Mississippi Rivers. It is because we fully 
appreciate the disastrous effects of these 
recurring floods and are desirous of 
working out a program which will meet 
these problems successfully, and rescue 
the people of the suffering States from 
these annual devastations, that a Mis- 
souri Valley Authority is imperative. 
The M. V. A. is not based upon theory 
alone. That charge might have been 
leveled at the original T. V. A. bill when 
it was under debate in the Congress of 
the United States. From the experi- 
ences gained and the lessons taught as 
shown by the record of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority during the past 11 
years, and from the manner in which 
it continues to operate, we know that 
the M. V. A. is no longer a mere theory, 
but is a sound and proven program. 

It has demonstrated that it is more 
economical than any other method of 
regional development. It is the only 
way to bring about a unified development 
of the entire region in the best interests 
of all. Above all, we Know that it is 
the most democratic way of doing the 
job that must be done in the Missouri 
Basin. 

The theory of working out a solution 
from the standpoint of flood control 
alone has failed. It has failed continu- 
ally for many years. Constant dredg- 
ing and the building of levees and em- 
bankments have failed to solve the prob- 
lem of navigation and flood control. 
Handling this problem by the piecemeal 
method will never bring relief to the 
people in the Missouri Valley or any 
other valley. This is the considered 
opinion of outstanding engineers and 
students of the problem and is not the 
product of mere theorizers, 


DECEMBER 1 


Today, we are riding the crest of war- 
time prosperity. Our factories are pro- 
ducing at full blast. Everybody who 
wants a job can find one. Yet when the 
fighting is over, we will no longer be able 
to depend upon wartime production and 
wartime spending to keep our economy in 
high gear. War contracts will be can- 
celed. Many war factories will be shut 
down. Ten million returning servicemen, 
and millions of men and women who are 
now working in our factories, fields, and 
mines will be looking for employment. 

During the past few months, it has 
been my privilege to take an active part 
in the writing of many bills that have 
been described as post-war legislation. 
I am referring to the Contract Settle- 
ment Act, the Surplus War Property Act, 
and the Mobilization and Reconversion 
Act. 

Yet these measures were almost en- 
tirely limited to the liquidation of war 
production. They were not intended to 
come to grips with the fundamental 
problems of providing full employment 
in the post-war period. 

During the months which lie ahead of 
us, the people of our country will be 
looking to the Congress for affirmative 
post-war legislation to aSsure an ex- 
panding post-war economy that will 
guarantee opportunity and security for 
industry, labor, and agriculture. 

I visualize a great post-war expansion 
in aeronautics, in railroad transporta- 
tion, in plastics, in light alloys, in elec- 
tronics, in housing and in many othe! 
fields of private enterprise. 

I visualize constructive legislation by 
Congress in the fields of social security 
assistance for small business, taxation, 
and international trade—as a means of 
promoting the expansion of private bus- 
iness enterprise. 

Yet, by themselves, these measures will 
not be enough. Let us not forget that 
total national production is now running 
at a level of $200,000,000,000 a year—and 
that almost half of this is for war pro- 
duction. It Las been estimated that if 
after the war we allow the total national 
production to go back to the level of 1940, 
we shall have in this country 19,000,000 
unemployed men and women. 

Clearly, we need new and additional 
programs to provide the expansion that 
will be necessary to avert another eco- 
nomic crisis. 

During the last depression, the crea- 
tion of the Tennessee Valley Authority 
was an important factor in helping to 
carry us forward on the road to recovery 
In this period, I submit, the creation of 
the Missouri Valley Authority and of 
similar agencies in the other great river 
basins of the country will be a decisive 
factor in avoiding a post-war depression 
and in providing an increasingly higher 
standard of living for the people of our 
country, 

There is much talk these days about 
helping small business. Well, let us do 
something concrete to help the thou- 
sands of small businessmen in the Mis- 
souri Valley and of the other great river 
basins of our country—by providing com- 
prehensive river-valley programs that 
will bring cheap power and cheap trans- 
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portation within the reach of every small 
businessman, 

We talk much these days about pre- 
paring plans for returning soldiers and 
sailors. The program I have described 
will open new opportunities for our ight- 

+ men—opportunities to develop land 
hat has been reclaimed, opportunities 
to embark upon fruitful small-business 
enterprises of their own. 

We talk about the post-war welfare of 
yur farmers. Let us not confine ourselves 
merely to developing new methods of 
subsidizing farm distress after it has oc- 
-urred. Let us provide an integrated 
program for our major river basins that 
will protect the soil of our country and 
help to build an expanding and self- 
sustaining agricultural economy. 

We talk about post-war planning. 
Well, the proposal to establish seven 
r. V. A.’s throughout our land is post- 
var planning in the most concrete, most 
practical, and most effective form that 

as yet been presented to the Senate of 
he United States. 

If we are to reach the economic goal 

hich President Roosevelt has set—an 
innual national income of $150,000,000,- 
00—it is necessary that the vast Mis- 

uri River be developed by a Missouri 
Valley Authority and that similar de- 

lopments should take place in other 
river basins of the Nation. Everybody 
s in agreement that the country must 

ive new ,developments—industrial and 

ricultural—if there is not to be a slump 
n the post-war period. This wide de- 
elopment and expansion of industry 
annot take place wholly in the eastern 
ections of the country. The Eastern 
tates are already overpopulated, in the 
pinion of individuals who have made a 
ireful study of the subject. The Mis- 
uri Valley is one of America’s great 
frontiers. We have the raw materials 
nd the soil and the forests and the 
vater. All that is needed is the applica- 
tion of a tried and tested system of de- 
elopment and exploitation. That work 

n be done successfully and economi- 

lly only through a Missouri Valley Au- 

iority. 

Mr. President, who is there who would 
leny that the world peace for which we 
ire striving will depend on economic 
prosperity? Who is there who would 
ieny that the prosperity of the world de- 
pends on the prosperity of the United 

tes of America? 

Mr. President, no one would accuse 
me of exaggerating when I say that the 
prosperity of America—and hence the 
velfare of the world—depends to a large 
extent upon the vision and the courage 
f those who represent our people in this 
Congress of the United States. In the 
days that lie ahead, there will be many 
great issues to test our vision and our 
courage—and I have a deep and stubborn 
faith that we shall not fail. 

And by that token, it is my conviction 
that the next session of the Congress will 
see the creation of a Missouri Valley Au- 
thority, and similar authorities in other 
areas, as an integral and indispensable 
part of our national program for full em- 
ployment and prosperity. 

On November 27, 1944, the President 
of the United States addressed a com- 





munication to the Senate reiterating his 
recommendations that a Missouri Valley 
Authority be created. The President 
stated that the technical differences in 
the reports submitted to the Congress by 
the Bureau of Reclamation and the 
Corps of Engineers relating to the de- 
velopment of the Missouri River have 
been reconciled. 

This so-called joint plan of the two 
Federal agencies, the President points 
out, represents merely a beginning in the 
solution of the problems of the Missouri 
Valley. It is only a beginning, as the 
President points out, because there are 
other important matters not within the 
scope of the joint report which bear very 
materially upon the entire region of the 
Missouri Valley. The President there- 
fore concludes that only a single author- 
ity, such as the Tennessee Valley Au- 
thority, could and would provide the nee- 
essary mechanism for the adjustment of 
the interests of the States in the Mis- 
souri watershed. 

In order that there may be no ques- 
tion as to what he believes would be best 
for the divergent interests of the nine 
States of the Missouri watershed, the 
President says: 

A single authority, such as the Tennessee 
Valley Authority, over the entire region would 
provide an adequate mechanism for the ad- 
jJustment of the interests of the States and 


for the planning and development of the en- 
tire valley. 


Mr. President, I ask that the Presi- 
dent’s message be printed in the Recorp 
at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAtt 
in the chair). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The President’s message is as follows: 


NOVEMBER 27, 1944. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATF 

Str: On September 21, 1944, I sent a mes- 
sage to the Congress recommending the crea- 
tion of a Missouri Valley Authority that 
would be charged with the duty of preparing 
and carrying out a single coordinated plan 
for the development of the Missouri River 
Basin for the greatest benefit of its citizens, 
both present and future, and for the greatest 
benefit to the United States. At that time 
there was under consideration by the Con- 
gress two reports, the one presented by the 
Corps of Engineers, the other by the Bureau 
of Reclamation, which, while presenting com- 
prehensive plans for the development of the 
Missouri 





River, were in conflict in many 
details. The two Bureaus have reconciled 
the technical diffefences in these two re- 


ports and have prepared a joint recommen- 
dation which, in conjunction with the two 
reports, constitutes @ basic plan for the de- 
velopment and control of the waters of the 
Missouri River. 

This joint plan represents a beginning in 
the solution of the problems of the Missouri 
Jalley. But it is only a beginning, for other 
important matters not within the scope of 
this joint report bear very materially upon 
the entire region. As a practical matter, 
most of these cannot be dealt with by confer- 
ence and agreement among the States di- 
rectly involved working with separate Fed- 
eral agencies, for the delay in getting action 
would be too great to bring about the objec- 
tives important to the economy of the en- 
tire region. A single authority, such as the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, over the entire 
region would provide an adequate mecha- 
nism for the adjustment of the interests of 
the States and for the planning and devel- 
opment of the entire valley. 
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I am transmitting herewith a copy of that 
report of reconciliation, together with ac- 
companying papers. I now recommend that 
the plans of the two Bureaus, pubiished in 
House Document No. 475, Seventy-eighth 
Congress, and Senate Document No 
enty-eighth Congress, as 


ance 


i¥l, Sev- 
accord- 


this joint 


modified in 
with recommendati« of I 
report, be authorized as a basic engineering 
plan to be developed and administered by a 
Missouri Valley Authority, such as I have 
already recommended in my message of Sep- 
tember 21 
Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, in 
recommending the authorization by the 
Congress of the plans of the two bu- 
reaus, President Roosevelt makes it clear 
that they are to constitute “a basic en- 
gineering plan to be developed and ad- 
ministered by a Missouri Valley Au- 
thority.” 

When the T. V. A. was created 11 years 
ago, it was in a true sense a return to 
the spirit and vision of the pioneer. It 
was not intended to benefit the Ten- 
nessee Valley region alone. One of the 
compelling reasons for setting up the 
T. V. A. was that the country and the 
Congress of the United States were fed 
up with pork-barrel projects, such as 
dishing out millions of taxpayers’ 
money to dredge Podunk Creek, which 
solved no problem and was merely de- 
signed to benefit some company that got 
the contract and which, more often than 
not, proved to be unproductive of any 
public benefit. Enlightened citizens and 


ns 


ROOSEVELT. 


The 


legislators were disappointed by this 
unbusinesslike approach to a_ serious 
problem. 

Businessmen and scientists are fa- 
miliar with the term “pilot plant.” Well, 
T. V. A. was designed to throw the light 
of actual experience—not just talk o1 
theorizing, but actual experience—on the 
development of resources by vy meth- 
od and a new principle. Eleven years 
azo, in setting up the T. V. A., Cong 
created a pilot plant designed to show 


the way river valleys could be most suc- 
cessfully developed for the benefit of 
the people and not merely to satisfy 
greedy appetites of the few. 

ie Ss ¥« Be words, while 


other 


developing the Tennessee Valley was de- 
signed to be a fact-finding undertaking 
which might guide us in developing sim- 


ilar valleys throughout the Nation. 
Of course, I concede that valleys dif- 


fer. In the Tennessee Valley there i 
ample rainfall, while parts of the Mis- 
souri Valley suffer from drought and 
need irrigation. But once a principie ol 
regional development is demonstrated to 
be sound, it can and should be adapted 
to any region’s particular ph; il con- 
ditions. 

Mr. President, I shall later review the 
accomplishments of the T. V. A., but 


first, I should like to dwell for a moment 


on the contribution which this so-called 
pilot plant has made not aione to the 
progress and prosperity of the people ol 


the Tennessee Valley, but to the suc - 


ful prosecution of the present world 
struggle in which we ar ed, and 
to the saving of our Nation ar ll peace- 


barbarian 
vy locked in 


loving peoples from the t 
enemies with which we al 
mortal combat. 


Lit 
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The blunt fact is that without the elec- 
tric power which the T. V. A. has been 
able to squeeze out of the waters of the 
Tennessee River at an early and critical 
phase of the war, the fortunes of the 
United Nations might have been much 
less promising than they are today. Per- 
mit me to read a brief quotation from a 
war correspondent who recently returned 
from the battle fronts of the world, deal- 


ing with the T. V. A.’s role in helping to | 


shorten the war. In his recent book en- 
titled “They Shall Not Sleep,” Leland 
Stowe said that had it not been for the 
T. V. A. “American war production would 
have been reduced and delayed so greatly 
that the duration of this war would have 


been prolonged by very many months.” | 


Mr. President, it is not difficult to vis- 


ualize what this would have meant tothe | 


millions of men in the war zones and 
their relatives at home. I srl not 


speak of the additional billions of dol- | 


lars it would have cost the taxpayers. 
It would have meant thousands upon 
thousands more of casualties in the ranks 
of the American and Allied armed forces. 

During the critical days of the sum- 
mer of 1940, the country turned to the 


T. V. A. for electric power in vast quan- | 
tities—for the magic power which is the 
By au- | 


very lifeblood of modern war. 
thority of the Congress, the T. V. A. be- 
gan building 12 major dams at one 
time—the largest job of construction 
ever confronting any single organization 
in the history of this country. And by 
the time the Japs struck their treacher- 
ous blow at Pearl Harbor on December 
7, 1941, T. V. A.’s first wartime dam 
was completed. Other emergency dams 
followed in rapid succession, under 
schedules of speed that broke one world 
record after another. 

The construction of airplanes means 
aluminum and more aluminum. Alumi- 
num is chiefly the product of electric 
power. The average single heavy bomber 
represents as much electric power as 
would be consumed by the average Amer- 
ican family over a period of 400 years; 
and there are thousands of such bombers 
over the Nazi nests in Germany every 
night. In that fateful June of 1940, 
while we faced the certain prospects of 
war, the United States did not have 
enough electric power to make alumi- 
num for war planes in the vast quantities 
needed to outstrip the Axis air superi- 
ority. Every American should feel proud 
of this achievement I have described. 
We should all thank God for the vision 
and courage of those who fought the 
enemies of the T. V. A. legislation. The 
achievements of the T. V. A. in this 
alone—the production of electric y wer 
for the output of aluminum for the air- 
craft industry—more than justifies all 
the outlays of the Nation on the creation 
of the Tennessee Valley Authority. 


In these days of global warfare it is | 


important that our lines of communi- 
cation be kept in constant operation, 
that our normal life go on without in- 
terruption, and that undue strain be 
kept away from the construction indus- 
try. This means the controlling of 
floods which periodically ravage our 
communities. This past spring the Ten- 
nessee Valley, too, experienced record- 


| ond great flood in 2 years. 
| into 
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breaking rainfall, but no floods resulted 
there. There was no interruption of 
work in the war industries, no lives were 
lost, no communication lines disrupted, 
no agricultural production stopped. The 
same dams of the T. V. A. that pro- 
tected the people from the swollen riv- 
ers simultaneously produced electric 
power for the munitions plants and the 
aircraft factories. 

But a short distance away the people 
were not so fortunate. The people in 
the Missouri Valley experienced a sec- 
It spread 
the Mississippi River from just 
above St. Louis down to Cairo, and far 
beyond. 
cated, affecting industry, railroads, 
farms, schools, and food supplies. 

Mr. President, that is why the people 
of the Missouri Valley and the people of 
our whole country are so interested in 
the creation of the M. V. A. at the earliest 
possible time. It is inconceivable to me 
that anyone familiar with the achieve- 


| ments of the T. V. A. could possibly op- 
| pose our desire to apply to the Missouri 


Valley the basic principles we have found 
so successful in solving identical prob- 
lems in the Tennessee Valley. 

Mr. President, it is our duty to ponder 
carefully the reasons why a single au- 


thority should be entrusted with the vital | 


problems of the Missouri River Valley. 


| Tam confident that my colleagues in the 


Senate will wholeheartedly rally to the 
support of the M. V. A. legislation and 
help speed the adoption of such a law 
when they study the record of the T. V. A. 
I realize that there are many Senators 
here who know far more than I about 
the T. V. A—because of the active part 
they have taken in supporting and 


| strengthening the Tennessee Valley pro- 
| gram, Iam confident that at the proper 


time they will lend their powerful sup- 
port to the extension of this program to 
the other great river basins of the coun- 
try. 

Like the work of the T. V. A., the task 
to be carried out in the Missouri Valley 
is not new. Since the beginning of our 
national history the people have from 
time to time placed upon the Federal 
Government responsibility for the devel- 
opment of our natural resources. For 
more than a century it was the Federal 
Government that shouldered the respon- 
sibility of making and keeping rivers 
navigable. 

The same has been true of the con- 
trolling of floods. For many years the 
Federal Government developed and 
marketed electric power. The farmer 
has been looking to the Federal Govern- 
ment for soil conservation; mineral re- 


| search has been a Federal function and 
| has been of ‘mmeasurable value to the 
|} mining industry. Year in and year out, 


this Congress has been appropriating 
millions of dollars—nay, tens of millions 
of dollars—to maintain a whole depart- 
ment dedicated to the task of advising 
and helping businessmen, whose enter- 
prises are based on the development or 
handling of the natural resources of the 
Nation. 

Thus most of the specific undertakings 
assigned to the T. V. A. by the Congress 


| of the United States were long familiar 


The whole region was dislo- | 
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activities of the Federal Government. 

Nevertheless, the same baseless outcries 

which we hear today against the M. V. A. 

were heard in the days when the now 

successful T. V. A. undertaking was still 
in the realm of a mere proposal awaiting 
action by Congress. 

What was new about the plan of the 

T. V. A., and which is also new about the 

proposed M. V. A., is that for the first 

time in our history a public body was 
| given a unified responsibility to see that 
| in one particular area the total job was 
done, that the opportunities of water and 
soil and forests and men were to be 
viewed as one problem, accepting the 
truism that they were indivisible, unified, 
and interrelated. That is their position 
| in nature; that is the only way they are 
in the life of men. 

That land and forest and water and 
minerals were interrelated and indivis- 
ible was no secret as early as 1933. It 
was then clear, as it is even clearer today, 
that what happened to one was bound to 
affect the fate of the other. It was quite 
elementary then, as it is now, that the 
well-being of men and women on the 
farms depended upon the purchasing 
} power of the men and women who live in 
the cities. 

Is there anyone who would deny the 
fact that navigation and industry and 
minerals and farm crops are not separate 
| problems in the life of men? Since the 
enactment of the T. V. A. legislation the 
unity of those problems has bécome more 
and more apparent. Unfortunately cer- 
tain people, whether because of igno- 
rance or for some other reason, seem to 
desire to obstruct the march of progress. 
They arbitrarily seek to divide those 
problems according to the pigeonholes of 
historical accident and tradition. So we 
find one bureau taking charge of one 
problem and handling it without regard 
for the effects it may have upon a related 
problem handled by another bureau. 
One group of officials in Washington 
busied themselves with making a certain 
river navigable; another department was 
concerned with fish in that river, or the 
wildlife along its shores, or the soil of the 
valley, or the minerals of the same region, 
despite the fact that the fate of those 
very resources was affected by every 
change occurring in the river and by 
every use it was put to by men. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I have been very much in- 
terested in what the Senator has had to 
say about the Tennessee Valley Author- 
ity. Asa Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives at the time when the Tennes- 
| see Valley Authority Act was written, as a 

member of the House Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs, which had jurisdiction over 
that act, and as one who played a small 





will the 


part in the writing and passage of that 
act, I think it can well be said that the 
Tennessee Valley Authority has sur- 
passed even the highest and fondest 
hopes and expectations of its authors. 
I think one reason why it has had such 
magnificent success and has rendered 
such great and far-reaching services to 
the people of the Tennessee Valley, as 


| well as to the people of the entire country, 
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as been that the problems to which the 
senator has so well adverted are being 
1andled by the Tennessee Valley Author- 
ty as a unit. They are being handled 
ether as one great problem, which 
they are. 
The mistake of the past has been in 
e measure in endeavoring to separate 
hese problems and to have one agency 
handle one problem and another agency 





t results, to secure the maximum 

nefits and services for the people and 
for the regions affected, the various 
yroblems must be handled as the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority has handled 
them: namely, as a unit. 

I wish to take this opportunity again 

» commend the Senator from Montana 

his devotion and for his continued 
und unfailing efforts to bring before the 
Congress and before the people of the 
Nation the need and necessity for the 
souri Valley Authority. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I thank 

he Senator for his very illuminating re- 
rks and for the encouragement he 
ives me. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
senator yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I must confess that I 

not yet read the Senator’s bill 
ugh, but I wish he would tell us a 
le at this time about what the rela- 
nship between the Missouri Valley Au- 
hority and the State and local govern- 
1ents would be under the provisions of 
bill. Is authority to be granted for 
ying taxes of any kind under the Mis- 
iri Valley Authority bill? What are 
provisions for the building of new 
hways and the relocating of other 
ehways? How far could the author- 
o in establishing parks or even camps 
‘ schools or in performing other func- 
ns which naturally come under State 
1 local governments? Can the Sen- 
r tell us something about that? I as- 
ure him that Iam very much interested 
n his proposal. 

Mr. MURRAY. The bill, as finally 

rmulated, will contain provisions cov- 
ering all the matters to which the Sen- 

tor from Vermont has adverted. All 
these matters will be handled under this 

easure in the same manner in which 
they are handled under the T. V. A. It 
vill contain provisions for a method of 
‘ompensating the localities wherein it 
operates for failure to receive taxes on 
its property. The exact provisions of the 
bill in that respect I will not undertake 
to detail at this time, but I may say that 
when the bill is finally brought up for 
hearing it will be given thorough study, 
and all the matters to which the Senator 
has adverted will be found to have been 
given recognition in the legislation. 

Mr. AIKEN. I am to understand then 
that the provisions will be roughly sim- 
ilar to those contained in the Tennessee 
Valley Authority Act? 

Mr. MURRAY. Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN. In other words, the Ten- 


hnessee Valley Authority pays no taxes on 

its own property, but it does compensate 

the States by the payment of a percen- 

tage of its income or some such method. 
Mr. MURRAY. That is correct. 


| Mr. AIKEN. What has been the ex- 
perience of the T. V. A., according to 

| the Senator’s knowledge, with local and 

| State governments? 

Mr. MURRAY. I understand it has 
the very highest approval and commen- 
dation of the local people; and the con- 
tribution it is making to the communities 
is a substantial one, and is increasing. 
I am sure that the contribution the Mis- 
souri Valley Authority will make to the 
| region in which it will operate will also 
be very great and that it will meet with 
the entire approval of the people in the 
area involved 
| Mr. AIKEN. Is the Senator satisfied 
| that the recompense to the local and 
State governments would far exceed any 
losses which might be incurred? 

Mr. MURRAY. Yes. I am inclined to 
think that it will be much greater than 
the taxes which might have been col- 
lected. 

Mr. AIKEN. That will not include the 

new developments which are bound to 

| follow the development of power and 
| other resources, of course. 
Mr. MURRAY. That is correct. In 
addition, of course, as a result of its ac- 
tivities, it will create a vast amount of 
new taxable property which will vastly 
increase the total taxes paid in the area 
involved. That is a matter which should 
be remembered, because as a result of 
this development there will be a tremen- 
dous increase in taxable values. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will it have the result of 
lowering production costs and transpor- 
tation costs and thereby benefiting con- 
| sumers who may be, perhaps, 2,000 miles 
| away from the actual site of the develop- 
ment? 

Mr. MURRAY. That is absolutely 
true. It will also reduce electric-power 

charges, and that will result in great sav- 

ings to the people in the area of the de- 
velopment. 

(At this point Mr. Murray yielded to 

Mr. McFartanp, who asked for the con- 

sideration of House bill 3592, and debate 

ensued, which appears in today’s REcorp 
at the conclusion of Mr. Murray’s 
remarks.) 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, in re- 
suming my discussion I wish to express 
my appreciation of the contribution 
made by the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. HILL] a few moments ago. 
I realize, as I have said during the course 
of my remarks, that many Senators are 
more familiar with the subject and with 
problems which were solved by T. V. A. 
than I am. I know that the distin- 
| guished Senator from Alabama made a 
| 





very considerable contribution to the en- 
actment of the T. V. A. legislation, as did 
the distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKELxiar], and the late 
George W. Norris, of Nebraska, and many 
other Senators whom I am unable to 
name because I was not a Member of the 
Senate during that period. I desire to 
thank the Senator from Alabama espe- 
cially for his very illuminating remarks 
a few moments ago. 
The creation of the Missouri Valley 
Authority, Mr. President, is one of the 
| major links in translating into reality 
the supreme plan before our people, 
| which is to make this country the best 
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place on the face of the earth. This is 
particularly imperative at this stage of 
our history when such frontiers as were 
available, for example, after the Amer- 
ican Civil War, are no longer present. 
Then the problem of the returned north- 
ern soldier was solved by giv him a 
homestead on the western frontier. 

fith the possible exception of Alaska, 
there is no section of the United States 
where the young man with little or no 
capital and limited experience can set 
roots. Farming today cannot and 
should not be started without substan- 
tial capital, proper equipment, and care- 
ful training and experienc: Even then, 
as has been proved during recent depres- 
sions, the best and most skillful farmers 
go bankrupt. There are large areas of 
the country where the small farmer finds 
almost impossible to compete wiih a 
giant agricultural enterprise 

factory basis, 





ing 


his 


it 
operated on 
with huge machines and 


regiments of poorly paid farm |] - 
ing in barracks. 

Some of the vast power projects, such 
as those in the Pacific Northwest, will 
bring irrigation to arid or semiarid re- 
gions and thus make possible the crea- 


tion of a large number of n 
farms suitable for rather indivic 
types of farming like fruit and 
enterprises. But even here, th 
the farmer must have money, ex 
and aptitude holds good: and in an 
these irrigated areas mi 
panded if they are to take care of more 
than a very small proportion of the re- 
turning solders. I realize that if it irri- 
gation projects which are contem 
by the measure now before the 
are completed they will provid 
substantial program of settlement 
turned soldiers when this wai 
but agriculture is not the 
the veterans’ employ 
the same time the ple 

President to our peo must be re- 
deemed. The benefits which could come 
to the people of the Missouri Valley as a 
result of the application to that: n of 
the principles we have found so eff: ve 
in the Tennessee Valley constitute a part 
of our pledge to the people. It would 
help open up new opportunities, new 
frontiers to the people of the valley and 
to many thousands more outside the 
valley. 

The M. V. A. idea has 
its enemies as idealistic, as authoritarian, 
as a number of other unpleasa! 
Fortunately, we now know to 


small 
lalistic 
dairy 
that 


verience, 


sil 
ruL 


case 


ist be greatiy ex- 


oniy answel 


ment probdiem. 


ages made y I 
ie 
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been brand 


much 


about how a valley authority works to 
accept such charges when they have 
practical answers. From the experiences 


of and the lessons taught by the history 


of the Tennessee Valley Authority, and 
from the way it operates, we know the 
M. V. A. idea is a sound business propo- 
sition, that it is more economical than 
other methods of regional development, 
that it is the only way to bring unity for 
the good of all to a region that is now 
divided over special interests. Above all 
we know that it is the most democratic 
way and the most efficient \' f doing 
a job that has got to be « Mis- 
souri Basin. 

T. V. A. moves highly trained cr : 

| highly specialized equipment such as 
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concrete poure! 
and the like, 


hammerhead cranes, 
and highly specialized 
housing for construction workers from 
job to job. Other agencies, Army engi- 
neers, and Reclamation Bureau do most 
of their work through contract or by 
force account. Obviously, the T. V. A. 
method is the soundest business method 
from the standpoint of construction. It 
is believed that the Sloan estimate of 
$1,350,000,000 for the combined plan of 
Bureau and engineers could be cut to not 
more than $1,100,000,000 by eliminat- 
ing unnecessary dams and by the T. V. A. 
method of construction. 
SOUND BUSINESS 
The idea, in T. V. A., as in an M. V. A., 
is to apply the corporation principle, as 
developed by private enterprise, to 
fields of development which are tradi- 
tionally those of the Federal Govern- 
ment. The administrative problems re- 
sulting from trying to develop the Mis- 
souri Basin by half a dozen different 
Government agencies would create an 
appalling situation. To do a job simi- 
lar to that done in the Tennessee Val- 
ley it would take the best work of these 
agencies, to name a few: Reclamation 
Bureau, Army Engineers, Bureau of 
Mines, Department of Agriculture, and 
United States Geological Survey, Office 
of Indian Affairs, Rural Electrification 
Administration, Federal Power Commis- 
sion. How can they be coordinated? 
Is it good business to continue that kind 
of scrambled, wasteful, piecemeal ap- 
proach to a big job when there is on 
hend a_ businesslike administrative 
method of doing it—a method that has 
been tried and found wondrously suc- 
cessful in the Tennessee Valley? Which 
is likely to cost the taxpayers of the 
whole country more? The answer is sim- 
ple. The answer is practical. M. V. A. 
is good business. 


PROPOSITION 


UNITY 

The Missouri Valley is now divided by 
subregional confiicts. They have flared 
here in the Senate several times in the 
past few days. Irrigationists and the or- 
ganizations they work with and through 
are fighting navigationists and the or- 
ganizations they work with and through. 
Each thinks its side is right. Under the 
combined plan of the Bureau and the en- 
gineers, as the President in his message 
has indicated, these fights will go on. 
Under what circumstances will either 
side yield? Is it not the clear duty of 
Congress to spend the money of all the 
taxpayers for the maximum benefit of 
all interests—flood control, irrigation, 
power, and navigation, with emphasis on 
the first two because they are the most 
essential and most pressing? 

Is it not the clear duty of Congress to 
set up an agency that will arbitrate all 
the petty disputes now disuniting the 
Missouri Basin, without fighting for fa- 
voritism for any one interest? 

DEMOCRATIC 


Those who oppose M. V. A. say, without 
basis, that it would have too much power. 
We know from the charter of T. V. A., 
and from the way it operates, that this 
is not true. T. V. A. has no power to 
coerce or compel any of the people in 
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the Tennessee Valley to do anything— 
except for its power to condemn land, 
which private utilities also have. M. V. 
A. would get the same mandate from 
Congress that T. V. A. got—to work with 
and for and through existing county, 
municipal, and State agencies in the val- 
ley to accomplish its work. We know 
from the Tennessee region how popular 
and how democratic that method is. 

Development of the Missouri region 
through an M. V. A. can work miracles in 
bettering the lives of the people who live 
there, raising their standard of living. 
It can do so because the very aim and 
object of a valley authority is to make 
new opportunities for private enterprise. 
With less expensive power it invites in- 
dustry. With less expensive transporta- 
tion it invites industry. It can bring 
about new security for owners of 
drought-stricken lands, for stockmen 
who are dependent on those lands for 
auxiliary feed as well as pasturage. It 
can bring about new security for own- 
ers of gullied and eroded land; of land 
invaded each year by flood; of land that 
must be used curatively, with the right 
fertilizers and terracing and contour 
plowing and the planting of root crops. 
It can create cheaper power for the de- 
velopment of mines in Colorado, Wy- 
oming, Montana. It can open up a great 
new market, not just for the necessities 
of life, but for electrical appliances, 
automobiles, luxury items of all kinds. 

These things are the essence of de- 
mocracy, because they contribute to the 
stability of living standards, to the sta- 
bility of private enterprise. No group 
of agencies with their interests divided 
by law as well as by tradition can hope 
to bring about similar development of 
all the region’s resources for the greatest 
good of the greatest number of people. 

What the people of the Missouri Val- 
ley do in the coming years in using the 
tools of modern up-to-date organization 
in developing the natural resources of 
their valley will largely determine the 
future growth of business, industry, and 
agriculture in that entire area. 

The people of the valley want modern 
methods and modern systems for the 
development of their resources and not 
those of the ox-cart era. A Missouri 
Valley Authority is the only answer to 
their prayer, and it is up to us here in 
the Congress of the United States to 
give it to them. 

I cannot conclude my remarks today 
without expressing my appreciation of 
the splendid work of the Nation’s press in 
bringing this issue before the American 
people. The press has been uniformly 
fair in presenting the issues involved, and 
is performing a valuable service to the 
entire Nation. 

In particular, I cal. attention to the 
high quality of the editorials and special 
articles which have appeared in the St. 
Louis Post-Dispatch and the St. Louis 
Star-Times dealing with the subject. 
These two papers have pioneered in 
bringing to the attention of the people 
in the Missouri Valley the need of a com- 
prehensive plan for the development of 
the Missouri River Basin under a Mis- 
souri Valley authority similar to the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority. 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that an article appearing in the last 
issue of Collier’s entitled “One More 
River To Boss” be printed in the Recorp 
at the conclusion of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Downey in the chair). 
tion? 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

One More River To Boss 
(By Kyle Crichton) 

The Missouri is the mad elephant of rivers 
Once a year and sometimes oftener it come: 
charging out of the mountains of Montana 
through the fertile Middle West in a roaring 
insane torrent that overwhelms farms, rail- 
roads, town, and humans. Homeless familie 
sleep in schoolhouses and churches until 
the water subsides and they can return to 
look at the ruin of their lives. Some man- 
age to start over again; others surrender in 
the face of a disaster that seems to delight 
in repeating itself. The two floods of 1943 
did damage estimated at $63,000,000. 

Army engineers perform prodig:es in a 
technical battle they can never win. They 
widen channels, build jetties, construct dikes 
But when the inevitable floods come, the 
massive jetties are crushed, the fertile land 
along the riverbanks are denuded to fill 
the channels with silt and little towns bur 
their dead with the silent fatalism of habit 

In the upper reaches of the river, United 
States reclamation engineers struggle with 
the problem of getting water for irrigation 
on arid acres to be used for settlement of 
returning servicemen and demobilized indus- 
trial war workers. In Montana and the 
Dakotas, water means the life of the country 
But from Sioux City to the mouth of the 
Missouri, Army engineers and interested citi- 
zens think of flood control and navigation. 
Because of this conflict of interests between 
those who want the water and those who 
dread it, the Missouri makes mock of the best 
intentions. It just keeps rolling along— 
often as a murderous force of nature. 

The Missouri is a valley of a half billion 
acres, comprising one-sixth of the area of the 
United States and taking in a territory the 
size of Germany, France, and Italy combined 
It is populated by 11,500,000 people along a 
river course of 2,469 miles. It starts at Three 
Forks, Mont., northwest of Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park, where three mountain streams 
the Jefferson, the Madison, and the Gallatin, 
unite. From there it flows north through the 
mountains, then east across the Great Plains 
into North Dakota, then south and southeast 
until it joins the Mississippi 17 miles north 
of St. Louis. Its watershed embraces Wyo- 
ming, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Colorado, Iowa, Minnesota, Kan- 
sas, and Missouri—one of the largest river 
valleys in the world. 

It directly serves great cities like St. Louis, 
Kansas City, and Omaha. Along its banks 
lie three State capitals—Bismarck, Pierre, 
and Jefferson City. It taps the copper de- 
posits of Montana and the great Corn Belt of 
the Middle West. It floods the lower valley 
and starves the upper valley, the Dust Bow!s 
of the Dakotas. Its tributaries include the 
Milk, Yellowstone, Little Missouri, Platte, 
Kansas (Kaw), James (in the Dakotas), Big 
Sioux, Grand (north Missouri), Osage, Re- 
publican, Big Horn, and Gasconade. 


SPECTACULAR FAILURES IN FLOOD CONTROL 


Its swift tributaries in the mountains of 
the north are capable of producing power; 
the fertile valleys of the middle and lower 
river need only protection from floods to be 
among the great producing areas of the 
world. It is a great river and a wild river 
Elaborate man-made attempts to tame the 
monster have all ended in spectacular fail- 


(Mr. 
Is there objec- 
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The efforts of the engineers have been 
more successful than the incantations of 


weathermen. But it required the two 


us floods of 1943 to bring matters to a 
i. Plainly, enough was enough, and 


nething had to be done. 

The first savior who came galloping forth 
th a plan was Col. Lewis A. Pick, Army en- 
r in charge of the Missouri River divi- 
n at Omaha. In 3 months’ time Pick pro- 
iced a report based on 50 years of surveys in 

Missouri Basin. It called for a system 
12 dams on the Missouri and its tributaries 
d levees from Sioux City to its mouth, at a 

1 cost of $490,000,000. 

The United States Reclamation Bureau now 
perked up. For 5 years it had been working 
on a survey of the Missouri, and now it had 
he survey ready. Perhaps the hullabaloo of 

e Army engineers stimulated the reclama- 

n people; anyhow, they submitted a plan to 
pend $1,257,654,700 for dams, reservoirs, 
ower plants, and irrigation works. 
Althougn the Pick plan was criticized as 
being far from adequate even for flood con- 
t the real storm of objection came over 

obscure passage in it, discovered by Gov- 
ernors Moses of North Dakota, Ford of Mon- 
t and Hunt of Wyoming. This passage 

ted to a proposal to deepen the naviga- 

n channel of the Missouri from Sioux City 

its mouth, from the present 6-foot chan- 

| toa standard depth of 9 feet. It observed, 
rather innocently, that the engineers thought 
they would need a specified amount of the 
f of the river for navigation purposes. 

The embattled governors found, to their 
consternation, that the amount mentioned 
practically all the average flow for each 
e past 10 years. They raised the roof and 

mptly presented, in self-defense and re- 

ition, an amendment sponsored by Sen- 

Jos—EPH C. O’MAHONEY, of Wyoming, 

would reserve to the upper valley 

es control of all waters originating within 
boundaries. 

The Bureau of Reclamation maintained 

the amendment merely gave all States 
chance to be heard before a project was 
thorized. The Army engineers stated flatly 

t under the amendment any project 
would be ineffective if objected to by any 
fected State. They insisted that the 
1endment would give the States power of 
to over legislation enacted by Congress 

i approved by the President. The amend- 
ent was defeated in committee but will un- 
ubtedly be brought up again. 

This really threw the fat in the fire, and 
resulting uproar was deafening. The 
Army engineers hastily averred that there 
s plenty of water in the Missouri for both 
igation and navigation. The reclamation- 
objected that if this were true, why had 
» Army been in such a rush to get priority 
on water for navigation? 

The Army engineers declared that if there 

re ever a conflict between irrigation and 
iavigation, they wouldn’t dream of standing 
in the way of irrigation. he reclamation- 

ts said that was fine and would the Army 
engineers put it in writing? The Army 
huffed up at this and asked if their word 
couldn’t be trusted. The reclamationists 
thereupon decided to mistrust them more 
than ever. 

It was at this juncture that the St. Louis 
Post-Dispatch stepped in and said, “Hold! 
Enough!" The way this was going it could 
only end in civil war and, in the meantime, 
the Missouri would be piayfully washing 
way half the Middle West. What the Post- 
Dispatch asked was if anybody had ever heard 
of the T. V. A. They said forthrightly and 
with no quibbling that the Tennessee Valley 
Authority was one of the greatest things that 
had ever happened in America, and all any- 
body had to do to prove it was to go down 
and talk with the people in Tennessee. 











Now, therefore, let 
Post-Dispatch, to stop all this nonsense ¢ 
upper river and lower river and tall I 
terms of the Missouri Valley. What we need, 
it added, is an M. V. A., and the sooner the 
better. 


it be resolved, eaid the 





AN INVITATION TO SOUND OFF 

It addressed a letter to the editors of the 
Missouri Valley asking for their opinions, 
criticisms, and cooperation. It put one of 
its crack reporters, Sam J. Shelton, on the 
story and told him to stay there until the 
M. V. A. became a reality. 

Ig the Post-Dispatch wanted criticism, it 
now received it in showers. The Kansas Ci 
Star said very promptly that it wanted no 
part of a project that would irrigate 4,000,000 
additional acres to afford competition for 
Kansas and Missouri farmers. 

The Montana Standard, of Butte, E. G 
Leipheimer, editor, wrote: “We are praying 
for an end to bureaucratic dictatorship and 
regimentation. We want to have a hand in 
our own development. We can hardly im- 
agine a board sitting in perpetuity to control 
our economic destiny. We fear that 
board may be responsive entirely to demands 
of the lower States because of their large 
populations, powerful in politics, while we 
wither and die, neglected. We point out 
that there are substitutes for water naviga- 
tion in the valley but no substitute for water 
in the soil.” 

The Omaha World-Herald looked with hor- 
ror on the suggestion, referring to it as a 
“colossus which would be operated completely 
by the bureaucracy.” Governors Hicken- 
looper, of Iowa, Sharpe, of South Dakota, 
and Vivian, of Colorado also harped on the 
dictatorship theme, with Governor Vivian 
adding that anything done in the valley 
should be handled by private interests. 

The Post-Dispatch answered the Kansas 
City Star by saying that it was the short- 
sightedness of sectional interests that had 
brought the valley to its present plight. It 
said further that the States’ rights people 
were talking through their hats. How could 
they object to M. V. A. when both the Recla- 
mation Bureau and the Army engineers were 
Federal agencies operated out of Washington? 

n truth, it continued, the greatest triumph 
of T. V. A. has been that it operates entirely 
in the Tennessee Valley and with no inter- 
ference from Washington. There is the clos- 
est cooperation between T. V. A. and the 
people it serves. When Senator MCKELLAR 
sought to have the hiring of T. V. A 
ployees brought under the control of Con- 
gress, the outcry from the Tennessee Valley 
was so great that the measure was defeated. 

Before the Pcst-Dispatch had proposed the 
M. V. A. plan, its Mr. Sam Shelton had pointed 
out that there were only four points of seri- 
ous physical conflict between the Pick plan, 
sponsored by the Army engineers, and 
Bureau of Reclamation plan, to wit: 

1. At Fort Peck Dam and Reservoir in 
North Dakota, completed by the Army engi- 
s in 1939 and now operated for naviga- 
tion, flood control, and power, the Bureau of 
Reclamation plan proposed to draw heavily 
on the storage capacity of 19,400,000 acre-feet 
of water to irrigate additional arid farming 
land. (An acre-foot of water is a unit of 

h 
) 





such a 








emMe 


the 


neers 


volume which covers a level acre to a dept 
of 1 foot.) The Army engineers object t 
use of this stored water for irrigation before 
equivalent storage capacity in aid of naviga- 
tion and flood control is made available far- 
ther down the main stem of the Missouri. 

2. The Bureau of Reclamation’s proposal 
to eliminate the Pick plan’s recommended 
Garrison Dam in North Dakota (17,000,000 
acre-feet capacity) is cbjected to by the Army 
engineers because this would cause a reduc- 
tion of 10,000,000 acre-feet in flood control 
in the main river. The Army engineers as- 
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sert the resulting flood prot on ¥ i be 
inadec ate 

3. A proposal of the Bu 1 of R na- 
tion to irrigate 1,000,000 a n ‘ 
Basin in N 1 Dat 4, near Car 
t ler, with water diverted fr t M 
below Fort Peck, is objected to b en- 
gineers 

4. The proposed 9-foot channel is a major 
point of disagreement wit all Ww seek 
comprehensive plan for over-all developme: 


of the Missouri River Basin 
Both Army engineers and the 
mation people have 


+? 
wme 


agreed that reconcilia- 


tion of the plans could be worked out in 
practical way, but the prospect f collab . 
tion seem less promising ngress is 





reached. 

In the House the various phases of 
basin development are h : ir 
committees: Flood Control, Rivers and Har- 


and 
bors, and Irrigation and Reclamation In 
the Senate the Commerce Committee han- 
dies both flood control d navigation mat- 
ters, but there is a separate committee on 


irrigation and reclamation The Bureau 
Reclamation is under the Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Army engineers are under 
the Secretary of War. 





This was confusing enough without the 
complication of the O'Mahoney amendment 
which enjoyed the sponsorship of 21 othe! 
Senatcrs and flew in the face of the United 





States Supreme Court dex 
River case in 1940, which gave Congress 
widely extended rights over the navigable 
streams of the country 


sion in the New 


FOLLOWING THE T. V. A 

On August 18 of this ye 
was p! a new level by 
E. MURRAY, cf Montana, wh 
bill in 
ley Author ty It f lov 
nal T. V. A. bil 


cea on 


the Sen te to cre te 





had been worked out d 
life of the Tennessee proje 
special tone to Senator MuRRA 
ever, was the viewpoint fron 
veyed the problen 

“Mr. President,” he said, “it is clear t 
the jcb to be done is tremendou It « - 
] es the imagir It thr down the 
gantlet to our e eerir kill, our s - 
tific knowledge, and our } how as t 
n ds and n eme! ie 
a job for modern pioneering on ag d s 
in the national interest 

The introduction of the Murray b ! 


been followed by a similar measure offe: t 


sent a message to C 





+ ' ’ Yr , y } 

As ap plan f J 
stimulating industry, not! y else come 
even close. What ! been ¢ e in tt I - 
nessee Valley \ pale before the O = 

sant » thea Mic 117 if the + ; tice rte 
ments l e Missouri if the pr l I { 
and carried thr I The 7 essee is €52 
miles long, the Mi uri is 2,469 mile T 
area of the Tennessee basi! 41,000 squars 
miles, the Missouri basin has an are of 
529,000 square miles, nearly 13 times as larg: 

M. V. A. has not, of cou: been authorized 
and no engineering construction has t 


ventured, but one may get an idea of tl 
magnitude of the p pl 
the suggestion made in the Pick plan a: 
the larger plan of the Bureau of I 


tion. The Pick plan prof 12 new Mis- 
souri Valley flood-control reserv¢ 5 on the 
main stem of the river, 5 on tributa f 
the Republican River in Ne! ka and Kan- 
sas, and 2 in the Yellowstone basin. Thess 
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are in addition to 10 already authorized by 
Congress but not constructed because of the 
war emergency. Six of those authorized are 
in Missouri. 


MORE FLOOD-CONTROL STORAGE 


The 5 new reservoirs proposed for the 
main stem of the river in North and South 
Dakota would have aggregate storage capac- 
ity of 35,200,000 acre-feet of water. The 2 
in the Yellowstone Basin would store 5,750,- 
000 acre-feet. These projects, together with 
the existing Fort Peck (Mont.) Reservoir's 
19,400,000 acre-feet, would provide flood-con- 
trol storage above Sioux City, Iowa, of more 
than 60,000,000 acre-feet. 

The very regimentation that the objectors 
fear may, say the proponents of the plan, be 
a means of saving one of our most fruitful 
regions. The Tennessee Valley authorities 
have worked hand in glove with the farmers. 

The Bureau of Reclamation’s plan would 
store 35,446,000 acre-feet in the upper main 
stream and the upper tributaries. This plan, 
however, includes msny other irrigation res- 
ervoirs, with aggregate capacity-of 45,700,000 
acre-feet. Even the most prosaic individual 
must be stirred by the magnitude of such an 
. .dertaking. The national importance of 
M. V. A. is obvious. In a section where soil 
erosion, silted river beds and lowered water 
levels have threatened the very life of the 
land, the harnessing of the Missouri (known 
as the Big Muddy) will be an achievement 
of incalculable value. 

A picture of what may be the future for 
the Missouri Valley may be suggested by what 
Benton J. Stong, editor of the National Union 
Farmer, has to report on the T. V. A. “I saw 
the enormous success of T. V. A. in an alfalfa 
patch,” he writes. “When I knew it 9 years 
ago, it had been a ‘shotgun cornfield’—so 
steep that, according to local legend, the 
farmer planted it by shooting seed into the 
field from the opposite hillside. Then it 
had been one of those deeply gullied waste- 
lands, thick with underbrush and tiny 
streams that carried away the little remain- 
ing soil. But when I saw the field this 
month, it was covered with a green blanket 
of alfalfa and blue grass, its deep scars wiped 
away and replaced with terraces. It was part 
of the 55-acre hillside farm of Henry Clark, 
which has been restored by T. V. A. phosphate 
and lime. 

“Ten years ago Henry Clark scratched his 
hillside with a little black mare and a sled 
and got little more than $200 cash income. 
Last year he cultivated it with a tractor, a 
mowing machine, grain drill and other mod- 
ern equipment and took in $4,600 from hay, 
dairy products, tomatoes, tobacco, and poul- 
try. Ten years ago, Henry Clark’s home was 
a cabin. Today it is a fine farmhouse with 
electricity, electric range, electric washing 
machine, refrigerator, and lights. 

“T. V. A. is not a power project. It is not an 
agricultural project. It is an integrated de- 
velopment of all the resources of an area, 
integrated so that water is harnessed, the 
lands are restored, the minerals are devel- 
oped, and men live a better life. It is a pat- 
tern that may be developed all over America.” 

The floods {n the Missouri have obscured 
the even greater losses from lack of water 
in the upper valley States. The great ja- 
Jopy exodus from the Great Plains during 
the drought decade saw 350,000 persons leave 
their homes in the distressed region. The 
amounts unpaid on December 31, 1942, on 
grants and work relief from the federal gov- 
ernment reached a total of $1,246,557,087. 
This approximates the estimated cost of the 
Bureau of Reclamation plan. It is estimated 
that 150,000 men could be employed, in the 
immediate post-war period, on construction 
sites under the Bureau of Reclamation proj- 
ect and an even greater number employed in 
factories to furnish materials for the dams, 
canals, and jetties, 
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The Tennessee Valley is now a show win- 
dow for what electrification can do. Every 
farm is electrically lighted and possesses 
the electric devices that make life more 
pleasant and efficient. Here is the contrast- 
ing situation in the Missouri Valley States: 


Rural farm dwellings 


<r 


With 
running 
water 


chani- stalled 
cal re- bath- 
lrigera- | tub or 


tion | shower 


electric 
ight 


| With | 
With me- 


Percent Percent! Percent. Percent 
United States 31.3 ‘ 17.8 11.8 


27.8 14 9. { 

31.0 1 16, 1) 

| 34 21.3 | 12. 

North Dakota 15.5 | 2.3 6.0} 4. 
South Dakota 9} } 1) 3. 4 
Nebraska ; 28. 5 >» 2 | ») 3 14 
Kansas 27.3 iat -oe 11.5 
Iowa ae eR css fi | 5 15 
Missouri 5 5 6.3 j 4. 


This suggests eloquently the opportunity 
for an improved future in the Missouri Valley 
if that future is worked out with determina- 
tion. 

Dr. John L. Coulter, former member of the 
Federal Tariff Commission, of Washington, 
D. C., stated in June of this year before a 
Senate committee, that America, with its 
population increasing at the rate of a mil- 
lion people a year, will have to increase its 
acreage if we are to maintain present stand- 
ards of living. 

“We are at a point now where we are im- 
porting more products of agriculture than 
we are exporting,” he said. 

This being so, the M. V. A. or some alterna- 
tive plan for bringing more land into cultiva- 
tion in the Missouri Valley becomes a na- 
tional imperative. A survey made this spring 
in North Dakota determined that of some 
6,300 young men from that State in the 
armed services, more than 5,500 desire to be 
farmers after the war. The survey showed 
that only 675 now have farms, and therefore, 
for that group alone, about 4,850 farms are 
needed. 

Therefore, we need farms, we need flood 
control, we have the men at hand for farm- 
ing. Everybody acknowledges that the prob- 
lem of the Missouri must be tackled, but it 
is over M. V. A. that the big slugfest will 
come. 

There arises the question of who will pay 
for M. V. A. Under current proposals, the 
financing will come from the Federal Gov- 
ernment, but there would be profits on power 
and assessments on benefits to lands and city 
properties. The Edison Electric Institute, 
representing private power interests, main- 
tains that the ultimate ccst of T. V. A. will 
be $1,000,000,000, or five times as much as 
estimated for the original program, and is ex- 
pected to pay for itself in 60 years but with- 
out interest. David E. Lilienthal, director of 
the Tennessee Valley Authority, estimates 
that T. V. A. will cost $700,000,000 and will be 
paid off in 30 years. 

In the case of the much larger Missouri Val- 
ley plan, power will be a minor consideration 
and could not possibly pay the total cost of 
the ‘project. But supporters of the M. V. A. 
argue that, in the public interest, the Mis- 
souri has to be tamed; that the Nation will 
receive great benefits from anything that 
brings greater productivity to the Missouri 
Valley, prevents flood damage and saves land 
under cultivation. 

Although electric power is only one phase 
of M. V. A. (with an estimated 1,000,000 to 
3,000,000 kilowatts possible), it is quite pos- 
sible that some defenders of private enter- 
prise will swing their shillelaghs. M, V. A. 
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is a great challenge, the sort of battle that 
stirs the pioneer instincts still in the breasts 
of most Americans. Its supporters do not 
deny that it will also be a giant stepping o1 
many toes and that outcries must be ex- 
pected. A great deal will depend on the leg- 
islators guiding the bill through Congres: 
There will be no George W. Norris to lead th 
fight, as there was in the case of the T. V. A 
Great interests will be lined up on each sid 
and mighty blows will be struck. 
DISPARITY BETWEEN COMMITTEES 

The people who feel that it might be wiser 
to work out a plan between the Army engi- 
neers and the Bureau of Reclamation Nave 
found that in Congress it has been impos- 
sible to get the separate committees to sit 
down together to discuss an over-all solution. 
The interests of the two Government agen- 
cies are entirely disparate. Reclamation 
people have been taught to think in terms of 
land; Army engineers are concerned with 
watercourses. M. V. A. advocates believe it is 
impossible that the two could ever work in 
harmony. 

One big plan is needed, and time will tell 
whether it will come through M. V. A. o: 
another agency of like character. 

It’s going to be a tough fight, but the Mis- 
souri has been kicking its region around tor 
hundreds of years, and it either has to be 
stopped soon or it will run out of competi- 
tion. Americans always like a challenge of 
that kind. 


The M. V. A. is going to be something to 
watch and wonder over when it gets going. 


PREVENTION OF DOUBLE TAXATION ON 
INCOMES 


During the course of Mr. Murray’s 
speech the following occurred: 

Mr.McFARLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I ask unanimous 
consent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside and that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 3592, Calendar No. 1056. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I ask that the 
Senator from Arizona make a statement 
with regard to the nature of the bill. 

Mr. McFARLAND.. The bill would 
prevent double taxation. Under the 
present law some Federal employees whc 
are working in the District of Columbia, 
as well as many who are employed in 
some of the States, are being taxed in two 
different jurisdictions. The bill would 
permit them to be taxed only in the State 
of their domicile. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Would the bill in 
any way change the present system of 
collection of income taxes from South 
Carolinians who might be residents .of 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. McFARLAND. No; it would per- 
mit the collection of taxes from residents 
of the State of South Carolina, but would 
prohibit them from being taxed by some 
other State or the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MAYBANK. In other words, the 
bill would not in any way make it pos- 
sible for those who are now domiciled 
in the District of Columbia and paying 
income taxes to change their domicile 
to some jurisdiction under which they 
could pay a lower income tax. 

Mr. McFARLAND. No; they would 
have to maintain a genuine domicile in 
the State in which they paid the taxes. 
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Mr. MAYBANK. Would they have to 

wn any real estate or property within 
such State? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I do not think in 
any State the ownership of real estate 
or other property is necessary in order 
to make a citizen subject to income tax- 
ation. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I agree with the 
statement of the Senator. Would there 
be any limit on the time in which tax- 
payers could change their domicile? 

Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Byrp] has some amend- 
ments which he would like to offer. I 
believe the amendments might clarify 
the matter. If there is no objection to 
proceeding to the consideration of the 
bill I believe the Senator from Virginia 
will offer his amendments. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I will 
withhold any further questions which I 
may have until the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Byrp] has offered 
his amendments. I 
ome of our State tax officials have dis- 

issed with Virginia State tax officials 
the possibility of a number of high- 
salaried Government officials, as well as 
others, being relieved from the payment 

f taxes for this year by the enactment 
of some law. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I still 
reserve the right to object to proceeding 
to the consideration of the bill, but if it 

the pleasure of the Senator from Ari- 
zona to have the Senator from Virginia 
explain his amendments, I have no objec- 
tion. However, I reserve the right to 
object to consideration of the bill after 
the Senator from Virginia shall have 
concluded. 


Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, the bill for | 


which the Senator from Arizona has re- 
uested consideration provides that a 
ederal employee may choose his State 
domicile. If the bill should be passed 

1 its present form it would afford an 
pportunity to Federal employees to 
hoose a State of domicile which did not 
require the payment of an income tax, 
and therefore would permit an evasion of 
the payment of a tax which such an 
employee otherwise would be compelled 
to pay. For example, the bill provides 
that a Federal employee who has lived 
in Virginia for 30 years, and has obtained 
the benefits of schools and other 
privileges which the State provides, 
could choose a domicile in some other 
State and thereby evade the payment of 
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If the bill is taken up I propose to offer 
an amendment providing that the date 
when the provisions of the bill shall be- 
come effective shall be December 31, 1944. 
At the present time the bill has no effec- 
tive date. Therefore, should the bill be- 
come law there would be created a con- 
dition of chaos with regard to what part 
of the calendar year would be subject to 
tax in one State or another. 

I propose to offer another amend- 
ment which would provide that in order 
that a Federal employee may be re- 
lieved of the payment of a tax in a State 
which may impose such tax, such em- 
ployee shall be required to furnish a tax 
receipt proving that he is domiciled in 
enother State which assesses an income 





understand that 





tax. If this bill should be taken up, and 
the amendments to which I have referred 
should not be adopted, considerable dis- 
cussion would be provoked in the Senate 
before the bill could reach final enact- 
ment. I think the bill in its present 
form leaves wide open the door for 
wholesale tax evasion. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
told the Senator from Virginia that I 
would offer no objection to his amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be read by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
3592) to amend the Judicial Code in re- 
spect to the original jurisdiction of the 

istrict courts of the United States in 
certain cases, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, let me say that I 
have no personal objection to the pro- 
posed legislation; but there are Senators 
on this side of the Chamber who have 
an interest in the bill. I refer particu- 
larly to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. DANAHER]. I do not wish to consent 
to the bill being taken up until he has 
reached the floor. He is not now present. 


| If necessary, I shall make the point of 


no quorum. I donot want to do that be- 
cause it may result in an unnecessary 
waste of time. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
had understood that the Senator from 
Connecticut had no objection to the bill. 
The bill has been on the calendar for 
some time. I do not wish unduly to de- 


lay the Senator from Montana. I may 
as well withdraw my request. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if the 


Senator will wait for 2 or 3 minutes I 
believe the Senator from ‘Connecticut 
will be present and then he can speak 
for himself. I do not know whether he 
is hostile to the bill or whether, with the 
amendments suggested by the Senator 
from Virginia, he would support the bill. 
However, there will be a possible oppor- 
tunity of disposing of the bill as soon as 
the Senator from Connecticut reaches 
the floor. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. McFARLAND. If Ihave the floor 
I will yield, but I do not wish unduly to 
delay the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I hope 
that before any action is taken on the 
bill we will have a quorum call and then 
have the amendments agreed to. I can 
very well see that many Federal em- 
ployees could take advantage of the pro- 
visions contained in the bill unless the 
amendments of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia were agreed to, 

Mr. McFARLAND. Does the Senator 
object to taking up the bill at this time? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if I might sug- 
gest to the distinguished Senator that 
very likely he will expedite the passage 
of his bill if he will withdraw it at this 
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time and then when the Senator from 
Connecticut comes in renew his request. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I would rather 
have the Recorp show that there is ob- 
jection, because I have received volumes 
of mail in regard to this bill, which I 
thought was noncontroversial with the 
amendments of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia adopted. I repeat, I would rather 
an objection be shown. I have no per- 
sonal interest in the proposed legisle n 
at all, but, if any Senator objects to the 
bill, 


cloti 


I would rather have the Recorp 
show the objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I still 

think if the Senator would posses s him- 


self in patience for a moment or two, un- 
til the Senator from Connecticut can be 
here, the bill might be disposed of; but 
I am not going to consent to having the 
bill taken up unless and until the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut is present. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
should like to say to the Senator from 
Arizona that I deeply appreciate the po- 
sition in which he finds himself in view 
of the many requests that the bill be con- 
sidered, because some employees are pay- 
ing income taxes in two States, first 
where they work and then where they 
live. I have no objection to the bill, 
provided first the amendments of the 
Senator from Virginia |Mr. Byrp] are 
adopted to the effect that one paying in- 
come tax today in South Carolina or any 
other State must continue to pay that 
State unless he is a citizen of another 
State and pays the other State. It is 
not fair for individuals of States to pay 
and Government employees be allowed to 
change their residence to States that 
have no tax and avoid payment. Of 
course they should not pay in two States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands objection has been 
made. The Senator from Montana |Mr. 


Murray! has the floor. 


FLOOD-CONTROL PROJECTS 

After the conclusion of the debate on 
House bill 3592, the Senate resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4485) au- 
thorizing the construction of 1in 
public works on rivers and harbors for 
flood control, and for other purposes, 

(Mr. Murray resumed and concluded 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I 
the desk a short amendment 
now pending before the 
that it be read at the desk. 


“ert 
cert 


end to 
to the bill 


Senate, and ask 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 
The LecISLATIVE CLERK. On page 18, 


following line 19, it i 


oposed to insert 
a new paragraph as f : 


LOLLOW 


The project for flood control on Farm Creek 
Iil., is hereby thorized sut itially i 
accordance with the recommendations of 
the Chief of Engineers in his report of N 
vember 16, 1944, at an estimated cost f 
$3,017,909. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I may 


say to the Senator from Illinois that I 
should be very glad to take the 
ment to conference. 

Mr. LUCAS. 
tor’s graciousness, al 
his generosity. 


amend- 


he Sena- 


I am happy att 
id I thank him for 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding that immediately after 
the convening of the new Congress we 
will take up the matter of the Missouri 
Valley Authority. It is my understand- 
ing further that such an agreement has 
been made by all the different agencies 
involved, and by the responsible leader- 
ship of both the majority and minority 
groups. 

I merely wish to say at this time that 
the people of my State feel under a keen 
sense of obligation not only to the Sen- 
ator from Montana |Mr,. Murray] for 
having introduced the measure, but also 
to the distinguished senior Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. CriarK], who has been 
most cooperative in the passing of the 
flood-control bill, as a result of which 
approximately a million two hundred 


‘ 
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thousand acres in North Dakota will be 
irrigated. 

At the present time in North Dakota 
the total amount of irrigation is, roughly, 
21,615 acres, compared with Montana, 
which has 1,711,409 acres. We feel that 
for the first time the State of North Da- 
kota will, through the passage of the 
pending measure, get that to which it is 
entitled. However, we feel that we prefer 
the enactment of the M. V. A. bill. I 
have received many hundred telegrams 
fromthe State of North Dakota, from 
both men and women, and from different 
organizations, in favor of the M. V. A. I 
have placed none of them in the REcorD 
up to this time. It is not my intention 
to do so until after we begin the real 
consideration of the M. V. A. bill in the 
coming Congress. 

Mr. President, I want this body to 
know that I believe no one could have 
better expressed the real purpose of the 
M. V. A. than did the junior Senator | 
from Montana [Mr. Murray] on August | 


} 
| 
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18, and also in his address on the floor of 
the Senate this morning. I endorse every 
word he uttered upon each of those occa- 
sions. 

In order that this body may know 
exactly what the situation of the North- 
west is relative to having light and 
power upon the farms, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Rrecorp at 
this point in my remarks pages 6 and 
7 of the hearings before the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on rural electrification. I may 
add that this shows that today North 
Dakota is lower than any other State of 
the Union in the number of farms having 
electricity for light and power. Roughly 
they number 6.9 percent of all the farms 
of the State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senato: 
from North Dakota? 

There being no objection, the tabl 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
as follows: 


Comparison of rank, percentage, and number of farms electrified with central-station service, 1935, 1940, and 1943, by States and for 


station 


\. Dec. 31, 


number 


Number 4 


United States 


Alabama... 
Arizona 

Ark imsas 
California 
Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware. 
Florida. .... 
Georgia 

Idaho 

Illine 

Indiana 

lowa 

Kansa rs 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachuse 
Michigan _.. 
Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
Montana... 
Nebraska... 
Nevada 

New Hampshir« 
New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New York 
North Carolina 
North Dakota. . 
Ohie 
Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 
South Dakota... 


Washington 
West Virginia... 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming... 





“4 4 U.S, ( omnes Bure ul 

? Rural Electrification Administrati 

* Edison Electric Institute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is still open to amendment. If there be 
no further amendment, the question is 
on the engrossment of the amendments 
and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 


mn survey, 1943, 


the United States 


| | | 
| Farms receiving 
electri 
1934 


cr ntral- 
Service 


| Farms receiving 
| station electric 
Apr. 1, 1940 


central- | 

Farms, Apr. Eve | 
1, 1940! 

number 


| 
Number! | Percent 


| 
1, 858, 249 30.4 | 


6, 096, 7 
33, 907 | 
h, 607 
21, 303 

107, 204 
14, 823 
16, 005 

3, 545 
15, 476 

42, 409 
25, 439 
&80, 027 
91, 127 
73, 308 
27, 960 
38, 607 | 
16, O58 
20, 221 
17,170 | 
26, 220 

131, 126 
M0), 075 | 
26, O78 
39, 204 | 

7, 947 
22, 832 
1, 555 
10, 845 
21, 298 | 
4,479 

102, 283 | 

67, 627 | 
3, 218 

137, 680 
2, 149 
36, 369 


9 
23 
18, 


216, 67 


41 | 
24 | 


te 


| 
} 


aphownece ornare 


ee ee ee ee ee 





moe ee OOK 


me ee 


aI ts 








The bill was read the third time and | 
passed. 
Mr, OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate insist upon its | 
amendments, request a conference with | 
the House thereon, and that the Chair 
appoint the conferees on the part of the 


Senate. 


| | | 
Rank} Number Percent |Rank} Number 
| | 


__| 2, 454, 100 | 10.3 | 


Farms receiving central- Increase in electrified far 


station clectric 
June 30, 1943 ? 


from Dee, 
June 30, 1943 


service 31, 1984, 


| Percent | 


1,710, 146 
45, 147 
25 2,023 
| 44 32, 
SH, 3 33, 
44. 24 15, 
StL 5 4} , 162 
iA. 20 3, 109 
3h. 32 3, 900 
sl. 33 , 744 
74. 3 13 | , 967 
52, 21 | , 621 
68. 14 2, 124 
&, 22 i, 053 
25 25, 876 
4! 9, 420 
45 21,374 
241 
709 
2, 406 
4s 
O17 
. 498 | 
, 907 


229. 9 
408, 5 
36. 3 
1,119.8 
4) 
220. 5 
SO. 5 
173 
243 
873. : 
141.4 


208 


24. ; 
41. 
16. 


BH, 200 | ; 39 
7, 600 
35, 900 
5, 000 
22, 900 
, 300 
, 900 
9, 600 
, 700 
32, 400 
3, 000 
5, 600 
8, 100 
39, 100 
57, 900 
24, 200 
24, 200 
24, 500 
2h, 900 
51, 000 
76, 800 
. 300 
59, 800 
, 300 
31, 300 
, 700 
%, 600 
500 
1, 400 
. 900 
100 
100 
000 
, 000 
500 
800 
2, 800 
100 
, 100 
600 
, 900 
300 
, 700 
£6, 100 
15, 400 
200 
700 | 
, 100 


yeoht | 


957 
WOT 


400 


un 


cc-nssSsenwnKwu 


a) 


16. 





LSoewoeuKem es 


wows Oro r to 
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The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. OverTON 
Mr. BaILey, Mrs. Caraway, Mr. CiarkK of 
Missouri, Mr. Brtso, Mr. JoHNSON of Cali- 
fornia, Mr. BrREwsTeR, and Mr. Burton 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. OVERTON. I ask unanimous 
consent that the clerks be authorized to 
renumber the sections of the bill. 








1944 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection, it is so ordered. 
RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 3961, the river 
and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be stated by title. 

The Cuier CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3961) 
authorizing the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 








Without 


The bill 


poses, reported with amendments. 
Mr. AIKEN. I suggest the absence of 


a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ab- 
sence of a quorum having been suggested, 
the clerk will call the roll. 

The Cuier CLERK called.the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


Aiken Gerry O'Mahoney 
Austin Gillette Overton 
Bailey Green Radcliffe 
3ull Gurney Reed 
Bankhead Hall Revercomb 
Bilbo Hatch Reynolds 
Brooks Hawkes Robertson 
Buck Hayden Russell 
Burton Hill Shipstead 
Bushfield Holman Stewart 
Butler Jenner Taft 

Byrd Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Okla 
Capper La Follette Tunnell 
Caraway Langer Vandenberg 
Chandler Lucas Wagner 
Clark, Mo, McCleilan Waligren 
Connally McFarland Walsh, Mass. 
Cordon McKellar Walsh, N. J. 
Dunaher Maloney Wheeler 
Davis Maybank Wherry 
Downey Mead White 
Fastland Millikin Wiley 
Ellender Murray Wilus 
Ferguson Nye 

George O'Daniel 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seven- 
ty-three Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 
OVERTON] that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 3961. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill 
(H. R. 3961) authorizing the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I feel 
very much encouragéd in proceeding to 
the consideration of the river and har- 
bor bill after the final passage through 
the Senate of the flood-control bill. 
That bill presented a number of con- 
troversial provisions. Every opportunity 
was given in the hearings, and also on 
the floor of the Senate, to discuss the 
problems which were germane to the bill, 
and I am very happy that those prob- 
lems have been satisfactorily resolved 
and that the bill has now passed the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, there is something more 
to be done besides passing this and the 
flood-control bill through the Senaie. 
Not only must they go to conference be- 
tween the two Houses and be agreed upon 
by both Houses, but they must be ap- 
proved by the President before they be- 
come law. After they become law, final 
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and detailed plans and specifications 
must be prepared by the Corps of Engi- 
neers with reference to those projects. 
That all takes time. 

Following that, appropriations must 
be made by the Congress with reference 
to the projects which have been author- 
ized. Of course, as the Senate knows 
this is merely an authorization bill, and 
carries With it no appropriation of money 
whatsoever. When the bill has been 
finally passed and approved, detailed 
plans must be prepared, and then Budget 
recommendations must be prepared, and 
appropriations made. Therefore we are 
a long way from proceeding with the 
construction of any of these projects 

We all look forward to a reasonably 
early termination of the conflict in Eu- 
rope. When that conflict is at an end 
many of our veterans will be discharged 
from the service and will be back seek- 
ing employment in this country. Be- 
sides, there will probably be far less man- 
ufacture of munitions, implements, and 
matériel of war. Therefore there will be 
a crying need for additional employment. 
I do not betieve that any legislation ad- 
mits of better opportunity for employ- 
ment or more employment than do the 
flood-control and river and harbor bills. 
It has been generally estimated that 80 
percent of all sums expended on river 
and harbor and flood-control projects 
goes directly or indirectly into the pock- 
ets of labor. Certainly not less than 75 
percent of the money so expended is 
spent on labor. 

The pending bill carries with it in all 
290 projects. The total estimated cost 
of the projects, as the bill is reported by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce, is 
$498,784,931. 

The importance of improving our in- 
land waterways has been shown by abun- 
dant testimony taken in the course of the 
hearings on this particular bill. Those 
hearings disclose that navigation upon 
our inland waterways has tremendously 
increased, not only as a result of the 
war effort, but prior to the war effort, 
during the past 10 or 12 or 14 years. 

The record shows that beginning in the 
year 1932 the total inland waterway traf- 
fic was 4,915,000,000 ton-miles. That was 
in the midst of the depression. At the 
end of 1935, 3 years later, we had still 
not come out of the depression, but the 
ton-mileage had increased from 4,915,- 
000,000 to 6,300,000,000 ton-miles. By the 
end of 1937 the ton-miles had leaped to 
9 300,000,000, or a doubling of the water- 
borne commerce upon the inland water- 
ways of the United States. At the end of 
1939, when World War No. 2 began, the 
inland waterways traffic had increased to 
11,300,000,000 ton-miles. By the end of 
1941, at the time the United States en- 
tered the present war, the traffic had 
grown to more than 18,000,000,000 ton- 
miles. That was 3 years ago; and I think 
it is fairly reasonable to assume that now 
the inland waterway traffic equals or is 
in excess of 20,000,000,000 ton-miles a 
year. That represents an expansion of 
approximately 400 percent, in the last 12 
years. 

Mr. President, I have prepared a break- 
down, by States, of the projects contained 


in this bill, just as I prepared a similar | 





8669 


break-down in the case of the flood con- 
trol bill 

I ask unanimous this 
break-down may be printed in the 
REcorD at the conclusion of my remark 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. Without 
objection, it is so orde i 

(See exhibit A.) 

Mr.OVERTON. M1 
be noted that this tabi 


consent that 


rea 


Syecid if 
President, i sto 


lation inciuae 


total cost of projects in more than one 
State where projects affect more than one 
State. Such projects are marked by an 
asterisk. Projects for maintenance only 
are marked “M. O.” 

Mr. President, I should like to speak 
longer in making a preliminary state 
ment regarding the bill, but I know time 
is of the essence in connection with the 
passage of the bill. I have stated its 


general policy and its general outline 
EXHIBIT A 

Projec in H.R 161 as reported « 
Committee ¢ Cr 

The tabulation below ins 
i of projects in more than one State 
Such projects are noted with an aste 
Projects 


M. O.) 


for maintenance only are marked 


Alabama United State 
*Alabama and ¢ 
Mobile Harbo 475, Of 
Warrior and Tombigbes 
Rivers ; 6 
Warrior and Tombig 
Rivers 
*Waterway ci 
~ombigbee a 


nnecting the 
nd Tennessee 
Rivers €6 
Dauphin Island Bay i 83. 000 
Bayou Code 6. 880 
Bayou La Batre . 27 
Alaska 
Metlakahtla Harb = 129, 090 
Craig Harbor . 80 
Meyers Chuck Harbo! E 25. 000 
Wrangell Harbor 189, Oct 
Wrangell Narrows 731 
Sitka Harbor f 
Skagway Harbor 16. 000 
Petersbu Harb 
Port Alexande 31, 000 
Gastineau Channel ] 
Elfin Cove 
Seldovia Harbor 
Arkansas: Ouachita 
Rivers, near Felsentha : N 
California 
San Diego Harbor - 165.000 
Newport Bay Harbor 
Santa Barbara Harbor N 
Morro Bay 800. 000 
Monterey Harb« 74, 000 
Monterey Bay, Moss 
ing 390. 000 
Redwood Creek : 433, 000 
Oakland Harbor N 
Oakland Harb - M.©O 
Richmond Hart 25, 000 
Pinole Shoal and M 
Island = 7.6 
Novo Rive . 6 
Crescent City Harb 
Crescent City Harbor a 2 
necticut: 
Mystic River 20 
Thames River M.O 
Connecticu River be 
Hartford, at Old Say- 
brook_.-- . 2 . ‘ , 
Clinton Harb . 1, 900 
Guilford Harbor 1, 5 
New Haven Ha 
Bridgeport Harb 
Norwalk Harbor - 29 
Mianus River s <6. 500 


Gree: h H - 1, OOO 


000. O } 


VU 





to 


Con 
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First cost to 


Delaware: 
Inland waterway 
Rehoboth Bay 
ware Bay 
Indian River 
*Nanticoke River_-- dace 
*Delaware River Philadel- 
phia to the — 
*Delaware River Philadel- 
phia sea. 
‘laware River, 
phia to the sea- 
Florida 
Fernandina Harbor 
St. Johns River, 
sonville to the ocean _-_. 
St. Johns River, Jackson- 
ville to the ocean 
St. Johns River, Jackson- 
ville to Lake Harney_---- 
Johns River, Jackson- 
ville to Lake Harney 
Intracoastal waterway from 
Jacksonville to Miami-_-.-- 
Intracoastal waterway to 
Vero Beach-..-.-.-.- 
Sebestian to 
waterway-_-_-_- 
Canaveral Harbor 
St. Lucite River 
Lake Worth Inlet 
New River 
— imi Harbor 
liami River 
Seacubieaiad waterway, 
ami to Key West-_--- 
Celoosahatchee River and 
Lake Okeechobee drain- 
age areas..... — 
Calocsahatchee River and 
Lake Okeechobee drainage 
areas one 
Intracoastal waterway from 
Caloosahatchee River to 
Withlacoochee River__--. 
Little Manatee River 
Tampa Harbor 
Tampa Harbor- nia 
Tempa and Hills boro Bays_. 
Anclote River. 
Pithlachascotee 
Marks River- 
Intracoastal Waterway from 
Apalachicola Bay to St. 
Marks River 
* Apalachicola, Chattahoo- 
chee and Flint Rivers... 
S:. oe 


between 
and Dela- 


sea. 
to the wpeinimatin 
Philadel- 


*D 


st 


intracoastal 


River 


St 
ol 


W ateon Raven 
Pensacola Harbor 
Georgia: 
*Savannah River 
Hill Rese 


Says 
oO 


Altamaha, 
Rivers 
Intracoastal 
Fredrica River 
*Apalachicola, Chattahooc 
and Flint Rivers.......... 
*Alabama and Coosa Rivers... 
Hawaii: 
Keehi Lagoon, Oahu_- 
Por 
Idaho: 
Illinois: 
*Mississippi River at Chain of 
Rocks ... 
Mississippi Rive er at Alton... 
*Illinois Waterway and Indi- 
ana Harbor and Canal 
Waukegan Harbor 
*Calumet Harbor and River... 
Indiana: 
*Illinois Waterway and Indi- 
ana Harbor and Canal 
*Calumet Harbor and River_.. 
Iowa: *Missouri River between 
Sioux City, lowa, and the 
mouth 


and Clarks 


Oconee, Ocmulgee 
Waterway 


hee 


t Allen Harbor, Kauai.... 
*Snake River 


United States 


$224, 000 
151, 000 
54, 000 


1, 036, 000 
3, 380, 000 
M. O. 

No cost 
725, 000 

, 200, 000 
290, 000 
25, 500 

, 789, 090 
7, 300 


19, 000 
811, 000 
46, 000 
711, 000 
60, 000 

, 781, 080 
78, 000 


, 830, 000 
208, 009 
5, 100 


, 200, 000 
77, 000 
189, 000 
60, 000 
607, 400 
10, 000 
§1, 000 
71,000 


32, 500 


, 500, 000 
No cost 
225, 000 

M.O. 
162, 000 


, 000, COO 
281, 000 


No cost 
No cost 


000 


00, 
00, 000 


5 
,0 


M.O. 
75, 000 
, 625, 000 


, 290, 000 
No cost 


, 900, 009 
34, 000 
910, 000 


, 900, 000 
910, 000 


| 
| 
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First cost to 
United States 


Kansas: *Missouri River between 
Sioux City, Iowa, and the 


Louisiana: 
Bayous L’Loutre, 
and Yscloskey 
Mississippi River, 
Rouge to the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway vicin- 
ity of Algiers at New Or- 


St. 


Bayous Petit Anse, Tigre and 
Carlin 
Canam 


Northeast Harbor 
Isle au Haut thoroughfare. 
Hendricks Harbor 
Portland Harbor 
Portland Harbor, Casco Bay. 
Josias River, Ogunquit-Fer- 
kins Cove 
Maryland: 
*Nanticoke River 
Havre ce Grace 


Cadle Creek 
Channel to Island Creek, St. 
George Island 

St. Catherines Sound 

Black Walnut Harbor 

Town Creek 

Duck Point O0v6....c..a<«- as 
Lower ere Deals 


Massachusetts: 
Newburyport Harbor 
Gloucester Harbor and An- 
nisquam River 
Manchester Harbor 
Salem Harbor 
Marblehead Harbor 
Boston Harbor 
Dorchester Bay and Neponset 


Weymouth Fore River 

Cohasset Harbor 

Duxbury Harbor 

Chetham (Stage) Harbor... 

Wellfleet Harbor 

Hyannis Harbor 

Cape Cod Canal (Onset Bay). 

Nantucket Harbor 

Menemsha Creek, Marthas 
Vineyard 

Michigan: 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Chippewa Harbor, Isle 
ag const ntthchdiertadticieiy deteas 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Black River 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Eagle Harbor 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Lac La Belle 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Grand Traverse Bay. 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Big Bay 

_ at Lakes Harbors of Ref- 


Gr aa Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Whitefish Point 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—St. James Hc-rbor, 
Beaver Island 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Hammond Bay 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Harrisville 

Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 


Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Port Austin 


$6, 000 


35 


4, 200 


, 000 


, 000 


, 000 


8, 000, 000 


160, 
55, 


94 


6 


000 
009 


, 500 
28, 


0co 


, 000 
789, 


o0co 


M.O. 


32, 


54, 
18, 

, 388, 
150, 
4, 
30, 

, 500 


5 


10, 
10, 
21, 


25 


22, 


000 


000 
000 
000 
coo 
290 
000 


000 
900 
coo 


, 000 
19, 


500 


000 


No cost 


4, 


41, 


70, 


27 


38, 
75, 
37, 
57, 


156, 


7, 


91 


131, 


20 


250 | 
, 000 


, 667 
, 909 


000 
300 


, 800 


190 
560 
765 
670 


950 


500 


, 400 


690 


, 400 


| 
| 
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First cost to 


Michigan—Continued. 
Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Port Sanilac 
Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Point Lookout 
*Menominee Harbor 


St. Joseph Harbor 
Grand Haven Harbor 
Grand River 
Manistee Harbor 
Sault Ste. Marie power plant. 
St. Clair River at Southeast 


and 


Minnesota: 
Mississipp! River near Hast- 
Mississippi River at 
Mississippi River at St. Paul. 
Mississippi River at Winona. 
Mississippi River at Minne- 
apolis 
Great Lakes harbors of ref- 
uge; Lutsen 
Great Lakes harbors of ref- 
uge; Beaver Bay 
Baudette Harbor 


Mississippi: 
Biloxi Harbor 
Biloxi Harbor 
Pass Christian Harbor 
Bayou Galere 
*Waterway connecting the 
Tombigbee and Tennessee 
Rivers 
Missouri: 


*Mississippi River at Chain of 


*Missouri River between Sioux 
City, Iowa, and the mouth. 
Nebraska: *Missouri River be- 
tween Sioux City, Iowa, and the 
mouth 
New Jersey: 
Passaic River 
Newark Bay 
Way Cake Creek 
Compton Creek 
Shark River 
New Jersey 
Waterway 
Manasquan River 
Toms River 
Cold Spring Inlet 
*Delaware River, Philadelphia 
to the sea 
*Delaware River, Philadelphia 
ee a es SS 
*Delaware River, Philadelphia 
to the sea 
Delaware River—Camden_-... 
New York: 
Great Lakes to Hudson River 
Waterway 
Jamaica Bay 
Jones Inlet 
Northport Harbor, N. Y 
Peconic River 
Lake Montauk 
Orowoc Creek 
Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Barcelona 
Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Grand View Bay---.. 
Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Oak Orchard 
Great Lakes Harbors of Ref- 
uge—Port Ontario 
Bufialo Harbor 
Black Rock Channel and Ton- 
awanda Harbor 
Wilson Harbor 
Rochester Harbor 
Sackets Harbor 
Cape Vincent Harbor 


Intracoastal 


United States 


104, 500 


No cost 
74, 000 


150, 000 
147, 000 
8, 500, 000 


135, 000 
85, 309 


No cost 


11, 500 
&8, 800 
17, 000 


No cost 
66, 800 


39, 000 
15, 000 
14, 000 


4, 000 
6, 000 
17, 0CO 
6, 000 


66, 000, 000 


10, 290, 000 


6, 000, 000 


6, 000, 000 


M. O. 

3, 390, 000 
30, 000 
16, 060 
118, 000 


1, 500, 000 
143, 000 
141, 000 

71, 000 


1, 036, 000 
3, 380, 000 


M.O. 
373, 000 


1,010, 
270, 
900, 

15, 
20, 
65, 
15, 


000 
000 
060 
000 
000 
0u0 
200 


295, 
79, 
170, 700 


211,300 
3, 171, 000 
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cost 


to 


North Carolina: United States 
*Inland Waterway from Nor- 
folk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, 
i. Citsdacavan in — #39, 000 
*Chowan River, N. C., and 
Blackwater Creek, Va... 135, 000 
Pembroke CreekK.........--.. 9, 500 
Pamlico Sound to Rodanthe. 5, 000 
Pamlico Sound to Avon_-_..-. 16, 500 
Rollinson Channel-_--.--- seul 27, 000 
Swan Quarter Bay to Deep 
i itatwnriecainmmaiaibcie% 22, 500 
Neuse and Trent Rivers____-_ 11, voo 
Thoroughfare Bay — Cedar 
Bay Channel-_-..-.--- “ 20, 000 
K > Pamlico Sound to Beaufort 
| ES eee 35, 000 
Pamlico Sound (through Core 
Sound) to Beaufort Har- 
GOP aanten<ces sania 7, 000 
Back Sound to _ Loo kout 
FN Sch ticthictianariithenn — 50, 000 
Beaufort Harbor. .-_----- 54, 000 
Beaufort to the Cape Fear 
River, including Waterway 
to Jacksonville, N. C a 24, 000 
Beaufort to the Cape Fear 
River, including Waterway 
to Jacksonville, N. C.____- 9, 000 
; Cape Fear River, at and below 
, WHEREIS cadcnedcone 675, 000 
+ Cape Fear River, at and below 
2 Wilmington __-_.----- . 790, 000 
Northeast (Cape Fear) 
at a 73, 000 
ie *Santee and Congaree Riv- 
Ss — - 25,000, 000 
Fs 
5 Ohio: 
Fi Zeaver-Mahoning Rivers_--- 1, 500, 000 
oe Sandusky Harbor...-..--.---- M.O 
é Lorain Harbdor.......-.. anne 30, 000 
E a) M. O. 
e Cleveland Harbor_...-.---- J 191, 000 
Fe Cleveland Harbor_....------ 30, 000 
; Ashtabula Harbor.-..-..-.-.- 38, 000 
k Oregon: 
m4 ee GE ios es 190, 000 
Ccquille River....-.-- aa M. O. 
Umpqua River and Harbor__ 55, 000 
Umpqua River and Harbor-- 34, 000 
Yaquina Bay and Harbor-_--- 162, 000 
TE DG anccssincecence 214, 000 
GR TRUE ci ccandcctscce 5, 000 
Bayccean Peninsula__.-.---- 120, 000 
Willamette River_........-.- 3, 600, 000 
*Snake River_.....- ede . 58, 625, 000 
Columbia River at Bonne- 
EE hccntniticencdoeii Ek Sandslent 50, 000 
Columbia Riv er at Arlington _ 39, 000 
*Columbia River at Umatilla 
: DOU. ccccacwdensuseseccsas 49, 470, 000 
Pennsylvania: 
*Beaver-Mahoning Rivers_... 1, 500,000 
*Delaware River, Philadelphia 
Oe Te Gs cca etiddiowend 1, 036, 000 
*Delaware River, Philadelphia 
OO Gt SE siciatedumanan 3, 380, 000 
*Delaware River , Philadelphia 
1 TD Gs cicimmaciiaens M.O. 
| M.O. 
Pe i iiininmpedmanite’ 467, 000 
Puertc Rico: 
Gam Juan MAraor.......<..- M.O 
ee 400, 000 
ey ee 211, 000 
Rhode Island: 
Wickford Harbor__.....-----. 22, 000 
Great Salt Pond (Inner Har- 
bor Block Island) -_-_----. “ 8, 000 
Little Narragansett Bay d 
Wascn Fs OVO. conccase 2 30, 000 
South Carolina: 
Anchorage Basin near Myrtle 
I 1, 000 
2) 7 1, 260, 000 
Beresford Creek .......--..-.. 21, 000 
*Santee and Congaree Rivers. 25, 000, 000 
Charleston Harbor.......... 1, 820, 000 
a = 246, 500 
Abbapoola Creek............ 10, 800 
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First cost to 

uth Carolina—Continued. United States 

Russell Creek ___ a $15, 500 
*Savannah River, Clarks Hill 

Reservoir have éetimchepecares aes Oe 
Tennessee: *Waterway connect- 
ing the Tombigbee and Ten- 

nessee Rivers adbitemnianiiteltnil 66, 000, 000 

Texas: 

Intracoastal Waterway at Bar- 

TOOGR - TW scisesieds - 6, 300 
Intracoastal W aterway Chan- ; 

nel from Aransas Pass... 48, 000 
Intracoastal Waterway to 

I ai iat e 600, 000 
Sabine-Neches Waterway, 

Beaumont turning basin_. 10, 000 
Sabine-Neches Waterway, 

Port Arthur west turning 

eee sia’ 2 18, 000 
Sabine-Neches "Wat erway, 

Beaumont-Kirby Canal__-. 27, C00 
Neches and Angelina Rivers. 23,000, 000 
Trinity River- . 15,000, 000 
Lavon Reservoir on East Fork 

of Trinity River__- ..-- 93,733,000 
Houston Ship Channel, Brady 

i citnistiisp widedaiaetendeaiacdes 21, 300 
Houston Ship Channel-_-_---. 3, 675, 090 
Houston Ship Channel_-_---. 484. 000 
Clear Creek and Clear Lake_. 30, 000 
Aransas Pass-Corpus Christi. 830, 600 
Chocolate Bayou, Bastrop 

Bayou, and Oyster Creek_. 108. 000 
Pass Cavallo to Port Lavaca_. 120, 000 
Lavaca and Navidad Rivers_. 85, 000 
Lavaca and Navidad Rivers_. 348, 000 

yuadalupe River___..---- - 8,500, 000 
Brazos Island Harbor Saint 127, 500 
Brazos Island Harbor_...._--. 635, 000 

Virginia: 

Waterway on the coast of 

Virginia _- a ieieineleit 263, 000 
Occohannock Creek_- pcaaeeetbas 37, 000 
Oyster Channel__.._-- can 29, 000 
Qnanceck Miver..........- 7 No cost 
Tangier Channel_._-_-_--- . 10, 100 
Creme C6eel.. ..acscccucecase 7, 500 
Totushey Creek...........-.<< 44, 000 
Hoskins Creek_--.--- daa 16, 000 
Urbanna Creek_.----- Se 9, 600 
Whitings Creek......... o 11, 500 
ST Sn kc ocece _ 20, 500 
Pamunkey Creek.....:...... 10, 090 
Appomattox River......-. i 110, 000 
Hampton Creek_--- ayer 15, 000 
Cape Charles City Harbor a 153, 090 
WOriGEn 4TIUOE..ccencccccs ca 35, 000 
BEE: Gt dante nnennnons M.O 
James River........... a 27, 000 
*Inland Waterway from No r- 

folk, Va. to Beaufort Inlet 

gg Se on ‘i 39, 000 
*Chowan River, N. C and 

Blackwater Creek, Va.._-.-. 135, 090 

Washington: 

Columbia River at Kenne- 

NTI shcetscenseidiiahabtsiestitecicinatptinsinbintinal 30, 000 
*Snake River_..--- w<<e---- 58, 625, 000 
Columbia River at Camas. = 45, 000 
Columbia River, Cowlitz 

NE cccitteacceunttnindniniten ats 12, 000 
Columbia River at Long- 

es ats a 81, 000 
Columbia River, Baker Bay : 170, 000 
*Columbia River at Umatilla 

Fc intictistetetsteeninminiiiiancne 49, 470, 000 
Bay Center Channel, Willapa 

aS a 30, 000 
Quillayute River.......-.... M.O 
Port Angeles Harbor......_. 10, 060 
CO 838, 000 
SE BE inccnccsmannae 160, 000 
REED axcuseiewenwende 25, 000 
OE 225, 000 

Wisconsin: 

Ashland Harbor.........-.- 24, 000 
Mississippi River at Coch- 

Pe iiiectnn si alee : 33, 000 
*Menominee Harbor and 

Se No cost 
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First cost to 











Wis nsin Continued. Ur d Stat 
Green Bay Harbor $56, 000 
Sturgeon Bay and Lake 

Michigan Ship Canal a 11, 000 
Milwaukee Harbor... .- - 110, 000 
macine Marvel. ..c<cccccee<e 2, 100 
eeein® TATOO. cn cncccanene . 47, 0V0 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I now 


move that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with, that it be read for 
amendment, and that committee amend- 
ments be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
objection, it is so ordered; 
will proceed to 
amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce was, on page 3, line 4, after 
the name “Congress’’, to insert “except 
that the useful work done on the project 
by local interests shall be accepted to- 
ward the fulfillment of the requirements 
of local cooperation.” 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, before 
that amendment is acted upon and be- 
fore other committee amendments are 
acted upon, let me state that there are 
amendments which have been prepared 
by the senior Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. O’MAHONEY]. Those amendments 
are the same as certain ones which were 
introduced to the flood-control bill and 
were agreed to by the Senate. They 
have the same application to the river- 


Without 
and the clerk 
the committee 


Stat 


and-harbor bill that they had to the 
ficod-control bill. Inasmuch as the 
amendments affect committee amend- 


ments to the bill, and also contain cer- 
tain declarations of general policy, I sug- 
gest that the Senator from Wyoming be 
recognized in order to propose the 
amendments. They are identically the 
same as those which were agreed to in 
reference to the flood-control bill. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, 
me inquire whether consideration 
those amendments will be had prior 
consideration of the committee 
ments. 

Mr.OVERTON. The amendments re- 
ferred to really are part of the commit- 
tee amendments, because they relate to 
certain committee amendments; and 
they would obviate the necessity of act- 
ing on certain committee amendments 
for the reason that they supersede them. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, is it con- 
templated that the amendments to which 
the Senator from Louisiana has referred 
may be acted upon before the committee 
amendments are acted upon? 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, they 
are part and parcel of the consideration 
of the committee amendments. They af- 
fect the committee amendments. Inas- 
much as there is no controversy about 
them, inasmuch as they have been agreed 
upon after long, careful, prayerful, and 
thorough consideration and study, and 
inasmuch as they were presented before 
this body upon the consideration of th 
flood-control bill, I think it would be well 
to adopt them now, and then proceed t 


let 
of 
to 
amend- 


consideration of the noncontrovel | 
items of the amendments recommended 
by the Committee on Con imerce. 

Mr. WHITE. Let me inquire about the 
amendments which are not noncontro- 
versial Is consideration of them to 
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amendments? 

Mr. OVERTON. I think that is the 
better course. I have given that point 
considerable thought. If the Senator 
has any objection, I shall be willing to 
proceed differently. But the ones to 
which I have referred are committee 
amendments covered by the O’Mahoney 
amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. That is what I thought. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Louisiana has been 
kind enough to refer to the emendments 
as the O'Mahoney amendments. I think 
the Recorp should show that I am acting 
only as the spokesman of a group of Sen- 
ators who have participated for several 
months in conferences leading to the 
drafting of the amendments and in con- 
ferences with the very able, and, I may 
say, most patient Senator from Louisi- 
ana leading to the adjustment of appar- 
ent controversies. 

The Senators on behalf of whom I am 
offering this amendment are the follow- 
ing: 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
AvsTIN], the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. BUSHFIELD], the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. CHAveEz], the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. CLarK], the Senator 
from California [Mr. Downey], the Sen- 
ator from New Mexico [Mr. Hatcu], the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN], the 
Senator from Colorado {[Mr. JoHNsoN], 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LANGER], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
McCarran], the Senator from Arizona 
{Mr. McFArRLAnpD], the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. MILLIKIN], the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Murpock], the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Murray], the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. NYE], the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. Rosertson], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Scruc- 
HAM], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Tuomas], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
THOMAS] the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER], and the Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. President, I wish to take this op- 
portunity to express my appreciation to 
all these Senators for the effort and ad- 
vice they have contributed to the ac- 
complishment of this work, and particu- 
larly I should like to express my personal 
appreciation to the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. MuILLrkKIn], who has 
labored indefatigably on this work. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me so that I may pro- 
pound a unanimous-consent request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun- 
NELL in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Wyoming yield to the Senator from 
California? 

Mr, O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Iam reluctantly com- 
pelled, on imperative duties, to attend a 
meeting of the Committee on Military 
Affairs this afternoon. In that commit- 
tee we have up for consideration the con- 
firmation of certain nominations for 
members of the Surplus Property Board. 

The pending bill carries an amend- 
ment by the Committee on Commerce in 
which Iam very much interested. It has 
to do with deleting from the bill an 
amendment which came over from the 
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await disposition of the committee | 


| limitation from the Central Valley proj- 
| ect. I know how heavily burdened the 
Senator from Louisiana has been, and I 
Gislike very much to add to his burdens. 
But I wonder if he can consent to a unan- 
imous agreement that consideration of 
the matter may go over until Monday, so 
that this afternoon I may attend the 
meeting of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I promise him that if he does 
give such consent, my remarks on Mon- 
day will"be much more brief than my 
remarks today would be, because over the 
week end I shall make considerable prog- 
ress in their preparation. In any event 
I shall not speak for more than 30 min- 
utes, I assure him. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
rather regret that the request is made 
in the form of a unanimous-consent 
agreement, because other Senators wish 
to have certain other matters go over, 
and if we agree to one unanimous-con- 
sent request we will soon be met by 
others of a similar nature. I assure the 
Senator that the matter to which he has 
referred will not be handled this after- 
noon, and if he will withdraw his request 
that will facilitate our progress. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I have every appre- 
ciation of the unfailing courtesy and co- 
operation of the Senator, and therefore 
I am glad to withdraw my request. 

Mr. OVERTON. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
now offer the amendment on behalf of 
myself and the Senators whose names 
I have enumerated, and I ask that it be 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLerK. At the proper place 
in the bili it is proposed to insert the 
following: 

In connection with the exercise of juris- 
diction over the rivers of the Nation through 
the construction of works of improvement, 
for navigation or flood control as herein au- 
thorized, it is hereby declared to be the 
policy of the Congress to recognize the in- 
terests and rights of the States in deter- 
mining the development of the watersheds 
within their borders and likewise their in- 
terests and rights in water utilization and 
control, as heren authorized to preserve and 
protect to the fullest possible extent estab- 
lished and potential uses, for all purposes, 
of the waters of the Nation’s rivers; to facil- 
itate the consideration of projects on a basis 
of comprehensive and coordinated develop- 
ment; and to limit the authorization and 
construction of navigation works to those 
in which a substantial benefit to navigation 
will be realized therefrom and which can be 
operated consistently with appropriate and 
economic use of the waters of such rivers 
by other users. 

In conformity with this policy: 

(a) Plans, proposals, or reports of the 
Chief of Engineers, War Department, for any 
works of improvement for navigation or flood 
control not heretofore or herein authorized, 
shall be submitted to the Congress only upon 
compliance with the provisions of this para- 
graph (a). Investigations which form the 
basis of any such plans, proposals, or re- 
ports shall be conducted in such a manner 
as to give to the affected State or States, 
during the course of the investigations, in- 
formation developed by the investigations 
and also opportunity for consultation re- 
garding plans and proposals, and, to the 





The 








extent deemed practicable by the Chief of 
Engineers, opportunity to cooperate in the 


other House, eliminating the 160-acre | 
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investigations. If such investigations in 
whole or part are concerned with the use 
or control of waters arising west of the 
ninety-seventh meridian, the Chief of Engi- 
neers shall give to the Secretary of the 
Interior, during the course of the investiga- 
tions, information developed by the investi- 
gations and also opportunity for consultation 
regarding plans and proposals, and to the 
extent deemed practicable by the Chief of 
Engineers, opportunity to cooperate in the 
investigations. The relations of the Chief 
of Engineers with any State under this para- 
graph (a) shall be with the Governor of the 
State or such official or agency of the State 
as the Governor may designate. The term 
“affected State or States” shall include those 
in which the works or any part thereof are 
proposed to be located; those which in whole 
or part are both within the drainage basin 
involved and situated in a State lying wholly 
or in part west of the ninety-eighth merid- 
ian; and such of those which are east of the 
ninety-eighth meridian as, in the judgment 
of the Chief of Engineers, will be substan- 
tially affected. Such plans, proposals, or re- 
ports and related investigations shall be 
made to the end, among other things, of 
facilitating the coordination of plans for the 
construction and operation of the proposed 
works with other plans involving the waters 
which would be used or controlled by such 
proposed works. Each report submitting any 
such plans or proposals to the Congress shall 
set out therein, among other things, the re- 
lationship between the plans for construc- 
tion and operation of the proposed works 
and the plans, if any, submitted by the af- 
fected States and by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The Chief of Engineers shall trans- 
mit a copy of his proposed report to each 
affected State, and, in case the plans or pro- 
posals covered by the report are concerned 
with the use or control of waters which rise 
in whole or in part west of the ninety- 
seventh meridian, to the Secretary of the 
Interior. Within 90 days from the date 
of receipt of said proposed report, the writ- 
ten views and recommendations of each af- 
fected State and of the Secretary of the 
Interior may be submitted to the Chief of 
Engineers. The Secretary of War shall trans- 
mit to the Congress, with such comments 
and recommendations as he deems appro- 
priate, the proposed report together with the 
submitted views and recommendations of 
affected States and of the Secretary of the 
Interior. The Secretary of War may pre- 
pare and make said transmittal any time 
following raid 90-day period. The letter of 
transmittal and its attachments shall be 
printed as a House or Senate document. 

(b) The use for navigation, in connection 
with the operation and maintenance of such 
works herein authorized for construction, 
of waters arising in States lying wholly or 
partly west of the ninety-eighth meridian 
shall be only such use as does not conflict 
with any beneficial consumptive use, pres- 
ent or future, in States lying wholly or partly 

est of the ninety-eighth meridian, of such 
waters for domestic, municipal, stock water, 
irrigation, mining, or industrial purposes. 

(c) The Secretary of the Interior, in mak- 
ing investigations of and reports on works 
for irrigation and purposes incidental there- 
to shall, in relation to an affected State or 
States (as defined in paragraph (a) of this 
section), and to the Secretary of War, be sub- 
ject to the same provisions regarding investi- 
gations, plans, proposals, and reports as pre- 
scribed in paragraph (a) of this section for 
the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of 
War. In the event a submission of views and 
recommendations, made by an affected State 
or by the Secretary of War pursuant to said 
provisions, sets forth objections to the plans 
cr proposals covered by the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, the proposed 
works shall not be deemed authorized except 
upon approval by an act of Congress; and 
subsection 9 (a) of the Reclamation Project 
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Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 1187) and subsection 3 
(a) of the act of August 11, 1939 (53 Stat. 
1418), as amended, are hereby amended ac- 
Cc ingly. 


On page 21, line 25, add the following: 

The general comprehensive plans set forth 
in House Document 475 and Senate Docu- 

ent 191, Seventy-eighth Congress, second 

ssion, as revised and coordinated by Senate 
Document 247, Seventy-eighth Congress, 
second session, are hereby approved and the 

itial stages recommended are hereby au- 

rized and shall be prosecuted by the War 
Department and the Department of the In- 
terior as speedily as may be consistent with 
budgetary requirements. 

(b) The general comprehensive plan for 
flood control and other purposes in the Mis- 

River Basin approved by the act of 
June 28, 1938, as modified by subsequent 
acts, is hereby expanded to include the works 
referred to in paragraph (a) to be undertaken 
by the War Department; and said expanded 
plan shall be prosecuted under the direction 

f the Secretary of War and supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers. 

(c) Subject to the basin-wide findings and 
recommendations regarding the benefits, the 

llocations of costs and the repayments by 
water users, made in said House and Senate 
documents, the reclamation and power de- 
lopments to be undertaken by the Secre- 
ry of the Interior under said plans, shall 
be governed by the Federal Reclamation Laws 
(act of June 17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts 
nendatory thereof or supplementary there- 

except that irrigation of Indian trust 
tribal lands, and repayment therefor, 

1 be in accordance with the laws relating 
» Indian lands. 
(a) In addition to previous authorizations 
there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
the sum of $200,000,000 for the partial ac- 

mplishment of the works to be undertaken 
under said expanded plans by the Corps of 
Engineers. 

(e) The sum of $200,000,000 is hereby au- 
thorized to be appropriated for the partial 
accomplishment of the works to be under- 
taken under said plans by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I ask the 
Senator from Wyoming if any of these 
amendments, which were read rather 
hastily at the desk, would affect in any 
way, so far as developments are con- 
cerned, the present reclamation policies 
under this bill? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, the 
amendments were agreed to by all those 
who had any part at all in the considera- 
tion of the bill, including the Bureau of 
Reclamation and the Secretary of the 
Interior. The amendments originally 
proposed to the flood-control bill which, 
by action of the Senate upon the motion 
of the chairman of the Committee on Ir- 
rigation and Reclamation, were referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 
lamation, have not been presented. They 
are not included in this bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the 
Senator. 

Mr. O’-MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
believe it is unnecessary for me further 
to explain the amendments, and I ask 
that they be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I yield. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I filed a statement 
of minority views in connection with the 
river and harbor bill. A large part of 
that statement was in connection with 
the amendments which have just been 
agreed to, and which were previously in- 
cluded in the flood-control bill. I ask 
unanimous consent to delete from my 
statement everything in it beginning 
with the words “In case of navigation 
projects” in the fourth paragraph on page 
4, and concluding on page 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous-consent re- 
quest of the Senator from Wyoming? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
desire to address an inquiry to the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. OvEerToN]. 

Mr. OVERTON. Before the Senator 
does so, I should like to understand what 
was the unanimous-consent request of 
the Senator from Wyoming. I could not 
distinctly hear him. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. My request was to 
delete all language in the minority views 
dealing with the amendments which 
have just been agreed to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Very well. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
among the subjects which were under 
discussion and studied by the group of 
Senators on behalf of whom I just pre- 
sented the amendments, was the prob- 
lem of the Snake River in Oregon, 
Washington, and Idaho. The junior 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. THomas] who 
is unfortunately detained from the 
Chamber, had an amendment to that 
portion of the bill on page 28 which deals 
with the Snake River. He requested me 
to propose the amendment on his be- 
half. I desire to ask the Senator from 
Louisiana whether it is desirable to pre- 
sent the amendment now or later. 

Mr. OVERTON. I think it would be 
more appropriate to present it later when 
we reach the subject of the Snake River. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Do I correctly 
understand that an agreement was 
reached between the Senator from Idaho 
and the Senator from Louisiana with re- 
spect to a modification of the provision 
concerning the Snake River? 

Mr. OVERTON. No objection will be 
made to the amendment. I believe the 
provision in the bill can be appropriately 
rephrased without changing its mean- 
ing. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
shall defer offering the amendment unti 
later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection, the amendment on 
beginning in line 4, is agreed to. 

The next amendment will be stated. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 
after line 19, to insert: 

Boston Harbor, Mass., House Document No, 
472, Seventy-eighth Congress; except that the 
construction of a seaplane channel at an 
alternate location is not authorized, 


Mr. President, will 


Without 
page 3, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, 
line 12, after the name “Congress”, to 
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insert “except the further improvement 
of Quinnipiac River.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, 
after line 17, to insert: 

Mianus River, Conn.; House Document No 
549; Seventy-eighth Congress 


on page 5, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, 
after line 21, to strike out: 

Larchmont Harbor, N. Y House Docu- 
ment No. 697, Seventy-sixth Co: 


nheress. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 12, 
after line 12, to insert: 

Santee and Congaree Rivers, North Caro- 
lina and South Carolina; Senate Document 
No. 189, Seventy-eighth Congress; and the 
sum of $25,000,000 hereby authorized to 
be appropriated for the initial and partial 
accomplishment of said project 


Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
have a short amendment to the commit- 
tee amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask the distinguished Senator 
in charge of the bill if he will not ac- 


cept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The 
amendment will be stated 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 12, line 


17, it is prerosed to insert the follow- 
ing: “Proi.deu, That this authorization 
is not to be construed as final approval 
for the constructs. ~ of a dam at Buck- 
ingham Landing.” 

Mr. MAYBANK. Db... President, I 
might say in this connection that the 
people of the section affected feel that 
they have not had _ sufficient public 
hearings. Of course, it is my desire to 
see that they have such hearings, and 
that the provision in the Army engi- 
neers’ report should not be construed as 


final until hearings are held and it is 
found that the dam is necessary. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from South 
Carolina {[Mr. MAYBANK] to the 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment to the 
was agreed to 

The amendment as ar 
agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, 
after line 19, to insert: 

Shipyard River, S. C.; report of the Chief 
of Engineers dated April 11, 1942 


come- 
amendment 


nended, \ 


The amendment was a 

The next amendment was, on page 13, 
line 22, after the name “Congress”, to 
insert a comma and “and in accordance 
with the report of the Chief of Engineers 
dated May 23, 1944.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on 
14, after line 13, to insert: 

Lake Worth, Inlet, Fla.; House Document 
No. 530, Seventy-eighth Congre 


reed to 


page 


The amendment was agreed t 

The next amendment was, on page 15, 
line 11, after the name “Congress”, to 
insert “and Senate Document Numbered 
183, Seventy-eighth Congress.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 17, 
after line 5, to insert 
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Waterway connecting the Tombigbee and 
Tennessee Rivers; in accordance with the rec- 
ommendation of the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors in the report submitted 
in House Document No. 269, Seventy-sixth 
Congress. 


Mr.OVERTON. Mr. President, that is 
a controversial amendment. It relates 
to the project known as the Tombigbee 
project. I will ask that it be passed over 
temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment will be passed 
over temporarily. 

The clerk will state the next amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, 
after line 3, to insert: 

Intracoastal Waterway in the vicinity of 
Algiers at New Orleans, La.; Senate Docu- 


ment No. 188, Seventy-eighth Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, 
after line 6, to insert: 

Bayous Petit Anse, Tigre and Carlin, La.; 
House Document No. 594, Seventy-eighth 
Congress. 


he amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, 
line 5, after the name “Texas”, to strike 
out “in accordance with the report of 
the Chief of Engineers, dated February 
10, 1944” and insert “House Document 
Numbered 533, Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, 
after line 5, to insert: 

Aransas Pass-Corpus Christi Channel, 
Texas; House Document No, 544, Seventy- 
eighth Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of 
page 22, to insert: 

Beaver and Mahoning Rivers, Pennsylvania 
and Ohio; from the Ohio River to Struthers 
in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Chief of Engineers for this section of 
waterway, in the report submitted in House 
Document No. 178, Seventy-sixth Congress: 
Provided, That compliance with the condi- 
tions of local cooperation shall be limited to 
those features that are usable in this section 
of the waterway. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, that 
is a controversial amendment, and I ask 
that it be passed over temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment will be passed 
over temporarily. 

The next amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 


The next amendment was, on page 23, 
after line 15, to insert: 


Saint Marys River, Michigan; the construc- 
tion of a new hydroelectric power plant in 
accordance with the plan recommended in 
House Document No. 339, Seventy-seventh 
Congress: Provided, That only the first 
step of the recommended development, 
involving an installation of approximately 
fourteen thousand kilowatts at an estimated 
cost of $3,500,000, shall be constructed at this 
time, and no further development in addition 
to said first step shall be undertaken until 
hereafter authorized by law: Provided fur- 
ther, That the existing United States hydro- 
electric power plant at Sault Sainte Marie 
shall be abandoned upon completion of the 
new plant: And provided further, That the 


| the operation 
| United States may be leased by the Secretary 
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electric energy generated in the operation of 
said new plant shall be sold by the Secretary 
of War, and any surplus water available to 
the United States which is not required for 
of facilities owned by the 


of War upon such terms and conditions as 
he shall determine: And provided further, 
That pending construction of the new United 
States plant he may also enter into such 
arrangements for continued operation of the 
existing Government plant and the use of 
water ashe may deem advisable in the public 
interest. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, 
line 11, after the word “numbered”, to 
strike out “1, 4, 7, and 10” and insert “1 
to 10, inclusive”; and in line 17, after the 
word “concerned”, to insert a colon and 
the following provisos: “Provided, That 
surplus electric energy generated at the 
dams authorized in this item shall be 
delivered to the Secretary of the Interior 
for disposition in accordance with exist- 
ing laws relating to the disposition of 
power at Bonneville Dam: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed as conferring the 
power of condemnation of transmission 
lines.” 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, in 
reference to this amendment, which has 
to do with the Snake River, I suggest to 
the Senator from Wyoming that it is the 
one to which I think he desires to offer 
amendment for the Senator from Idaho 
(Mr. THomas]. I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Idaho takes in the 
first part of the committee amendment. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I think it does. 
Mr. President, on behalf of the Senators 
from Idaho [Mr. Tuomas and Mr. 
CLaRK], I send forward amendments to 
this provision and ask that they be 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendments will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 28, line 
11, after the word “of”, it is proposed to 
insert the word “such.” 

On page 28, line 11, to delete the words 
“numbered 1 to 10, inclusive”, and insert 
in lieu thereof “as are necessary.” 

On page 28, line 12, after the word 
“of”, to insert the words “providing slack 
water.” 

On page 28, line 15, after the word 
“modifications”, to imsert “as do not 
change the requirement to provide 
slack-water navigation.” 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, there 
is no objection to the amendments of- 
fered by the Senator from Wyoming on 
behalf of the Senators from Idaho. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the amendments are 
agreed to. 

The clerk will state the next commit- 
tee amendment. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, 
line 2, after the word “the”, to strike out 
“State” and insert “States”; and in the 
same line, after the name “Oregon”, to 
insert “and Washington.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, 
line 21, after the name “Congress”, to 
insert a colon and the following pro- 
visos: “Provided, That surplus electric 
energy generated at said dam shall be 
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delivered to the Secretary of the Interior 
for disposition in accordance with exist- 
ing laws relating to the disposition of 
power at Bonneville Dam: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed as conferring the 
power of condemnation of transmission 
lines.” 

The amendment was «greed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, 
after line 16, to insert: “The aforesaid 
dam heretofore referred to as the Uma- 
tilla Dam shall when compleied be 
named the McNary Dam in honor of 
the late Senator Charles L. McNary, and 
shall be dedicated to his memory as a 


| monument to his distinguished public 


service.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, 
after line 4, to insert: 


Sitka Harbor, Alaska; in accordance with 
the report of the Chief of Engineers dated 
March 14, 1944. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, 
after line 22, to insert: 


San Juan Harbor, P. R.; maintenance of 
existing entrance channel and turning basin 
to Army terminal. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, 
after line 23, to strike out: 

Sec.4. The excess-land prcevisions of the 
Federal reclamation laws shall not be appli- 
cable to lands which will receive a water sup- 
ply from the Central Valley project, Cali- 
fornia, reauthorized by section 2 of the River 
and Harbor Act approved August 26, 1937. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I offer 
a substitute for section 4 as reported by 
the Senate committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 36, in lieu 
of section 4 as recommended by the com- 
mittee, it is proposed to insert the follow- 
ing: 


Sec. 4. Hereafter, whenever the Secretary 
of War determines, upon recommendation 
by the Secretary of the Interior that any dam 
and reservoir project operated under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War may be uti- 
lized for irrigation purposes, th- Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to construct, 
operate, and maintain, under the provisions 
of the Federal reclamation laws (act of June 
17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto), such ad- 
ditional works in connection therewith as he 
may deem necessary for irrigation purposes. 
Such irrigation works may be undertaken 
only after a report and findings thereon have 
been made by the Secretary of the Interior 
as provided in said Federal reclamation laws 
and after subsequent specific authorization 
of the Congress by an authorization act; and, 
within the limits of the water users’ repay- 
ment ability such report may be predicated 
on the allocation to irrigation of an appro- 
priate portion of the cost of structures and 
facilities used for irrigation and other pur- 
poses. Dams and reservoirs operated under 
the direction of the Secretary of War may be 
utilized hereafter for irrigation purposes only 
in conformity with the provisions of this sec- 
tion, but the foregoing requirement shall 
not prejudice lawful uses now existing. This 
section shall not apply to any dam or reser- 
voir heretofore constructed in whole or in 
part by the Army engineers, which provides 
conservation storage of water for irrigation, 
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Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, may we 
have an explanation of the substitute 
amendment; what change it makes and 
otherwise what is proposed by the 
amendment. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, this is 
very similar to the amendment which 
was agreed upon in consideration of the 
fiood-control bill and which is now in 
the flood-control bill as it passed the 
Senate. There is one, I think, very im- 
portant exception provided for in this 
amendment, and that is that hereafter 
projects for reclamation and irrigation 
must be authorized by Congress with 
respect to the dams which have been 
constructed by the Army engineers. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, does that make any 
material change in existing law? 

Mr. OVERTON. The change is this: 
Whenever the War Department desires 
to construct any public works in connec- 
tion with rivers and harbors and flood 
control, it must obtain authority from 
the Congress to do so after making a 
recommendation and after consideration 
by the committees of Congress. But, 
under existing law, with respect to proj- 
ects which the Department of the Inte- 
rior desires to have constructed in con- 
nection with the disposition of surplus 
water from projects which have been 
constructed by the Army engineers, the 
Secretary may, without going to Con- 

ress, authorize such a project upon his 
finding that such a project is economi- 
cally justified and is feasible. It was the 
opinion of the committee that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior should not under- 
take such a work without getting the 
authorization of the Congress. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, right at 
the moment I do not know just what the 
effect of the proposed change would be. 
I do know that this does make a material 
change in existing law as it relates to 
irrigation and reclamation projects, and 
to general law. I wondered why in a 
rivers and harbors bill there should be an 
attempt to change general legislation. 

Mr. OVERTON. The amendment re- 
lates, not to irrigation projects generally, 
but only to reservoirs and dams which 
have been constructed by the War De- 
partment under the supervision of the 
Secretary of War and the Chief of Engi- 
neers, Surplus waters from those dams 
are to be utilized by the Secretary of the 
Interior under projects which will be av 
thorized by the Congress. 

Mr. HATCH. But the Senator says it 
does change existing law. 

Mr. OVERTON. No; it does not 
change general irrigation and reclama- 
tion law. 

Mr, HATCH. 
this bill? 

Mr. OVERTON. It does not change 
any existing law except as the same may 
possibly relate to projects which are 
river and harbor projects, or are flood- 
control projects, such as were authorized 
in the flood-control bill. It is my under- 
standing that this meets with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
In fact, he recommended it. The irriga- 
tior: amendment submitted by the Sec- 
retar* of the Interior was finally modi- 


fied 1a the particular I have just men- 


Then why is it put in 


tioned and agreed to by the Senate Com- 
merce Committee, and likewise the power 
amendment that was recommended by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce met 
with the approval of the Department of 
the Interior. 


Mr. HATCH. I do not desire particu- 


larly to object to this amendment, ex- 
cept as to the manner of legislation. We 


do have here a bill which has been before 
us for some time, containing a specific 
committee amendment, to which I think 
everyone was agreeable. Now a substi- 
tute is offered, and we have not had a 
chance to study it; but if the Senator 
assures me that this matter has been 
considered and has been studied by the 
Reclamation Service and they are agree- 
able to it, of course, I shal! not interpose 
an objection. 

Mr. OVERTON. That is 
standing, Mr. President. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Wherry in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Louisiana yield to the Senator from 
Wyoming? 

Mr. OVERTON. Iam glad to yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I have not seen 
the text of the amendment until this 
morning, but as I read it, it seems to me 
to be susceptible of this explanation: An 
effort has been made, in the considera- 
tion of the pending bill, to harmonize the 
operations of the Bureau of Reclamation 
and the Army engineers. It has been 
found that in the construction of flood- 
control works, heretofore and now ex- 
clusively under the control of the Army 
engineers, it is feasible to effect storage 
of water which may be used for irriga- 
tion and reclamation. With respect to 
all such projects in the future, under this 
language, if it means what it seems to 
me to mean, water determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior in a ficod- 
control project to be susceptible of use 
for irrigation and reclamation must be 
distributed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior under the reclamation law. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the 
tor from Wyoming yield? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In what respect 
does the substitute for section 4 now 
offered differ from the amendment of- 
fered by the cominittce? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I 
lock at the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I think it differs in this 
respect—and I wish the senior Senator 
from Louisiana would correct me if I 
am incorrect—that under the committee 
amendment as it now stands, and under 
existing law as it now is, if there are 
surplus waters which may be used for 
irrigation purposes, the Secretary of the 
Interior may meke a finding that it is 
feasible to use those waters for irriga- 
tion purposes, and upon the Secretary 
making such finding, the construction of 
a supplemental project, such as a dis- 
tribution system, may be carried on by 
the Secretary of the Interior through the 
Reclamation Service without authoriza- 
tion by Congress. But as I have gath- 
ered the import of the substitute which 
is offered, before that can be done under 
the substitute, Congress itself must 
specifically authorize the construction of 


my under- 


President—— 


ena- 


shall have to 
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the distribution system to use the waters 
for irrigation purposes. Am I 
in that, or not? 

Mr. OVERTON That is correct 
There is another difference between the 
original and the substitute committe¢ 
amendment, and that is in the prov 


it} Sam . the allan « 
with reference to the allocation of c¢ 





correct 


sion 


It is provided that— 
Such irrigation works may 
nly after a report and findings thereon hav 

ide by 


as provided in said Federal rec! 


been m 


the Secretary 


af } , "ht y 4A 
aiver svtose 1€7 spe : 


nd } 
by Congress by an authorizati 

That is one matter which the Senato1 
Just discussed. The other is contained in 
Lne provision: 


And within the limit f th 


t W 1 
€ me t t ic? t p ¢ 
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But these modifications mee). I think, 


the approval of the Secretary of the In- 
terior and, with the exception of specific 
authorization by Congr: project, 
were by him recommended. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, in view of the fact that this 
amendment is not printed, if he would 
not be willing to let the matter go ove! 
until Monday. 

Mr. OVERTON. I shall be 1 
to do so. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE 
tor from California, 
tends 


Ms 
> Ol a 


The junior Sena- 
as I understand, in- 
to raise a question about the com- 
mittee’s action in striking out the House 


text of section 4, and this matter i 
somewhat involved in the same issue, a 
I see it, and I should like to have it go 


over, 

Mr. OVERTON. The main reason fo! 
substituting the amendment which I 
sent forward as a substitute for the first 
committee amendment is to make it con- 
form to the amendment ad 


Senate in the 


opted by the 
flood-control bill The 
substitute amendment which we now 
have under consideration verbatim 
what was adopted by the Senate in t] 
flood-control bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator 
is willing, I should like to have it go over, 
and have an opportunity 
the week end. 

Mr. OVERTON 
py to have it go over 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
ment been read 
the Recorp? 

Mr. OVERTON 
quiry. Has 
full? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment has been read. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 


offered by the senior 5 from Lou- 


to stud: 
I should be \ 


ry hap- 


Has the amend- 
so that it will appear in 


A parliamentary in- 
the amendment been read in 


isiana | Mr. OVERTON 
Mr. O’MAHONEY obtained the floot 
Mr. CVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. 1; 
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Mr. OVERTON. As I understand, un- 
der the unanimous consent request pre- 
ferred by the Senator from Wisconsin, 
the substitute amendment and the com- 
mittee amendment go over until next 
Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the committee amendment and 
the substitute offered will go over. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, in 
order that the Recorp may be perfectly 
clear, I ask unanimous consent that the 
committee amendment to section 4, as 
reported by the committee, and the sub- 
stitute which is now offered by the com- 
mittee for the committee amendment, be 
both printed at this point in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. La 
FOLLETTE in the chair). Without objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. Let the Chair state 
that there seems to be some misunder- 
standing at the desk. It is thé under- 
standing of the present occupant of the 
chair that the committee amendment to 
section 4, beginning on page 35, line 24, 
and the committee amendment on page 
36, after line 3, and the committee sub- 
stitute therefor, are to be passed over. 

Mr. OVERTON. Insofar as they re- 
Jate to section 4 only, but not as to sec- 
tion 5. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the 
understanding of the present occupant 
of the Chair that the committee’s pro- 
posal to strike out section 4 of the House 
text beginning on page 35, line 24, and 
going over to jine 3, on page 36, is also 
to be passed over. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Yes; that is the 
understanding, Mr. President. What 
happened was that the Committee on 
Commerce struck out certain language 
which appeared in the House bill as sec- 
tion 4, and inserted a new section 4. 
Now for the section 4 as originally re- 
ported by the committee, the Senator 
from Louisiana has presented other and 
different language. So it is the orig- 
inal section 4 reported by the committee, 
and a substitute which is now offered 
from the floor by the Senator from 
Louisiana, which ought to appear in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, in conformity with the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming, the committee amendment begin- 
ning on page 35, line 24, and ending in 
line 3, on page 36, the committee amend- 
ment, section 4, beginning in line 4, page 
36, and ending in line 23 of the same 
page, and the substitute amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. OverTON] in lieu of that language 
will be passed over, and they will be 
printed in the REcorp. 

Mr. OVERTON. As I understand, 
what is being passed over is on page 35, 
beginning with line 24, and continuing 
down to line 23, on page 36. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, as 
well as the substitute for the original 
committee amendment. Without objec- 
tion, it is so ordered. The matter or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp is as 
follows: 

From line 24, page 35, to line 3, page 36, 
proposed by the committee, to be stricken 
out: 

“Sec. 4. The excess-land provisions of the 
Federal reclamation laws shall not be ap- 


| 
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plicable to lands which will receive a water 
supply from the Central Valley project, 
California, reauthorized by section 2 of the 
River and Harbor Act approved August 26, 
1937.” 

From line 4 to line 23, page 36—original 
committee amendment: 

“Sec. 4. In connection with dams or works 
authorized by this act which the Secretary of 
War determines, upon the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Interior, may be 
utilized for irrigation purposes, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is authorized to con- 
struct, operate, and maintain, under the 
provisions of the Federal reclamation laws 
(act of June 17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts 
amendatory thereof or supplementary there- 
to), such additional works as he may deem 
necessary for irrigation purposes. Such ir- 
rigation works may be undertaken only after 
a report and findings thereon have been 
made by the Secretary of the Interior as pro- 
vided in said Federal reclamation laws and 
upon the authorization by the Congress; and, 
within the limits of the water users’ repay- 
ment ability, such report may be predicated 


| on the allocation to irrigation of an appro- 


priate portion of the cost of structures and 
facilities used for irrigation and other pur- 
poses. Dams and works authorized by this 
act may be utilized for irrigation purposes 
only in conformity with the provisions of 


said Federal reclamation laws and this para- 





graph.” 

On page 36, in lieu of section 4 as recom- 
mended in the committee report, insert: 

“Sec. 4. Hereafter, whenever the Secretary 
of War determines, upon recommendation by 
the Secretary of the Interior that any dam 
and reservoir project operated under the 
direction of the Secretary of War may be 
utilized for irrigation purposes, the Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to construct, 
operate, and maintain, under the provisions 
of the Federal reclamation laws (act of June 
17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts amendatory 
thereof or supplementary thereto), such ad- 
ditional works in connection therewith as he 
may deem necessary for irrigation purposes. 
Such irrigation works may be undertaken 
only after a report and findings thereon have 
been made by the Secretary of the Interior as 
provided in said Federal reclamation laws 
and after subsequent specific authorization 
of the Congress by an authorization act; and, 
within the limits of the water users’ repay- 
ment ability such report may be predicated 
on the allocation to irrigation of an appropri- 
ate portion of the cost of structures and 
facilities used for irrigation and other pur- 
poses. Dams and reservoirs operated under 
the direction of the Secretary of War may be 
utilized hereafter for irrigation purposes only 
in conformity with the provisions of this sec- 
tion, but the foregoing requirement shall 
not prejudice lawful uses now existing. This 
section shall not apply to any dam or reser- 
voir heretofore constructed in whole or in 
part by the Army engineers, which provides 
conservation storage of water for irrigation.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next committee 
amendment. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, 
after line 23, to insert: 

Sec. 5. The Chief of Engineers may author- 
ize the employment of physicians under 
agreement, to make such physical examina- 
tions of employees or prospective employees 


| as he may consider essential, on a fee or reg- 


ular employment basis without regard to 
civil-service requirements, and all agree- 
ments heretofore entered into for such pur- 
poses are hereby validated and the Comp- 
troller General is authorized and directed to 
allow credit in the accounts of disbursing 
officers for reasonable payments heretofore 
made for such services. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 37, 
after line 8, to insert: 


Sec. 6. Electric power and energy gener- 
ated at projects authorized by this act and 
in the opinion of the Secretary of War not 
required in the operation of such projects 
shall be delivered to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, who shall transmit and dispose of 
such power and energy in such manner as 
to encourage the most widespread use thereof 
at the lowest possible rates to consumers 
consistent with sound business principles, the 
rate schedules to become effective upon con- 
firmation and approval by the Federal Power 
Commission. Preference in the sale of such 
power and energy shall be given to public 
bodies and cooperatives: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Interior is not authorized 
to construct or acquire transmission lines in 
competition, direct or indirect, with any 
existing cOmpany operating transmission 
lines for the sale of electric power; except as 
otherwise authorized by other sections of this 


act relating to Umatilla Dam and the Snake 
River project. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
offer a substitute for the amendatory 
eee contained in section 6 on page 
37. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Curer CLerK. On page 37, in lieu 
of section 6 as proposed in the commit- 
tee report, it is proposed to insert: 

Sec. 6. Electric power and energy generated 
at reservoir projects under the control of 
the War Department and in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War not required in the 
operation of such projects shall be delivered 
to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
transmit and dispose of such power and 
energy in such manner as to encourage the 
most widespread use thereof at the lowest 
possible rates to consumers consistent with 
sound business principles, the rate schedules 
to become effective upon confirmation and 
approval by the Federal Power Commission 
Preference in the sale of such power and 
energy shall be given to public bodies and 
cooperatives. The Secretary of the Interior 
is authorized to construct and acquire only 
such transmission lines and related facilities 
as may be necessary in order to make the 
power and energy generated at said projects 
available in wholesale quantities for sale on 
fair and reasonable terms and conditions to 
facilities owned by the Federal Government, 
public bodies, cooperatives, and privately 
owned companies. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mtr. President, in ex- 
planation of the substitute amendment, 
I wish to state that this substitute 
amendment is in exact conformity with 
the power amendment originally recom- 
mended by the Senate Committee on 
Commerce. Subsequently the Senate 
committee recommended a modification 
of that amendment, which was presented 
by the senior Senator from North Caro- 
lina (Mr. Battery] to the flood-control 
bill. After considerable discussion the 
Bailey amendment was defeated. 
Thereupon I offered the original recom- 
mendation of the Senate Committee on 
Commerce dealing with the distribution 
of power. When the committee recom- 
mended this provision, which has just 
now been read as a substitute amend- 
ment to the flood-control bill, the com- 
mittee authorized me to offer it as a 
substitute amendment to the river and 
harbor bill. This section was thorough- 
ly discussed, thoroughly aired, and thor- 
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ughly understood, I think, by all Sena- 
tors when we considered the flood-con- 

rol bill, and it was unanimously adopted. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. OMAHONEY. Does the amend- 
ment which the Senator has now offered 

cord in all respects with the action of 
the Senate on the flood-control bill with 

spect to the distribution of power? 

Mr. OVERTON. It does. And it is 
word for word in line with the Senate 

mendment to the flood-control bill. 

Mr. O'’MAHONEY. So that the rejec- 
tion of the Bailey amendment by the 
Senate when the flood-control bill was 
under consid:2ration eventuated in the 
adoption of this language on the flood- 
control bill which the Senator is now 
offering to the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. OVERTON. That is correct. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
enator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. It seems to me that this 
matter is important enough so it ought 
to be printed with the other amend- 
ments before we act upon it. It sounds 
satisfactory, as it was read, but at the 
same time I think a matter of this im- 
portance ought to be printed and placed 
before the Members of the Senate before 
we act upon it. I wonder if the Senator 
would be willing to let it go over with 
the other amendment? 

Mr. OVERTON. Ishall be very happy 
to do so if the Senator insists upon it, 
but I wish to call attention to the fact 
that that amendment was debated on 
the floor of the Senate when considering 
the flood-control bill longer possibly 
than any other amendment, and it was 
adopted. The Senate has acted on this 
amendment word for word in the flood- 
control bill. The sole purpose of the 
amendment is to make the provision in 
both bills the same, so that the provision 
in the river and harbor bill will con- 
form to the provision in the flood-con- 
trol bill. Of course, if there is anything 
wrong about it, I shall be very glad to 
have the vote by which it was agreed to 
reconsidered on the Senator’s motion. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not expect there is 
anything wrong about the substitute 
which the Senator is offering. However, 
the original provision incorporated in the 
bill seems to me to be at least partially 
the Bailey amendment, in that it might 
be interpreted so as to prevent the build- 
ing of transmission lines to deliver the 
power. I understand the Senator’s 
amendment is intended to correct that 
possibility of its being wrongfully inter- 
preted. But at the same time I wonder 
if the Senator would not be willing to let 
it go over until Mondey. 

Mr. OVERTON. This is the amend- 
ment, word for word, which was recom- 
mended to the committee by the Direc- 
tor of the Irrigation Division under the 
Secretary of the Interior. Presumably 
he would not have made the recommen- 
dation if it had not had the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. It is not 
objected to by any agency of the Govern- 
ment, and, as I have stated, was thor- 
oughly considered here and debated on 
the floor of the Senate and agreed to. 





This is only a reproduction of the same 
amendment. 

Mr. AIKEN. I wonder if wé may have 
the amendment read again? 

Mr. OVERTON. I will give the Sena- 
tor a copy of it. 


Mr. AIKEN. I should like to read it 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I vield. 

Mr. HILL. As I understand, the lan- 
guage of this amendment is identical] 


with that which the Senate wrote into 
the flood-control bill with reference to 
the matter of preference to States, coun- 
ties, municipalities, and so forth, and 
with reference to the construction of 
transmission lines, 

Mr. OVERTON. It is identical, word 
for word. The amendment undertakes 
to encourage the widest distribution of 
power. It gives preference to coopera- 
tives and other public bodies in the dis- 
position of power generated at any dams 
authorized in the bill. Furthermore, it 
limits the authority of the Secretary of 
the Interior to construct and acquire 
transmission lines and related facilities 
to those which may be necessary in order 
to make the power and energy developed 
at such projects available in wholesale 
quantities only—not at retail—for sale 
on fair and reasonable terms and condi- 
tions to facilities owned by the Federal 
Government, public bodies, cooperatives, 
and privately owned companies. 

Mr. AIKEN. In case there were pri- 
vate utility lines at or near the dam, 
would not this amerdment be construed 
as making it unnecessary for the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to construct or ac- 
quire transmission lines in order to dis- 
tribute the power? 

Mr. OVERTON. He would sell to pri- 
vate power companies at wholesale; and 
the limitation on the construction of 
transmission lines is that they may be 
constructed only for disposition at whole- 
sale. So if there are 20 private power 
company lines within 20 feet of a dam, 
he can build the necessary transmission 
lines to connect with all the private 
power company lines. 

Iam perfectly willing to let the amend- 
ment go over. 

Mr. AIKEN. I wish the Senator would 
do so. I still think I shall have no ob- 
jection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment will be passed 
over. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I find that in pre- 
senting the amendment agreed upon at 
the outset today, I neglected, in the 
amendment which I sent to the desk, to 
ask that on page 21, the proviso begin- 
ning in line 22 be eliminated. The Sen- 
ator will recall that this proviso deals 
with the subject matter of the entire 
conference with respect to prior rights, 
so that language is not necessary, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the proviso 
on page 1, beginning in line 22, and ex- 
tending through line 25, be eliminated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Wyoming that the proviso begin- 


will 
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ning in line 22 on page 21, and ending 
in line 25, be stricken out? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered 

The clerk will state the next 
tee amendment 


commit- 


The next amendment was, on page 
39, after line 7, to insert 

Boothbay Harbor, Maine, p cularly e 
Mill Cove Area 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 39, 
after line 18, to insert: 

M\ River, Mass 

The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, on page 40 
ftey) 


after line 18, to insert 

Hudson River, N. Y., from Alba t view 
York City 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 42 
after line 10, to insert: 


Deep Creek, Md 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 43 


after line 11, to insert: 

Nanticoke River, Bivalve, Wicomico Count 
Md., with a view to providing a harbor f 
small boats 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 45 
after line 5, to insert: 
Inlet and Bay and 
waters, Virginia, with a view 
plan of improvement and estimate < 
particularly to prevent shoaling, in the in- 
terest of shellfish production and navigation 


Lynnhaven connecting 
) preparing a 


of cost 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, 
after line 18, to insert: 

Cooper River from Charleston 
bor to the Pinopolis Power Plant 


Ss. C 


Har- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, 
after line 12, to insert: 


Barge channel in vicinity of Baton Rouge 
La., extending from the Mississippi River 
through Devils Swamp or along its eastern 
edce. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 51 
after line 12, to insert: 

Galveston Bay 
Texas, with a view 
channel 


and contiguous 


to p! 


water 


viding a seapiane 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 51, 
line 19, after the name “Sabine River”, 
to strike out “Texas” and insert “and 
tributaries, Texas, in the interest of navi- 
gation, flood control, and other wate: 
uses.” 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. 
remaining amendments are preliminary 
survey amendments. I ask unanimo\ 
consent that they be agreed to en bloc 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Louisiana that the remaining 
mittee amendments in the bill be 
to en bloc? 

Mr. OVERTON. They are preliminary 
examination and survey items, and they 
have all been sponsored by Senators from 
the States in which they are located. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, it is 
somewhat unu I take it, to ask that 


President, the 


com- 


agreed 


ial 
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amendments in a bill be agreed to en blec. 
I do not know that it is wholly without 
precedent; but if there is a precedent, 
it is not a good one. 

Mr. OVERTON. 
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re- 
quest is withdrawn. The clerk will state 
the next committee amendment. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, 
line 21, after the name “Neches River”, 
to strike out “Texas” and insert “and 
tributaries, Texas, in the interest of 
navigation, flood control, and other 
water uses.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, 
line 9, after the word “to”, to strike out 
“Warren, Pennsylvania” and_ insert 
“Olean, New York.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, 
after line 10, to insert: 


Humboldt Bay, Calif. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, 
after line 11, to insert: 

Bays, inlets, and rivers along the coast of 
Oregon with a view to providing an adequate 
number of deep-draft harbors. 


I withdraw the re- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, 
after line 18, to insert: 

Coos Bay, Oreg. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 55, 
after line 20, to insert: 


Tillamook Bay and Bar, Oreg. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 56, 
after line 4, to insert: 


Grays Harbor, Wash., with a view to pro- 
viding a deep-sea fishing base at Hoquiam. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, 
after line 1, to insert: 

Arecibo Harbor, P. R., with a view to de- 
termining whether modifitations in the au- 
thorized project would be desirable. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the committee amendments 
with the exception of those passed over. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. It is a survey 
item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Leuisiana will be stated. 

The Curer CierK. On page 51, line 10, 
after the word “drainage”, it is proposed 
to strike out the period, add a comma, 
and insert “and for the prevention of 
stream pollution and salt-water intru- 
sion.” 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
offer another amendment which I send 
to the desk and ask to have stated. This 
is also a preliminary survey item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 50, be- 
tween lines 23 and 24, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 


| 
| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


For flood control, irrigation, navigation, 
and drainage, and for the prevention of 


| stream pollution and salt water intrusion, 
| on all streams and bayous in southwest Lou- 


isiana, west of the Atchafalaya Basin pro- 
tection levee, and south of the latitude of 


Boyce; on all streams and bayous in Louisi- 


ana lying between the east Atchafalaya 
Basin protection levee and the Mississippi 


| River; and on Amite and Tangipahoa Rivers 





and tributaries, Louisiana. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. 
offer another amendment which I send to 
the desk and ask to have stated. This 
is also a preliminary examination and 
survey item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 51, it is 
proposed to strike out lines 4, 5, and 
6, and insert the following in lieu 
thereof: 

Bayou LaFourche, La., from Donaldsson- 
ville to the intracoastal waterway, via 
Bayou Bouef, Assumption Parish, or other 
streams, in the interest of navigation, flood 
control, beneficial uses of water, malarial 
control, prevention of stream pollution, and 
of the location of locks at the head of said 
bayou at or near Donaldsonville, La. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I offer 
another amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 56, it is 
proposed to strike out line 25, reading, 
“Aguadillo Harbor, Puerto Rico.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I offer 
another amendment, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 57, after 
line 4, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Christiansted Harbor, St. Croix V.I., with 
a view to improvement for navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
offer an amendment which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. It is non- 
controversial. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page .8, be- 


| tween lines 13 and 14, it is proposed to 


insert the following: 

Louisiana and Texas Intracoastal Water- 
way: Senate Document Numbered 248, Sev- 
enty-eighth Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
offer another amendment which I send 
to the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 52, after 
line 7, it is proposed to insert “Double 
Bayou, Tex.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I offer 
and send to the desk a noncontroversial 
amendment relating to the Scioto River, 
at Portsmouth, Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CiterK. At the bottom of 
page 21, it is proposed to insert the 
following: 

Scioto River, at Portsmouth, Ohio; such 
works as the Chief of Engineers may find 
advisable to provide a harbor channel equiva- 
lent to that existing prior to initiation of the 
Portsmouth ficcd-control project; the cost 
of such works in no event to exceed $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I offer a 
noncontroversial amendment relating to 
Kenosha Harbor, Wis. I send it to the 
desk, and ask that it be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 53, be- 
tween lines 20 and 21, it is proposed to 
insert “Kenosha Harbor, Wis.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, on be- 
half of the senior Senator from Florida 
{Mr. AnpREws], I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Crier CLERK. On page 48, be- 
tween lines 10 and 11, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

Channel leading from Tampa Bay channel 
directly north to the vicinity of Mullet Key 


and with a view to providing a protected 
harbor and turning basin. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further noncontroversial 
amendments. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will he stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 50, be- 
tween lines 5 and 6, it is proposed to 
insert the following: 

Channel 40 feet deep, to serve as a deep- 
water outlet to the Guif of Mexico from the 


arbors of Mobile, Ala., and Pascagoula, 
Biloxi, and Gulfport, Miss. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, let 
me inquire whether that is for a survey. 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 

Mr. OVERTON. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the amendment is agreed 
to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
think that completes all the noncontro- 
versial amendments. 

The first controversial amendment is 
that relating to the Tennessee-Tombig- 
bee project. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
first amendment previcusly passed over 
will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 17, after 
line 5, it is proposed to insert: 

Waterway connecting the Tombighee and 
Tennessee Rivers; in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Board of Engineers 
for Rivers and Harbcrs in the report sub- 
mitted in House Document No. 269, Seventy- 
sixth Congress. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. 
will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask 

to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the amendment will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page in line 
16, it is proposed to strike out the period 
and to insert the following: “And pro- 
vided further, That no inland-waterway 
project, the necessity or justification 
for which depends in whole or in part 
upon the purposes of navigation and 
transportation, shall be authorized until 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
after public hearing, shall have submit- 
ted a report to the Congress concerning 
the public convenience and necessity for 
the navigation and transportation fea- 
tures of the project.” 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, such 
an amendment, if offered, would be a 
very controversial amendment. We are 
now considering committee amend- 
ments. I think the amendment now 
before the Senate is the committee 
amendment which was read a moment 
ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wyoming will be printed and will lie on 
the table. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
am I to understand that the amendment 
beginning in line 6, on page 17, is now 
pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
the amendment with which we now deal 
isno minor matter. We are now discuss- 
ing $75,000,000. That is still a sizable 
amount of money, in spite of the magni- 
fied mathematics with which we are en- 
tirely surrounded in government these 
days. I submit that there is no warrant 
for any such present commitment on the 
basis of the record or on the basis of the 
physical facts involved. I wish to pre- 
sent the basis for this statement to the 
Senate, so that it may, from my view- 
point, intelligently assess its responsi- 
bilities in this connection. 

The first thing I wish to point out, Mr. 
President, is that this project is pre- 
cisely the same one, based on precisely 
the same Government reports, which last 
appeared before the Senate on April 24, 
1940. It is to be remembered that it is 
precisely the same project, based on pre- 
cisely the same engineering reports and 
recommendations. 

When it was last submitted to the 
Senate, on April 24, 1940, it was defeated 
on a yea-and-nay vote by a vote of 56 
to 17. I know of nothing which would 
perhaps be more helpful in reminding 
Senators of what is involved in this situ- 
ation than for me to indicate the names 
of the Senators whose judgment at that 
time recommended against the so-called 
Tombigbee project. The following were 
the Senators who, the last time the proj- 
ect was submitted, said it was not justi- 
fied, and reached that conclusion on the 
basis of precisely the same engineering 
reports which are presented today as 


President, 
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«, 





the basis for the improvement: The late 
Senator Adams of Colorado, for whose 
judgment we all have as great respect 
as we have affection for his memory; 
Senator Austin; Senator Bailey, the 
chairman of the Commerce Committee; 
Senator Barbour; Senator Bridges; Sen- 
ator Brown; Senator Bulow; Senator 
Burke; Senator Byrd; Senator Byrnes, 
the present Assistant President of the 
United States; Senator Capper; Senator 
Chandler; Senator Chavez; Senator 
Clark of Idaho; Senators Clark of Mis- 
souri, Danaher, Donahey, Ellender, 
Frazier, George, Gerry, Glass, Green, 
Gurney, Hale, Hatch, Johnson of Cali- 
fornia, Johnson of Colorado, King, La 
Follette, Lodge, Lucas, Lundeen, Mc- 
Kellar, Maloney, Mead, Minton, Neely, 
Nye, O'Mahoney, Reed, Russell, Schwel- 
lenbach, Shipstead, Slattery, Smathers, 
Smith, Stewart, Taft, Thomas of Idaho, 
Townsend, Vice President-elect Truman, 
Vandenberg, Van Nuys, White, and 
Wiley. 

Mr. President, I repeat that the vote 
was 56 nays to 17 yeas, upon precisely 
the same project as the one which now 
presents itself, so far as the uncerlying 
justification on the basis of engineering 
reports is concerned. It was a bipartisan 
vote, with 20 Republicans and 36 Demo- 
crats voting in the negative. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to labor 
this subject, but I wish to present to the 
Senate again, in very compact fashion, 
the reason why the Senate was opposed 
before, the reason why the House refused 
to put this particular project in this par- 
ticular bill, by a yea-and-nay vote o. 195 
to 157, and why I am constrained, in my 
sense of responsibility to the taxpayers 
of the United States, to oppose its adop- 
tion by the Senate now. 

The Tombigbee project is a waterway 
substantially paratleling the Mississippi 
River. It involves 41 miles of canal, 18 
locks, 8 dams, and 200 miles of river 
drainage and channel from Pickwick 
Landing, Tenn., to Demopolis, Ala. 
Over-all it is a 260-mile project which, 
with interest during construction added, 
will cost approximately $75,000,000, with 
a perpetual annual carrying charge of 
$500,000. 

It is officially before us on the basis of 
an old report—House Document No. 269, 
Seventy-sixth Congress, 1939—which 
has never been brought down to date. 
Subsequent factors, both pro and con, 
clearly and indisputably make this old 
report unreliable and wholly inadequate 
as a basis for congressional action. 

I repeat that I concede that the old re- 
port is inadequate. I concede that con- 
ditions have changed. They have 
changed pro, and they have changed con 
in respect to the project. But since it is 
the habit and practice of Congress to 
base these authorizations upon conclu- 
sive reports from the Chief of Engineers 
in the War Department, since there is 
available to us no up-to-date report cov- 
ering those changed physical conditions, 
and since this project is not to be under- 
taken except in the post-war years, I 
submit that the logical thing to do is to 
ask for a new report, if the proponents of 
this project are confident of its justifi- 
cation, instead of seeking a Senate com- 
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mitment on the basis of an old report 
which, I shall again clearly indicate, 
makes an effirmative vote ridiculous. 

x raci ~+ one : 

Mr. President, how did this project get 


here? First, there were historically four 
adverse on it ’ 


by the Board of 
Rivers and Harbors Eng neers—1913 
1923, 1932, and 1935. In other words, it 
is a hardy perennial. A favorable r« port 
of the Board was obtained in 1939 But 
Mr. President, the favorable report was 
with such obviously reluctant comment 
on the part of the engineers that in effect 
it damned the project with faint praise, 
as I believe I can demonstrate. 
In any event, 
tatively 


reports 


on the basis of this ten- 
favorable report, the project 
came to the floor of the Senate. I repeat, 
on April 24, 1940, and was rejected by a 
vote of 56 to 17, which is a rather con- 
clusive verdict from thi: 
this same subject. 

The project arises again this year in 
the form of an amendment inserted in 
the bill by the Senate Commerce Com- 
mittee as a result of a closely divided 
vote, after the House of Representatives 
had rejected it, I repeat, by a roll call 
vote of 195 to 157. I believe that any of 
us who have had any experience with 
House-Senate conferences upon bills of 
this nature will subscribe to the validity 
of my statement that when we insert in 
a House bill an amendment which the 
House has disapproved on a roll-call vote, 
there is no chance on earth of the House 
conferees surrendering to the Senate po- 
sition. So, among other things we are en- 
gaging in a futility which, in my judg- 
ment based on the facts involved, is not 
to our credit. 

Mr. President, this is not an ordinary 
river and harbor decision which the Sen- 
ate must now make. It is totally different 
from anything we have ever confronted 
in connection with the approval of a river 
and harbor project. 

Usually, Senators can turn to a report 
of the Chief of Engineers and comfort- 
ably rely upon his affirmative findings. 
What is the situation in connection with 
the Tombigbee project? General Schley, 
Chief of Engineers at the time this report 
was Made, obviously had many misgivings 
in reporting the equivocal attitude of his 
Board, as Senators will see if they will 
read the House document upon which the 
project tenuously rests. After frankly 
questioning some of the calculations 
made by his own engineers as they 
strained for proofs of economic justifica- 
tion which they could not find in fact, 
General Schley said: 

All benefits 
must be c to the direct 
savings in transportation costs in order that 
this project will show a ss of 
benefits over costs. They— 


same jury on 


these intangibles ndirect 


nsidered in 


or 


addition 


ubstantial exce 


Referring to the intangible or indirect 
benefits which had to be trumped up in 


order to create an affirmative basis for 
even a pretense of engineering ap- 
proval— 
are difficult to ev ale year to me t 
be questior falling with the realm of 
h t ( s can 

best assign the | ut 

In this lonesome instance, which I be- 
lieve to be the nstan of its kind 
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harbor legislation, the Senate cannot 
rely upon the Chief of Engineers. In the 
language of the street, he “passes the 
buck” to Congress. Instead of asserting, 


project is justifiable on the basis of prov- 
able economic benefits, he frankly noti- 
‘fies us and warns us that in order to 
create an economic justification his en- 
gineers had to consult factors which are 
none of the engineers’ business, but 
which lie within the jurisdiction of legis- 
lative judgment in the Congress. 


Therefore, Mr. President, in this one | 


instance, and in this one instance alone, 
so far as I have any knowledge, we are 
on notice that the decision to be made is 
to be made by us, and that we are not 
entitled to rely upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Chief of Engineers. 

In one of his typical efforts to be fair 
the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
merce Committee [ Mr. Battery] asked the 
present Chief of Engineers whether he 
could send to Congress a more definitive 
down-to-date report in respect to the 
Tombigbee project. Senators will find 
Major General Reybold’s reply to Sena- 
tor BaILEy at page 506 of the hearings. 
The present Chief of Engineers does not 
feel justified in making a statement, as 
I indicate by quoting his language. Gen- 
eral Reybold said: 


You are informed that, in the absence of | 


a full review and reconsideration of this pro- 
posed project, I do not feel justified in mak- 
ing a statement supplementing the report in 
Eouse Document No. 269, Seventy-sixth Con- 
gress. 


In other words, the Chief of Engineers, 


upon whom it is the habit of the Con- 
gress to rely for its authority in justify- 
ing these enormous river and harbor 
expenditures, says to us that there is not 
available at the present time, and that 
there cannot be without another survey, 
adequate information upon which to 
base an intelligent and authentic ver- 
dict. Yet, the Senate is asked by the 
Commerce Committee through the adop- 
tion of this amendment to express a 
judgment in respect to it. The Senate is 
asked to commit $75,000,0C@ of the tax- 
payers’ money to this enterprise even 
though the most highly responsible offi- 
cer of the Government in connection 
with these affairs says that it is impos- 
sible to make an intelligent or justified 
judgment at the present time. That, Mr. 
President, is why I submit that, since 
this project is not intended to be pursued 
except in connection with a post-war 
prospectus, there is ample time in this 
bill to order a new survey and new report 
instead of attempting to commit the 
Senate in advance of the official infor- 
mation which the Chief of Engineers 
says he is unprepared to give us at the 
present time. 

Mr. AIKEN. 
fenator yield? 

fr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN, ‘The Senator has several 
times mentioned the sum of $75,000,000. 
I suppose that that is the amount set 
forth in House Document 269, which I 
do not happen to have before me. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 


Mr. President, will the 


| amount necessary to inaugurate 
as is otherwise the uniform rule, that the 
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during the entire history of river and | 


Mr. AIKEN. Will the Senator tell us 


whether $75,000,000 is the total amount 


yhich is to be required to complete the 
entire projcct, or whether it is the 
and 
partly complete the project? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is my under- 
standing that it is the amount sufficient 


| to complete the entire project as based 


upon prices in 1939. 
Mr. AIKEN. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Now to resume 


| the thread of the rather brief argument 


which I wish to make. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. OVERTON. I think the cost of 
the actual construction of the project is 
$66,000,000. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is without 
including interest on the investment dur- 
ing construction, which always has been 
included as a legitimate item. So there 
are no hairs to be split at that point. 

I was saying that the Chief of En- 
gineers, even though he submitted a 
tenuously favorable report upon this 
project in 1939, is notifying us in plain 
language in his letter to the able Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BarLey], 
the chairman of the Commerce Commit- 
tee, that there is nothing available upon 
which he would be willing to make a new 
estimate of justification for this project. 
Yet we are asked to do it without any 
such new and official justification. 

Now let me very briefly review the 


salient points in the synthetic build-up | 


of an alleged justification for this $75,- 
000,000 enterprise. Of course, Senators 
are familiar with the system upon which 
the rivers and harbors engineers pro- 
ceed when they are reporting upon a 
rivers and harbors project. The en- 
gineers figure economic justification in 
terms of transportation savings, and so 
forth; then the cost figure is set down 
against the benefit figure and, unless the 
benefit figure reasonably exceeds the cost 
figure, a favorable report is not sub- 
mitted. 

The Tombigbee annual cost figure was 
set down as $3,561,000. They had to 
show compensatory annual benefits, and 
they had to pile up the benefits across 
the line of $3,561,000 before they could 
even have a pretense of justification for 
asking the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives to authorize the appropri- 
ation. In this instance the engineers 
finally wobbled over this parity line and 
built up an annual benefit figure of 
$4,143,000 and finally reached the thin 
benefit ratio of 1.16 to 1. But how did 
they reach this precarious justification? 
They did it by inserting in the benefit 
inventory items which appear in the 
justification of no other river and harbor 
project than has ever come before the 
Congress. 

First, they found $2,168,000 in savings 
to the public in transportation charges. 
That is a legitimate item by way of jus- 
tification, if the figure is correct; but, 
of course, this figure has long since gone 
out the window as the result of reduced 
railroad rates in this area. If there is 
any doubt in anybody’s mind on that 
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subject I read from Colonel Feringa’s 
testimony at page 398 of the hearings: 

Senator VANDENBERG. Well, according to the 
report upon which you are relying, is it not 
a fact that you compute a saving of $2.14 a 


} ton on petroleum products? 


Colonel Fertnca. I think you are absolute- 


| ly right, Senator. 


Senator VANDENBERG. And is it not also a 
fact that at some time in 1940 the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission authorized the 
reduction of freight rates on petroleum in 
that area amounting to $1.06 a ton? 


Colonel Frrrnca. I think you are absolutely 
correct, sir. 


So, by the testimony down to date of 
the officials of this survey and the Board 
of Rivers and Harbors Engineers, the 
first item in the benefit inventory is all 
out of line with modern realities. 

Furthermore, 52 percent of the traffic 
which is contemplated to be allocated 
to this new improvement, and which has 
to be allocated to it in order to build up 
this beneficial justification, consists of 
petroleum products; and two new pipe 
lines already serve this area since the re- 
port was made. Who in his right mind is 
going to say that an engineering report is 
worth the paper on which it is written 
when it has to rely upon 52 percent of 
traffic in petroleum producers borne by 
water carriers, when the area has already 
been invaded by two pipe lines and when 
pipe-line transportation is the obvious 
new and effective method of transporta- 
tion for petroleum products? That, 
however, is the first item in justification 
and it amounts to $2,168,000. 

Mr. OVERTON. What the Senator 
has to say is very true, that there is testi- 
mony to show that after the report made 
by General Schley, then Chief of Engi- 
neers, a reduction in the railroad rates 
was authorized by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If I may inter- 
rupt the Senator, if he is about to indi- 
cate the changes which are favorable to 
this project, I prefer to do it myself when 
I come to them, because I want to be ab- 
solutely fair in the presentation of this 
subject. 

Mr. OVERTON. I merely wish to say 
that the testimony does show that the 
water-borne traffic, essentially water- 
borne traffic, has at least doubled . 

Mr. VANDENBERG,. I am coming to 
that, and I am going to show it. I should 
like to be permitted to present the bal- 
ance sheet as I see it, even though it 
might make the impact of the balance 
sheet less effective if I were detoured 
here and there. 

Mr. OVERTON. I shall not interrupt 
the Senator further. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I have given the 
first item of justification. The second 
item of justification—and remember, 
they had to build these items up in order 
to reach this justification level before 
they would even have the face to come 
to Congress and ask for this $75,600,000— 
the second item in the build-up is a 
million dollars a year “savings to up- 
bound traffic on the Mississippi River.” 
Perhaps that is a good item, I do not 
know, but I know what General Schley, 
the Chief of Engineers, said in the same 
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ort regarding thisitem. This i 
iid: 


I dou the wisdom of dependence upon 
F of any considerable part of 
ippi River traffic to justify this new 
even though the credit is confined to 


dditional saving in transportation costs. 






So, when we reach the second item in 
e prospectus, one of the more favorable 
tems. if Senators wish to be charitable 
out it, even at this point, the Chief of 
Engineers speaks up, puts a red flag on 
report at that point, and says, “Don’t 
take this too seriously.” 
After they had gotten through build- 
up these two transportation credits, 
which, I repeat, is a legitimate method 
of building up such a report, they did 
not have enough. They had only $3,168,- 
000, against an annual cost of $3,561,000. 
So they had to look around for something 
They could not find anything in 
the ordinary routine of river and har- 
bor estimates to justify the cost, so they 


t Ise. 


The first thing they found when they 
tarted drumming these additional syn- 
thetic assets, the first thing they found 
when they raked together these rather 
unique intangible values, was $600,000 
“value as a facility for national defense.” 
They said there was $600,000 of national 
defense advantage in the Tombigbee 
Canal, down in the heart of the country. 
Of course, it is sheer speculation. It 
could have been $300,000. I suppose if 
they had needed $3,000,000, they would 
have made it $3,000,000. It is a Wholly 
unsound and ineligible economic factor, 
and it never before or since has entered 
into the benefit estimates by the engi- 
neers to justify a river and harbor proj- 
ect 

After they had gotten that $600,000 in, 
they still were shy, and they had to find 
something else. Then they put in $275,- 
000 for “enhancement of land values in 
the tributary area,” whatever that 
means. Ishall pass that; there is no ex- 
planation from anyone as to what that 
can mean. 

Still they did not have enough. 
had to drum up something else. They 
finally got $100,000 for recreational 
values. I suppose that could have been 
$590,000 or $1,000,000 or $2,000,000. At 
any rate, we never heard of such u thing 
before in one of these benefit estimates. 
It is only found in this instance; and I 
submit it is no wonder that General 
Schiey, the Chief of Engineers, when he 
transmitted this report to the Congress, 
felt as though he should rather apologize 
for what he was doing, and warn us 
that we had better look for the bug under 
the chip. That is just about what he 
did, because it was only by mobilizing 
these extraordinary estimates, utterly 
unrelated to navigation, utterly unre- 
lated to the economics which should be 
taken inte account with respect to river- 
and-harbor projects—it was only by mo- 
bilizing these extraordinary values that 
they finally staggered into mathematical 
port with a thin ratio benefit of 1.16 to 1. 
It is no wonder, I submit, that the Senate 
turned them down by a vote of 56 to 17. 

Now we come to 1944. It is the same 


hey 


project, based on exactly the same re- 
ports, and all these funny values. 


On 
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the record it is exactly the same pro- 
posal which the Senate so overwhelm. 
ingly rejected before. -But the Tombig- 
bee proponents say that conditions have 
changed—I agree that they are right 
about it—and I am not being sarcastic— 
I agree that conditions have changed, 
and I give full credit, by way of due 
justification, where the conditions have 
changed. 

Unquestionably the war has produced 
tremendously enhanced water traffic on 
the Mississippi River, on the Tombigbee, 
and in this general area: unquestionably 
the traffic is two or three times larger 
than it was. There is no doubt about 
that. I suppose that if we want to use 
temporary war figures as a basis for our 
mathematics, we can substantially in- 
crease the reality of economic benefits 
which may now be assessed to this under- 
taking. I agree to that. 

Another change favorable to the 
project is that the last time it was be- 
fore us, T. V. A. opposed it, and opposed 
it because they thought it represented 
an annual loss of about $100,000 of 
power. T. V. A. has withdrawn its op- 
position, and now approves the under- 
taking. I agree that both those factors 
change the circumstances and the situa- 
tion, and change them favorably to the 
project. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, 
there are changes which are adverse to 
the project. The first change is the re- 
duced freight rates, which on the face 
of the record wipe cut at least half the 
originally claimed justification. The 
second change in the situation is the 
existence of pipe lines for the transpor- 
tation of petroleum products, which ob- 
viously is the method of petroleum prod- 
ucts transportation which is going to be 
the great reliance of the future. 

But the basic point upon which Sen- 
ators have a right fundamentally to rest 
their judgment is this: It does not make 
any difference what I abcut the 
change in conditions in the Tombigkee 
area, and, with all respect, I submit that 
it makes no difference what the able 
Senators from that area will say when 
they try to tell us that conditions have 
changed to the advantage of the project. 
I say it makes no difference, because 
there is no official report available from 
the Chief of Engineers in respect to either 
side cf this contemporary argument; 
there is no official document upen which 
we are entitled to base our judgment, be- 
cause we most certainly are not entitled 
to make our own engineering estimates. 

Since we are called upon to vote on the 
basis of the documents as they were sub- 
mitted in 1939, and since the Chief cf 
Engineers says he cannot undertake an 
amended estimate except as he has a new 
survey and a new investigation, I submit 
again that the logical course, the fair 
course, in respect to the taxpayers of this 
country is to take this item out of the 
authorization, and put it over into the 
surveys, so that we may obtain another 
report, an official report, from the Board 
of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors to 
show what the modern conditions in con- 
nection with this project really are. 

On the question of freight rates, I do 
not want anybody to misunderstand me 


say 
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or to think that I speak without justi- 
fication. Colonel Feringa, speaking in 
our latest hearing before the Commerce 
Committee, said, at pages 398 and 299 


Ser r VANDENEERG. If the railroads - 
have changed, that figure ught t be 
auced a \ I 
Referring to the estim: ite in the bene- 
il = 
Ce ne FERINGA. I I l 
I Ww ir i e} S i W 


When I asked Colonel Feringa 
the savings which were allocate 


of benefits to petroleum trans} 


about 


d by way 


vation, 
Colonel Feringa said 
Certainly the saving is not great we 
‘4 ‘ ‘ ‘ I ‘ t 
oe how large oe we 
would |! ve mak a ne € f 


It does not make any difference where 
we turn in connection with this testi- 
mony, no matter how enthusiastic the 
proponents of this ente may be— 
and I interrupt myself to say that I have 
never Known of more enthusiastic and 
earnest support of an enterprise than 
this area has given to this undertaking— 
I submit that wherever we turn we find 
the necessity for a new report if we want 
to base our $75,000,000 judgment on jus- 

ified cfficial fact There are no official 
facts in the ordinary habit of our deal- 
ings with this subject available to change 
the situation from the time when ths 
Senate rejected this project in 1940 by a 
vote of 56 to 17. 

Speaking of changed time: 
tions, Mr. President, there 
in which there is no change 
in the attitude toward 
project— 

Mr. HILI Mi 
ator willing to be 
ment? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Just a moment 
There is no change in the attitude of 
public authorities charged with general 
responsibility for our natural 

toward the Tombigbee project, and I 
will justify that statement ju is soon 
as I have yielded to the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator speaking 
about change. As. the Senator know 
General Robins, who is today the Deputy 
Chief of Engineers, and who was a mem- 
ber of the Board of Engineers for River 
and larbors which investigated thi 
project, and which made the favorable 
report on the project, was the officer whe 
with Colonel Feringa testified on behalf 


rprise 


and condi- 
is one thing 
and that is 
the Tombigbee 
President, is the Sen- 
interrupted for a mo- 


recource 


of the engineers on the project and in 
favor of the project. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. That correct 


Mr. HILL. General Robins 
hand knowledge. He sat on 
and studied the subject 
and made the inve 
Deputy Chief of 


had first- 
the Board 
and went into it 
stigation. 1e is the 
Engineet and wa 
speaking. of course, for the enginee! 
before the committee. The Senato! 
spoke about sending the item back fo! 
further report. I quote what General 
Robins said in his testimony before the 
Senate Committee on Commerce: 

We can go back t 


other report and d | the work over again 


nd make an- 
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and hold hearings, and when the new report 
comes up before the committee you will have 
the same old arguments in opposition to the 
project that you have today. If the com- 
mittee, if the Congress wants us to make 
another Teport we will be glad to make it. 
That is the situation as I see it. 

Senator Overton. You are satisfied that 
the report that would be submitted would be 
along the lines you just stated? 

General Roerns. Absolutely, and if this 
report can be attacked on account of some 
of the changed conditions since the report 
was written I do not see why it cannot be 
defended on account of other changed con- 
ditions. 


Before making that statement General 
Robins said this 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 
Senator asking me? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator stated that 
he wanted the Senate to understand this 
matter. I do not wish to take up too 
much of the Senator’s time, but I think I 
ought to read this language, if the Sen- 
ator will yield further. General Robins 
stated before the Senate Committee on 
Commerce: 

If we— 


What is the 


Meaning the engineers— 

came up here and submitted a report recom- 
mending a project for slack water on the 
Mississippi between Cairo and New Orleans, 
by building locks and dams on the river itself 
at an estimated cost of $66,000,000, I think 
you would all take off your hats and cheer. 
This alternate route on the Tombigbee we are 
recommending amounts to the same thing, 
only the locks and dams are to be built on 
the Tombigbee instead of the Mississippi. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. I thank the 
Senator for his observation. 


Mr. HILL. And I thank the Senator | 


from Michigan for yielding. 

Mr. VANDENBERG: The _ Senator 
from Alabama always lures me with his 
mellifluous eloquence. I shall never for- 
get the night I turned on the radio and 
heard the voice of the Senator from Ala- 
bama asserting the unassailable neces- 
sity of another term, a third term for 
the Presidency of the United States, and 
from the persuasive success of that 
moment down to date I always yield with 
fear and trepidation to the Senator from 
Alabama, but in this instance I am pre- 
pared to answer what he said. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dan- 
AHER in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Michigan yield to the Senator from 
Alabama? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I will say that I always 
stand in awe of the Senator’s stentorian 
sentences and his magnificent eloquence. 
I will say this about that appeal for a 
third term: We not only got the third 
term, but we are even now getting ready 
to enter upon the fourth. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes; I under- 
stand that, and are already talking about 
the fifth [laughter], which leaves me no 
more composure than I had before the 
Senator spoke. 

Mr. HILL. I will relieve the Senator’s 
pain by saying that as yet I have heard 
no serious talk about a fifth term. I am 
sure that will be a source of relief to 
the Senator. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
let me go back to the substance of the 
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suggestions submitted by the able Sena- 
tor from Alabama. The Senator says 
that General Robins and Colonel Feringa 
came before the committee and spoke as 
he has indicated. I agree to that. I 
have great respect for General Robins 
and Colonel Feringa, although I thought 
in this instance that they were almost 
too emphatic and not quite sufficiently 
judicial in their attachment to this par- 
ticular enterprise. But, again with great 
respett, I submit that it makes no dif- 
ference to the Senate what General 
Robins thinks or what Colonel Feringa 
thinks. 

We are committed by law to follow the 
reports of the Chief of Engineers. The 
Chief of Engineers says to the chairman 
of this committee: 

You are informed that in the absence of 
a full review and reconsideration of this 
proposed project, I do not feel justified in 
making a statement supplementing the re- 
port in House Document No. 269, Seventy- 
sixth Congress. 


This is the top man speaking. Mr. 
President, until the Chief of Engineers 
feels justified in accepting the new op- 
timism of General Robins and Colonel 
Feringa, I do not propose to accept it; 
and I submit that under the law the 
Senate and the House have no business 
going back of the basic proposition that 
they are bound by the reports of the 
Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. President, before we dropped off 
on an Alabama detour I was saying that 
the attitude of those public authorities 
who are primarily responsible for this 
sort of business in the Government has 
not changed. They have not changed 
their minds about it. The report of the 
National Resources Committee on April 
7, 1939, read in part as follows: 


In the opinion of the Water Resources 
Committee, the benefits— 


On the Tombigbee prospectus— 


ascribed to national defense, land value, and 


recreation— 


Those were the “funny” items to 
which I referred a little earlier, which 
had to be c-agged in in order to justify 
any sort of favorable report— 
the benefits ascribed to national defense, 
land value, and recreation are speculative 
and should be given Careful scrutiny as to 
the effect that their acceptance may have 
on the formation of national policy. 


Further: 


A further basic issue of policy is raised by 


the relation of the proposed water-trans- 
portation facilities in this project to the 
most effective coordinated system of water, 
railway, highway, and pipe-line facilities to 
serve the transportation needs of the region. 


I interrupt myself to say that that is 
the point with respect to which the very 
interesting amendment offered this 
afternoon by the able Senator from 
Wyoming very appropriately challenges 
the attention of the Congress in respect 
to all river and harbor projects. 

Continuing with the National Re- 
sources Committee report: 

This— 

Referring to the Tombigbee project— 
and similar problems should be considered 


more fully if a sound conclusion is to be 
reached concerning a justification for the 
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project in relation to transportation needs 
and facilities of all types in the region. 


It may be said that that was back in 
1940. That is correct. But May 8, 1944 
is reasonably down to date. I asked for 
a down-to-date opinion from these sam: 
authorities; and under the indicated 
date I have a letter from the Actin; 
Director of the Budget, in the Executiv: 
Office of the President of the United 
States. He states: 

The project file record for the waterway; 
connecting the Tombigbee and Tennesse 
Rivers includes as the most recent actio1 
of the National Resources Planning Board 
a memorandum, dated July 11, 1941, statin; 
that at its meeting on May 20, 1941, th: 
evaluation subcommittee considered thi 
project and vated it “SC.” This rating mean 
that in the cpinion of the subcommitte 
the possible project described should not b 
authorized at the preseut time or in th: 
immediate future, and is of such a charac 
ter that before authorization at any future 
date it should be reconsidered in the ligh 
of conditions at that time. 


Mr. President, that is about all I hay 
to say with respect to this matter. I 
submit that the taxpaying public of th: 
United States, in spite of the Gargan- 
tuan mathematics with which we ar: 
fiscally surrounded, have a right to ex- 
pect the Senate of the United States to 
justify the authorization of an expendi- 
ture of $75,000,000. I submit that sinc: 
on the record the Senate overwhelming- 
ly defeated this project the last time it 
was submitted, and since on the record 
the House of Representatives defeated 
it on a yea-and-nay vote this year, ther¢ 
must be overwhelming proof of new jus- 
tification before the project is entitled 
to an affirmative vote. I submit that w 
cannot find any new justification upon 
which we are entitled to rely, no matte: 
how earnestly the proponents of thi 
project may urge their enthusiastic 
dreams. 

I submit that, upon our responsibility 
as Senators to the taxpayers of thi 
country, we are not entitled to find any 
new justification outside a new and offi- 
cial report from the Chief of Engineer 
If this item is transferred to the list of 
survey projects, and if subsequently the 
Chief of Engineers presents a justified 
assessment of benefits and an affirmative 
recommendation, without reservation, 
for this project, I will withdraw all oppo- 
sition to it. But until that sort of offi- 
cial report is submitted to the Senate, I 
submit that we are not entitled to rely 
upon outside testimony or upon externa! 
argument. 

Mr. President, I believe that completes 
my statement. I leave the matter to the 
conscience of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment on page 17, lines 6 to 9. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, it is now 
about 20 minutes to 4. I should like to 
know from the acting majority leader if 
it would not be agreeable to him to take 
a recess until Monday, because it will 
take me some time to reply to the obser- 
vations of my distinguished friend from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], and I should 
not like to keep the Senate in session so 
late. I do not like to have my remarks 
broken into by a recess. I wonder if 
the acting majority leader would enter- 
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suggestion to take a recess at this 
I trust the suggestion will be ac- 
ntable to the Senator in charge of the 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
he Senator yield? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 

Mr. OVERTON. I inquire if any 


ther Senator wishes to speak to this 
amendment? Let me say to the Senator 
from Mississippi and to the acting ma- 
rity leader that time is of the very 
essence in acting upon this proposed 
islation. I should like very much to 
mmodate any Senator who wishes to 
postpone consideration of any part of 
the bill; but when we do so, and take a 
cess at the hour of 3:40, we are not 
making the progress which we ought to 
I was in hopes that we might get 
through with this amendment today. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I think I 
can say to the Senator from Louisiana 
that so far as this particular amendment 

concerned we will not consume more 
than 2 or 3 hours on Monday before we 
will be ready to take a vote onit. Iknow 
of only three or four Senators who will 
wish to speak on the amendment. 

Mr. OVERTON. Then I wonder if we 
could have a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment that we will vote at a certain hour 
on Monday on the amendment. 

Mr. BILBO. I would not agree to 
that, because at this juncture I cannot 
tell what will be said. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I am 
put in this embarrassing position; I have 
the duty of undertaking to get this legis- 

tion through the Senate. Not only 
have I been working on the floor of the 
Senate for 2 weeks to pass the flood- 
( 

b 
d 


make. 


trol bill, but, long prior to that, I have 
een working in committee day after 
ay and day after day. I wrote to the 
Senator from Mississippi and to other 
Senators whom I thought would be inter- 
ested in this amendment, some 2 or 3 
weeks ago—I think it was 3 weeks ago— 
and I called their attention to the fact 
that the bill was coming up and that 
they were interested in this project, and 
I asked them to be prepared to speak on 
the subject. I so wrote to the senior 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], 
the senior Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
BiLso], the junior Senator from Alabama 
Mr. Hitt], and to perhaps one or two 
other Senators, in order that they might 
be prepared to proceed with considera- 
tion of the amendment dealing with this 
project. 

I should like very much to accommo- 
date the Senator, but 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Mississippi is recognized. 

Mr. BILBO. I am afraid the Senator 
from Louisiana misunderstood me in re- 
gard to my objective in asking that con- 
sideration of the matter be suspended at 
this time until Monday’s session. It is 
not a question of being ready. I am re- 
minded of a conversation which took 
place between President Woodrow Wil- 
son, who was perhaps one of the best 
speakers this country has ever produced 
in clarity of thought and in forceful ex- 
pression, and one of his adinirers. He 
was asked how long it would take him 
to prepare to make a 10-minute speech. 
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He replied, “It would take me about 3 | 
months.” 

Then he was asked how long it would 
take him to prepare for an hour’s speech. 

He replied, “It would take at least 2 
months.” 

The next question was, “Well, how long 
would it take you to prepare for a 2-hour 
speech?” 

He said, “One month.” 

“Well,” his questioner then asked, 
“how long would it take you to prepare 
to speak longer than that®” 

Mr. Wilson replied, “I am now ready 
to speak.” 

So, Mr. President, I am ready. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BILBO. I am right glad to yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In view of the fact 
that the Senator from Mississippi is go- 
ing to make the principal speech on this 
project, I think a quorum should be 
present. Therefore, Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. BILBO. I appreciate that, because 
it will take me approximately 4 hours to 
conclude. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ab- 
sence of a quorum has been suggested. 
The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 





Aiken Danaher McKellar 
Bailey Davis Millikin 
Ball Eastland Murray 
Bankhead Ferguson O'Mahoney 
Bilbo George Overton 
Brooks Hill Revercomb 
Buck Jenner Robertson 
Burton La Follette Vandenberg 


Connally McFarland White 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. Twenty- 
seven Senators have answered to their 
names, not a quorum. The clerk will 
call the names of the absent Senators. 

The Chief Clerk called the names of 
the absent Senators, and Mrs. Caraway, 
Mr. CiarK of Missouri, Mr. Downey, Mr. 
Gerry, Mr. GREEN, Mr. HALL, Mr. HATcH, 
Mr. Hawkes, Mr. Haypen, Mr. MALoney, 
Mr. Maysank, Mr. REED, Mr. RUSSELL, 
Mr. Tart, Mr. Typirncs, Mr. Watsu of 
Massachusetts, Mr. WatsH of New Jer- 
sey, and Mr. WHErRY. answered to their 
names when called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty- 
five Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is not present. 

The Chair will entertain a motion that 
the Sergeant at Arms request the attend- 
ance of the absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Sergeant 
at Arms be directed to request the 
attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Sergeant at Arms will execute the order 
of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. Austin, Mr. 
Byrrp, Mr. WILuis, Mr. STEWART, and 
Mr. ELLENDER entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senators having answered to 
names, a quorum is present. 


Fifty 
their 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate 
concludes its business today it stand in 
recess until 12 o’clock noon Monday 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, in the 
very beginning I wish to state that it will 
be impossible for me to conclude my ad- 
dress this evening, but I wish to begin 
by telling the Senate my opinion of the 
senior Senator from Michigan [| Mr. Van- 
DENBERG!]. I think he is one of the most 
delightful, pleasant, congenial, cultured, 
intellectual men in the Senate, and I 
would give half a fortune to possess his 
vocabulary. He is a delightfully enter- 
taining speaker, and personally I am very 
fond of him. But he is also interesting 
and amusing at times. 

The Senator attempts to bolster up a 
flimsy cause by reading into the Recorp 
the roll call the last the pending 
proposal was before the Senate, and hs 
gloats much over the fact that the vote 
on that occasion 4 years ago stood 17 for 
to 56 against the proposal. 

Mr. President, I admit we were lack- 
ing in numbers, but what we lacked in 
numbers we made up in quality favoring 
the proposition. I wish to call atten- 
tion to the names of a few of those who 
supported the measure 4 years ago. 

First there was Senator Pat Harrison, 
of Mississippi. All Senators know how 
beloved he was in this body, and what a 
strong leader he was. Senator Harrison 
supported the bill. 

Senator McNary, the leader of the Re- 
publican Party on the floor of the Sen- 
ate 4 years ago, supported the Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee project, and I trust 
the cause of the Republic 


time 


in Party on the 
other side of the Chamber has not fallen 
into unfortunate hand 

Senator Norris, an independent, who 
had been a Republican all his life until 
he could not stand the party any longer 
and he became an independent, 
ported this measure 4 years ago. 

Senator Pittman, of Nevada, the then 
President pro tempore of the Senate, 
elected as such repeatedly by this body, 
honored by this body, who lived in the 
far West, saw the righteousness of a 
proposal which would benefit the people 
of 34 States when it should finally be- 
come law and should be put into effect 

Senator Sheppard, of Texas, the most 
beloved man who ever occupied a seat 
on the floor of the Senate, favored the 
proposal, 

They were some of the men who sup- 
ported this matter 4 years ago, and I am 
not ashamed to be found in their com- 
pany. I note that of the 56 who voted 
against the proposition 4 years ago, 25 
have either answered 


last call and 
are now dead, or they resigned, or were 


sup- 


the 


defeated. They are gone. There are 
only 31 left. I was impressed by the 
fact that the Senator from Michigan 
tried to leave the impression that these 
31 remaining out of the 56 were so hide- 
bound and phlegmatic in their thinking 
that they could not even have a vision, 


and be informed and have their 

opened aad vote intelligently for a propo- 

sition when it is presented as it is now 
Engineers 


by the Buard ol! 


eyes 
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insists that we should not place this 
burden on the taxpayers of the country 
until the Chief of Engineers reports on 
this project wholeheartedly. When the 
St. Lawrence waterway project comes be- 
fore the Senate, which will cost the poor 
taxpayers the Senator is crying about 
about eight times as much as the Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee project will cost, and 
which will benefit a smaller number of 
States and a lesser number of the popu- 
lation of this country, I wonder what the 
Senator will have to say about the wel- 
fare of the poor taxpayer? The St. Law- 
rence project will cost four or five hun- 
dred million dollars—seven or eight times 
more than the Tennessee project will 
cost. 

Mr. President, it is very evident that 
we will not be able to conclude the dis- 
cussion of this bill today, and that it will 
be passed upon finally probably Monday 
or Tuesday. I think we can finish with 
the bill by that time, not later than 
Tuesday, which will give the Members of 
this body plenty of time to read this 
famous House Document No. 269, of the 
Seventy-sixth Congress, first session. I 
wish to urge the membership of the Sen- 
ate to read this report in its entirety 
between now and the time the roll is 
called on the adoption of this amend- 
ment. It will be very interesting, espe- 


cially in the light of the speech made 
by the distinguished Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. President, I do not know whether 
my friend the Senator from Michigan is 
a lawyer; I understand he belongs to the 


fourth estate, that he is a newspaper- 
man; but he missed his calling if he is not 
a lawyer, because when it comes to get- 
ting something out of nothing, and color- 
ing things to prejudice the public mind, 
he could sweep any jury off their feet in 
any court of the land. He has taken a 
report which is indicative of the impor- 
tance, the necessity, the feasibility, the 
advisability, and the success of this proj- 
ect, and yet he would push aside every 
one of those elements and leave the im- 
pression that we are taking an awful 
risk by adopting this proposal before we 
shall have a further survey made. 

On page 2 of the report Senators will 
find what Major General Schley, the 
Chief of Engineers, had to say on the 
27th day of February 1939. He said: 


I have no doubt that benefits of value to 
national defense, from enhancement of land 
values, and from increased use of recreational 
areas will be produced. Furthermore, pro- 
vision of a direct water route to the Gulf of 
Mexico from the Tennessee Valley may has- 
ten the development in that valley resulting 
from the navigation project and electric- 
power system now being constructed there 
by the Federal Government. The large 
amount of construction involved in this con- 
necting waterway to the Gulf would pro- 
vide substantial direct employment over a 
period of 8 years and large orders to cement 
and steel mills and to the lumber industry. 
All these intangible or indirect benefits must 
be considered in addition to the direct sav- 
ings in transportation costs in order that 
this project will show a substantial excess of 
benefits over costs. They are difficul* to eval- 
uate and appear to me to be questions falling 
within the realm of statesmanship to which 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


My friend the Senator from Michigan | 


the Congress can best assign the proper 
values. 


In other words, the only point that 
General Schley makes is that the unde- 
niable benefits enumerated in his letter 
to the Congress are to be evaluated by 
the Congress itself, something which he 
did not undertake to do. 

Mr. President, if my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, had given that keen 
scrutiny of which he is capable to the 
study of the report and the testimony 
adduced before the Commerce Commit- 
tee, he would have discovered that Gen- 
eral Robins and all the witnesses who 
appeared on behalf of the Corps of Army 
Engineers insist that now under present 
conditions the benefits to be obtained by 
the completion of this project are four 
times as great as they were when this 
report was made. Iam not talking about 
recreational facilities; I am not talking 
about intangible things; I am talking 
about the tangible things, the savings 
of dollars and cents in the transportation 
of the commerce not only of the Ten- 
nessee Valley, not only in Mississippi, not 
only in Alabama, but commerce from 
Pittsburgh to New Orleans, from Chi- 
cago to New Orleans, from Sioux City, 
Iowa, to New Orleans, all up and down 
the great Mississippi Valley, involving 34 
States and many million people, not only 
for this year but for all time to come. 
It is strange to me that the Senator from 
Michigan should read out of the record 
and discredit the testimony of General 
Schley, the Chief of Engineers, given in 
1939, when, as the evidence shows, the 
benefits now resulting from completion 
of the project would be four times as 
great. It shows that the Senator knows 
he does not have a case. He is trying to 
mislead Senators and he tries to predi- 
cate his argument upon a condition 
which he says does not obtain today as 
it obtained 5 years ago when General 
Schley wrote this letter about which the 
Senator makes so much. 

The Senator from Michigan says that 
if we can have another survey made by 
the Board of Engineers, which, of course, 
would include the Chief of Engineers, 
and if the Chief of Engineers would come 
back to the Congress and O. K. this proj- 
ect, the Senator would withdraw his ob- 
jection. That proposition was made to 
General Robins, who is Deputy Chief, 
United States Engineers. General Robins 
says: 

The Congress can send me back and send 
the Board of Engineers back to make another 
survey, but I tell you now you need not do it, 
because when we come back we will bring you 
the same facts and figures as we brought 
before, except to recite the changes which 
have taken place since 1939. 


If my friend the Senator from Mich- 
igan wanted to be totally fair about the 
matter he would tell his colleagues who 
have learned, possibly, to depend upon 
his statements, that General Robins, the 
Deputy Chief, United States Engineers, 
says: 

Another investigation will do no good be- 
cause we will bring back the same identical 
report, except we will show that the need 
for this project is four times as great as it 
was in 1939, and the saving will be four or 
five timeg as great. 


DECEMBER 1 


On page 3 of House Document No. 289 
wil] be found the heading: 


Report of the Board of Engineers for Rivers 
and Harbors. 


The Senator from Michigan says he 
wants the people’s board to tell the Con- 
gress what to do about the matter before 
we vote this authorization. Here is the 
report of the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors on the 24th of Jan- 
uary, 1939: 


Subject: Tennessee-Tombigbee waterway 


Let us see what they say about it 
General Schley has already said that th: 
project shows that it will be self- 
liquidating, it will pay for itself, it ; 
feasible, it is possible, it is practica! 
and he says, “There are other things that 
I, myself, would not pass on, but will le! 
you Members of Congress pass on.” But 
General Schley approves the project. 

But the Board said: 

9. The Board concurs generally with th 
Special Board as to the feasibility of th 
project The Yellow Creek-Mackeys Creek 
route is a practicable route for the crossing 
of the divide; the lateral canal appears to b: 
the best means for providing a navigation 
channel of satisfactory alinement in the up- 
per part of the Tombigbee Valley; and th« 
proposed cut-offs will materially improve th: 
natural channel in the river above Demopoli 

. . . * - 

12. The Board recommends that th: 
United States undertake the construction ot 
a waterway' to connect the Tennessee a1 
Tombigbee Rivers, by way of the East Fork 
of the Tombigbee River, Mackeys Creek, and 
Yellow Creek, s0 as to provide a channel of 
not less than 9 feet in depth and a minimum 
bottom width of 170 feet in river and cana! 
sections and 115 feet in the divide cut, with 
locks approximately 75 by 450 fect clea: 
inside dimensions, substantially in accord- 
ance with he general plan presented in th: 
report of the Special Board, at an estimated 
first cost to the United States of about $66.- 
000,000 and an estimated annual cost of 
$500,000 for maintenance and operation. 


The Board of Engineers, in conference 
took the special report, to which I sha!! 
refer directly, and after making 
thorough investigation, came to the Con- 
gress and said to the Congress that the 
Tennessee-Tombigbee project should b 
built, not only because it was feasible, but 
because it was self-liquidating. 

Let us turn to page 11 of this report 
I wish Senators would read it. This i 
the abbreviated survey report by the sp« 
cial board. By the way, that report of th: 
Board was signed by Gen. M. C. Tyler, 
brigadier general, Corps of Engineer 
senior member of the Board. He sign: 
for the entire Board. 

The abbreviated survey report by th 
special board which did the survey work 
represents a report by those who waded 
in the mud and went up and down Ye!- 
low Creek, Mackeys Creek, and the Tom- 
bigbee and Warrior Rivers, got the facts 
and obtained measurements with chains 
and instruments. 

The report is signed by F. B. Wilby, 
colonel, Corps of Engineers; Roger G. 
Powell, colonel, Corps of Engineers; R. 
Park, colonel, Corps of Engineers; and 
Bernard Smith, major, Corps of Engi- 
neers, members of the Board. That was 
the special board appointed by the gen- 
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eral board to make the survey, and upon 
the report of these four members of the 
Board which made the special survey, the 
general board put the stamp of its ap- 
proval upon this project. 

On page 24 of that report it will be 
found that the date of this special sur- 
vey was December 23, 1938. Let us see 
what the special board said to the Con- 
This is found on page 110: 


CONCLUSIONS 


221. The Board is of the opinion that con- 
struction of a waterway to connect the Ten- 
nessee and Tombigbee Rivers substantially as 
outlined in this report is feasible from an 
engineering viewpoint, and that the benefits 
which would accrue to the general public by 
reason of its construction are of sufficient 
magnitude to warrant the undertaking of 
he project by the United States. 


RECOM MENDATIONS 


222. The Board recommends: 

(a) That the United States undertake the 
construction of a waterway to connect the 
Tennessee and Tombigbee Rivers, by way of 
the East Fork of the Tombigbee River, 
Mackeys Creek, and Yellow Creek, so as to pro- 
vide a channel of not less than 9 feet in depth 
and a minimum bottom width of 170 feet in 
river and canal sections and 115 feet in the 
divide cut, with locks 75 by 450 feet clear in- 
side dimensions, substantially in accordance 
with the general] plan presented in this report, 
1t an estimated first cost to the United States 
of about $65,500,000 and an estimated annual 
cost of $477,000 for maintenance and opera- 
tion, 

(b) That the prosecution of this project 
shall be subject to the conditions that local 
interests shall give assurances satisfactory to 
the Secretary of War that they will— 


gress. 


Certain conditions were set forth, 
which have been taken care of. 

The general board of the Board of 
Army Engineers says that this work 
should be done. The special board, 
which made the investigation, composed 
of members of the general board, es- 
pecially emphasized the fact that the 
project was feasible and self-liquidating, 
and should be constructed. General 
Schley, who was Chief of Engineers at 
the time, said that the project was self- 
liquidating, and he recommended its in- 
auguration and completion. But he 
happened to mention some of the intan- 
gible benefits which we know will ac- 
crue to the people of this great section 
of the South. He said, “I will leave it 
to you, Members of the Congress, to eval- 
uate what it is worth in dollars and 
cents.” That is all the objection that 
General Schley had, and that is all he 
said that was detrimental to the pro- 
posal. Now we find, under changed con- 
ditions, after a period of 5 years, that 
the saving to the American people from 
the building of this project, instead of 
being $1,000,000 a year, will be $4,000,000 
a year, 

The suggestion which my friend the 
Senator from Michigan advances that 
another survey should be made, to my 
mind, is ridiculous. Of course, if the 
Senate should see fit to vote down this 
amendment, we will ask for the survey; 
but what is the sense of spending the 
extra money and asking for another sur- 
vey when General Robins, who is As- 
sistant Chief of Engineers, comes to the 
Congress and says, “You can send me 
xXC———548 
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back to make another survey if you wish 
to do so. We will do what the Congress 
says; but I will tell you now that if you 
do, we will bring back the same report 
as to the facts about the construction, 
its feasibility, and the possibilities and 
potentialities of this great project.” 
So why delay it any longer? This 
project has been on the program for 
the development of the inland water- 
ways of the United States for a long time. 


The first survey was made in 1875. The 
next survey was made in 1913. The 
third survey was made in 1923. The 
fourth survey was made in 1932. The 
fifth survey was made in 1935. And the 


last, or sixth, survey was made in 1939. 
We have already had six surveys of the 
Tennessee-Tombigbee project. Now, my 
friends, the Senator from Michigan 
pleads with the Congress to have another 
Survey. I see nothing to be gained from 
his position on this question except fur- 
ther delay. His slogan is, “Put it off, 
and let us delay the evil day.” 

It is true that the House defeated this 
proposal on an amendment by a few 
votes. But I am assured by the friends 
of the project that there have been a 
sufficient number of conversions in the 
House so that if the Senate should see fit 
to attach this amendment to the bill the 
House would accept the amendment 
when it reached the House again. I 
should like to make a proposal to my 
friend, the Senator from Michigan. He 
believes that the House is hopelessly 
against it. He believes that the House 
will vote it down again. Then why 
should he have any fear of the Senate 
placing this amendment in the bill? I 
should like to make the proposal to him 
that we be good sports about it and put 
this amendment in the river and harbor 
bill, and let it go back to the House and 
see what the House will do with it. I be- 
lieve that the House would adopt it. He 
says it would not. He had better put it 
up to the House as it is now constituted 
rather than wait until after the 3d of 
January, because I understand that there 
will be quite a number of new faces in 
the House after the 3d of January, and 
that the political complexion of the 
House will be changed. So far as his 
position on the biil is concerned, his 
cause would fare better with the present 
House than with the House after the 3d 
of January, when there will be a plurality 
of about 53 Democrats in the House. 

Mr. President, is it the pleasure of the 
acting majority leader that I continue 
speaking, or is it about time to take a 
recess until Monday? 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if we. may have 
the attention of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Overton] who 
is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. BILBO. Would it please the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana to allow me to dis- 
continue my speech now, and finish on 
Monday? I have concluded one phase 
of the subject. 

Mr. HILL. Is that suggestion agree- 
able to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. OVERTON. I will offer no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BILBO. I should like to have it 
understood that I will have the floor to 
continue my remarks on Monday. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Perry, one of its clerks, 
announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill 

H. R. 4366) for the relief of Alex Wylie, 
and the estate of James Evans. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2825) fox 

he relief of Sigfried Olsen, doing busi- 
ness as Sigfried Olsen Shipping Co.; 
asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon, and that Mr. McGeuee, Mr 
Murpuy, and Mr. PITTeNGcER were ap- 
pointed Managers on the part of the 


House at the conference 

The message further announced that 
the House insisted upon its amendment 
to the bill (S. 2105) to amend and sup- 
plement the Federal-Aid Road Act, ap- 
proved July 11, 1916, as amended and 
supplemented, to authorize appropria- 
tions for the post-war construction of 
highways and bridges, to eliminate haz- 
ards at railroad-grade crossings, to pro- 
vide for the immediate preparation of 
plans, and for other purposes, disagreed 
to by the Senate; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on, and that Mr. Rosinson of Utah, Mi 
WHITTINGTON, Mr. RANDOLPH, Mr. PEeTer- 
son of Georgia, Mr. Wotcott, Mr. Mort, 
and Mr. CUNNINGHAM were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at 
the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in 
which it requested the coricurrence of 
the Senate: 

H.R. 5453. A bill authorizing the « 
ance by the Secretary of the Interior ! 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., a railroad 
corporation, of certain perpetual easements 
near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson Countie 
Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge Park- 
way land of the Shenandoah National Park 
and 

H. R. 5518. A bill to 
the Judicial Code. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


to the 
al 


amend section 119 of 


The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

8.1795. An act to amend that portion of 
the act approved June 30, 1906 (34 Stat 
697, 750), authorizing the settlement. of 
accounts of deceased officers and enlisted 
men of the Army; 

H.R.86. An act to grant pensions to cer 
tain unremarried dependent widows of Civil 
War veterans who were married to the vet- 
erans subsequent to June 26, 1905; and 

H. R. 5386. An act to amend the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940, as amended 
to extend the time within which application 
may be made for reemployment, and fo! 
other purposes 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were each read 
twice by their titles and referred, 4s 
indicated: 

H. R. 54538. A bill authorizing the convey- 
ance by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., a railroad 
corporation, of certain perpetual easements 
near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson Counties, 
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Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge Park- 
way land of the Shenandoah National Park; 
to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys 

H.R. 5518. A bill to amend section 119 of 
the Judicial Code; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 


ADDITIONAL REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

The following additional report of a 
committee was submitted: 

By Mr. HATCH. from the 
Public Lands and Surveys: 

H.R. 5453. A bill authorizing the convey- 

nee by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., a railroad 
corporation, of certain perpetual easements 
near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson Counties, 
Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge Park- 
way land of the Shenandoah National Park; 
without amendment 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senaie proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFEP REL 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAL 
in the chair) laid before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations of 
postmasters, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 
Finance: 

Sundry officers for appointment and pro- 
motion in the Regular Corps of the United 
States Public Health Service. 

By Mr. McCKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters; and 

Rachel Elgiva McCracken, to be postmaster 
at Galt, Mo., in place of D. S. Vencill, trans- 
ferred (adversely reported). 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nominations on the 
calendar. 

THE ARMY—NOMINATIONS PASSED OVER 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army, which 
nominations had previously been passed 
over. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
in the Army be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations will be passed 
over. 


Committee on 


reports of 


POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to 
read sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the postmaster 
nominations be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the President be 
notified forthwith of all nominations 
confirmed today. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection, the President will be noti- 
fied forthwith. 


RECESS TO MONDAY 


Mr. HILL. In conformity with the 
previous order of the Senate, I move that 
the Senate now stand in recess until 12 
o’clock ncon on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 
o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.), under 
the ordér previously entered, the Senate 
took a recess until Monday, December 4, 
1944, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate December 1 (legislative day of No- 
vember 21), 1944: 

POSTMASTERS 

The following-named persons to be post- 
masters: 

ALABAMA 

Homer J. Ward, Titus, Ala. 
Presidential July 1, 1944. 

ARKANSAS 

E‘mer Freas Crutchfield, Batesville, 
in place of V. J. Butler, transferred. 

Sara M. Higginbottom Wickes, Ark. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 

Simon O. Norris, Williford, Ark., in place of 
S. O. Norris. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 23, 1942. 

CALIFORNIA 

Catherine V. Andrews, Los Nietos, Calif., in 
place of A. J. Frutchey, resigned. 

Charles K. James, Robbins, Calif., in place 
of J. E. James, resigned. 

Perry M. Hawkins, Tionesta, Calif. 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 

COLORADO 

Floyd L. Templeton, Derby, Colo. 

became Presidential July 1, 1943. 


CONNECTICUT 


James M. Abbott, Gales Ferry, Conn. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 

Marion B. Foster, South Glastonbury, 
Conn., in place of Willis Hodge, retired. 


ILLINOIS 


Emma L. Marinko, Alhambra, 
became Presidential July 1, 1943. 

Clarence J. Hendron, Clifton, Ill., in place 
of W. M. Donovan, deceased. 

William Herman Truebe, Pocahontas, IIl., 
in place of G. G. Gillespie, resigned. 
Carroll E. Taylor, Shipman, Iil. 

came Presidential July 1, 1944. 
INDIANA 
Wanda R. Barnett, Michigantown, 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1943. 


Vern Hahn, Wakarusa, Ind., in place of H. 
W. Doering, transferred. 


Office became 


Ark., 


Office 


Office 


Office 


Office 


Til. Office 


Office be- 


Ind. 


IOWA 
James R. Horton, Conesville, Iowa. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 


KANSAS 


Albert L. Ruggels, Beverly, Kans., in place 
of A. F. Cassell, resigned. 

Edwin H. Huerter, Goff, Kans., in place of 
R. T. Ingalls, resigned. 

Marie A. Donart, Princeton, Kans., in place 
of Esther Wetterau, retired. 


MAINE 


Wendall M. Lewis, Boothbay, Maine. 
fice became Presidential July 1, 1944. 

Ethel Pinkham, East Holden, Maine. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 

Harold M. Smith, Hollis Center, Maine. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1943. 

Laurence H. Hern, North Windham, Maine. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1944. 


Office 


Of- 


Office 
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Paul J. Cody, Poland Spring, Maine, in place 
of P. J. Ccdy. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 18, 1941. 

Ralph L. Harrington, Steep Falls, Maine 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1944. 


MISSISSIPPI 
Norma B. Johnston, Enid, Miss., in place of 
A. B. Johnston, deceased. 
MISSOURI 


Paul Harrison Burns, Gobler, 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 

Paul M. Blanchard, Warsaw, Mo., in place of 
M. N. White, resigned. 


Mo. Office 


NEBRASKA 
Frances L. Mooberry, Dorchester, Nebr., in 
place of Russell Mooberry, retired. 
John A. Graf, Talmage, Nebr., in place of 
J.D. Juilfs, deceased. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Miriam C. Emerson, Contoocock, N 
place of J. W. Hazeltine, retired. 
NORTH CAROLINA 
Roland A. Brooks, Midiand, N. C. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1942. 
OHIO 
Edna Waid Kindle, Houston, Ohio. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 
Frank J. Papa, Hubbard, Ohio, in place of 
J. J. Boyle, resignec. 
OKLAHOMA 
Charles D. Trippett, Haskell, Okla 
of F. R. Clement, transferred. 
PENNSYI VANIA 


Laurence A. Gossman, North Girard, Pa., in 
place of J. W. Hatch, retired. 


H., in 


Office 


, in place 


TENNESSEE 


Paul E. Sams, Erwin, Tenn., in place 
W. W. Ryburn, transferred. 


VERMONT 
Frank A. Curran, Newport, Vt., in place 
R. P. Skinner, deceased. 
Oney B. Lafont, Wolcott, Vt. 
Presidential July 1, 1944. 


WISCONSIN 


Jules G. Pierre, Brussels, Wis. 
came Presidential July 1, 1944. 

George V. Carolan, Glenbeulah, Wis. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 


of 


Office became 


Office be- 


Office 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate December 1 (legislative day 
of November 21), 1944: 


POSTMASTERS 
KENTUCKY 


Jesse B. Pope, Brooksville. 
Bertha D. Vincent, Brownsville. 
Louisiana G. Palmer, Ekron. 
John T. Powell, Grahn. 
William G. Kelly, Maceo. 
Donoran Rogers, Mackville. 
Myrtle B. Withers, Muldraugh. 
Cornelia L. Snyder, Pewee Valley. 
_ Oleva C. Bailey, Rineyville. 
Maude H. Brown, Stanley. 
Arley O. Perkins, Woodbine. 


MAINE 

Florence E. Nunan, Cape Porpoise. 
Pearl S. Robinson, Chebeague Island. 
Joseph M. Tanguay, Greene. 
Margaret F. Hanson, Lee. 


MONTANA 
Oscar L. Henry, Belfry. 


NEBRASKA 


Ora E. Swartz, Byron. 
Violet P. Adams, Daykin. 
Lissa L. Fanders, Diller. 
Leo R. Conroy, Eddyville. 
Marie Nielsen, Elba. 
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Stanley R. Wheeler, Giltner. 

Faye Morrissey, Grafton. 

Edwin F. Winter, Hoskins. 

James M. McMahan, Inman. 

Jens W. Jensen, Litchfield. 

Harold L. Shepherd, Madrid. 

Ruth L. Reinhart, McCool Junction. 
Leroy Buell Gorthey, Murdock. 
Mamie R. Hale, Naponee. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


Roy H. Tyson, Alderson. 

William A. Raffensperger, Arendtsville, 
Joseph D. McNelis, Beaver Brook. 
Howard C. Philson, Berlin. 
Mildred G. Cooper, Brownstown. 
Clarence T. Johnston, Buck Run, 
Samuel J. Bondi, Canonsburg. 
George A. Crawford, Centre Hall. 
Mary R. Guldner, Delano. 

Lewis S. Helmick, Ernest. 

Gladys M. Glass, Fallentimber. 
Edward K. Lennon, Feasterville. 
Frederick E. Riegner, Garrett Hill. 
Lawrence C. Nees, Geistown. 
Anna T. Connor, Glen Olden. 

J. Ralph Mingle, Mifflintown. 


TEN NESSEE 


Alleen W. Stansberry, Boyds Creek. 
Leona F. McKinley, Buffalo Valley. 
William H. Fox, Graysville. 

Bessie H. Parrish, Hermitage. 
Doris P. Lyell, Lyles. 

Bernice Cress, Martel. 

Finis E. Sims, Medina. 

Glenn L. Garrison, Niota. 

Roger Q. Williams, Norris. 
Carney B. Thweatt, Orlinda. 
William H. Higginbotham, Riceville. 
James Arthur Medlin, Sardis. 
Alfred H. Gill, Silver Point. 
Thomas R. Grayson, Trade. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Fray, DECEMBER 1, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and | 


was called to order by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Thou who didst come to earth to be 


our example, lead us to walk e: ch day in | 


contemplation of a better world. Amid 
the shocks and distractions »f the crowds, 
open our eyes to the invisible that the 
Divine Spirit may have a greater part in 
our lives. In the mystic ministry of the 
Upper Chamber exalt us in Thy con- 
verting power, and, with pitying hearts, 
we beseech Thee to help us to cause the 
dreary and the waste places of earth to 
blossom as the rose. 

Thou who art Alpha and Omega, the 
first and the last, we pray for Thy blessed 
peace to rest on our minds and spirits 
that the heat of labor may be the ar- 
dor of intense devotion to duty. If in- 
jury or regret come, Thou wilt suppress 
and adapt them to our need—‘“Our help 
cometh from the Lord,” and Thy hu- 
manity is more than any name we can 
put upon it. Do Thou subdue unruly 
passions where they exist, build up fidel- 
ity in those who are unfaithful, and give 
grace to those who know the way. Al- 
mighty God, the night is far spent, the 
day is at hand; let us therefore cast off 
the works of darkness and put on the 
whole armor of light. Let us walk hon- 
estly as in the day, not in strife nor in 
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envying; O guide us with Thy counsel 
and afterward receive us into glory. 
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the amend- 
ment of the House to a bill of the Senate 
of the following title: 

S.1795. An act to amend that portion of 
the act approved June 30, 1906 (34 Stat. 697, 
750), authorizing the settlement of accounts 
of deceased officers and enlisted men of the 
Army. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 1827) entitled 
“An act for the relief of Oliver N. 
Knight”; requests a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
ELLENDER, Mr. STEWART, and Mr. RoOBERT- 
SON to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 2105) entitled 
“An act to amend and supplement the 
Federal-Aid Road Act, approved July 11, 
1916, as amended and supplemented, to 
authorize appropriations for the post- 
war construction of highways and 
bridges, to eliminate hazards at railroad- 
grade crossings, to provide for the imme- 
diate preparation of plans, and for other 
purposes’; requests a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
McKE.tiar, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. BarLey, Mr. 
REED, and Mr. Lancer to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 4485. An act authorizing 
struction of certain public works 
and harbors for flood control, 
purposes. 


the con- 
on rivers 
and for other 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing; requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. OverTON, Mr. BaILtey, Mrs. Caraway, 
Mr. CrarK of Missouri, Mr. Briso, Mr. 
Jounson of California, Mr. VANDENBERG, 
Mr. Brewster, and Mr. Burton to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate, 


SOCIAL SECURITY TAX 


Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have until midnight tonight 
to file a report on the bill H. R. 5564 and 
that those who desire to file a minority 
report may have the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 


| mountain 
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marks and include therein an excellent 
address which I heard Hon. James Farley 
deliver to the Alabama State Chamber of 
Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Al 
bama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include there- 
with a clipping from the Lexington Ga- 
zette, concerning Rockbridge County, Va 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 


SHEN ANDOAH NATIONAL PARK 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5453) 
thorizing the conveyance by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to the Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railway Co., a railroad corpo- 
ration, of certain perpetual easements 
near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson Coun 
ties, Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge 
Parkway land of the Shenandoah Na- 
tional Park. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia |[Mr. ROBERTSON |? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mi 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
understand this is approved by the De- 
partment of the Interior, as well as hav- 
ing a unanimous report from the gentle- 
man’s committee 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That correct. 
I mentioned the matter to distin- 
guished majority leader, to the distin- 
guished minority leader, and I asked the 
chairman of the committee to clear it 
with his committee. He telephoned me 
this morning that it was all right to ask 
for consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman briefly explain the bill? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. In order to move 
war freight from the Midwest to the 
Hampton Roads, it was necessary for the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway to build a 
new tunnel under the Blue Ridge Moun- 
tains. The Department of the Interior 
granted temporary permission to build 
that tunnel. It has been built and 
freight is moving, but the Department of 
the Interior did not have the right to 
grant a permanent easement, because it 
was the Shenandoah National Park that 
was involved. 

The tunnel goes so far under th 
that nobody in the park 
| knows the trains are going under there. 
| The tunnel has already been built as a 
| war measure, and the freight is going 
| through. This simply confirms the ac- 
| tion of the Department of the Interior 

in permitting the tunnel to be built as 

| a war measure. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
| right to object, the Chesapeake & Ohio 
| Railway is a very efficient railroad and 
| is well operated, is it not, and has been 
| doing great service during the war? 


au- 


tne 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I would say next 
to the Norfolk & Western, the best in 
the United States. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


objection? 


Be it enacted, etc., 
the Interior be 


That the Secretary of 
and he is hereby, authorized 
to grant and convey to the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railway Co., a corporation organized 
and existing under and by virtue of the laws 
of the State of Virginia successors or 
\ssigns, perpetual easements across and under 
two parcels of land located near Afton, in 
Augusta and Nelson Counties, Va., more 
particularly described as follows: 

Parcel No, 1, now 
by the United States 
son County, Va.: 

Beginning at a point twenty-five feet 
southwesterly and radially from the located 
center line of a proposed main track and tun- 
nel on the mountain subdivision of the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., also be- 
ing in property line dividing the lands of 
the United States of America used for Blue 
Ridge Parkway and the Swannanoa Develop- 
ment Corporation which bears north eighty- 
seven degrees sixteen minutes east through 
proposed center line of main track at station 
1197+ 09.72 which is on a three degree fifteen 
minute curve (the tangent of this curve pro- 
duced intersects said property line at a point 
ninety-six and six-tenths feet south thirty- 
four degrees forty-four minutes east from the 
point of tangent of curve and at a point one 
hundred and seventy-seven and three one- 
hundredths feet south eighty-seven degrees 
sixteen minutes west measured along prop- 
erty line from corner numbered 5 and one 
hundred and twenty-four and eighty one- 
hundredths feet north eighty-seven degrees 
sixteen minutes east measured along property 
line from monument numbered 4); thence 
north eighty-seven degrees sixteen minutes 
east on property line and across proposed 
center line of main track fifty-nine and 
eight-tenths feet, more or less, to a point 
twenty-five feet northeasterly and radially 
from proposed center line of main track; 
thence southeasterly parallel with and 
twenty-five feet from proposed center line of 
main track which is on a three degree fifteen 
minute curve to the left sixty-eight and five- 
tenths feet, more or less, to a point in prop- 
erty line dividing the lands of the United 
States of America used for Blue Ridge Park- 
way and the Commonwealth of Virginia used 
for United States Route Numbered 250 which 
bears south sixty-seven degrees forty-eight 
minutes west through proposed center line 
at station 11964-30.97 which is thirty and 
thirteen one-hundredths feet south sixty- 
seven degrees forty-eight minutes west from 
northeast end of course and one hundred and 
twenty-two and twenty-one one-hundredths 
feet north sixty-seven degrees forty-eight 
minutes east from southwest end of course; 
thence south sixty-seven degrees forty-eight 
minutes west on property line and across pro- 
posed center line fifty-two and five-tenths 
feet, more or less, to a point twenty-five feet 
southwesterly and radially from proposed 
center line of main track; thence north- 
westerly parallel with and twenty-five feet 
from proposed center line of main track 
which is on a three degree fifteen minute 
curve to the right eighty-nine and no tenths 
feet, more or less, to point of beginning; and 
containing nine one-hundredths acre, more 
or less. 

Parcel No. 2, now owned in fee simple by 
the United States of America in Augusta 
County, Va.: 

Beginning at a point twenty-five feet 
northeasterly at right angles from the located 
center line of a proposed main track and 
tunnel on the Mountain Subdivision of the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., also being 


its 


owned in fee simple 


cf America in Nel- 
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in property line dividing the lands of the 
United States of America used for Blue Ridge 
Parkway and the Commonwealth of Virginia 
used for United States Route No. 250, which 
bears north three degrees sixteen minutes 
west through proposed center line of main 
track at station 1211+ 23.87; thence south 
thirty-four degrees forty-four minutes east 
parallel with and twenty-five feet from pro- 
posed center line of main track and tunnel 
across Skyline Drive six hundred and eighty- 
five and seventy-six one-hundredths feet to 
a point jn property line dividing the lands of 
the United States of America used for Blue 
Ridge Parkway and the Swannanoa Develop- 
ment Corporation, which bears south one de- 
gree forty-two minutes thirty seconds east 
threugh proposed center line of main track 
at station 1204+4-40.5 which is one hundred 
and eighty-seven and twenty one-hundredths 
feet south one degree forty-two minutes 
thirty seconds east measured along property 
line from iron pin corner No. 20 and seventy- 
one and forty one-hundredths feet north 
one degree forty-two minutes thirty seconds 
west measured along property line from cor- 
ner No. 1; thence south one degree forty-two 
minutes thirty seconds east on property line 
and across center line ninety-one and sev- 
enty-four one-hundredths feet to a point 
twenty-five feet southwesterly at right angles 
from proposed center line of main track; 
thence north thirty-four degrees forty-four 
minutes west parallel with and twenty-five 
feet from proposed center line of main track 
and tunnel six hundred and eighty and 
ninety-eight one-hundredths feet to a point 
in first above-described property iine; thence 
north three degrees sixteen minutes west on 
property line ninety-five and seventy-eight 
one-hundredths feet to point of beginning; 
and containing seventy-eight one-hundredths 
acre, more or less. 

The said easements are to be used for loca- 
tion of a railroad tunnel under the said Blue 
Ridge Parkway property near Afton, Va., and 
shall be conveyed subject to such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary of the Interior 
may deem advisable. 

No part of the said easements shall be used 
for any other than railroad purposes, and in 
the event of any breach of this restriction, or 
in the event any part of said easement ceases 
to be used for railroad purposes, the entire 
interest herein authorized to be granted shall 
forthwith revert to the United States of 
America. 

The United States of America shall have 
the right to use the said property in any way 
or manner not inconsistent with or conflict- 
ing with the use of the easements for rail- 
road purposes as authorized herein to be 
granted to said the Chesapeake & Ohio Rail- 
way Co. 

The Secretary of the Interior shall cause 
an appraisal to be made of the value of the 
said easements, including the resulting dam- 
age, if any, to the residue of the land, which 
said appraisal, after approval by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, shall be paid in cash by 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co. as the 
consideration for the conveyance of said 
easements to it by the United States of 
America. 


he bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorD and include an arti- 
cle appearing in the American Weekly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 








DECEMBER 1 


INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION 


Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, today I 
have introduced for the purpose of the 
record a bill providing for an Indian 
Claims Commission. I introduced a 
bill sometime ago and I have spent sev- 
eral weeks going over the legal opinions, 
consulting the cases already decided by 
the Supreme Court, and I think now we 
have a bill which, if passed, will elimi- 
nate all the trouble we have had with 
Indian claims during the last 100 years. 

Under the _rovisions of this bill, no 
more authorization bills will be necessary 
in this Congress. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs has been busy, since I have 
been here for 10 years, considering au- 
thorization bills permitting the Indians 
to present their cases to the Court of 
Claims. This bill provides a short cut. 
This was promised by the Democratic 
Party and the Republican Party, but it 
has not been enacted into law. If you 
will refer to this bill I think you will dis- 
cover that it covers the whole subject. 
It is a short cut for all the trouble and 
difficulty we have had during the past 
years. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota has expired. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp, 
and include therein an editorial from 
the Daily Tribune of Royal Oak, Mich., 
on the freezing of social-security taxes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Bennett of Missouri asked and 
was granted permission to extend his 
own remarks in the Rrecorp.) 

Mr. HOLMES of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the Recorp an address by Mr. 
Goodrich W. Lineweaver, Assistant to 
the Commissioner, Bureau of Reclama- 
tion, before the Washington State Rec- 
lamation Association at Yakima, Wash., 
on December 9, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 

SIXTH WAR BOND SALES, MURRAY CITY, 
OHIO 


Mr. BREHM. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to address the House for 1 minute. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, according 
to a Treasury report, Ripon, Wis., com- 
pleted their Sixth War bond sales in 2 
hours and exceeded their quota by 30 
percent. 

Delano, Calif., completed theirs by 3 
p. m. on the opening day of November 
20. 
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These achievements are not to be de- 
nied. However, Murray City, Ohio, a 
small coal-mining village in my home 
county of Hocking, outstripped both 
these early birds and exceeded its quota 
by 60 percent 3 days before the opening 
drive started, thus becoming the first 
town in the Nation to go over the top. 

I am proud to represent these patri- 
otic Americans, 

COTTON AND OTHER PROBLEMS 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, and to extend my remarks 
by including a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Crawrorp addressed the House. 
Tis remarks appear in the Appendix.] 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include there- 
in a letter I received from Stamford, 
Conn. 

Also, on behalf of my colleague the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Dick- 
STEIN] and at his request I ask that there 
be inserted in the Rrecorp for him a state- 
ment relative to Mr. Noel Coward and a 
letter from Miss Catherine T. Cook, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
an? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein an editorial from the El Paso 
Herald-Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 


ALEX WYLIE AND ESTATE OF JAMES 
EVANS 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 4366) for 
the relief of Alex Wylie, and the estate 
of James Evans, with a Senate amend- 
ment and concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and 
the Senate amendment as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$600” and insert 
“$1,000.” 

The Senate amendment was agreed to, 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

SIGFRIED OLSEN 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2825) for 
the relief of Sigfried Olsen, doing busi- 
ness as Sigfried Olsen Shipping Co., 
with a Senate amendment, disagree to 
the Senate amendment and request a 
conference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and 
the Senate amendment as follows: 

Strike out al after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

“That jurisdiction is hereby conferred 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, deter- 











and render judgem s 
as s U ed State 
Going business as Sigfr 
Co., his heirs or assigns, - 
ti ior 1 cash los CSsi il- 
curred by him in the operation of two ves- 
seis to South America and return in the 
fall of 1941 in compliance with specific di- 
rections of the United States Maritime Com- 
mission, carrying in the interest of 1 l 
defense cargoes specified and at rates desig- 


nated by the 
return. 


Commission, outbound and 

“Sec. 2. Suits upon such claims may be in- 
stituted at any time within 1 year after the 
date of the enactment of this act, notwith- 
standing the lapse of time or any statute 
of limitation. Proceedings for the deter- 
mination of such claims, and appeals from, 
and payment of, any judgment thereon shall 
be in the same manner as in the case of 
claims over which the Court of Claims hes 
jurisdiction under section 145 of the Judi- 
cial Code, as amended.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. MCGEHEE, MURPHY, 
and PITTENGER. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication, which was 
read by the Clerk: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Nove 
Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C 

Dear Mr. SpeaKzr: I beg leave to inform 
you that I have this day transmitted to the 
Governor of Virginia my resignation as a 
Representative in the Congress of the United 
States from the Third District of Virginia 
to become effective as soon as my successor 
can be elected. 

Yours sincerely, 
Dave E. SATTERFIELD, Jr 


INCREASE IN CAPITAL STOCK OF SMALL- 
R WAR PLANTS CORPORATION 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 661 and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon 
adoption of this resolution it shall be in order 
to move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
(S. 2004) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to mobilize the productive facilities of small 
business in the interests of successful prose- 
cution of the war, and for other purposes 
approved June 11, 1942; that after general 
debate, which shall be confined to the bill 
and shall be continued not to exceed 1 how 
to be equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and the ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
the bill shall be read for amendment uncer 
the 5-minute rule. At the conclusion of the 
reading of the bill for amendments, the Com- 
mittee shall rise and report the same t 
House with such 
been adopted and the 
be considered as ordered on the bill ar 
amendments thereto to final passage with- 
out intervening motion, except one motion 
to recommit. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I make a 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 
The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present, 





mber 28, 1944 


the 


le to the 
amendments as may 


previous question sl l 
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Mr. McCORMACK. 


Mr. Speaker, I 


move a call of the House 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to their 


names: 


Roll No. 119 
Ander Calif. Grent, Ind Myers 
Baldwin, Md Griffiths Norton 
Baldwin, N.Y. Hal O'Brien, Il. 
Barn I nard W oO 
Bland Halleck P n 
Bonner Hancock 
Boykin Hirness, Ind Peterson, Ga 
Bradley, Mich. Hartley Pfeifer 
Brooks Hays Ph n 
Brown, Ohio Hébert Pracht 
Brumbaugh Heffernan C. Prederick 
Buckley Heidinger Price 
Bullwinkle Hendricks Reece, Tenn 
Burch, Va Herter Rizley 
Burchill, N. ¥. Hinshaw Rogers, Mass, 
Burgin Holifield Rolph 
Busbey Holmes, Mass Rooney 
Byrne Jackson Rowe 
Cannon, Fla. Judd Satterfield 


Cannon, Mo, Kee Scanion 
Capozzoli Kennedy Ss 
Carson, Ohio Kilburn Shafer 


Celler Kildey Sheridan 
Chenoweth King Short 
Clevenger Kinzer Simpson, Pa 
Coffee Kirwan Smith, W. Va 
Costello Klebeig Snyder 
Curley Kletn Sparkman 

D’ Alesandro Lemke Stefan 
Davis Lewis Thomas, N. J 
Delaney Luce Tolan 

Dewey Lynch Treadway 
Dickstein Mc( i Troutman 
Dies McGregor Ward 
Douglas McLean Wasielewski 
Ellisan, Md Maas Weaver 
Elston, Ohio 1 Weichel, Ohio 





Fay Weiss 

Fellows Wene 

Fenton Whelchel, Ga 
Fitzpatrick White 

Forand Ww 

Ford Ww n 
FPulmer Winstead 

Pur x Wolverton, N. J 
Ge ig 





The SPEAKER. Two hu 
ninety-three Membe1 
their names, a quorum 

By unanimous consent, 
ceedings under the call 
with. 


ndr¢ 


S Nave answered to 


further p! 


were aispenseda 


EXTENSION OF REMARES 
Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unar 
mous consent to extend my own remark 
in the Recorp on two subjects, in one to 
include an article from the Washington 
Post and in the other an address < 
Wendell Willkie. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

ry 


There was no objection. 
INCREASE IN CAPITAL STOCK OF SMALLER 
WAR PLANTS CORPORATION 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr. SaBaTH] is recognized. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I |! 
asked for the imm { 
of the resolution wl 
der 
increase in the capita 
Smaller War Plants Corporation 
sure the membership I not respon- 
sible for this quorum call that bri 
them here, but I shall now p! d with 
‘an explanation of this rule and why it 


should be adopted. 


1 
the bill S. 2004, to provide 
4 


— 


Mr. Speaker, the bill, S. 2004, proposes 
to amend the Smaller War Plants Act. 


The rule is an open one and provides for 
1 hour general debate, after which the 
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bill will be considered under the 5- | 
minute rule for amendment. 
I presume most of the Members are 
familiar with the legislation which pre- 
ceded the enactment of the Smaller War 
Plants Act. In 1932 Congress enacted 
the basic Reconstruction Finance Act to 
provide aid and emergency financing for 
business, agriculture, commerce, and for 
other purposes, generally, after a pre- 
vious bill on the subject passed by Con- 
gress had unfortunately been vetoed by 
President Hoover on the grounds that 
the powers contained in the bill with re- | 
spect to aid to municipalities were too 
great and his insistence that it be 
amended so that loans to municipalities 
should be only for self-liquidating proj- 
ects. 
basic 


act and the functioning of the 


Reconstruction Finance Corporation was | 


well under way, it was found that the 


administration of the provisions of the 
act were principally in the interest of | 


the banks, insurance companies, and 
railroads—not that I objected to extend- 
ing assistance to them—but the small 
businessmen for whom we intended this 
helpful legislation, when I introduced 
bills in 1930 and 1931 for their relief, were 
not the beneficiaries of the help as pro- | 
posed and intended by Congress. 


Subsequently we passed an act giving 


the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
broader powers in the hope that the 
small businessmen would be aided and 
extended the benefit of loans as provided | 
under the provisions of the act. We also 
amended the Federal Reserve Act to au- 
thorize the Federal Reserve Board to 
make certain loans, but unfortunately | 
again the little fellows who were not in 
position to employ able lawyers or en- 
gage the services of Washington repre- 
sentatives were unable to derive the aid | 
that we intended they should have. In | 
the face of this situation certain condi- 
tions developed a few years ago, and it 
became necessary, and the Congress felt, 
that we should have a separate organiza- 
tion to help the small businessmen. 

Mr. REED of New York. Will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. REED of New York. All of us have | 
many small corporations in our districts 
that we would like to see get contracts. I 
have read this report, but I fail to find 
where it has been set forth just what has 
been done for them, and I am wondering 
if that has been covered fully in the | 
printed hearings. 

Mr. SABATH. I am not a member of 
that committee, but evidence was pre- 
sented before the Rules Committee as to 
the aid and assistance that have been | 
given to small business, the number of | 
loans that have been made, and the good 
that has been accomplished in the inter- 
est of small business. 

Mr. SPENCE. Will 
yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield to the chairman 
of the Banking and Currency Committee 
{Mr. SPENCE]. , 

Mr. SPENCE. The hearings 
been printed and are available. 

Mr. REED of New York. And cover 
this point? 


the gentleman 


have 


Shortly after the passage of the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Mr. SABATH. Yes; they cover that 
point. 

Mr. REED of New York. 
gentleman. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I am 
very glad the gentleman interposed that 
question. Originally 
think, $150,000,000 for this purpose and 
of that $150,000,000 there are now avail- 
able only about $19,000,000. The de- 
mands on the corporation are tremen- 


I thank the 


dous ané@ the officials of the Smaller War | 


Plants Corporation feel if they are to do 
what the Congress intended they must 
have an additional allocation. 
Therefore the original act has been 
amenced by Senate bill 2004 by increas- 
ing the amount from $150,000,000 to 
$350,000,000, which means an increase of 
$200,000,000, which the gentlemen in 
charge believe will be sufficient. The 
Committee on Rules had appear before 
it the chairman and some of the other 
members of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and were informed that 
the committee made a unanimous report 
on the bill. Consequently the Commit- 


tee on Rules, desiring to aid and expedite | 


legislation of this character, 
mously reported this rule. 
SMALL BUSINESS NEEDS ASSISTANCE 


I am naturally in favor of this legis- 
lation which will aid small business, 
which needs some aid and help. I do 
not want to charge the Reconstruction 


unani- 


Finance Corporation with negligence, or | 


that they have not cooperated, but un- 
fortunately they have given more con- 
sideration to the applications for larger 
loans, and perhaps did not really have 
the time to give consideration to the 


applications of the small businessmen, | who, today, are barely able to subsist be- 


| cause of the disparagement between their 


because I am told that invariably when 
an application for a small loan for five, 
ten, or twenty-five thousand dollars was 
made, it would take a great deal of time 
before action was had and in many in- 
stances delays in consideration and so 
much time was consumed in complying 
with technical requirements that some 
small businessmen were obliged to sus- 
pend operations or go out of business. 
Mr. Speaker, of course, I am interested 
not only in small business, but also in 
big business. Big business does not need 
our aid, because only yesterday I read 
a report showing the tremendous prof- 
its, the tremendous surpluses, and the 
tremendous reserves and cash on hand 


corporations have. 

So in view of the fact that the small 
businessmen do not have the reserves 
which they need so badly, we should aid 
them financially to continue to serve the 
Government in war production. I there- 
fore feél that this legislation should pass. 

AID FOR THE WHITE-COLLAR WORKERS 


Mr. Speaker, in this connection may I 
ask the indulgence of the House in call- 
ing attention to a matter which is of 
great importance and, perhaps, of greater 
importance, and that is that aid should 
be extended to the underpaid white- 
collar group. Not only are the small 
businessmen in need of assistance, not- 
withstanding the great prosperity that 
this country presently enjoys, but we still 
have at this time approximately 22,000,- 


| a week. 


we allocated, I | 


| of industrial 
the large companies, institutions, and | 
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000 working people who are earning less 
than $1,300 a year, or $25 a week, with 
one-half of that number earning less 
than $1,200, ranging from $17.50 to $20 
I feel that something should be 
done for them; it is absolutely necessary. 
I have frequently called attention to the 
appropriations made for agriculture. I 
merely have done so in order to call the 
farmers’ attention to what this Congress 
and administration have been doing in 
their interest and to their benefit, not 
with any intention, of course, of oppos- 
ing legislation that may be beneficial to 
them, for I feel if the farmer is pros- 
perous the entire country is benefited 
and is also prosperous. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, due to 
various conditions, the cost of living, es- 
pecially the cost of food, has so tremen- 
dously increased that these white-col- 
lared working people cannot exist on the 
amcunt that they are earning. In the 
past 2 years I have taken the floor many 
times and have called attention to their 
plight. I have been most concerned as 
to their welfare and, with my continuing 
interest in them, I addressed a letter re- 


| cently to the Chairman of the War Labor 


Board as to the need of granting aid to 
these underpaid workers who, unfortu- 
nately, are not organized and who have 
very f-w people to speal. for them. Un- 
der the permission granted me, I insert 
the letter to which I have referred, as 
follows: 
Curcaco, Itu., November 24, 1944. 


| The Honorable WiLL1aAM H. Davis, 


War Labor Board, Washington, D.C. 
Dear Mr. Davis: I cannot stress too strong- 
ly the immediate necessity of coming to the 
aid of the 22,000,000 white collar workers 


salary level and the greatly increased cost 
of living. More than half of these chain 
store employees, mail order clerks, bank 
clerks, office workers, typists, bookkeepers, 
and stenographers are being paid less than 
$1,200 per year and, because of the War La- 
bor Board’s policy of freezing wages on the 
basis of Bureau of Labor statistical studies 
made in the early months of 1943, are held 
rigidly within a salary bracket frozen vo pre- 
war standards. 

With the cost of living increased between 
30 and 40 percent over 1940 levels, it is ob- 


| vious that the wages of white collar workers, 


which have increased at the very most only 
15 percent, cannot provide those workers 
with iiving standards comparable to those 
workers. Organized labor, 
through its unions, has been able to obtain a 
fair adjustment of wage scales and the in- 


| dustrial worker’s income is consonant with 


the present cost of living. But the unorgan- 
ized white collar worker, on his restricted 


| wage level, cannot cope with the telescopic 


rise in the price of foodstuffs and other es- 
sentials. All vegetables and fruits, milk, 


| butter, eggs, meats, and flour have increased 


60 percent. Cotton and cloth goods have also 
increased considerably. The white collar 
worker, therefore, is hard put to provide him- 
self and his family with even the barest ne- 
cessities. 

Although I am against inflation, I can- 
not countenance starvation wages. If the 
War Labor Board refuses or neglects to give 
fair consideration to the desperate problem 
of the white collar worker Congress will be 
obliged to take action, either by providing 
that white collar workers be exempted from 
the Wage Stabilization Act or by the pas- 


sage of special legislation setting up reason- 
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able maximum and minimum rates. But it 
appears to me that the War Labor Board, 
under its present powers, can make im- 
mediate adjustment of this unfair situation 
and give quick and effective relief. If the 
wages of industrial workers can be adjusted 

the increased cost of living, there is no 
reason why the same cannot be done for 
he white collar worker whose classification 
during the past campaign as the “Forgotten 
fan” comes terribly close to being the un- 
varnished truth. 

Very truly yours, 





A. J. EaBaTuH. 


Mr. Speaker, I hope that in the near 
future something will be done for these 
underpaid workers; that the outstand- 
ing and influential Members of this body 
on both sides will take it upon them- 
selves to help devise a method for relief 
that justice demands for them so that 
they will not be in want or suffer because 
of the high cost of living. 

I had intended to make other observa- 
tions today, but feeling that the Chair- 
man of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency is anxious to proceed and fully 
explain the provisions of the pending 
bill and, as I understand there is no op- 
position to the rule or the bill, I shall 
take no further time now and yield the 
usual 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Fisu]? 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, there was no opposition 
in the Committee on Rules to the con- 
sideration of this bill. It is brought 
before you with a rule that permits 
amendments and 1 hour of general de- 
bate. The bill merely provides for the 
increase in the capital stock of the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation from 
$150,000,000 to $350,000,000, an increase 
of $200,000,000. 

I believe everybody in the House, Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike, are 
aware of the plight of the small busi- 
nessmanin America. Itis appalling and 
tragic. There are some 500,000 small 
businessmen who are fighting for their 
very existence under war conditions and 
against regimentation, red tape, ques- 
tionnaires, and the burden of taxation. 
Small business has been the backbone of 
free enterprise in America for 150 years. 
The small businessmen today are stag- 
gering under the heavy load of taxes, and 
are groggy from the restrictions placed 
upon them by the Government. Itisa 
question whether they can survive. If 
they do not survive, free enterprise will 
go out of the window in our own coun- 
try. Consequently, this is an important 
piece of legislation as it is aimed to help 
the small businessman obtain loans 
which the banks are afraid to risk. Ido 
not anticipate that $200,000,000 will solve 
or actually remedy the situation or save 
hundreds of thousands of small business- 
men who are still struggling to survive 
until the war is over. Nevertheless, the 
effort is right, fair, and just and it should 
have the unanimous support, as I believe 
it will have, of the Congress. 

The distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Rules raised another or 
companion issue to this bill, that is, 
What can Congress do and what will 
Congress do to help the white-collar 
workers and underpaid wage earners in 











this country? In the factories and in 
the stores probably 20,000,000 of them 
today are not receiving decent wages to 
provide for American standards of living. 
Those, I may say to the Congress, are 
the forgotten men and women of Amer- 
ica. They have no spokesmen or lobby- 
ists in Washington; they have no highly 
paid staff such as the big corporations 
have to look after their interests and 
provide them with a square deal and with 
social and industrial justice. ™~ am mak- 
ing an appeal today to the Members of 
the House, Republicans and Democrats, 
because I will not be a Member of this 
House very much longer; and if there 
is one legacy that I would like to leave 
to the Congress, it is this: That we have 
a duty in Congress to speak for these 
forgotten men and women, for these mil- 
lions of American wage earners who can- 
not protect themselves, who are under- 
paid, in our stores, offices, and factories, 
mostly in peacetime work, but some in 
war work, who are receiving under 75 
cents an hour. The law is that those 
employees receiving under 50 cents an 
hour, to get an increase in wage, do not 
have to go to the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board for a raise up to 50 cents. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. If the 
gentleman will permit me to say so, the 
law is that those receiving under 40 cents 
an hour do not have to go to the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

Mr. FISH. I believe it is now 50 cents 
en hour. Mr. Speaker, I have today put 
in a bill—just a few moments ago, to be 
exact—which increases that amount to 
75 cents an hour, or by 50 percent, which 
would mean a wace scale of $36 a week. 

It would mean, if this bill was enacted 
into law, that an employer of labor who 
wanted to reward the efficient and faith- 
ful labor of his employees who are un- 
derpaid, could raise their salaries to 75 
cents an hour without going to the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board. The gen- 
tleman from Minnesota |[Mr. ANDRESEN ] 
and I had a somewhat similar bill be- 
fore the Congress in the last session. It 
was defeated by a very small vote. I 
have since then continued to study the 
problem and have become more con- 
vinced than ever that this is only an act 
of simple justice to some 20,000,000 
Americans who are being underpaid, due 
to the high cost of living, which is in- 
creasing all the time, to the burden of 
taxation, and to the withdrawal of 20 
percent of their pay for taxes, with the 
result that these American wage-earners 
are actually receiving less today, in view 
of these conditions, than they were re- 
ceiving before the war began. Congress 
itself is somewhat to blame unless it 
should enact this law so that an employer 
of labor could, without all the red tape 
and delay, reward a faithful employee 
and increase his pay up to 75 cents an 
hour. It would not upset the Little Steel 
formula. It would not upset the prece- 
dents that have been established to keep 
down the higher wage scales, but would 
raise the lower wage scales to a decent 
standard of pay and to a decent stand- 
ard of living. 

Mr. SABATH. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 





Mr. Speaker, will the 






i 
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Mr. SABATH. In that connection I 
am very pleased and gratified that the 
gentleman has taken the position which 
he has. I wish to say that only last 
week I wrote a very strong letter to the 
Chairman of the War Manpower Com- 
mission, inquiring why he has not 
granted some of the applications for in- 
creases in wages for these poorly paid 
employees and pointed out to him that 
if he does not do so, I feel the Congress 
will act within a short space of time 





Mr. FISH. Of course, as I under- 
Stand it, their hands are tied. They 
cannot increase the pay more than 15 
percent. 

Mr. SABATH. Even that would help. 

Mr. FISH. As I understand it, those 


receiving under 50 cents an hour do not 
have to go to the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board to get an increase in wage. 
My colleague the gentleman from Min- 
nesota |[Mr. Aucust H. ANDRESEN] says it 
is 40 cents an hour but I thought it v 
50 cents an hour. 


Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 


wazge-hour law provides a minimum wage 
of 40 cents an hour. If they go above 
that they have to go before the War La- 
bor Board. However, just within the 
past week the War Labor Board an- 
nounced that they could raise it to 50 
cents without consulting the War Labor 


Board. 

fr. FISH. That is their regulation 
then? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Yes. 

Mr. FISH. It is their regulation, 
whether it is cailed law or not? That is 
what I understood it to be 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Yes. 


Mr. FISH. Then the regulation is 
that their pay can be raised up to 50 cents 
an hour, and that is what I think I said 

The bill which I introduced makes it 
possible to raise salaries up to 75 cents 
an hour, or $36 a week. Some Member in 
the other body, the Senator from Florida, 
I believe, has introduced a bill empower- 
ing employers of labor to raise the pay 
to 65 cents an hour. That it makes it 
possible. It is not man ry 
purely voluntary, according to my bil! 
to raise the pay 
$36 a week, to take care of these under- 
paid employees who have 
ing tax to deal with 
of living. 


to 75 cents an hour, or 


the 
and the higher c< 
It seems to me there ought to 
be a general agreement on legislation of 
this kind. I realize we are in the closin 
days of the session and we probably could 
not get legislation of pe passi 
fore adjournment. If I could offer it as 
an amendment to this bill, I certainly 
would do so and I believe it would be 
passed almost unanimou 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. M1 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN As I 
understand it, there is nothin 
bill to give any assistance to millions ol 
small retail businessmen in this country. 
This bill, as I understand, takes care of 
the small manufacturers. They are rela- 
tively a few thousand, when you com- 
pare them to the large number of retail 


that ty 
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businesses of the country. Does the gen- 
tleman have something in mind that 
might be done for the two or three mil- 
lion small retail businessmen in the 
United States who are in need of relief 
and are being rapidly liquidated? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New York |Mr. FIsH] has 
again expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
5 additional minutes. 

I believe this is one of the greatest is- 
sues before the Nation today. It amounts 
to the survival of the small American 
businessmen, the very backbone of free 
enterprise. They are in dire circum- 
stances. This is part of the post-war 
planning. Ido not think this bill is go- 
ing to begin to touch the real situation, 
as the gentleman mentioned. It is large- 
scale gesture of loaning a certain amount 
of money for temporary relief.to small 
manufacturers. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. COX. I wonder if the gentleman 
is prepared to agree with me that the 


conduct of the affairs of the Smaller War | 


Plants Corporation, under our former 
colleague, Mr. Maverick, has well earned 
public confidence, and that Mr. Maverick, 
in administering the corporation, has 
demonstrated that he is one of the most 
efficient administrative officers in the 
Government? 

Mr. FISH. Yes; I do. 
speak for myself in my dealings with it. 
I think he is an industrious public ser- 
vant. He is on the job all the time and 
is an able and sincere administrator. He 
has been handicapped by lack of funds. 
Of course, I hope that this appropriation 
will increase the efficiency of the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation, and be much 
more helpful to those small businessmen. 
But I do not want to give the impression 
to the gentleman from Georgia, or to any 
other Member, that this is a solution of 
the problem. This is temporary relief, 
but it dees not solve the greater issue of 
preserving the small businessmen from 
extinction. They are being regimented 
to death and they are virtually being 
taxed to death. Those are the bigger 
factors that affect them, and until some- 
thing is done far more potent than is 
this bill, we are going to have a great 
many more casualties among the small 
businessmen before this war is over. 

I did not have the figures, but someone 
gave me the startling figures just be- 
fore I spoke, that there had been 500,000 
casualties among small businessmen. I 
do not vouch for these figures. But Ido 
state without fear of contradiction that 
the casualties have not ended, and will 
continue as long as the war does. I am 
afraid we will find ourselves at the end 
of the war with small businessmen on 
the rocks and free enterprise out of the 
window. That is why the issue is so 
much greater than many of us at a 
casual glance at the bill would consider 
it to be. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr, AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Let me 
point out to the gentleman that the fig- 


I can only | 
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ures in the Department of Commerce | 


show that for the years 1940, 1941, 1942, 
and 1943, there were 2,000,000 people, or 
concerns, who went out of business, out 
of a total of 3,737,000. There were some, 


of course, that went into business, but | 


the gentleman will find that nearly two 
million business concerns have closed up 
during the war prosperity. 

Mr. FISH. I thank the gentleman for 
his contribution. 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. The De- 
partment of Commerce issues a publica- 


tion dealing with current business con- 


ditions. In this publication it reported 
that during the past two years, 1,073,000 
American small businesses employing 


four people or under have gone out of | 


business. 

Mr, FISH. One million? 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. 
lion seventy-three thousand. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New York has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. FiSH. 
self 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, the resolution I have just 
introduced provides merely for a simple 
act of justice to the white-collar class, 
the poorly or underpaid factory work- 
ers who have been discriminated against 
and have not had an economic square 
deal. 


If Congress wants to help these white- 


One mil- 


collar employees and those who work in 


grocery stores, chain stores, textile and 
garment factories, clerks, stenographers, 
school teachers, and so on, and permit 
faithful, industrious, and hard-working 
emloyees to secure a reasonable increase 
with the approval of their employers, 
then this resolution affords them the op- 
portunity. 

There are 20,000,000 American wage 
earners receiving less than 75 cents an 
hour, and most of them are in nonwar 
industries. These wage earners have not 
received any increase in pay to speak of, 
but have had their wages reduced 
through increased taxation and with- 
holding taxes, and the increased cost of 
living. Employers engaged in private 
business and not in war work are losing 
their employees, because they are unable 
to pay them the wages they want to and 
to which the employees are entitled. The 
only relief provided for under existing 
law is in cases where the pay is under 50 
cents an hour, which compensation can 
be increased up to that amount without 
the approval of the N. W. L. B., and this 
resolution would permit such increases, 
where conditions warranted and the em- 
ployers themselves agreed, up to an hour- 
ly rate of 75 cents for straight time. 
This would amount to $36 a week on the 
basis of a 48-hour week. 

Whereas, pursuant to the act of October 2, 
1942, which was designed to aid in stabilizing 
the cost of living, the President, in Executive 
Orders 9250 and 9328, conferred authority 
upon the National War Labor Board to cor- 
rect substandards of living; and 

Whereas substandard wages not only un- 
dermine the health and strength of the 
Nation but curtail production; and 


Mr. | 


Mr. Speaker, I yield my- | 
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Whereas Congress deems it desirable to 
| determine a rate below which wage rates shall 
be considered substandard: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate (the House Of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of the Congress that a straight-time hourly 
rate of 75 cents per hour is the minimum be- 
low which the National War Labor Board 
shall consider any wage rate substandard. 


I hope Members on both sides of the 
aisle will introduce similar legislation 
and adopt it to provide a square deal for 
these millions of underpaid wage earners 
who have no spokesman and no lobby in 
Washington, whose needs are cften over- 
looked because we are not aware of the 
conditions. This kind of resolution 
could not affect anybody because action 
under it is voluntary; it could do n> one 
aninjustice. It merely empowers the em- 
ployers to raise the salaries to 75 cents 
an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New York has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 7 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CRAWFORD]. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation came 
into operation as a result of statutory 
law at a time when it appeared at least 
that the small corporations of the 
country were not adequately participat- 
ing in the allocation of war orders. The 
argument was made to the effect that if 
the War Production Board certified to 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation, 
which was to be created, that certain 
small firms could obtain orders provided 
they were properly financed, it would 
bring about a_ situation where the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation could 
proceed to finance the small companies 
and get them into the war-production 
program on a larger scale than they were 
participating at the time. Accordingly, 
by statute, Congress created the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation to remain in 
succession until July 1, 1945; and pro- 
vided for $150,000,000 capital stock to 
be subscribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to be paid in from time to time 
as the corporation might need the funds. 
I shall do my best to make this a more 
acceptable bill before final action on it 
today. 

Here is a proposal asking that that 
$150,000,000 of capital structure be in- 
creased to $350,000,060, and if we act 
favorably on this bill today I assume that 
some time between now and July 1 next 
the proposition will be put up here to 
continue the existence of this Corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to oppose 
the adoption of the rule, although I 
voted against the bill in committee. I 
do wish we could get a better bill and 
channel all this business through our 
private enterprise and outside the Fed- 
eral Treasury. This operation, in my 
opinion, is unnecessary because I believe 
that the commercial banks of this 
country are in position to finance every 
sound loan for every small business in 
the United States, and if they are, they 
should do it. The Federal Treasury is 
now too heavily burdened. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 
yield? 
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_Ar. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. In the Rules Com- 
mittee we were advised by the members 
of the gentleman’s committee asking for 
the rule that these loans would only be 
made where private credit could not be 
obtained. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The hearings will 
show quite a bit to the effect that the 
Smaller War Plants Ccrporation requests 
applicants who make application for loan 
to apply to their local bank. I have not 
personally been convinced that a com- 
pany cannot get a loan from the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation until it first 
shows that it cannot obtain loans from 
other lending agencies. If the situation 
is such that the Smaller War Plants Cor- 
poration will not make a loan to an in- 
dustry except where that industry can- 
not obtain credit from some other lend- 
ing agency, that is a situation which I 
personaily feel the banking industry of 
this country could and should correct 
unless the banking industry is now ready 
for the Government to take over the 
lending functions and the credit-creating 
functions in the United States. 

Mr. MICHENER. In the hearings, on 
page 9, the chairman of the Committce 
on Banking and Currency asked Mr. 
Maverick, the Administrator of this 
agency, the following question: 

Do you make it a condition that if the ap- 
plicant can obtain a loan under as favorable 
circumstances from a bank, you will not 
make it? 

Mr. MAvEriIcK. We always do that. 
the bank the first shot at it. 


That made it very clear to the Rules 
Committee that loans were only made 
when they could not be secured from 
local sources. I asked an additional ques- 
tion. The rate of interest under this 
agency is 4 percent. I asked, assuming 
that a local corporation can get a loan at 
a local bank for 5 percent, which is the 
bank rate, and he can get the same loan 
at 4 percent from this agency, would he 
be given the loan by the agency because 
of the difference in the rate? Because 
the rate was more favorable? The an- 
swer was “No.” In other words, if this 
loan could be obtained from the local 
bank, even at a higher rate of interest, 
then the agency would not furnish the 
money. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us take the 
testimony appearing on page 9. The 
chairman asked: 

Do you make it a condition that if the ap- 
plicant can obtain a loan under as favorable 
circumstances from a bank, you will not make 
it? 

Mr. Maverick. We always do that. 


We give 


Suppose applicant A goes to the Small- 
er War Plants Corporation and says, “I 
want a loan at 4 percent,” and the Small- 
€ War Plants Corporation says, “We will 
not make you a loan if you can get it from 
your local bank.” He goes to his local 
bank and the loca! bank says, “We will 
make a loan at 5 percent.” Now, that is 
not under as favorak!e conditions. That 
is a case where Government funds will 
be put into a community to directly com- 
pete with the local institution. 





The point I wish to emphasize is this: 
If the banking industry of this country 
has reached the point where it prefers 
to have Government agencies do the 
lending and put the banking industry 
out of business, then let the bankers of 
the country come before our committee 
and say so. If they have not reached 
that point, I ask why do the bankers 
not appear before our committee on is- 
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sues of this kind? You will find where I | 


raised that question in the hearings. We 
know what we receive from the bankers 
in protest against Government lending 
agencies. We know that banks pri- 
marily stand behind the Treasury in its 
selling of Government issues so that 
the Treasury can take the money and 
do these things. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois |Mr. DIRKSEN } 
the balance of the time. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, let me 
point out one or two interesting things 
about the matter that is pending before 
us now. In the first place, this is in ef- 
fect authorizing an appropriation of 
$200,000,000. If you go back and ex- 


amine the act whereby we created the | 


Smaller War Plants Corporation, you 
find this rather interesting fact. We 
create the Corporation, authorize $150,- 
000,000 of capital stock, authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sub- 
scribe for the stock, and then we au- 
thorize an appropriation to pay off the 
Secretary of the Treasury. So by in- 


creasing the amount from $150,000,000 


to $350,000,000, what we are doing is au- 
thorizing an appropriation of $200,- 
000,000, for when all the stock has been 
issued, the Treasury must be reim- 
bursed for the money which it makes 
available to this Corporation. 

This whole corporate business is 
growing up as a kind of wilderness in 
the country. The best estimate I can 
get is that we now have 61 corporations. 
They employ about 105,000 people. 
Their assets are $23,000,000,000 and 
their lending power is now $33,000,- 


000,000. There is no man or men, no | 


agency or committee in or out of Gov- 
ernment that knows the 
upon those corporations today. I think 
this whole field needs some careful ex- 
ploration if we are going to get an ade- 
quate concept of how far we are going 
to go. Consider the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation. It has tremendous power. 
First, it is empowered to loan money; 


secondly, it also has authority to buy | 


land, build structures, and to turn them 
over to the smaller war contractors. 
Here is an agency, then, that becomes 
a tremendous loaning agency of money 
directly on the part of the Government, 
and in the post-war period when the 
demand is heavy, it may go far beyond 
$350,000,000. 

The objection I have to that approach 
to the matter is this: I recognize that 
small contractors and small-business en- 
terprises need help, but why can we not 
make it possible for them to get help at 
the “grass root” level, as the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. CrawrorpD] so well 


limitations | 
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If there is any difficulty, why 






explained. 


} not imsure those loans like the Federal 


Housing Administrator insures loans for 
the building or purchase of homes. Let 
a small businessman go to the First Na- 
tional Bank in the city of Pekin, where 
I live, or any other city, and make an 
application for a $10,000 small-business 
loan or for some other amount. If Uncle 
Sam insures it, takes the larger element 
of the risk, and the bank takes the small- 
er element, several things happen In 
the first place, the great quantity of 
money in the country is going to be 
syphoned off in enterprises that will pro- 
vide jobs, which is one of those impera- 
tive things in the post-war period. 
ondly, it seems to me that we should re- 
duce to some extent the labyrinthian 
structure of government that is build- 
ing up constantly, and so we kill two 
birds with one stone when we do that. 
This approach keeps it at the “grass 
root” level, where it ought to be. 

This whole structure of government 
corporations—some of which has been 
created by Executive order, some by stat- 
ute, some chartered under the laws of 
States like Delaware, like the Commodity 
Credit Corporation—is going to require a 
lot of exploration, because I am frank 
to confess to the Congress and to the 
country publicly that I for one have no 
adequate information on the power and 
the responsibility and the limitations on 
this great wealth of corporations that 
has grown up as an appendage of gov- 
ernment. 

Certainly a far happier approach 
would be to let the small businessman in 
the little town or in the big town deal 
with the finance institution whom he 
knows and with whom he has been deal- 
ing for a long time, on an insured basis. 
Then you will take the Government out 
of the field of direct lending. 

I do not in the circumstances oppose 
enactment of the pending bill, but this is 
going to set a great precedent. It will go 
further and further in other fields, and 
so this great monster of government 


Sec- 


competition is going to be aggravated by 


action on our part unless we revamp the 
present approach and develop a sys- 
tem for aid to small-business enterprises 
by means of loans at the local level, in- 


| sured by the Federal Government 


I have found our former colleague, Mr. 
Maverick, Chairman of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation, genuinely coopera- 
tive and helpful. He has the requisite 
energy and sympathy to make this pro- 
gram work if anyone can. 

Nor do I find fault with the purposes 
and objectives of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation. It is what the name 
implies—a corporation to aid smaller 
business establishments in finding their 
proper place in the war effort. The 
larger problem before us is the question 
of how aid to small business enterprises 
shall be handled and administered in the 
days that lie ahead. Here then, we come 
back to a basic problem, and I am of the 
opinion that a program for small busi- 
ness aid, where they can deal with the 
credit institutions in their own localities 
and get credit which is insured by Gov- 
ernment in the same manner that the 
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Federal Housing Administration now in- 
sures housing loans, is the better and 
sounder approach. 


It would make it unnecessary for the | 


operators of small business enterprises 
to come to Washington and experience 
delay in having their needs fulfilled. It 


ing cost of the program. 
ness at the grass-roots level. It is more 
in conformity with the basic American 
theory of free private enterprise. 

Now it may be said that insuring a 
mortgage on a home is not like insuring 
a business loan. 
that we have authorized the F. H. A. to 
insure mortgage loans on large-scale 


business enterprises, thereby diminish- 
ing the growing competition of Govern- 
ment with private enterprise? 
matter, the Banking Committee should 
address its efforts in the days ahead in 
the hope that 
might be enacted. 

Let me add one further thought. 
year, the Congress enacted the so-called 
G. I. bill of rights which among other 
things provides guaranteed loans to vet- 


property. We need but continue this 
general theory of insured loans to other 
business enterprises of the Nation and we 
shall be upon reasonably sound ground. 


Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, I yield 


myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, answering my colleague 
from Illinois |Mr. Dirksen], a very able 
and hard-working Member of this House, 
I know he appreciates and recognizes 
and is informed as to why the Govern- 
ment was obliged to create the lending 
egencies. He knows that nearly all the 
banks were not solvent in 1932, and that 
applied to insurance companies, rail- 
roads, municipalities, and most busi- 
nesses. 
for Congress, and Congress in its wisdom 
authorized the original lending agency; 
in order to save the country, and later, 
naturally, due to the demand for other 
agencies and the need having been cre- 
ated, it was continued. 

I also am of the opinion that we should 
not interfere with the business and 
profits of the banks. The big business- 
man can get money at 2 to 3 percent, but 
the little man has to pay 5 and 6 per- 
cent to the bankers. Nevertheless, I 
feel that the security that is given by 
the little fellow is as good as the secu- 
rity given by the big corporation that is 
obtaining loans running up to millions 
of dollars. 

We should not be so much interested 
in the banks. All of them have plenty 


of money and they are making money, | 


and I am glad of it. But personally I 


feel that we should not force the little 


fellow to go to the bank in his own city 


and be forced to pay it 6 percent, if | 


we have an agency that can let him have 
the money at 4 percent. That has been 
a mistake on the part of the Congress 
at times in enacting legislation authoriz- 
ing loans to be made and then insured. 
That means again adding an addi- 


To this | 


an acceptable program | 


This | 





| tional cost to the borrower on his loan. 
Let us eliminate it as much as possible, 


for the small fellow. My aim is to help 
him obtain his loan at as reasonable a 
rate of interest as the big man obtains 
his loans from the big banks or from the 


| Reconstruction Finance Corporation. 
would substantially diminish the operat- | 


It keeps busi- | 


Mr. DIRKSEN. 
gentleman yield? 
Mr. SABATH. 


Mr. Speaker, will the 
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Federal-Aid Road Act, approved July 11, 
1916, as amended and supplemented to 
authorize appropriation for the post- 
war construction of highways and 
bridges to eliminate hazards at railroad 
grade crossings, to provide for the im- 
mediate preparation of plans and ac- 
quisitions of rights-of-way and for other 


| purposes, insist upon the amendment of 


I yield to my colleague. | 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Of course, I recog- | 


nize the need for aid, but it looks to me 


as if it would be much easier for the | 


with someone in his home town than to 
have to come here to Washington and 


Mr.SABATH. Iagree with the gentle- 
man, but unfortunately, due to the fact 


that from 1929, and the gentleman knows | 


this to be the fact, when the little banks 
were depleted by the loans which they 


made to the Wall Street speculators and | 
the New York bankers, not because of | 


their own mismanagement but because 
they were misled by those gentlemen in 
also being made a party to these great 
loans, in that way Wall Street and the 
New York bankers forced upon the small 
bankers a lot of worthless loans and se- 


| curities which brought about bankruptcy 
erans of the present war for the purpose | 
of purchasing businesses and business | 


and ruin to many of these little banks. 
Therefore, they are careful and I am 
very glad that they are, but instead of 
making loans as they did heretofore on 
the fair reputation of an individual, on 


a man’s standing and experience, and on | 


his ability to repay, they want his right 
arm and an eye and everything else, 


| and then charge him not only 6 percent 


interest but also additional commission 
and service charges. He is obliged to 
give them a mortgage on everything he 
has, and in many cases even his insur- 
ance. I am surprised that they do not 
demand also a transfer of the rights and 
interests that he may have in his wife 
and children, and I imagine in some 


| cases, they would be willing to do that. 
Therefore, it became necessary | 


Mr. Speaker, as has been stated, it 


| has been the policy of the Smaller War 


Plants Corporation before making a loan 
to require the borrower to make ap- 
plication for a loan to a banker and from 
his locality, and not until the Corporation 
is satisfied that the loan cannot be ob- 
tained by the small manufacturer from 
his banker will they make a loan. Fur- 
ther, the Corporation gives the bank an 
opportunity to participate in the loan. 
Surely there cannot be any just com- 
plaint on the part of the local banker 
in whom the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CRAWFORD] who preceded the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] 
seemed to be so very much concerned 
that the loan should be made by the 


| local bank. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Illinois has consumed 5 minutes. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
FEDERAL-AID ROAD ACT 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 
2105) to amend and supplement the 


| small borrower to deal at arm’s length | 
To that I would reply | 


| go through all the process of government. | 
rental projects which are very essentially | 
business enterprises, so why would it not | 
be practicable to insure loans to small | 





the House, and agree to the conference 
requested by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Utah? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none 
and appoints the following conferees: 
Mr. Rosinson of Utah, Mr. WHITTINGTON, 
Mr. RANDOLPH, Mr. Peterson of Georgia, 
Mr. Wotcott, Mr. Mott, and Mr. Cun- 
NINGHAM. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Appendix of the REcorp in 
three instances; in one instance to in- 
clude a speech delivered by the Honor- 
able James F. Byrnes in October, and in 
the other, an address delivered by Hon. 
Henry Morgenthau, Jr., Secretary of 
the Treasury. The former speech is 
in excess of the amount allowed under 
the rule, and the amount is $130. 

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding, and 
without objection, the extension may 
be made. 

There was no objection. 


TO INCREASE CAPITAL STOCK OF 
SMALLER WAR PLANTS CORPORATION 


Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2004) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to mobilize the produc- 
tive facilities of small business in the 
interests of successful prosecution of the 
war, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 11, 1942. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill S. 2004, with Mr. 
JARMAN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is not a matter 
of first impression with the House. The 
policy stated in the bill has been adopted 
by the Congress and has been acted upon 
since 1942. From June 11, 1942, 6 months 
after war was declared, the predicament 
of small business in the United States 
was apparent. Small business was un- 
able, without assistance, to meet the 
strains and stresses of the economic con- 
ditions that prevailed. Small business 
was unable to compete with big business. 
Big business was obtaining all of the war 
contracts because small business did not 
have the capacity and the resources to 
carry out those contracts. 

The Smaller War Plants Corporation 
was organized primarily to take over 
some of the prime contracts and to sublet 
them to the smaller industries in order 
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that they might survive the conditions 
hat were existing. However, the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation adopted a device 
that made it possible for it not to take 


oe 


y over the contracts themselves. They 
ry found they had sufficient power to exer- 
i -ise an influence over the big companies, 
8 to make it a condition of obtaining the 


contracts that the contracts would be 
iblet to the smaller businesses. In that 
3 manner they have rendered great service 
to the people of the United States. If 
many of the small businesses had not re- 
eived this help they would probably have 
jisappeared. Notwithstanding the astro- 
\omical figures of the assets of the big 
orporations, small business has always 
urnished more employment than those 
r rartic institutions. Seventy percent of 
the employment in America was in the 
small businesses. If we are striving for 
full production and full employment, we 
2 must preserve those institutions. 
4 This is a Corporation over which the 
t, Congress has control. It does not issue 
i ts own securities. It must come to the 
BS Congress for every dollar it expends, and 
Ps t cannot receive this money which we 
\uthorize if we pass this bill unless there 
san appropriation by the Congress. 
This Corporation has made an envi- 
ible record. It has rendered great serv- 
B ice to the industries and to the people of 
America. It las been conservatively 
managed. It has made 2,070 loans and 
t has executed 807 leases to the indus- 
s that needed this character of help. 
Now it has been said that the proper 
way for small business to proceed to ob- 
tain its funds is to go to the ordinary 
financial institutions. These are emer- 
rent times. A little corporation engaged 
1 war activities is engaged in an emer- 
cent, and not a normal, undertaking. 
There is the difficulty of war mobiliza- 
tion and reconversion of the resettlement 
f contracts, of surplus-property dis- 
posal, and the proper administration of 
Be the G. I. bill of rights, and in all of these 
EB matters the Smaller War Plants Corpo- 
ition has important duties-to perform. 
The operation of the smaller war plants 
is not the normel function of these 
‘oncerns: and because of these abnormal 
imes and because of these unusual con- 
jitions under which they are operating, 
he banks will not lend them money on 
favorable conditions. 
The CHAIRMAN. The _ gentleman 
from Kentucky has consumed 5 minutes. 
Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 additional minutes. 
Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 
, Mr. SPENCE. I yield. 
. Mr. BELL. Will the gentleman en- 
lighten us a little on the scope of the bill? 
Does it authorize the lending of money 
to a corporation for any purpose other 
than purely war work? 
Mr. SPENCE. It is limited to war 
contracts and essential civilian work. 
Now, under the War Mobilization and 
r Reconversion Act, and the Surplus Prop- 
erty Disposal Act, this Corporation will 
have important duties to perform. It 
will make interim loans, it will buy some 
of the surplus property in order to lend 
it to some of these small corporations. 
Those duties are provided in these acts. 
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It seems to me they are duties of the 
greatest importance not only to the 
smaller war plants but to the entire 
economy of America. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPENCE. I yield. 


Mr. KEEFE. In the consideration of 
this bill to increase the capital structure 
$200,000,000 did the Committee have be- 
fore it the present financial statement 
of the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
which shows its operation? 

Mr. SPENCE. Yes. The Smaller 
War Plants Corporation has practically 
exhausted its $150,000,000 capital. It 
has about $19,000,000 available, but they 
have applications for loans far in excess 
of the $19,000,000 they have on hand 

Mr. KEEFE. Does the profit and loss 
statement show the actual operation of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation as 
to just what its cost has been? 

Mr. SPENCE. The gentleman 
procure those figures. 

The act provides that every 60 days 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
shall make reports to the President of 
the United States, to the President of 
the Senate and to the Speaker of the 
House. Those reports are available and 
I think they reflect great credit on the 
administration of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation. 

Mr. Chairman, I certainly hope this 
bill will pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kentucky has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia |Mr. Brown}. 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
at this point in the Recorp the report of 
the committee on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

(The report referred to follows:) 

The Committee on Banking and Currency 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2004) 
amend the act entitled “An act to mobilize 
the productive facilities of small business in 
the interests of successful prosecution of 
the war, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 11, 1942, having considered the same 
report favorably thereon without amend- 
ment and recommend that the bill do pass 

The bill proposes to increase the capital 
stock of the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
from $150,000,000 to $350,000 ,000. 

The primary purpose of this increase in 
capitalization is to enable the Corporation 
to continue to discharge one of its most im- 
portant responsibilities under the act of June 
11, 1942 (Public Law 603, 77th Cong.), the 
carrying on of the loan-and-lease program 
undertaken by the Corporation principally 
for the purpose of insuring equitable par- 
ticipation of small businesses in war produc- 
tion. 

In recent months additional responsibill- 
ties have been imposed upon the Corporation 
by the Contract Settlement Act of 1944, the 
Surplus Property Act of 1944, and the War 
Mobilization and Reconversion Act of 1944. 
In addition to the primary purpose stated 
above, the proposed additional capitalization 
is designed to enable the Corporation to dis- 
charge its responsibilities nder these 
statutes. 


can 


to 































































































S695 


rhe Corporation presented to the commit- 


tee financial statements showing that the 
capital originally provided for is near the 
point of exhaustion and that unl an i 

crease is authorized the loan-and-lease pro- 
gram which has been so helpful sma 


business will shortly come to an end 
The amount of capital originally aut! 

ized under Public Law 603 

This amount 


was $150.000 001 
was subscribed by the United 


States through the Secretary of the Treasury 
and an equivalent sum was appropriated { 
the purpose of enabling the Secretary of th 
Treasury to make payment for st capit 


stock as called for by the dire i 
All the capital stock in the original author 
zation has been issued a1 
for has been received 

At the time the Chi 

n testified before thi cor tee. the 
Corporation had only 
unencumbered cash 
leasing. This 
amount of 
recel 


i pavi 
rman of th 


about $19,000 
available for lending 
amount 


applicat 


was le an’ the 
ions for financial as 
ved I m 5s il busine a 
the month of November 1944 It is 
tant to note that this « clit n ¢ 
fore the full 
requirements arising in 
tract Settlement Act of 
Property Act of 1944 ha 
he additional stock authorization | 
vided for by the bill 
Corporation estimate 
$144,000,000 w 
t acCtiOnNS in direct relati 


Tl 


nce 


impact of addi I 
reiation » the Uor 
1944 and the Sur 
; been fel 


$200.000.000 rhe 
that nis an 


ll be loaned or used for | 





All of the outstar 
leases, of course, 
ion during the current 

The problems of 
an increasingly intense subject of arcun 
and action for the la 
factors which c« 
credit difficulties 

1. The 
costs ol 


are not subje t r 
small business have 


t ce “ace ~ 
ntribute t smal 
are as follow 
relatively high risks and 
administering loa t mall 
compari 1 to the interest 
ta a ile 
2. The increased 
take more than 
ever since the banking collapse of 
in part, perhaps, because of low c 
and pressure from bank exam 

8. The reduced willingness of local cay 
ists to back small enterprises 

4. The increased cos of nd f r 
sistance to security issues of 

5. The tendency of savi to funnel 
institutions or agencies limited by 
investment in debts, rather than equitt 
fundamentally needed by small busin 

These and incial handicaps of 
small business are not 
States. In fact, Can 


nounced establishment of 


re] tar 
relu Lmnce 


the bare minimum 


other fin 


r ft the Tinit ; 


pecul ec 


ada has already an- 
an industr de- 


t 


; velopment bank to help finance small bu 


ness, and similar plans have bee: ious} 
| discussed in England for over a decade 
Research discloses that the trend in in- 
dustrial loans shows a total decline and 


definite tendency toward large loans « 
| the scope of what might properly be calle 
| small business loans Even the so-called V 
loans (provided by Federal Res 


wt ¢ 
i 


ve R 


av Al 
tion V), while not reflecting a sharp ds 
in total, have nevertheless showr ( 


graduation in average amount. In Oct 
| 1942 one large corporation 
dollar credit under the V-loan s ‘m an 
since then large businesses have | é ngly 
followed the same example i to pro- 
vide themselves relatively cheap insurance 
for future credit needs 

All of these factors have 
a shift to the le 


arranged a bil 


rder 


bined t« 


yurces of the Smaller 


» cau 
| 


ding res 
j icing t 
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War Plants Corporation which, it 
emphasized, is agency 
small business problems, 

The committee feels that the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation has been rendering the 
country a-valuable service in affording a spe- 
cialized and competent type of assistance, 
fina cial and otherwise, to the small busi- 
nesses of America. Through the program of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation small 
plants have been assured of equitable par- 
ticipation in war production; they have been 
enabled to reengage in essential civilian pro- 
duction when conditions were appropriate; 
they have been afforded the services of a staff 
of technicians skilled in the problems of small 
business; and, finally, they have been en- 
abled to become an integral and most im- 
portant part of the total war effort of the 
Nation. 

The point was made in the committee 
hearings that the Corporation’s financing 
program has great beneficial potentialities as 
an avenue of assistance to returning vet- 
erans . 

The committee is convinced that it acts in 
the interests of the total economy of the 
Nation in providing increased capital by 
means of which the Smaller War Plants Cor- 
poration may continue this effective and nec- 
essary work. 
ernment would be permitting the small busi- 
nesses to be placed in a position of unfair 
competition in their relation to larger bDusi- 
ness and at the same time would be indi- 
rectly fostering the closing of the plants of 
energetic and efficient small enterprises. 
That such a condition would have an ad- 
verse effect both in the war period and in the 
reconversion period to follow is beyond con- 
tradiction. 


must be 


an specializing in 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 

In compliance with paragraph 2a of rule 
XIII of the Rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, changes in section 4 (b) of the act of 
June 11, 1942 (Public Law 603, 77th Cong.), 
made by the bill, as referred to the commit- 
tee, are shown as follows (existing law pro- 
posed to be Omitted is enclosed in black 
brackets, new matter is printed in italics, 
existing law in which no change is proposed 
is shown in roman): 

22.4 * 7 8 

“(b) The Corporation shall have capital 
stock of [$150,000,000}] $350,000,000, sub- 
scribed for by the United States through the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and payment for 
which shall be subject to call in whole or in 
part by the board of directors of the Corpora- 
tion. There is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated the sum of [$150,000,000] $350,000,- 
000 for the purpose of enabling the Secretary 
of the Treasury to make payment for such 
capital stock when payment is called by the 
board of directors. Receipts for payments 
by the United States for or on account of 
such capital stock shall be issued by the Cor- 
poration to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and shall be evidence of the stock ownership 
by the United States.” 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 7 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GIrrorpD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
would rather have listened to more de- 
bate on this subject before taking the 
floor so that I might challenge certain ar- 
guments which will probably be advanced 
for or against the bill. 

I find myself in a peculiar position. 
I sympathize with and I agree with the 
remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Dirksen]. This money-lending 
business is still a great and undiscovered 
realm of Government activity. I am 
sure he would not care to say that the 
R. F. C. was not necessary or that he 





Without this program the Gove | 


regrets its creation. But when he tells 
you that $33,000,000,000 is perhaps the 
potential liability of our people through 
these agencies, it is very frightening. 
This morning I sat in a hearing where the 
head of the Export-Import Bank was 
testifying. He will soon come to Con- 
gress for additional capital stock to in- 
crease the looming powers of his agency. 
I had thought we had set up the Export- 
Import Bank to stabilize foreign curren- 
cies amd to furnish the banks of those 
countries with facilities with which to 
pay our exporters in dollars; then we 
would wait until exchange conditions in 
those countries were such that the loans 
could be paid. However, it seems that 
they are lending direct to the exporters 
and importers of our own country as 
these many other agencies are doing. I 
sympathize with the viewpoint of the 
gentleman from Illinois and I want to 
get the Government out of the lending 
business. Because of present conditions 
I shall support this legislation. Whether 
it has rendered only mediocre service as 
has been stated, I do not know. Maury 
Maverick appeals to me as most enthusi- 
astic and capable and trying to do a real 
job. I hope he does not demand of bor- 
rowers too much useless information and 
the filing of too many provoking ques- 
tionnaires. 

Mr. Chairman, the point I want to 
make is that this whole banking struc- 
ture should be overhauled. Why will not 
the local banks lend to these small busi- 
nessmen? They are afraid of the bank 
examiner, of course. We know that per- 
fectly well. It is so stated in this report 
of the committee. Almost unobtru- 
sively Government agencies have secured 
practically complete control of banking. 
Our local banker cannot lend money as 
formerly. The businessman in my com- 
munity cannot extend credit to custom- 
ers, no matter how good their credit is, 
for over 2 months, although the local 
banker would be glad to grant the neces- 
sary credit to the businessman. 

We can no longer buy much on the in- 
stallment plan. The banker demands 
that we present a financial statement for 
the perusal of the bank examiner. In 
years past we could do business on notes 
without giving mortgages and going to 
the trouble and expense of title examina- 
tion. Our banks carried us for years and 
years on notes, but today they cannot 
do that. They are forced to call loans 
that have run more than short periods, 
although bank officials consider the 
credit of the makers to be entirely satis- 
factory. 

The purpose seems to be to keep the 
banks liquid with plenty of ready money 
available to us to buy bonds. Interest 
rates have been kept low, so as to prevent 
venture risks, We know that a small 
businessman today doing business on 
wartime activities may have his orders 
canceled without much warning. He 
might then have an inventory of doubt- 
ful value. Would you. as a private 
banker lend money under such condi- 
tions? You would hesitate, at least. You 
would be forced to meet the criticism of 
the bank examiner in such cases. I have 
very reluctantly come to the conclusion 
that the smaller war plants cannot de- 
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pend on the private banks to render suffi- 
cient service. 

It will be even worse after the war 
business is taken away from them and 
when reconversion is necessary. They 
must also have expert advice. 

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. If the bank cannot 
take these loans because they are not 
guaranteed, why should the Government 
take them if they are not guaranteed? 

Mr. GIFFORD. There seems to be no 
law of economics that justifies this loan- 
ing to ourselves. It has been said, “What 
of a Government debt? Don’t we owe it 
to ourselves?” 

The President rather recently stated, 
as I recall it, that the economics we are 
using today was not learned in text- 
books. Do you not remember that? I 
have come to the conclusion that this 
legislation is necessary, because the local 
banks can hardly be expected to make 
such loans. Why? Read the report of 
the committee. Banks are fearful of the 
bank examiner. It is not greatly a ques- 
tion of rate of interest. It is not a ques- 
tion of 4 percent or 5 percent. However, 
certain agencies have said to the banks, 
“If you will not make these loans at 4 
percent, we will take them.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Under the G. I. bill of 
rights we guaranteed a loan that may be 
made to a veteran for the purpose of 
going into business. It seems to me that 
that same principle can be extended if 
we will take ’a different approach on 
small business loans and put them on an 
assured basis. 

Mr. GIFFORD. We have guaranteed 
mortgages under the housing bills. 
Think of the billions already obligated 
in that manner. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. CURTIS. When does the life of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation ex- 
pire? 

Mr. GIFFORD. The lives of all these 
agencies expire, but we constantly renew 
them. Their loans expire, but they are 
renewed so that they are not reported as 
losses. As to those loans carried for long 
periods, we wonder sometimes how they 
are audited and how values are deter- 
mined, 

Mr. CURTIS. Is there anything in 
this bill that anticipates that this Small- 
er War Plants Corporation will be con- 
tinued after the war? 

Mr. GIFFORD. We have now a dy- 
nasty in the White House. Everything 
will probably be renewed and continued 
at the pleasure of this dynasty. It seems 
that we must recognize this after the re- 
cent verdict of the people. And when I 
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say dynasty I do not necessarily mean a 
family dynasty, but a continuance of rul- 
ers selected by their predecessor. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I recall 
reading the hearings, and when Mr. Mav- 
erick, the chairman, was asked whether 
he intended to perpetuate the Corpora- 
tion, he said, “Sufficient unto the day 
would be the evil thereof.” He did not 
consider the question at this time; in oth- 
er words, he did not waive the right to 
perpetuate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has again 
expired. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina {Mr. FoLcer]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, FOLGER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. TABER. It seems to me that 
there is considerable interest in the ques- 
tion as to what the balance sheet of the 
Corporation is, how it operates, and when 
the loans that it has made mature and 
probably will be paid, so that we might 
have a picture of what the situation ac- 
tually is. I was wondering if the gen- 
tleman might not find it in line to dis- 
cuss that. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, in re- 
ply to the question asked by the gentle- 
man from New York, the only informa- 
tion I have about the matter at this time 
is what is shown in the hearings them- 
Selves. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOLGER. I yield to the gentle- 
woman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. In answer 
to that question, I recall that he said his 
loss was 1.28 percent on his loans. 

Mr. FOLGER. I think I recall that. 
I thank the gentlewoman from Illinois. 

I am for the banks. We have to have 
the banks and we have to have them in 
good condition. But we are also mindful 
of the fact that there are other consid- 
erations that move us in the continuance 
of the life of this Corporation, at least for 
the time fixed for its expiration, in order 
that it may carry out the work that the 
Congress authorized it todo. It is prob- 
ably going a little afield to ask now what 
the purposes and objects of this Corpora- 
tion are, because the Congress set that 
out fully in the act creating it. I want 
in the little time I have to call to your 
remembrance the act itself which gives 
the power and sets forth the reasons Con- 
gress had for establishing this Corpora- 
tion: 

To make loans or advances, on such terms 
and conditions and with such maturities as 


it may determine, to enable small business 
concerns— 


I stop there a minute to say that I un- 
derstand that there have gone out of 
business in the United States in the last 
3 years hundreds of thousands of what 
we call small business concerns. The 
figures that have been furnished me are 











so astonishing that I shall not undertake 
to repeat them lest I may have them 
overstated. One intention and the great 
consideration of this Congress was that 
these people should not be driven out of 
business because the ordinary pursuits 
of life had to stop in order that mate- 
rials might be made available for the 
prosecution of this war which is still go- 
ing on. 

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOLGER. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Will the 
gentleman inform us whether or not the 
parent act provides for the termination 
of the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
when the need for war plants termi- 
nates? In other words, when the war is 
over, is the Corporation automatically 
terminated? 

Mr. FOLGER. I think the date fixed 
is June 30, 1945, just like the others. If 
the war is not concluded by that time, I 
apprehend that there will be a request to 
extend that time. 

Continuing— 
to enable small business concerns to finance 
plant construction, conversion, or expansion, 
or to finance the acquisition of equipment, 
facilities, machinery, supplies, or materials, 
or to supply such concerns with capital, to 
be used in the manufacture of articles, equip- 
ment, supplies, or materials for war or essen- 
tial civilian purposes; and such loans or ad- 
vances may be made or effected either directly 
or in cooperation with banks or other lending 
institutions through agreements to partici- 
pate or by the purchase of participations, or 
otherwise; (2) to purchase or lease such land, 
to purchase, lease, build, or expand such 
plants, and to purchase or produce such 
equipment, facilities, machinery, materials, 
or supplies, as may be needed to enable the 
Corporation to provide small business con- 
cerns with such land, plants, equipment, 
facilities, machinery, materials, or supplies 
as such concerns may require to engage in 
the production of such articles, equipment 
supplies, or materials. 


There are two more objectives in this 
act that are quite worthy and important. 
The securing of contracts for small busi- 
ness and enabling them to do the work 
by providing loans by banks with par- 
ticipation of the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation; to enter into contracts 
with the Army, Navy, and other procure- 
ment agencies for the manufacture or 
furnishing of materials, supplies, and so 
forth, to the Government and subcon- 
tractor with the small businesses; and 
also to agree with banks for the repur- 
chase of loans that such banks may be 
willing to make in aid of small business. 
The functions of Smaller War Plants 
Corporation help small business and do 
not hurt banks. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 7 minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SmITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohic. Mr. Chairman, 
Mr. Maverick, the Director of the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation, was the only 
witness who appeared before our com- 
mittee in support of this measure. No 
other witness appeared. It is my un- 
derstanding that no notice was given to 
the banking interests that hearings were 
to be held on this measure, therefore 
they had no opportunity to attend. The 
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smaller war plants were in no way rep- 
resented. The only interested persons 
present were those who operate this par- 
ticular agency. 

I think a mistaken idea prevails th 


sal 


this agency is engaged only in makin 
loans to smaller war plants. This is not 
true. This agency is another New Deal 


Oomnium-gatherum bureau. Here are 
some of the things in which it is en- 
gaged, as shown by the hearings: 


MAJOR PROGRAMS OF SMALLER WAR PLANTS 
CORPORATION 

1. Contracting and subcontracting; 
ticipation in war procurement 

2. Equitable treatment of 
(appeals for materials; special 
etc.) 

8. Technival advisory service 

4. Information and public relations 





There we have it again, another po- 
litical propaganda agency to justify its 
own existence. 

5. Surveys and statistics, 

6. Financial assistance 

7. Contract settlement and rec 

8. Surplus property 


nversion, 


What the minor programs are that this 
agency performs Mr. Maverick did not 
state. 

I think an unbiased reading of the 
hearings ought to show that Mr. Mav- 
erick did not give any sound reason 
why the smaller war plants cannot get 
the loans they need from local banking 


institutions. This agency lends Gov- 
ernment funds at 4 percent Mr. Mav- 
erick testified that the banks charge a 


higher rate of interest, up to 6 percent. 
He claimed, however, that no loans were 
made by the agency to any corporation 
unless it could not obtain the funds from 


local sources. Yet we are assured by 
Mr. Maverick that the loans made by 
his agency are practically 100 percent 
sound. He told us that the losses on 


loans have been less than 1 percent. 
what basis do banks refuse loans to these 
smaller corporations? Certainly not be- 
cause they are unsound. Mr. Maverick 
was very to have the Commit- 


On 


anvio 
anxious 


tee on Banking and Currency believe 
those loans which he makes are Vv 
sound. 

Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Chairman, will 


the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield. 


Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
notice by this statement that on Octo- 
ber 31, they had twenty-seven and a half 
million dollars in loans actually out- 
standing, end up to that time they had 
a deficit of $16,000, 09, which is 
11 percent of their capital and : t 
two-thirds of the amount that appar- 
ently is loaned. Is there any explana- 
tion for that? 

Mr. SMITH of Chio. I cannot give th 
gentleman the explanation. Now, 1 


only reason Mr. Maverick advanced as to 
why his agency makes these loans and 
why the banks do not make them was 


that the interest rate charged by his 
agency is 4 percent, while that of the 
banks is higher. Nor was Mr. Maverick’s 
testimony that his agency makes no loans 


unless and until the local banks have re- 
fused to make them very convincing. 
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The operations of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation have the effect of de- 
centralizing industries and redistribut- 
ing them over the country. Mr. Maverick 
stated to the committee that he was in 
favor of decentralizing industry. These 
are his words: 

I said I believed in decentralization of in- 
dustry, and when you have industry decen- 
tralized you have a more prosperous country. 


I should like to show the Committee 


how this agency has worked in decen- | 


tralizing industry. My figures are based 


on the percentage of internal revenue | 


paid into the Federal Treasury by each 
State. Here are some examples of what 
is happening. 

Alabama has had approved loans and 


leases to the amount of $2,485,000, but | 
her liability is only $742,000; or a gain of | 


$1,743,000. 

Florida has had approved loans and 
leases amounting to $7,802,000; her lia- 
bility is only $1,653,000, or a gain of $6,- 
149,000. 

Georgia received $2,791,000. 

I want you to note where these loans 
are going. 

Georgia received $2,791,000, and her 
liability is $1,505,000, or 
$1,286,000. 

Kentucky received loans and leases to 
the amount of $9,078,000. Her liability 


is $5,363,000; she has a gain of $3,713,000. 

Louisiana received $3,000,000 and has a 
gain of $1,202,000. 

Mississippi received $3,153,000 and has 
a gain of $2,878,000. 

Oklahoma has a gain of $379,000. 

This ought to satisfy some of the fears | 


that have been expressed as to the treat- 
ment Oklahoma has received in the oper- 
ation of the program. 
Tennessee received 
gain is $7,274,000. 


$8,630,000. Her 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the | 


gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
1 additional minute. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 1 additional minute to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Texas, the home 
of Mr. Maverick, has had approved 
about $14,000,000 and assumed a liability 
of about $5,000,000; or a gain of $9,000,- 
000. 

Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla- 
homa, Tennessee, and Texas, all States 
south of the Mason-Dixon Line, have re- 
ceived and had approved loans and leases 
amounting to about $54,000,000 in this 
decentralization program. These South- 
ern States have obtained through these 
loans and leases in excess of 100 percent 
of their tax liability. 

I think this is very important and 
ought to be taken into consideration by 
this Committee. This decentralizing 
program operates in accordance with the 
wishes of Mr. Maverick, as he expressed 
them before our committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has again expired. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia |Mr. OUTLAND]. 


a gain of | 





Mr. OUTLAND. Mr. Chairman, I dis- 
like to see a bill as important as the 
present bill become involved in either a 
political fight or a sectional fight. It is 
too vital. I have just listened to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. SmiItH] reading 
the amounts of loans and leases to cer- 
tain States. What the gentleman neg- 
lected to read was that the State in the 
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| amount, $11,394,000, was his own State 


of Ohio. 
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value in shipments in metalworking in- 
dustries made by plants employing fewer 
than 500 employees had dropped from 
46.4 percent of the total in 1939 to 23.1 
percent in the first quarter in 1943. As 
he stated then this indicates that since 
the war started the rroportionate share 
of little business in metal products in- 
dustries had been cut approximately in 
half. The large plants, those employ*¢g 


| more than 2,500 wage earners, made 


| 22.3 percent of the value of shipments in 
This is not a matter to be decided | 


to one State and how much to another. | 


It is a matter of how we can, during this 


war period, help small business through- | 


out the entire United States—all 48 of 
them. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. OUTLAND. Ido not have time to | 
I dislike to see any political 


yield now. 
or sectional arguments brought into the 
picture. We are all interested in seeing 
that the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
carries out the mandate of Congress as 


far as specific aid to small business is | 


concerned. 

And small business does need help. 

In the 2 years after Pearl Harbor, 
1,073,000 business enterprises, practically 
30 percent of those in the Nation, went 
out of existence. The reasons for that 
were many, of course, many of them due, 
largely, I suppose, to the artificial con- 
ditions of war itself. What we are inter- 
ested in now is seeing that such busi- 
nesses are saved. 

We are also interested in seeing that 
there does not continue to be an increase 
in concentration of business enterprise 
in America. The small businessman, 
the small farmer, the small professional 
man, are inherently those that are the 
foundation of American economic life. 

Let me take this opportunity to give 
one or two figures in regard to the in- 
creasing concentration of American en- 
terprise. First of all the percentage of 
total corporate net income reported by 
small and large corporations: In 1919, 
the smallest 75 percent of our corpora- 
tions had 7.01 percent of the net income. 


In 1941, they had 3.20. This decrease is | 


significant. 

In 1919, the largest 5 percent had 76.73 
percent. In 1941, they had 84.52 percent. 
This, too, is significant. 

The figures illustrate very graphically, 
I think, the tendency toward concentra- 
tion of our economic life. Let me give 
one more, the percentage of total em- 
ployment reported by large and small 
firms: The first quarter of 1938, the 
smallest 75 percent of American firms 
employed 12.50 percent of our workers. 
In the third quarter of 1942 they em- 
ployed only 9.04 percent; while the fig- 


ures for the largest 5 percent increased | 


from 69 percent to 76 percent. 

The situation in the metal products in- 
dustries is especially interesting. Tes- 
tifying before the Senate Subcommittee 
on Complaints of the Special Committee 
To Study Problems of American Small 
Business on May 9, 1944, Maury Mav- 
erick, Chairman of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation, pointed out that the 





1939, but made 55.5 percent in the first 
quarter of 1943. On the other hand, the 
small plants, those employing fewer than 
100 wage earners saw a drop in the value 
of their shipments from 18.6 in 1939 to 
11 percent by 1943. 

If we started to break down the figures 
in other industries we would probably see 
similar results. It astonishes me, al- 
though a great deal of this, of course, 
is inevitable during a war period. We 
have to use all our resources for the war 
effort, and that includes all our business, 
large and small. But what we are inter- 
ested in now is seeing that in as far 
as possible small business is protected 
during this period; that their Govern- 
ment does not encourage discrimination 
against them. 

I wish I had the time—I do not, how- 
ever—to cite at length some of the 
achievements of the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation, their dealing with procure- 
ment for small plants, their contract 
placements, the financial assistance they 
have given to small plants. 

For example, in the 6 months ending 
August 31, 1944, the S. W. P. C. proc- 
essed some 6,400 procurements with a 
budgeted valuation of $3,357,400,000. Of 
these contracts, 83 percent had orig- 
inated with the Army, 14 percent with 
the Navy, and the remaining 3 percent 
with other Federal procurement agen- 
cies. 

Another illustration: From November 
1942 through September 1944, a total 
of 30,167 primate contracts, valued at 
$2,811,000,000, were awarded to small 
plants with the assistance of the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation. During the 
same period, 30,375 subcontracts totaling 
$640,000,000 were awarded with the aid 
of this same Government agency. 

The lending aspects of the S. W. P. C. 
have been emphasized, and properly so. 
Up to September 30, 1944, approximately 
9,400 representatives of small business 
throughout the United States had made 
inquiries about the possibility of obtain- 
ing financial assistance, involving some 
$482,300,000. These inquiries resulted in 
the filing of a total of 4,692 applications 
for leases and loans with a value of $342,- 
400,000, of which 2,664 with a value of 
$188,900,000 were approved. And I 
should point out that these were from all 
over America, not from a few choice 
States or an eSpecially favored section, 
as might be inferred from the remarks of 
a previous speaker. 

The war is not over yet, however much 
we may wish it were, and now we in this 
Congress are giving additional work for 
them to do; we are asking the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation to help small 
business in reconversion; we are asking 

































































1944 


the Smaller War Plants Corporation to 
help in the disposal of surplus property; 
we are asking them to take on additional 
duties in connection with the termina- 
tion of war contracts. So it seems to 
me, Mr. Chairman, that the funds asked 
for, the increase in funds, is a very mod- 
est amount in view of the duties we 
are asking this particular Government 
agency toassume. MaylI, in closing, pay 
tribute to the really excellent work it 
has done and to its dynamic chairman, 
Maury Maverick. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Taber}. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, my ex- 
perience with the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation has been somewhat unsatis- 
factory. Ihave had occasions where they 
have sent experts in to people who asked 
for loans, who were doing all right and 
had been doing all right in operating a 
emall business of their own; where they 
made set-ups for these small businesses 
to go into other things on an entirely 
false basis; where it was absolutely im- 
possible to succeed, and, after stringing 
them along for a long time, they finally 
started in on the basis the Smaller War 
Piants Corporation set up for them. 
Then they would get to the point where 
they needed more money and a different 
type of machinery because they needed 
that to start with. The Smaller War 
Plants Corporation strung them out 
again for a long time and finally cracked 
down on them and put them out of busi- 
ness. I cannot warm up too much to 
that character of set-up. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. PATMAN. Would the gentleman 
kindly give us the names of the con- 
cerns that he has in mind? 

Mr. TABER. The Young concern in 
Canandaigua is one, 

Mr. PATMAN. Are there any others? 

Mr. TABER. Yes, but that is the only 
one I care to mention by name now. 

Mr. Maverick knows about it very de- 
cidedly. 

That kind of operation does not ap- 
pealto me. There are some other things 
about this picture that do not appeal to 
me. I have here what purports to be a 
statement of the assets and liabilities of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation as 
of October 31, and the loans receivable. 

he capital assets on that date were 
$28,528.242.04. The capital deficit was 
$16,001,109.86. There is nowhere in the 
hearings or anywhere else in the operat- 
ing statement to show what there is to it. 
There is nowhere anything to show when 
these loans they have outstanding prob- 
ably may be paid; there is nothing really 
to show if anyone felt they were the 
kind of outfit that should be continued; 
there is nothing whatever to show why 
they should be continued. 

Twenty-eight million dollars is less 
than one-fifth of $150,000,000, the cap- 
italization now authorized. It is true 
that they show very considerable com- 
mitments and very considerable re- 





serves for administrative expenses, and 
it is true that they show a certain amount 
of machinery and equipment—$12,000,- 
000 worth. What that is and why it is 
in there as an asset is not shown. Have 
they set someone up in business and lent 
the property to them or what is it? 
There does not seem to be anything in 
the hearings to disclose the situation, It 
may be all of those things can be brought 
out satisfactorily, but it does seem rather 
preposterous for us to go ahead and in- 
crease the capital of any organization 
without having a better picture of it be- 
fore the Congress. 

Mr. KEEFE. 
yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. There has been consid- 
erable discussion this afternoon initiated 
by the gentleman from Illinois indicating 
that perhaps a new set-up by this Gov- 
ernment to guarantee loans to small war 
plants rather than to make direct loans 
as here indicated is the policy of this 
Corporation would be better. I notice in 
reading the hearings that Mr. Maverick 
claims the Corporation has the power 
under its present set-up to make guaran- 
ties of 100 percent of loans to banks and 
that they have actually guaranteed a 
large number of loans that the banks 
themselves have made. They also guar- 
antee a partial participation by a bank 
where they will make $0 percent of the 
loan and the bank will make 10 percent, 
or they may make a loan and a partial 
participation without guaranty. That 
is all in the hearings testified to by Mr. 
Maverick. 

I am wondering if the gentleman 
knows of any set of rules or regulations 
that makes the operations of this organ- 
ization general throughout the country 
or can Mr. Maverick pick this particular 
loan and say: “You go to the bank and 
we will guarantee this one 100 percent” 
and then say to the next fellow: “We will 


Will the gentleman 


not guarantee it at all.” What is the 
basis of handling this business? I have 


read the hearings and I swear I cannot 
find out what the situation is and how 
the Corporation operates, and I am not 
saying this critically because my own ex- 
perience with the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation in my area has been emi- 
nently satisfactory. However, I feel that 
the Congress cught to have the facts on 
these matters and if anybody has them 
I would like to get them. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 


yield the balance of the time on this side 
to the gentlewoman from Illinois [Miss 
SUMNER}. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, we have to take all of these bills 
and consider them with the idea that it 
is not impossible for the war to go on 
for another 5 or 6 years full tilt; there- 
fore, we should not do anything which 
might have a permanent adverse effect 
on our economy. 

The speeches during the campaign 
seemed to be lacking in some bit of com- 
prehension that ought to be emphasized, 
and that is the direct correlation be- 
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tween increases in wages and incre 
in farm prices with the 








ases 
es in new 


business. Due, as I say, to lack of no- 
tice, I do not have the figures with m 


some of you may have read the 
very interesting study by the Brookin 
Institution made some time ago in whi 
as I recall, they pointed 
that the average volume of new busi- 
during the twenties was some- 
thing like $8,000,000,000 per year: that 
during the thirties, or an 
the 10 years, it had sunk to an aver- 
age of two and one-half lien per 
year, and therefore we did not 
new business competing for labor and 
therefore pushing up wage prices. We 
did not have new business competing 
so that the farmers drawn off 
marginal farms into business, 
thereby creating a and 
raising farm prices. If we Republicans 
want to have a better and more vigorous 
policy to press against the New Deal and 
force it to go right up, we ought to keep 
in mind that that is the secret of jobs. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentlewoman yield? 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. 
the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I might point out 
here at this particular moment that 
whether you take agriculture or indus- 
try, you will find it takes about $6,000 
of new capital investment to make a job 
for one person during the 12 months’ pe- 
riod; therefore, to accommodate the 
6,000,000 new workers the President 
promised we would have ; 
Field speech in Chicago, somebody has 
to put up $42,000,000,000 of new money 
to expand free enterprises of Ameri 


ness 
erage tor 


bil 


have 


were 
and 


~ 1? . , . } 
smaller supply 


I yield to 


im hi Solaier 
In Nis Soldier 


rica 
if we are to have those jobs. That is 
the point the gentlewoman was out- 
linin 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I know the 
gentleman feels as Ido. If we wait f 
the President to do that, it will be just a 


case of “paid by government out of the 
Treasury proposition.’ We have to 
adopt a policy here to make jobs and 


have a thriving America 


Mr. CRAWFORD. And the incentive 
the President gave us at the time, when, 
for some unknown on, he felt 
essary to say he was in favor of the free 
enterprise system and the profit m 
he said, “Now, to get you people to put 
up the $42,900,090,000, we will accelerate 
the rate of depre on oO} l ced 
equipment.” 

M SUMNER of I I ne d 
that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Where ; we to 
get the $42,000,000,000 to make the 6,000,- 
000 new jcbs? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. A memo- 
randum which I have not c ked, but 
comes from a good source, pur] ng to 
come from a study by the Department of 
Commer issued in September 1944 
says thi 

On this basis the total busi: } popula- 
tion at the time of F H L tir l 
at about 3,400,000 firn From t ! l 
the end of 1943 approximat ) con- 
cerns ceased opera w e only 600,000 
new venture w e ] I C ntiy, 
there was a net decline of 5 00 firms and 
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the total business 
2,900,000 


This bill provides, as shown in the 
report, for $54,000,000 of loans which will 
not be war business, but will be in effect 
reconversion, since they are to be used 
under the surplus property bill, and for 
another similar purpose already men- 
tioned. 
the fact that, in the hearings, Mr. Mav- 
erick testified that there have been only 
26 percent of the loans made by this Cor- 
poration in which banks have partici- 
pated. 
34 percent, but later he testified that it 
was 26 percent. 

There is one thing one should not have 
to tell Congressmen, though Washington 
might forget it, and that is that the per- 
son who is the authority on what kind 


population dropped 


oi loans to make in your local community | 


and how they should be made’and how 
much should be loaned is who? Your lit- 
tle banker. You all know that. Yet what 
happens? A child can see what is wrong 
with the bond program. Instead of let- 
ting the little banker make the loans of 
the R. F.C. and also of the Smaller War 


Plants Corporation, Washington through | 


its agents makes the loans; and what 
happens to your little banker who by ex- 
perience and by success has demonstrat- 
ed that he knows how to make these 
loans? His money is busy buying bonds, 
and anybody who has cash can buy 
bonds. His tried and proven judgment 
about business is not being used. There 
is, to that extent, an economic loss. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 


10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas | 


{Mr. PATMAN], 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is 
a bill to increase the capital stock of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
from $150,000,000 to $350,000,000. Only 
$19,000,000 is available now for the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation. When 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation Act 
passed the Senate it provided for $100,- 
000,000. When it came to the House we 
raised it to $200,000,000, and in confer- 
ence an agreement was 
$150,000,000. The House has always 
been as generous, if not more generous, 
with small business than the Senate, and 
I hope that we will not sacrifice our repu- 
tation by trying to reduce the amount 
from $200,000,000 here. Either ail of 
it is justified or none of it is justified. 
It is a question of principle. If you 
want it you want it all; if you do not 
want it you do not want any of it. There 
is no reason why it should be changed 
at all. Small business has no more 


stanch a supporter in the House today | n 
| They say that is guaranteeing the loan. 


than my distinguished colleague from 


Illinois |Mr. SaBATH], and I am proud to | 


join him in endorsing this measure. 

The question has been raised about 
whether or not the banks were given an 
opportunity to testify against this legis- 
lation. The truth is that the banks are 
not opposed to it. I believe you will 
find that the banks generally are favor- 
able to it. 

This bill passed the Senate unani- 
mously months ago. It has been pend- 


ing in the House ever since that time. 
The banking fraternity has a very alert 
representative here on Capitol Hill at 


to | 


Immediately we are struck by | 


He thought at first that it was 





reached on | 
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all times, and if the banks had wanted 
to testify against this bill they would 
have made a request to the chairman 
and that request would have been 
granted. 

Let us not forget that banks represent 
small business, too. Most of them are 


small businessmen. The Smaller War 
Plants Corporation helps the small 
banks. They are not willing to take the | 


risk, oftentimes, of a 100 percent loan. 
There «he Smaller War Plants Corpora- 
tion comes in and participates. First 
they give the local bank an opportunity 
to take it all. 
do it, they take 90 percent or 80 percent 
or half of it. They encourage the local 
bank to take every penny if it will. 
statement was made here a while ago 
that the loans were being guaranteed by 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation. I 
am positive that is not the fact. I am 
positive of that. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. 
time, but if the gentleman can correct 
that, I shall be glad to yield to him. 

Mr. KEEFE. 
to page 41 of the record, where Mr. 
Maveriek and Mr. Prince are testifying, 
and Mr. Prince testified, and I quote from 
page 41—— 

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman has 
given me the reference. 
ber look it up for himself. 


Mr. KEEFE. Pin that thing down 
right now. The gentleman is question- 
ing about it. 

Mr. PATMAN,. I happen to know 
about it. 

Mr. KEEFE. I happened to read the 


record on this bill, if the record means | 


anything and it is true. 

Mr. PATMAN. Turn to page 7. 

Mr. KEEFE. No; I want the gentle- 
man to turn to page 41, where Mr. Prince 
says—— 

Mr. PATMAN. Iam not yielding fur- 
ther. 

Mr: KEEFE. The gentleman does not 
want the truth in the Recorp? 

Mr. PATMAN. I want the truth, but I 
cannot take up all my time on one point. 
I have other points I want to make. 

Mr. KEEFE. We want the truth in 
this Recorp instead of a lot of “bunk.” 

Mr. PATMAN. The banks are not 
guaranteed, they participate. The 
Smaller War Plants Corporation does not 
guarantee these loans to the banks, but 
they participate. Some people call it 


a guaranty because the Smaller War | 


Plants Corporation takes 90 percent of 
the loan and the local bank 10 percent. 


It is not a guaranty in the true sense 
of the word; it is a participation, and 
they are getting interest on it all the 
time. 
shows inadvertently or otherwise; it 
does not represent the true facts be- 
cause they do not guarantee these loans. 


Everyone should be interested in the | 
War Plants Corporation. It | 


Smaller 
helps the banks and it helps the small 
locai businesses. 
to help small business. I know a lot of 
people claim to be for small business, 


If the local bank will not | 


The | 


I have only a limited | 


Will the gentleman turn 


Let each Mem- | 


I do not care what the ReEcoxp | 


It is just one vehicle | 





about the small businessman they will 
pick out some technical objection, and 
say they cannot support that particu- 
lar legislation. I am not criticizing any 
Member of Congress. Every Member of 
Congress has his own vote, and he has to 
go according to his own conscience. I 
am in favor of this bill because I think 
it will help small business and help 
carry out the policy of Congress, as an- 
nounced here, and it will help also the 
ex-serviceman. 

Do not overlook the fact that a vote 
against this bill is a vote against help- 
ing the veterans of World War No. 1, 
and, under the G. I. bill, a vote against 
this bill is a vote against the returned 
veterans of World War No.2. The rea- 
son for that is that we have given the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation certain 
duties and responsibilities in connection 
with the G. I. bill of rights and the Re- 
conversion Act. If we fail to give them 
the money to carry out the mandate that 
Congress gave to them, then I believe 
that Congress is not doing all it should 
do to cooperate with the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Taser] criticized 
one loan out of about 3,500 loans and 
contracts that this Corporation has 
made. He offered to give me the names, 
and I shall look into it, and I do not 
doubt he was speaking what he thinks 
to be the truth, but even if one loan 
should be sour out of 3,500 or 4,000 loans, 
I think that is a pretty good record. If 
1 loan is not wisely made out of all 
that number, I think that is a pretty 
good record. We have exceptional cases 
in all financial institutions, and I am not 
going to condemn the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation because of 1 loan 
that is bad that is made out of all that 
number. The truth is, the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation is operating for the 
first time in a satisfactory way, to my 
mind. It was not satisfactorily operated 
for the first 6 months of the first year. 
Its operations improved tremendously 
under the able chairmanship of Gen. 
Robert Johnson, and since Mr. Maverick 
has had charge, at least has been chair- 
man of the board, the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation has been operating 
magnificently in the interest of the Gov- 
ernment, in the interest of the people 
and in the interest of small business. 


| Such able directors as Hon. J. A. R. Mose- 


ley, of Dallas, Tex., have been helping 
Mr. Maverick to this end. Do not for- 
get that it is not in competition with the 
local banks, or the local lending institu- 
tions. The local lending institutions 
have the benefit of the investigations 
that have beén made by the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation, and they are actu- 
ally getting that information. They are 
encouraged, where it is possible to per- 
suade them, to take the loan themselves. 
Where the local financial institutions, for 
some reason, do not want to take the 
loan, if they have loaned the limit to that 
particular concern in that particular 
town, or for some other reason they do 
not want to take the loan, then the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation will 
carry that loan. 

As an evidence of the fact that they 


but every time you bring up something | are wisely making loans, the loans have 











en practically paid up. The losses 

int to only about 1.75 percent, I 
lieve 

I Corporation has made a wonder- 

ful record. I think this Congress passed 

i piece of legislation when it 

ed the Smaller War Plants Corpo- 

on Act. The big man has a repre- 


tative here in Washington all the 
after his interest. The big 
man is represented, but the little man 
not have his representatives here 

all. The big corporation can send 
boss down here, and he can serve 

h the W P.B. or the O. P. A... because 
mebody else can take his place when 
ymes h The little man is not 

re because he is not so well situated. 
his business, the business 


looking 





ere. 


If he leaves 


es up. Therefore, the littl man is 
not represented before these particu- 
commissions and bureaus here in 
Washington, because the little man is 
not in a position where he can con- 


veniently give up his business and come 
wn here. 

Not only that, big businesses have their 

bbvists, their hired representatives. I 
do not speak of “lobbyists” as an offen- 

ve term, I think it is perfectly all right. 
They have a right to have their lobbyists 
here Oftentimes they help us. They 

e us information that we would not 
have otherwise. Any Member of Con- 
eress should be glad to have information, 
regardless of the source from which it 
comes. So they have their representa- 
tives on Capitol Hill. They are with the 
Members of Congress every day at the 
lunch hour and all the rest of the time; 
but the little businessman did not have 
somebody here in Washington to look 
after his interest, until this Smaller War 
Plants Corporation was formed. Now the 
representatives of that Corporation have 
entree to all the different boards, bu- 
reaus, and commissions, where they can 
properly represent the small business- 
men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleraan from Texas |Mr. PATMAN] has 
expired. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. 





I yield. 


Mr. FOLGER. I wanted to try to set 
the gentleman from Texas and the gen- 


tleman from Wisconsin |Mr. KEEFE] 
right about the guaranty. What they do 
is to give a repurchasing agreement, lim- 
iting that to $25,000. If the bank wants 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation to 
repurchase those notes, they will do it on 
5 days’ notice. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. 
man. 


Mr. SPENCE. It is 


I yield to the gentle- 


my impression 


that this corporation does not make an 
absolute guaranty. What is the im- 


pression of the gentleman? Notwith- 
standing the fact that they said they 
guaranteed certain loans, I understand 
hey really do not. They talked about 
Participation, but not a guaranty. 


Mr. PATMAN. It is not my impres- 


sion at all that they guarantee the loans. 
*C——549 





| 
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My impression is that participation only 
is the extent to which tl go. If I am 
wrong, I will stand 
joint author of the 


Corporation Act. 





| 
@ 
~ 


proceedings all the tim I have key p 
with their business. I think they are 
doing a good job. If they are doing that 
I do not know it and I never did know 
it. But they have participated in thess 
loans at the request of the local bank 
Mr. SPENCE. That was my under- 


standing, notwithstanding the testimony 
wherein they said they did guarantee. I 
think that the guaranty they spoke of 
was in effect participation, and nothing 
else. 

Mr. PATMAN. That is 
standing. But, regaraless of 
have done a good job. No one can ques- 
tion the good job they have done. So 
here you have a Corporation with infor- 
mation to convince that they have 
actually helped small business; that they 
Know how to do it; that they are repre- 
senting small business in Washington in 
a commendable way. Suppose they do 


my under- 
that, they 


you 


that; I still would not vote against the 
bill. It is justified or it would not be 
done. This Corporation is under good, 
safe, conservative management. The 


only criticism we had before the com- 
mittee was that they were too conserva- 
tive; they were too tight. They 
tighter than the banks in some 
Evidence was brought to the effect that 
they had turned down loans and the 
banks had made the loans and they were 
later paid 100 percent. The criticism 
has been that they are too conservative 
That is the only criticism we have had 
before the Committee in connection with 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Would the 
gentleman object to our having a sound 
guaranty plan by which they could be 
of more help to small business? 

Mr. PATMAN. No; I want 
small-business help we can get. For the 
first time in the history of this Govern- 
ment, small business has a representa- 
tive in Washington to look after its in- 
terests, representatives who can go to the 
same places that big business can go 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has agail 

All time has expired. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


were 


cases 


all the 


1 expired 






Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (b) of 
section 4 of the act entitled “An act to mobi- 
lize the productive facilities of small busines 
in the interests of successful prosecution of 
the war, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 11, 1942 (56 Stat. 351-357), is hereby 
amended by substituting the figures “$350,- 
060.000" for the figures “$150,000.000" where- 


said subsection 


ever occurring in 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move to strike out the last word 

Mr. Chairman, it is very difficult for 
those of us who would like to have a guar- 
anty plan, so that money could be 
stretched much further and go all over 
the United States, to understand why 
that plan should be opposed by those who 
I know want to help small business, The 


laran ul a ’ ‘ tech 
, 7 , 
it i m¢ 
DUSINESSE are guaranteed V f 
What is wrong with that? 
My *R } ’ *} 
Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman. w 
the gentlewoman vield? 


Miss SUMNER of i 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the b 


inswer to that is the Latement made by 
Chairman Marriner E es of the Gov 
ernment Federal Reserve System who a} 
peared beltore our committee a couple of 
weeks ag 
Miss SUMNER of Illino I was ju 

going to refer to that 

IRD 


Mr. CRAWF~ 
committee to repeal se 


Federal Reserve Act and insert in lieu of 


f 
that a permit for the Federal Reserve 
bank to guarantee these oans H 

that time declared that in that event the 
Smaller War Plants C r lend 
ing powers here discu i be ab 
solutely unnecessary you talk 





about helping little 
f 


of operation and refuse to go along wit 


a guaranty program it is futile There 

; no sense to it 

Miss SUMNER of Illin That 
just it 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 
will the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. In just a 
minute. Let me finish thi tien I wi 
yield 

Mr.SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, t 


gentlewoman yield 


Miss SUMNER of Illinoi In just a 


minute, when I have finished t 
tnougait 

Mr. Eccles had a plan. There may be 
some criticism of it, Dut il committee 
had a chance to study it we might be ab! 
to iron out those criticisms I myself 
have worked out a plan. I know of a 
banker at home who is working on a 
plan. The first day of last week we wv 


called together and had 1 day of hs 
ings. Then there was a second da 
hearings, and the hearings were immed 
ately closed Now, what 
pen? I remember when I fil 
Congre I started talking on the propo- 
sition that all the R. F. C. loans 

be guaranteed. There is no reason ¥ 


is going to hap- 


any direct loan by the Governme! ( 
business should not be guaranteed 
that today you would not have all th 
trouble about selling bond Just think 
about that. Some $30,000,000,000 cf di- 
rect credit lifted out; and you could re 
place that by private loan Think 

it would help this country Instead ¢ 
having our banks all loaded with bon 
they would be able to be of further a - 
ance. It is a serious question. But wha 


chance have we? I ha' 
guaranteed loans ever since I have b 
in Congre 

direct loans. 


I tell you if you f m 
business bill today and do noi !et u ‘ 
long enough to study it as we want, you 
will have this Smaller War Plants Corpo- 
ration again growing and growin ( 
cupying the bond market, and it Will De 
just as hard then to try to make tne 
change to a guarantee plan it has 
been with the R. F.C I tua- 
tion is seriou Peop buying bonds 
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and then going into the banks and selling 
them. 

For these reasons I today intend to 
offer a motion to recommit this bill and 
I know that various Members on our side 
of the Committee are going to vote to 
recommit the bill. I hope all Members 
on our side will do so to show that they 
at least appreciate the desperate situa- 
tion in the bond market, the desperate 
need of guaranteed loans to replace di- 
rect lending. That we want to relieve 
our Government of these direct loans 
so that we can help the war effort as well 
as little business. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield further? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I yield. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think the impres- 
sion has been left here that the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation does guarantee 
100-percent loans made by banks to small 
business. It can and I am informed does 
such fn a very limited manner. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am positive that 
contention cannot be sustained except 
in a limited way to date. If customer A 
goes to banker B and arranges a loan 
wherein banker B makes 5 percent or 
10 percent of the loan and the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation takes 90 or 95 
percent of the loan, the portion of the 
loan taken by the local bank is not guar- 
anteed directly or indirectly by the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation. 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Yes; I may 


have helped give that false impression 
because I was quoting from the hearings. 
In the hearings I find on page 41 the 


statement that in the matter of loans 
100 percent guaranteed there are only 
162 and that the total of these guaran- 
teed loans amounts to only $2,522,694. 
That makes the situation a great deal 
worse than previously represented today. 
The assumption was made that 26 per- 
cent of the loans were fully guaranteed, 
but that is not so; they are just par- 
ticipation loans. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Under the F. H. A. 
the local bank does make the loan and 
the F. H. A. loan is guaranteed 100 per- 
cent and there are no losses. An F.H.A, 
loan is one of the best pieces of paper 
in a bank’s portfolio. Why do we not 
proceed on that basis with the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation program? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman from Illinois has expired. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 2 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. We know 
Government has made a success of the 
F. H. A. loans; we know now they will 
work; but to permit Smaller War Plants 
Corporation to make the old-fashioned 
direct loans is like advising a man with 
appendicitis not to have his appendix re- 
moved, but to try the remedy of blood- 
letting, as they did in a former age. 
That is about the kind of thing you are 
doing when you make direct loans in- 
stead of guaranteed loans. 
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Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Does 
the gentlewoman or any member of the 
committee have any amendment to pro- 
pose for the guaranteeing of those loans? 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. This would 
be a fairly complicated program. It 
should be worked out by the committee 
and it would take at Icast a week to work 
it out. I will offer a motion to recom- 
mit, and understand this motion to re- 
commit is limited. It does not neces- 
sarily mean that those who vote for it 
oppose the Smaller War Plants Corpora- 
tion. In this debate you heard no word 
of criticism except from the gentleman 
from New York. It just simply means 
we want to bring in here a sound guar- 
anteed-loan program to replace direct 
loans. By recommitting the bill it affords 
opportunity for the committee to hold 
adequate hearings and devise a proper 
guearanteed-loan plan to small business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman from Illinois has expired. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin is rec- 
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
a member of the distinguished Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency. When a 
piece of legislation comes from that great 
committee I therefore must resort to the 
committee report and to the hearings in 
order to understand the legislation sub- 
mitted. We have a proposal before the 
House today which is comparatively sim- 
ple, namely, that you are going to au- 
thorize an increase in the capital struc- 
ture of the Smaller War Plants Corpora- 
tion from $150,090,000 to $350,000,000. 

In connection with the debates upon 
that proposal the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois very properly raised a 
question as to whether or not we were 
proceeding in the right direction in con- 
tinuing this program which permits the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation to make 
direct loans and raised a question as to 
whether or not we should engage in a 
program that would permit the guaran- 
ty of loans to small business corpora- 
tions to be made by individual banks, 

It was contended by the gentleman 
from Texas and the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency that the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation does not now guarantee any 
bank loans. So the gentleman who is 
now addressing the House turned to the 
hearings that were had in an effort to see 
if he could understand whether or not 
this Smaller War Plants Corporation as 
presently set up has the power to guar- 
antee 100 percent a loan made by a local 
banking institution. I turn to page 41 
of the hearings and I find this testimony: 

Mr. SmitH. Let me ask you this question: 
Do you guarantee any loans where your agen- 
cy does not furnish any of the money, does 
not participate at all? 

That is clear. 

The answer is: 

Mr. MAvEaick. Yes. 


Mr. Prince interjected: 


We have another special type of loan which 
is limited to $25,000, in which we guarantee 
the bank 100 percent, enabling the local bank 
to make all the loan. 

Mr. SmiTH. The bank takes the entire 
loan? 

Mr. Prince. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Smrr#. What amount of your funds is 
devoted to that purpose? 

Mr. Prince. There are 1€2 such loans for 
$2,522,694 as of October 31, 1944. 


That testimony appears cn page 41 of 
the hearings. They had just been talk- 
ing about bank-participation loans. 
Now, if that is not clear, and I think it is 
Mr. Smith asked this question: 

Mr. SmitH. Now, I have another case. I go 
to my bank—I want $25,000, cnd my bank 
says to me: “You can have this $25,000 pro- 
vided you can get the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation to guarantee this loan.” 


Mr. Prince. We caltdo that. We have done 
it. 

Mr. SmirH. You have done it? 

Mr. Prince. Yes; we do it. 

Mr. MAVERICK. We can do it, and have done 
it. 


Mr. SmirH. And you have done it? 
Mr. Maverick. Yes, 


If I understand English, and I think 
I do, the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
has the right to and has guaranteed 
Icans to banks 100 percent up to $25,000. 
We have the picture here of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Texas, who 
knows all the operations of this com- 
pany, and the chairman of the commit- 
tee, telling this Congress that Mr. Maver- 
ick and Mr. Prince did not know what 
they are talking about; that that is not 
true; that they do not guarantee loans 
and that they have not guaranteed loans. 
I ask the Congress, Who in the name of 
conscience are we to believe in consid- 
ering this legislation that is now before 
the House? Have we a right to depend 
upon the plain simple word of Mr. Mav- 
erick and the people representing the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation, or are 
we to put some strained, unusual New 
Deal construction upon the language and 
try to make it appear that “yes” means 
“no” and “black” means “white.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 addi- 
tional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEEFE. In view of the language 
that I have just read to the distinguished 
Chairman, which I hope he heard, is the 
gentleman still of the opinion that Mr. 
Maverick does not know what he is talk- 
ing about? 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPENCE. I heard the languege 
the gentleman read, and there is no doubt 
that they said they had the power to 
guarantee the loans. 

Mr. KEEFE. He also said that they 
had guaranteed loans. 

Mr. SPENCE. Let me answer the gen- 
tleman in this way: This is not a fina! 
decision. I do not know what was in 
their minds, but from what I could gather 
from the testimony what was in their 
minds was that they had a right to re- 
purchase; to make an agreement to re- 
purchase the loans which they consid- 
ered as a guaranty. I may be mistaken 
in that. but that is my honest opinion. 
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Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman does not 
ve to be mistaken, because that ap- 
ars on the same page. 
Mr. SPENCE. It is the 
nion that I am mistaken. 
Mr. KEEFE. May I quote further? 
Mr. SPENCE. I have been mistaken 
ny times, but that is my honest 
pinion. 
Mr. KEEFE. I think the gentleman is 
nerfectly honest, but.may I quote fur- 
er? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SyrTH], at the conclusion of his testi- 
ny, which I have just related, said: 
Mr. SmitH. Now I am still more confused 
ay you are engaged in the activity of 
unteeing loans. Just what loans do you 
intee? 
Mr. MAvEeRIcK. We guarantee loans for 


ntial 


gentleman’s 


es- 

war production and essential civilian 
duction. 

Mr. SmiTH. No; that is not answering the 
stion. What is the nature of the guar- 

You guarantee the bank against loss, 

t you? 

Mr. MAVERICK. Yes 

Mr. SmiTH. Give me an illustration. 


Whoever Mr. Prince is, he seems to be 
Mr. Maverick’s associate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
ntleman from Wisconsin has again ex- 
ed. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
» the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Lir. KEEFE. Mr. Pyince 


t 


then said, 


We give the bank a repurchase agree- 
ment.” 

Mr. SPENCE. That is it. 

Mr. KEEFE. Just a moment, please. 


Mr. Prince. We give the bank a repurchase 

yreement for the $25,000, agreeing to take 

up on 5 days’ notice from the bank, and 

the bank makes the loan, services it, and 

collects on it, and remits to us all of the pay- 

ments on principal and interest, less 3 per- 
f their services 

As a matter of fact, I do not care what 
you call it. You may call it a guaranty, 
a repurchase agreement, or whatever it 
may be. The net result of the thing is 
that under that program, if I go into a 
bank and want to borrow $25,000, and 
the bank says, “You get the guaranty of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation,” 
under that testimony the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation will guarantee the 
bank by agreeing to repurchase the loan 
that the bank makes. 

Mr. SPENCE. Now 
met upon that. 

Mr. KEEFE. Then that can be done; 
can it not? 

Mr. SPENCE. That can be done. 

Mr. KEEFE. And that is being done; 

it not? 

Mr. SPENCE. If he wants it 
anteed, it is guaranteed. 
contended all along. 

Mr. KEEFE. Of course. 

Mr. SPENCE. He has a contract to 
repurchase the loan. 

Mr. KEEFE. I cannot think of any- 
that would be a better guaranty 
to have an agreement with the 


our minds have 


guar- 
That is what I 


than 
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purchase, with principal and interest, a 


loan that a bank makes, on 5 days’ no- 


tice. If that is not a guaranty, I never 
heard of one. 

Mr. SPENCE. That is not a wild, New 
Deal construction. That is a construc- 
tion of fact 

Mr. KEEFE. Let us see what hap- 
pens, 

Mr.SPENCE. Whether that is a guar- 
anty or not, I leave it up to you but 
that is the thing I said would be done, 
and that is what has been done, and that 
is the way they proceed. It is a contract 


to repurchase a loan 

Mr. KEEFE. Yet the gentleman calls 
it a repurchase of a loan. Call it what 
you want, the net result is that you as- 
sure the bank that makes the loan to a 
small business up to $25,000 that it will 
sustain no loss by making that loan, and 
if it is dissatisfied with the loan, the 
Smaller War Plants Ccrporation will pay 
it back and purchase the loan on 5 days 
notice. 

Mr.SPENCE. That is the fact. 

Mr. KEEFE. That is what they do. 

Mr. SPENCE. That is the fact; yes. 

Mr. KEEFE. I said, and I repeat it, 
that Iam not saying this by way of criti- 
cism of the Smaller War Plants Cor- 
poration. They have done a very good 
job up in my area. I hope they can ex- 
tend their activities because they have 
cooperated with and worked with the 
banks. The reason I am taking the po- 
sition I am is that I want it known that 
a small business can go to a bank, that 
it does go to a bank, and that the Smaller 


War Plants Corporation can assure 
that bank 100 percent against loss on 
loans up to $25,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has again 
expired. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 


unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed for 2 additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is 
to the request of the 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPENCE. The issue seems to be 
now whether the repurchase of a loan is 
a guaranty. We can debate that, but 
I do not think it is in its essence a guar- 
anty. It may have the effect of a guar- 
anty, but it is not a guaranty. 

Mr. KEEFE. As I once heard a very 
distinguished gentleman in this country 
say, the gentieman can be content with 
his argument tweedledee or tweedledum., 
The result is what I am thinking of. 

Mr. SPENCE. That is the argument 
the gentleman made. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I may to the 
gentleman in substantiation of what he 
has been arguing that the act creating 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation au- 
thorizes them to guarantee loans. In 
respect to their powers it says, “and 
such loans or advances may be made or 
effected either directly or in cooperation 
with banks or other lending institutions 


there objection 
gentleman from 


say 


Smaller War Plants Corporation to re- | through agreements to participate or 


<ECORD—HOUSE 


8703 


othe wise 
Mr. KEEFE. Of course, that is right 
The CHAIRMAN The time of the 
renileman from Wisconsin has again 


expired 

Mr. PATMAN 
in opposition to 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, the 
Wisconsin | 
er War Plants Corporation, and I do not 
believe there is much difference now on 
this testimony. I invite the gentleman’s 
attention to Mr. Maverick’s testimony on 
page 42, where Dr. Smith, in asking a 
question, concluded with these words: 


Mr 
the 


Chairman, I rise 
pro lorma amend- 


gentleman from 


Now, no guaranty on your part whatsoever 
enters into the loan 

Mr. Maverick further down states: 

Naturally, Doctor, when the bank takes 
10 percent of the loan, they take it for better 
or worse and we take the 90 percent. We nat- 
urally don’t guarantee the 10 percent that 
they take There wouldn't be any use of 
them taking it if we guaranteed it 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. In just a minute. 

Mr. KEEFE. Now, let us be fair. 

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman let 
me finish? Do not question my fairness. 
I am fair. 

Mr. KEEFE. Then so that there will 
not be any mistake 

Mr. PATMAN. I will yield when I get 
to it, in just a moment. 

The question was then asked, “What is 
the nature of the guaranty? Give me an 
illustration.” 

Mr. Prince, who is the loan agent, inci- 
dentally, I may say for the gentleman's 
information, then said: “We give the 
bank a repurchase agreement for the 
$25,000.” 

That is the language 
read a while ago. Where the bank goes 
ahead and makes the collections and 
sends to the Smaller War Plants Cor- 
poration the principal and interest, the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation permits 
the bank to keep 3 percent for servicing 
the loan. 

Now, it is just a question of interpre- 
tation as to whether or not that is a 
guaranty or a repurchase agreement 
We all admit that it is a repurchase 
agreement. If you want to call it a 
guaranty, it is all right with me. Per- 
sonally, I think it is a loose word to use 
in this particular sense, but I am glad 
they can guarantee it. I am glad they 
can enter into these repurchase agree- 
ments. I think it strengthens the law 
and does not weaken the law. It makes 
it better, not worse. I am glad the gen- 
tleman is for the bill. 

Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman 
wants to be perfectly fair 

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman does 
not doubt it, I hope. 

Mr. KEEFE. If the gentleman will 
read the testimony on page 42, he will 
see that the testimony to which he re- 
fers at the top of the page in response 
to the questions of Dr. Smith very spe- 
cifically referred to participating loans. 
Then when they finished the discussion 
of participating Dr. Smith said, 

Now, I have another case.’ 





the gentleman 


I know 


loans 
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He then referred tc the case where they 
guarantee 100-percent loans, and the 
testimony following that refers to the 
guarantee of loans and not the partici- 
pating loans. 

Mr. PATMAN. I ask each Member to 
read the testimony for himself. 


Mr. KEEFE. Of course, if you do, you | 


cannot come to any other conclusion. 
Mr. PATMAN. If the gentleman is 


satisfied with it and I am satisfied with | 
So there | 


it, who is dissatisfied with it? 
is no use talking about it, there is no 
point in discussing it. The gentleman 
is strong for it because it is in there. I 
am glad he is satisfied it is there. If 
it helps him any, I will agree it is a good 
thing. I know it is. 

In connection with small business, may 
I invite your attention to this fact. This 
is just one additional vehicle to help 
small business. One main reason for it is 
to have somebody here all the time on 
the alert, to look after the interests of 
small business, representatives who can 
go before any board or commission and 
consult with any official of our Govern- 
ment with the biggest lobbyists in Amer- 
ica, representing the biggest organiza- 
tions in America, and talk to or confer 
with them. It gives them equality of 
opportunity to the extent that they get 
consideration the same as large business. 
So I certainly hope that this bill is passed 
by an overwhelming majority to let the 
small business people of this country 
know, and especially the returning serv- 
icemen and veterans, that the House of 
Representatives is strong for them and 
will support the legislation. 

Mr. McCORMACK, Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. Speaker, there is little argument 
on the part of informed men and women 
that small business is a vitally important 
section of our economy. It is a fact that 
more people depend on small business for 
the earning of their living than on big 
business. A small business may remain 
small or it may become big. Every big 
business, we all Know, started small, 
Therefore, small business, from every 
point of view, should have the oppor- 
tunity not only to live but, if it can serve 
a useful purpose, to grow. 

For a number of reasons which need 
not be reviewed here small business does 
not have access to permanent and long- 
term capital on equal terms with big 
business. That this is true is nobody’s 
fault. It is not the fault of the com- 
inercial bankers, of the investment 
banker, nor of the investing public. 
Broadly speaking, the main reason is 
that we have failed to organize appro- 
priate machinery to make available to 
small business both the permanent and 
long-term capital which is often neces- 
sary to its existence and its growth. 

This problem has long given me serious 
concern. As a Member of the House, 
and particularly as a Member from New 
England, where small business is our 
principal business, I have studied this 
problem diligently and have come to cer- 
tain definite conclusions which I wish to 
report to you. Our Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency is now studying a 
legislative proposal, introduced by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Representa- 
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tive SPENCE, and by Senator WacNER in 
the Senate, to which the financial world 
and the world of American small busi- 
ness should give the most careful con- 
sideration. 

Before describing this bill, let me set 
forth certain principles upon which I 
hope we can all agree: 

First. I believe that private capital, 
not Government funds collected through 
taxes, should be made available for the 
capital needs of small business. 

Second. In the emergency of war or of 
severe depression, Congress has had— 
and I believe wisely—by special legisla- 
tion, such as the Smaller War Plants Cor- 
poration, made Government funds avail- 
able to small business. But this prac- 
tice, in all probability, is not one that 
should be carried over into peacetime. 

Third. Such a Federal Government 
agency as the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation can be justified as a kind 
of supplementary agency of the Govern- 
ment for special financing purposes. 
But, in my opinion, it should not be 
regarded as an institution charged with 
performing the permanent function of 
bringing private capital into investment 
relations with small business. 

Fourth. Unless the  private-capital 
markets can be organized now without 
Government aid and assistance so that 
they can fulfill the legitimate require- 
ments of small business, some govern- 
mental or semigovernmental agency 
must be created by Congress to do this 
job. The post-war problem is pressing 
for solution. 

My colleague the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Representative SPENCE, pro- 
poses a method of organizing the pri- 
vate-capital markets which I believe to 
be, in principle, sound. It appears to me 
that it meets the test of the four prin- 
ciples which I have just set forth, and 
that it therefore warrants the serious 
and sympathetic consideration of all 
small businessmen throughout the Na- 
tion, as well as of all bankers and invest- 
ment bankers, and of the Congress 
itself. 

The proposal, H. R. 4804 and S. 1918, 
is summarized in a statement by Mar- 
riner S. Eccles, Chairman, Federal Re- 
serve Board: 

Under section 18b of the Federal Reserve 
Act, the Federal Reserve banks are author- 
ized to make credit available to business 
enterprises, either cirectly when such credit 
is not otherwise available or through par- 
ticipation with commercial banking institu- 
tions. Such loans, however, may be made 
only for the purpose of providing working 
capital, must have maturities not exceeding 
5 years, and may be provided only for estab- 
lished businesses. Because of such restric- 
tive provisions of the statute, the Federal 
Reserve banks have not been able to make 
credit available to many deserving business 
enterprises, nor would they be able to assist 
to an important degree in financing such 
enterprises henceforth. 

In order to remedy these defects in the 
present law and to meet the need described 
above, it is proposed that, in lieu of the exist- 
ing authority of the Federal Reserve banks to 
make loans to business and industry under 
the restrictions noted, these banks be au- 
thorized to guarantee financing institutions 
against loss on loans made to business enter- 
prises or to make commitments to purchase 
loans so made. Such guaranties and com- 
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mitments by the Federal Reserve banks wou! 
be available in proper cases to any financi) 
institution, whether or not a member bank 
of the Federal Reserve System. The proce- 
dure followed in making such loans a: 
guaranties would be generally similar to th 
which has been used in financing war pro- 
duction under the V-loan program. However 
a Federal Reserve bank would execute th: 
guaranties as principal and not as fiscal agent 
of the Government. A borrower would | 
expected to apply for such a loan through his 
usual banking connection. The bank would 
in turn make regulations governing the pol- 
icy and procedure relating to the program 
would be issued by the Board of Governor 
of the Federal Reserve System. 

The 12 Federal Reserve banks and their 24 
branches are in a position to extend this 
service economically and efficiently. The of- 
ficers and employees of the Federal Reserve 
banks have gained wide experience in admin- 
istering the V-loan program, in addition to 
that gained since 1934 in making loans t 
business enterprises under the existing pro- 
visions of the law. Financing institutions 
and borrowers alike are familiar with the 
services of the Federal Reserve banks in this 
field. The authority to guarantee loans ¢ 
business enterprises, therefore, could be put 
into effect without delay and the credits con- 
summated expeditiously. Moreover, the Fed- 
eral Reserve System has important respon- 
sibilities in the credit field and in the super- 
vision of banks and, since the loans in all 
cases would be made by private banking in- 
stitutions, the guaranteeing Of such loans by 
the Reserve banks would not be competitive 
with the banking system. 

Such guaranties would be available for any 
types of loans made by financing institutions 
to business and industry, to meet situations 
of the various kinds referred to in the first 
part of this statement. Such loans could be 
made on a short-term or long-term bas 
and to provide either working capital 
facilities. They would assist both in th: 
financing of the resumption of peacetime 
operations and thereafter in meeting the 
needs of deserving business enterprises whi 
cannot be adequately supplied by privat 
credit agencies without some degree of as- 
sistance. 

It is contemplated that the guaranties by 
the Reserve banks under this authority would 
not exceed 90 percent of the amount of the 
credits, since any enterprise which has rea- 
sonable prospects of successful operat! 
should be able to obtain financing in whi 
its bank assumes at least 10 percent of the 
risk under the loan. 


The effect of this arrangement would 
be that a financing institution in any 
city or town could advance money for a 
period up to 10 years to a small business 
with a guaranty that the Federal Re- 
serve System would take it off the hands 
of the financing institution when that 
institution so requested. The princip\ 
back of this guaranty is that private 
capital, protected by such a guaranty, 
would then readily permit itself to be 
made available to small business. 

An organization so authorized and 
constituted would not be a governmental 
lending agency. This is most important. 
The Federal Reserve System is owned by 
the banks of the country, not by the 
United States Government. It is a self- 
supporting System requiring not one 
dollar of money from the Treasury. In 
fact, for many years the System con- 
tributed substantially to the Treasury 
through the payment of an excise tax. 

The proposed plan would not require 2 
congressional appropriation for capital, 
or for operating expenses. The moneys 
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r these purposes would come out of the 
rnings of the Federal Reserve System 
nd later from the income of the new 
corporation. 
In effect, as one bank president has 
scribed it, this proposal is for a con- 
essionally authorized partnership be- 
een the banks and the financing insti- 
itions of the country, on the one hand, 
nd the Federal Reserve System on the 
other, for the mutual advantage of small 
business and the owners of private capi- 


I am conscious of the fact that this is 
tally important piece of legislation. 

It is vitally important that as we ap- 
proach the end of the war we shall have 
prepared and ready to operate, well in 
ivance, a plan for assisting small busi- 

; with its long-term capital require- 
ments. It is vitally important that such 
em should be both sound and prac- 

It is vitally important that it 

,\ould be set up on the basis of the best 
nformation and advice that we can se- 

ire from small businessmen themselves, 

m bankers, from professional advisers, 
rom representatives of such agencies 
as the Federal Reserve System, and from 
Members of Congress who have studied 
this problem. And it is of the utmost 
mportance that the plan should not 

just another governmental lending 

ency, based on Federal funds. 

My belief is that the present draft of 

bill is basically sound and that it 
meets the situation both in general and 
in principle. 

Other proposals by bankers and busi- 

smen are to the effect that private 
corporations, to fill the need for which 
this bill was drawn, be set up. I hope 
that such a plan will be perfected and 
that private capital will mobilize itself to 
do the needed job of making long-term 
credit available on a permanent basis to 
small business. But, because I believe in 
competition, I see no reason why this 
proposal, now only in the discussion 
tage, should prevent the enactment of 
the Spence-Wagner bill. 
Let us attempt both methods of meet- 
ing this pressing problem. The one that 
works best will best serve small business- 
men of the country. 

There is, I believe sincerely, a real need, 
not for haste, but for avoiding delay. Al- 
ready there are definite signs that cer- 
tain production requirements of the 
armed forces are diminishing and that 
certain civilian production may be re- 
sumed. The small businesses which have 
been producing war goods are under a 
greater handicap in securing capital for 
reconversion to civilian production than 
are the big businesses. 

Congress has every obligation to small 
businesses which have served the country 
in the war effort to provide practicable 
means whereby they shall have ready ac- 
cess—if they deserve it—to the private 
capital market under soundly conceived 
legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is also vitally im- 
portant that small bus nesses through- 
out the country give consideration to this 
important problem confronting them, 
and that they unite in a sound objective 
being arrived at—a sound plan being de- 


vised—that will serve them in the trying 
days of the post-war era. ; 

Unity in decision :nd actions should 
exist among them. Division among them 
over details will injure the chances of leg- 
islation being passed that carries with it 
a sound and desirable objective. 

We of the Congress have been studying 
to perfect legislation in this field for 
many months. We want to hear from 
small businessmen of the country about 
this problem. As a result of public hear- 
ings and correspondence and personal 
conversations with hundreds of business- 
men, we know that there is need, particu- 
larly in the post-war period, for long- 
term capital for small business. The 
views of small businessmen of America 


will be welcomed by me and my col- 
leagues. 
Mr. BUFFETT. Mr. Chairman, I 


move to strike out the last five words. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not take the 
time of this House on this proposal, 
except for the fact I think the House 
should recognize that the proposal at- 
tacks the symptoms and not the disease 
and that we should not think in passing 
this measure we are solving the 
problems of small business, because we 
are not. Solving those problems is al- 
most the most important economic 
problem that this country has before it. 
This method of assistance might be com- 
pared to this sort of situation; a man is 
trying to keep afloat in a great body of 
water. This bill proposes to help him by 
lending the man a pair of water wings 
when the man’s hands are handcuffed. 
If the handcuffs were removed, the man 
would have a chance to get ashore under 
his own power. That is exactly the 
situation that small business is in today. 
We see in the committee’s report a list 
of a number of the difficulties that small 
business has. I want to iead and discuss 
several of those difficulties. One refers to 
the “reduced willingness of local capital 
to back small enterprises.” For 16 years 
before I came to the House of Repre- 
sentatives I spent much of my time sell- 
ing the securities of small enterprises. I 
say to you in my judgment and in my 
experience, small capitalists, and small 
investors were never more anxious to 
invest their money at home than they 
are today. But the tax laws have dis- 
couraged the formation of new enter- 
prises and these investors see no oppor- 
tunities to make a profit in new enter- 
prises, commensurate with the risks at- 
tendant upon new businesses. 

The next reason given is “increased 
cost of and sales resistance to security 
issues of small business.” 


The “increased cost and increased 
sales. resistance” are both a result of 
governmental policies. The Securities 


and Exchange Commission has made it 
very expensive for small enterprise to 
start in business because of legal ex- 
penses, accountants’ fees and that sort of 
thing. Therefore, small enterprises 


cannot get under way because of the 
obstacles that Government has set up. 
We have placed the handcuffs on these 
new enterprises and now we propose this 
| sort of cure-all to offset the handcuffs. 
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The next reason given is “The tend- 
ency of savings to funnel into institu- 
tions or agencies limited by law to in- 


vestment in debts, 
fundamentally 
ness.” 

The reason the savings of the people 
are going into debts and to investment 
types of insurance is that the tax law 
have operated deliberately or otherwise 
so that capital is forced into a low rat 
of institution-type of investment. That 
actual situation has been ignored by 
Congress for years, yet it is that situation 
which makes it impossible to start new 
businesses and to keep new enterprises 


rather than equities 
needed by small busi- 


going. If this House wants to do some- 
thing that will really help small busi- 
ness, it will pass a Measure to make it 


possible for small business to be created 
and to get under way successfully. 

A youngster learns to walk by tryins 
to walk. If you put a ball and chain on 
his feet, he would not walk very far, no 
matter how many sets of crutches you 
bought for him. What this Congres 
needs to do is to take the ball and chain 
off the feet of these new small businesse 
so that they can get started and progres 
by their own efforts. 

I have introduced a bill aimed toward 
that purpose, H. R. 5411. I know it will 
not be considered at this session, but I 
am hopeful that the new Congress will go 
to work on that kind of a bill. The bill 
proposes to have government leave new 
Small business alone until they get un- 
der way. That is the greatest help that 
this Congress, or any Congress, can give 


to small business. It is not by mak- 
ing more loans, furnishing more 
crutches, more governmental interfer- 


ence, more wet-nursing programs to keep 
small business alive in the face of great 
difficulties. 

I hope that this House approaches the 
real problem and stops thinking that it 
has solved the problems of small business 
by loaning them more money to pile up 
more debts to make their future 
hazardous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman from Nebraska has expired 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman i 
recognized for 5 minutes 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 
first I should like to remark about 
statement made by the gentleman from 
California |Mr. OUTLAND! who refused t« 
yield to me when I wished to make a 
statement regarding the amount of loan 
and leases that has been made to Ohi 
It is true that Ohio has received $11,394.- 
000, but Ohio’s obligation is $1,000,000 
more, based on the percent of her in- 
ternal revenue payments. Ohio is still 
a goat State. 

I think it should be explained to the 
House why this extraordinary effort is 
being made to make it appear that this 
agency is not guaranteeing loans. Here 
is the situation: As I recollect the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve in- 
troduced a bill which would provide for 
the guaranteeing of loans to these small 
corporations by the Federal Reserve 
Banks. It so happens that the Federal 


more 


time of the 
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crued to those hanks from the devalua- 
tion of the dollar, which the Federal 
Reserve Banks would use for guarantee- 
ing these loans. 


Smaller War Plants Corporation does not 
engage in guaranteeing loans involves a 


quarrel between this Bureau and the | 


Federal Reserve. Each agency seeks 
control over the smaller plants. 

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. 
just now. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. We are 
fighting so that these millions of direct 
loans shall be guaranteed so that the 
money will stretch further and more peo- 
ple can be helped. I hope that is under- 
stood. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Yes; I hope that 
is made clear to the committee. I think 


I cannot yield 


Will the 


the ultimate result upon our economy | 


will be the same whether the Govern- 
ment guarantees the loans or whether it 
makes them outright. Our descent will 
perhaps be less precipitate if we adopt 
the procedure of guaranteeing loans. 
And since we have an opportunity to 
choose between the two methods, cer- 
tainly I would prefer the procedure of 
guaranteeing loans. 

Mr. PATMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield. 

Mr.PATMAN. Will the gentleman not 
admit that the Federal Reserve only 
asked to use a certain part of the surplus, 
amounting to less than $200,000,000? 


a little more than $200,000,000. 

Mr. PATMAN. Well, in any event, it 
is a part of their surplus that was set 
aside at one time. They want to use that 
for this purpose, and that amount only. 
They are not asking to use the unlimited 
resources of the Federal Reserve Bank to 
guarantee loans, but only to the extent 
of that comparatively small amount. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I am glad the 
gentleman from Texas has given us his 
view of this matter. Apparently he be- 
lieves there is to be no limit to the 
amount of loans, leases, and so forth, the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation intends 
to make. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I yield. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did I understand the 
gentleman to say he thought the Federal 
Reserve should guarantee loans up to the 
amount of their reserve? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Is the gentleman 
asking that question of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Maybe I misunder- 
stood him. I understood him to say the 
Federal Reserve could guarantee loans 
up to the extent of their reserve. They 
asked for that provision. We have up 
to the present time refused to give it to 
them. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I did not under- 
stand him to say exactly that. 


The fact is this de- 
termined effort to make out that the 
| posed of. 


| his judgment. 


| that the Federal 


| I have introduced it. 
| there is no conflict between this act and 
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Reserve Bank has $200,000,000 or more | 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the | 
in the form of so-called profits that ac- | 


gentleman from Ohio has expired. 
Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I arise 


ment. 


technical question now has been dis- 
Whether or not a contract of 
repurchase is a guaranty can be decided 
by the individual Member to the best of 
The lawbooks are full of 
decisions on guaranty and guarantor, 


| and I do not believe a contract to repur- 


chase is a guaranty. But whether it 


is a guaranty or not, I do not know that | 
there is anything so essentially bad ina | 


guaranty if it is used discreetly and for 


| a good purpose. After the Baruch re- 


port and the recommendations made 
Reserve insure the 
loans of banks in order to provide 
adequate funds for smaller business 
throughout the United States, I called 
up Mr. Eccles and told him I thought 


that was a most excellent plan, and if he 


| desired to have a bill introduced to carry 


out that purpose, I would be glad to in- 
troduce it. He prepared such a bill, and 
I can see that 


the “bill I have introduced, that small 


| business ought to have all the help it 


can obtain in these emergent times. 


| After the pending bill is passed, and I 
| presume it will be by an overwhelming 
| majority, I am going to see that the 
| Banking and Currency Committee holds 


a hearing on the bill Mr. Eccles pro- 
posed, and I hope that bill will pass. 


| I hope we can give to the smaller plants 
| which are now in a condition in which 


they need help because of the existing 
emergency some effective help. I am 


| sure it can be done by way of a guaranty, 


Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I thought it was | and I see no reason Why that bill should 


| not pass or why it should be in conflict 


with the present bill. Certainly the 
more accommodation we can give to 
these small plants the better it will be 
for them. 

If we want to maintain the American 
way of life, if we want our boys to come 


| back to the conditions which they left, 


it is necessary to maintain the small 
business plant, which has meant so much 
to the character, progressiveness, and 
initiative of the American people. I 
hope the small business concerns will get 
all the help that is possible from every 
source available in order that when re- 
conversion comes they will not be frozen 
out but will still exert the fine influence 
and useful purpose they have always 
exerted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kentucky has expired. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time for 
the purpose of asking the chairman of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency 
this question: Mr. Chairman, is it your 
understanding that the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation can make loans only 
to plants engaged in the production of 


| war materials and needs? 


Mr. SPENCE. Or essential civilian 


| supplies. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I raised that ques- 
tion to bring out the limitation, that is 
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my understanding, as to their scope an 
jurisdiction. It must be essential civilia: 


| supplies or for the purpose of war pro- 
in opposition to the pro forma amend- | duction. Now you see what a closed ap- 
| proach that is. 


Mr. Chairman, it seems that the great | 


Why was that? It wa 
by reason of the original concept in th 


creation of the Smaller War Plants Cor- 


poration. 

This brings us down to the funda- 
mental proposition: Are we going 
pursue a course in the sunrise, we wi 


| say, of demobilization—whether it com: 
| in 6 months or 6 years, I cannot an- 


swer—and allow loans to be made on 
guaranteed basis where the S. W. P. ( 
makes a loan to two groups only? Wha 


| are you going to do about the little fell 


when the time comes for reconversion 


| out of essential or war material into com- 


petitive enterprise, I will call it? Wh 
are you going to do about competitiv: 
enterprise, not declared and certified 
essential even while the war is on? 

Mr. SPENCE. Of course, that ventu 
was an emergency measure and it w 
done for a specific purpose, namely, ' 
keep these plants alive during the wa: 
because the pressure was sc great. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I agree with 


| gentleman. 


Mr. SPENCE. And also to help t 
plants that are engaged in producing ¢ 
sential civilian supplies which are just a 
necessary as war work. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes. 
that. 

Mr. SPENCE. After reconversi 
comes, of course, there will have to | 
additional legislation. I do not thi 
we can meet those problems now. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The only place | 
disagree with the Chairman is when | 
says “after reconversion comes.” I am 
talking about the time before reconver- 
sion because we are continually cuttin 
off these war contracts. Everyday some- 
one in my area of the country finds him- 
self out of war production, out of essen- 
tial civilian production, and going back 
into competitive enterprise again. 

Mr. SPENCE. This is the pulmot: 
that is keeping them alive so that ws 
can reconvert them. If they die nov 
they will not be reconverted. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I cannot go alon 
with the gentleman on that because I do 
not consider this is a pulmotor that is 
keeping them alive unless they actually 
get the benefits, and I cannot see ye' 
where they are getting any benefits. 

Mr. SPENCE. This Corporation has 
the power also to make interim loans 
during the reconversion period, which 
will also be beneficial to the smaller 
plants. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That carries us to 


I agree W 


| the point I wanted to make when I had 


the floor before, but my time had expired. 
I was observing then that the banks 
primarily stand behind the Treasury in 
such issues as the Treasury puts out. We 
purchase these Treasury issues. We pu! 
the Treasury in the position to set up 
these Government corporations. Wha'- 


| ever those deficits may be incident to loss 
. on the part of those corporations the 


citizens will have to meet through contri- 
butions in the form of taxes and the buy- 
ing of bonds with which tocarryon. W° 
might just as well do this in the first 
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nlace and channel these operations di- 
rectly through private enterprise rather 
than through Government corporations. 
raat is something we will have to meet 
eventually. It may be after the day of 
liquidation and after a reign of chaos and 
perhaps after we have gone through the 
experience of a ruthless dictatorship that 
forces us to the economic guillotine in 
rder to bring some type of order out of 
the cnaos. 

The present Federal Reserve Act au- 
thorizes the Federal Reserve banks to 
make loans direct to industry, but the 
Federal Reserve banks have declined to 

) so because they do not want to be put 
in the ridiculous position of going out and 
competing with commercial banks, mem- 
bers and nonmembers of the Federal Re- 
erve System. Therefore, the chairman 
of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 

ney, the gentleman from Kentucky 
Mr. SpeNcE], has pending before the 
committee a bill which he has introduced, 
urged by the Federal Reserve Board, pro- 
viding that the authority they have to 
make direct loans be repealed and that 

vey be given authority to guarantee 
loans made by the commercial banks of 
this country to all types of small enter- 
prise, if you please, at all times, so that 
that business will go directly through the 
banks instead of through a Government 
corporation such as the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation. The Chairman of 
the Board has declared that if we will do 
then this type of S. W. P. C. op- 
eration we are discussing will be unneces- 
ary. That is the point I have been try- 
ing to get across here this afternoon. 

Mr. Chairman, just one other point. 
If the Smaller War Plants Corporation is 
in position to guarantee these small loans 
100 percent, whether or not the local 
bank participates, then tell me why the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation needs 
$200,000,000 between now and next July 
1, 1945? I propose to offer an amend- 
ment to reduce the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
gentleman has expired. 

Without objection, all 
amendments are withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Crawrorp: On 
page 2, line 1, strike out “€350,000,000”" and 
insert “$200,000,000.” 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 
simply wish to say that that would allow 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation an 
additional $50,000,000 with which to op- 
erate from now until such time as the 
Congress decides what is to occur on the 
life of the Corporation which expires 
next July 1. 

Mr.PATMAN. Mr. Chairman,I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

I hope that this amendment is de- 
feated. I can see the viewpoint of the 
members who are opposing this legisla- 
tion, but I cannot understand why one 
would say a reduced amount would make 
the principal better. If it is a question 


that 
nat, 


the 


pro forma 


Chairman, I 


of principal, we should have $200,000,000 
or nothing. 





Under laws passed by this Congress, 
the House concurring, of course, such 
dut#es and responsibilities have been 
placed on the Smaller War Plants Cor- 
poration which causes them to need now 
$200,000,0C0 to assist in reconversion and 
to aid the returning veterans of World 
War No. 2. I do not understand how we 
can consistently vote to cut the amount 
down $150,000,000. I can understand 
why you want to vote aeainst the entire 
principal but I cannot understand why 
they would just say, “Cut out three- 
fourths of it, and that removes the ob- 
jectionable feature.” 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. TABER. I wonder if the gentle- 
man can tell us why with $150,000,000 
capital, and only $16,000,000 of deficit, 
and $28,000,000 of loans, they are so bad 
off for funds to loan with. 

Mr. PATMAN. Because we are going 
into the reconversion period when many 
times the amount of money will be neces- 
sary and required. 

Mr. TABER. But there is nothing in 
the hearings to show how much they will 
need. There is nothing to show that 
that $100,000,000 that seems to be there 
in funds to loan would not be enough. 

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman is mis- 
taken. There is only $19,000,000 of loan- 
able funds. 

Mr. TABER. Sixteen and twenty- 
eight makes forty-four, and 44 from 150 
leaves 106. Maybe that is bad arithme- 
tic, but I submit it. 

Mr. PATMAN. They only have $19,- 
000,900 loanable funds at this time. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. The 
item that the gentleman mentioned rep- 
resents definite commitments which the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation has 
already made. 

Mr. PATMAN. Yes; 
out. 

Mr. SPENCE. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yie!d to th 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. SPENCE. They cannot get this 
money until they go before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and obtain a re- 
port from that committee and secure an 
appropriation bill that will give them 
the money; is that not true? 

Mr. PATMAN. The gentleman from 
New York is a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations and that is merely a 
procedure, as the chairman states. It 
will still have to go through the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and be authorized 
by that committee before any part of it 
can be expended, so we have that protec- 


tion. 


and must carry 
Mr. Chairman, will the 


e gentle- 


Mr. SPENCE. Under the Surplus 
Property Act, the Reconversion Act, 


under the Contract Settlement Act, and 
the G. I. bill of rights, this Corporation 
has an important function to perform; 
is that not true? 
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Mr. PATMAN. Two hundred million 
dollars is just as small an amount as they 
can possibly get along with; in fact, it 
would be better to vote to cut out the en- 
tire amount than provide just $50,000.000. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair- 

nan, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the 
woman from Illinois. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. In the face 
of the war situation and Prime Minister 
Churchill's statement, they have no busi- 
ness reconverting before the first of the 
year. I do not doubt that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Crawrorp] is offered with 
the idea that we shall be sure to have 
them back before our committee shortly 
so that we can get a ' 
program. 

Mr. PATMAN. I believe all industry 
should not be reconverted, but some in- 
dustries can be reconverted even during 
the war. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Has not the 
gentleman’s committee just completed a 
study of small business that we ought to 
consider right away before we start with 
this program? 

Mr.PATMAN. No; thisshould be done 
now. It isan emergency measure. If we 
want to help these returning boys and 
carry out our contract with them, we 
should furnish the money to do it. We 
should not pass a law and pretend that 
we are going to help them go into busi- 
ness, and then deny them the best op- 
portunity they will have and the best 
supervision they will have to go into busi- 
ness. That would be unfair to them. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 


gentle- 


guaranteed-loan 


Mr. PATMAN. I yield to the gentle- 
men from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. When one of 
these repurchase agreements is made, is 


a reserve set up against that equal to the 
amount of the loan that is to be repur- 
chased? 

Mr. PATMAN. I am I cannot 
answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Can we obtain 
an answer to that question? 

Mr. PATMAN. Really, it is only a 
small amount. The repurchase agree- 
ments involve only about $2,000,000, 
about 1%. percent of the capital stock of 
the Corporation, so it is so small I do not 
believe it would be a determining factor 
either way. If it were, I would insist on 
the information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Michigan | Mr. Crawronp). 

The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker havins resumed the chair, 
Mr. Jarman, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
having had under consideration the bill 
(S. 2004) to amend the act entitled “An 
act to mobilize the productive facilities 
of small business in the interests of suc- 
cessful prosecution of the war, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 11, 1942, 
pursuant to House Resolution 661, he re- 
ported the same back to the House. 


sorry, 





















































































The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time and was read the third time. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speak- 
er, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentlewoman 
opposed to the bill? 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I am, Mr. 
Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The _ gentlewoman 


qualifies. 

The Clerk will report the motion to 
recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Miss Sumner of Illinois moves to recom- 
mit the bill S. 2004 to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, 


the previous question on the motion to 
recommit. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on | 


the motion to recommit. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Miss Sumner of Illi- 
nois) there were—ayes 32, noes 75. 

So the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 


the passage of the bill. 
The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
AMENDING SECTION 119 OF THE JUDICIAL 
CODE 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5518) to 
amend section 119 of the Judicial Code. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman from Alabama ex- 
plain what the bill does? 

Mr. HOBBS. I will be glad to explain, 
sir. This bill was unanimously reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary at the 
request of some of the chief men in the 
judéciary of the Nation to clear up the 
meaning of the words in section 119 of 
the Judicial Code, “among these cir- 
cuits.” The point is made inasmuch as 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia is not a circuit— 
that is, it does not “circulate’—it may 
not be within that nomenclature. And, 
therefore, this bill directs itself wholly 
to the meaning of section 119, and says 
that with regard to this particular sec- 
tion of the Judicial Code it shall be 
construed to be a circuit. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 
is the reason for construing it in that 
way? 

Mr. HOBBS. The reason for it is that 
section 119 deals with the delegation or 
allotment of the Chief Justice and Asso- 
ciate Justices of the Supreme Court of 
the United States to sit among the 
circuits. 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetis. This 


merely permits them to sit on that cir- 
cuit? 








a 


Mr. HOBBS. It simply says that, for 
the purposes of that section, the District 
of Columbia is a circuit. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
bill was unanimously reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes, sir. 
every one of the objectors on both sides 
of the House, except the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Priest], whom I have 


not been able to find, and they are all 


in Accord. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 


| read the bill, as follows: 


Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I move | 
Judicial Code (U. 8S. C., title 28, sec. 215) is 


| hereby amended by adding at the end there- 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 119 of the 


of the following: 
“For the purposes of this section, the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia shall be deemed to be a 


judicial circuit.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on | Sider was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend the re- 
marks I made in the Committee of the 
Whole this afternoon, and include there- 
in a number of examples where the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation has as- 
sisted small industries. This informe- 
tion has been prepared by the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation. 


PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I take this time to find out the 
program for next week. 

Mr.McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, next 
week is going to be a rather busy week. 
On Monday the unanimous-consent cal- 
endar will be called. Then H. R. 4993, 
the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Alabama {Mr. Hosss], known as 
the antisabotage bill, will be called up. 
There is 1 hour’s debate on that bill. If 
that bill is disposed of in time, then I 
will call up the rule on, and, if we can, 
the bill itself, H. R. 4216, which is the 
bill known as the dental bill, to provide 
more efficient dental care for the per- 
sonnel of the United States Navy. If 
that bill cannot be reached or if it is dis- 
placed, it will be brought up later. I 
cannot tell when I will bring it up, but I 
shall bring it up later. 
and it is not finished on Monday, then 
the bill will be taken up some day later 
in the week, because on Tuesday we meet 
at 11 o’clock and there will be a call of 
the private calendar. Then the bill out 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
in relation to the freezing of social-secu- 
rity taxes, will be brought up that day, 





I have seen | 
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and it is hoped to dispose of that bill on 
that day. I understand that the com- 
mittee will take 5 hours of general de- 
bate. If that bill is not disposed of on 
Tuesday, of course it will continue unti! 
Wednesday. But, assuming that it is, 
as we hope, disposed of on Tuesday, th: 


| deficiency-appropriations bill will com: 


up on Wednesday and be the next order 
of business after the bill out of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. If that 
comes up Wednesday, we May meet 
11 o’clock, and I hope that bill will b 
disposed of on that day. If not, of 
course it will continue until it is dis- 
posed of. It will be disposed of on thx 
next day, I assume. 

The other day I made a commitment 
in connection with the Jackson Hole bi!! 
that I would bring it up next week, and 


that bill will be brought up and it will 
be the next order of business after the 
disposition of the deficiency-appropria- 
tions bill. That order of business is 
definite. Of course, if after the Jackson 
Hole bill the dental bill is not disposed 
of, then the dental bill will be the next 
order of business. 

Then there is a bill establishing the 
grade of fleet admiral. I understand 
a rule may be reported out on that today. 
I cannot state definitely as to when that 
will be taken up, but it is desired to 
dispose of that. Then there is the bill 
(S. 919) placing discretion in United 
States district courts to permit jury 
trials in condemnation cases. That bill 
will be on the program. I hope we will 
be able to bring it up next week, 

Then there is another bill, H. R. 3690 
relating to delayed confessions or con- 
fessions under certain circumstances, 
which bill is entitled “To safeguard the 
admission of evidence in certain cases.” 
That bill will also be on the program. 

Then there is the Palestine resolution, 
if a rule is reported out. That will be 
on the program. 

I doubt if we can get rid of all of this 
program next week, but I am putting it 
on in case we are able to do so. 

The gentleman -from Mississippi | Mr. 
WHITTINGTON] kindly makes a very valu- 
able suggestion to me about conference 
reports. Of course, those will be called 
up as soon as possible after they are re- 
ported, when the legislative situation 
permits, having regard particularly to 
the so-called freeze bill and the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. 

So definitely Monday will be the Unan- 
imous Consent Calendar, the antisabo- 
tage bill, and the dental bill, if possible. 

Tuesday, at 11 o’clock, the Private 
Calendar and the so-called freeze bill. 

After the disposition of that, the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill. That will be 
continued until disposed of, as I said, I 
hope, on Wednesday. 

After that, the Jackson Hole bill. 
After that, if the dental bill has not been 
disposed of, the dental bill will then be 
taken up. 

Then, as far as other matters to which 
I have referred are concerned, I cannot 
state definitely the order in which they 
will be taken up in case we have time 
next week to consider those bills. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Can | Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask ter opened and that about 95 percent 
» gentleman tell us whether there is a | unanimous consent to extend my own | were paid back. This is a pretty good 
lace given on the program to the bill | remarks in the Recorp and include a record considering the conditions under 
rding postal salaries? newspaper article which includes the which the loan is made One soldier 


Mr. McCORMACK. I am glad the 

ntleman called attention to that. I 

1d overlooked it for the moment. If 
: rule is reported, I feel that bill should 

prought up, and, as far as I am con- 
erned, it will be brought up. Of course, 
vill be here the week after next week, 

; I see it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts 

ist that. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. 
So. I think if all these matters are not 
taken up next week, they will be taken 

» before the session is concluded. 


DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
NEW JERSEY 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table, the bill H. R. 3732, to 
repeal the prohibition against the filling 
of a vacancy in the office of district judge 
n the district of New Jersey, with a Sen- 
» amendment, disagree to the Senate 
amendment and ask for a conference. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
request of the gentleman from Penn- 
yivania? {After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Mr. Sumners of Texas, Mr. 
Water, and Mr. HANcOocK. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS AND FLOOD 
CONTROL 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
k unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 4485) au- 
thorizing the construction of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, for 
flood control, and for other purposes, 
with Senate amendments, disagree to 
Senate amendments and agree to the 
conference requested by the Senate. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 


At 


ippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none and ap- 
points the following conferees: Mr. 
WHITTINGTON, Mr. -ALLEN of Louisiana, 
Mr. ELuioTt, Mr. CLason, and Mr. CurtTIs. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 


ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, in 
view of the fact that definite agreement 
has been made, I now ask unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourns 
on Monday it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock a. m. on Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. Curtis asked and was given per- 
mission to revise and extend his own 
remarks in the Recorp.) 





Thanksgiving Proclamation of President 
Lincoln made during wartime. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the Recorp 
and include therein an article from the 
New York Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. MILLER! is recognized for 
20 minutes. 


REPORT ON A TRIP TO ENGLAND 
INCLUDING LEND-LEASE 


Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, 2 days ago I gave the Congress 
a report on the splendid hospital and 
medical care treatment that the soldiers 
are receiving in the more than 100 Amer- 
ican hospitals in England. 

Today I give you the other side of the 
picture, not so bright or encouraging. 
To some, the report may seem a bit 
critical. I may even be accused of stir- 
ring up disunity in my report. I do not 
give it with that thought in mind. I 
trust it will arouse some constructive 
thinking in the minds of Congress and 
the people. There are always individ- 
uals who feel that any report which 
points out mistakes that we or other 
countries are making in wartime should 
not be given. I do not share that view. 

I feel that more Members of Congress 
should go, not only to war zones, but to 
other sections of the country to investi- 
gate conditions when they are legislat- 
ing upon the vital problems affecting the 
American people. It is a mistake that 
this Congress should always rely upon 
the representatives of bureaus and indi- 
viduals who have a selfish interest in 
the reports that they render to Con- 
gress. It is my sincere hope that the 
Congress will soon streamline its pro- 
cedures which will make it possible for 
Congress to be better informed upon the 
business of the country. 

Before launching into the darker side 
of my report, I want to say that from my 
observations, I feel that the American 
Red Cross is doing a marvelous job in 
England. I visited several centers. 
The one on Picadilly Circus was most 
interesting. The doorman told me that 
the day before D-day and on a pay day, 
he had clocked 84,100 American boys 
through the door. The Red Cross ren- 
ders much service, comfort, and advice 
to our military personnel. 

I visited the so-called complaint room 
where the soldiers come in asking for ad- 
vice and help. Many of them want a 10- 
shilling loan, which is about $2, to tide 
them over. This is a character Joan. 
The record of the soldies does not show 
that this loan is made. I was told by the 
personnel officer that more than 8,000 
such loans had been made since the cen- 


came in with a 350-word telegram that 
he wanted to send home. He and his wife 
had been married in haste and on short 
acquaintance. The wife wanted to get a 
divorce. The telegram was boiled down 
to some 200 words and sent for him. An- 
other soldier's wife had accidentally been 
killed in an accident. They had two 
small children at home. Machinery was 
set into action to get the soldier out of 
the service and sent home. There were 


thousands of similar reports, the Red 
Cross handling them all very satisfac- 
torily. 

It is interesting to note the number of 
Americans on Piccadilly Lane. At the 
hotel where I stayed the manager told 
me that 75 percent were Americans. 


They will miss us when we leave. 

The buzz-bomb damage in London has 
been terrific. More than 2,000,000 build- 
ings have been damaged. More than 
800,000 buildings have been made unin- 
habitable, some of them completely 
wrecked. It is freely stated in London 
that, had the buzz bombs started 6 
months earlier, we might be witnessing 
a different condition today. 

I saw one buzz bomb come over in the 
evening. You see them almost before you 
hear them, they travel so fast. They 
sound like a freight train or a noisy bus 
going overhead. The bus driver across 
from my hotel when the bomb went over, 
lost his nerve and drove across the side- 
walk and curb down into a park with a 
busload of people. I ran over to see what 
service I might render. No one was hurt 
but the driver of the bus was so jittery 
and upset he was shaking like an aspen 
leaf and unable to talk. 

During the early morning hours when 
the bombs came over, we were supposed 
to go down to an air shelter but I believe 
I did what many others do—crawl under 
the bed taking the feather mattress with 
you. The great danger is from flying 
glass following the explosion. It is per- 
haps fortunate that there is little glass 
left in London. 

During my visit in London, I had the 
opportunity of not only driving several 
hundred miles into the midlands of Eng- 
land to visit hospitals, but I also visited 
bomber bases and saw some of the lend- 
lease material which we have been send- 
ing so generously to England. 

I saw about 60 miles north of London 
at least a square mile of American-made 
farm machinery, new tractors, plows, 
harrows, and discs packed close together. 
The colonel who took me on this trip had 
been in England nearly 3 years. He wa 
close to the problem of lend-lease and 
supplies. He told me this pile of ma- 
chinery was growing larger every day 
In fact, while we were there 15 or 20 
truckloads of new machinery came up to 
unload. The colonel stated emphatically 
and without reservation that this type oi 
lend-lease should have stopped long ago. 
I do not want the House to misunder- 
stand me. I believe that lend-lease was 
necessary to our allies. I voted for lend- 
lease, mistakes are being made. I 


but } 
presume that this foreign machinery 
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lend-lease was on order and someone 
felt it necessary to complete the order. 

It is interesting to note that before 
the war, England was producing about 
35 percent of her food products. 
Through lend-lease, this has been in- 
creased so that England is now about 75 
percent sufficient in food. This has been 
accomplished through lend-lease of farm 
machinery. It is very evident now, how- 
ever, that this type of lend-lease should 
be stopped. No one. in Government 
seems to know when to stop. 

It is frequently said by members of a 
certain school of thought that it is im- 
possible to get too much material in war- 
time. Of course, there can be too much 
because in getting too much of any one 
thing, one is nearly always receiving too 
little of something else. It is hard to 
keep in balance, particularly through 
Government planning, which is rarely of 
the best. I realize that the problem of 
handling the expense account of war is 
difficult because it is mixed up with 
emotionalism, national interest, and 
plain human selfishness. I do feel 
keenly, though, that it is time that the 
American Congress takes its first place 
in the vigil for American rights, public, 
private, and otherwise. 

he President spoke recently that 
lend-lease would stop after the war with 
Germany was terminated. I am won- 
dering if this statement is true, because 
it does not seem to jibe with the state- 
‘ment yesterday made by the Foreign 
Economic Administrator, Mr. Crowley, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Morgenthau, when they stated, and I 
quote: 

Lend-lease aid to the United Kingdom 
will be liberalized following the defeat of 


Germany to include materials for improving 
British living conditions. 


It is quite apparent that there is no 
clear understanding of just how far and 
for what our lend-lease is to go. 

Following my return from England, I 
made the statement that we should have 
some understanding now relative to lend- 
lease. I even thought that the United 
States might well be owing Great Britain 
after this war is over. I believe that 
not only War No. 1 debts will be canceled, 
but all the debts of this war, including 
Iend-lease. I said that because, in my 
contact with the general public in Eng- 
land, the statement was frequently made 
that the United States should help pay 
for some of the bomb damage in England. 
In fact, several British correspondents 
from New York and Washington called 
me following my statement and one of 
them said, “Mr. Congressman, we were in 
this war 2 years before your country 
came in. What do you think you owe us 
for that?” He further said, “You are re- 
pairing bomb damage in other countries; 
why not England?” 

If it is the intention of this adminis- 
tration to follow that course of action, 
then we should call lend-lease “give-and- 
forget” and the American people ought 
to be so informed. 

It is my opinion that all lend-lease aid 
to other countries should now be confined 
to bullets, bombs, guns, the implements 
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of warfare, and the necessary food sup- 
ply. 

The American people will be in for a 
tremendous shock when they find out 
just what is in the mind of this adminis- 
tration and the British Empire when it 
comes to the settlement, if any, of lend- 
lease. I suggested to the New York Brit- 
ish representative that we ought to have 
permanent title to some of the air bases 
we have built in many English posses- 
sions: We built them with hard-earned 
money from the American people. They 
were shocked at such a suggestion. Ap- 
parently we are going to turn these bases 
back to England with no strings at- 
tached. 

The President, in his recent report 
on lend-lease, stated that more than 
800,000 American troops had been trans- 
ported to England by the British. He 
did not tell the American people that 
many of the ships used were given to 
the English at the nominal sum of $1. 
He did not state how much money the 
War Department or some agency was 
paying in addition for the transporta- 
tion of these troops. I should like to 
ask someone representing the adminis- 
tration the following question: What, 
if anything, is it costing this country 
when troops are transported to England 
on English ships? Is this a part of lend- 
lease; if not, why not? I shall await 
with a great deal of interest the reply to 
these questions. I want the American 
people to have the truth. 


It is my opinion that when our Amer- 
ican soldiers come home they will have 
a close-up, down-to-the-earth opinion as 
to what is really going on in other coun- 
tries. They will really know what other 
countries think about us. They will 
know about the abuses of lend-lease. I 
believe that these men, when they re- 
turn, will be pretty much nationalistic 
in their thinking. I have had quite a 
number of letters upon my remarks 
about lend-lease from men overseas. 
They all give me the same reaction. At 
a later date, I may insert some of these 
letters, minus their names, in the Rec- 
oRD. Most of the letters are couched in 
rather caustic words concerning our aid 
to England and the abuses under lend- 
lease. 

This country needs better representa- 
tion abroad. We need it at home. We 
need men of the Churchill philosophy 
when he said that he did not become 
the Prime Minister of England to assist 
in the liquidation of the Empire. We 
need men of the harédfisted, direct diplo- 
macy of Stalin who, apparently, when 
he was at the Teheran Conference, did 
not ask Mr. Churchill and Roosevelt 
what he could have, but he told them. 
The sentence was rather short and there 
was a period. That sentence was re- 
peated, apparently, several times with 
the same period. Certainly no thinking 
American now doubts but what Mr. 
Stalin will dominate the countries he is 
absorbing. Communism or state social- 
ism will overrun Europe. It is knocking 
at the door of America. The very thing 
our boys are fighting on many battle 
fronts to destroy has presented its ugly 
head with rather firm roots in our Amer- 
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ica. Our soldiers will not be pleased 
with the turn of events in this country. 

Our foreign affairs are directed too 
frequently by individuals or a select few 
who try to mold public opinion. They 
lack the real contact and understanding 
of the great mass of people which make 
up this and other countries. I do not 
believe that the reports of diplomats, 
newspaper writers, and radio commenta- 
tors reflect the thinking of the masses. 

If Congress is to legislate wisely, it 
must know something about the thinkin 
of the State Department and should be 
taken into the confidence of men direct- 
ing the foreign affairs of this country. 
Congress should be kept informed of 
the great problems confronting our Na- 
tion. Our diplomats in foreign countries 
are circumscribed as to their activities 
and associations with the common 
people. Their reports are restricted, 
biased, and represent the thinking of 
the upper section of society. I believe 
such reports which mislead Congress 
will be reflected in colossal war bills and 
an additional loss of American lives. 

It is my opinion that unless Congress 
can get honest, down-to-earth reports 
then they must travel, investigate, and 
see conditions before proper conclusions 
can be reached. 

Of course, war is vast. It is difficult to 
understand. We do understand the 
casualty lists because they strike home 
It is hard to understand certain secret 
diplomatic processes behind the scenes. 
These actions are the ones which pro- 
duce a war. 

Someone has said that the Nation 
wins a war which can spend the most 
money, waste the most, and in the quick- 
est time. Well, America is winning the 
war. The money spent, the mistakes 
made, may soon be forgotten if this war 
can be over soon and our boys brought 
back home to live here in a world of last- 
ing peace. Our soldiers, when they re- 
turn, may well hold this Congress re- 
sponsible for the mistakes being made 
by departments of government who are 
acting far beyond the intent of Congress. 
Our soldiers are seeing things from a 
realistic standpoint in the wishful think- 
ing of some diplomats. They will ap- 
praise conditions, at their face valu 
They will see things the censor black 
out. They will not be fooled. They wil! 
have a keen understanding of what has 
transpired and the direction in which we 
have been going. 

I only hope that this Congress and the 
people of the country will properly eval!u- 
ate the happenings that are now trans- 
piring. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 2 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Spence], I ask unanimous 
consent that all Members may have 5 leg- 
islative days to revise and extend their 
remarks on the bill that was passed this 
afternoon, S. 2004. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 4 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 

















from Massachusetts [Mr. Wic- 
LESWORTH! is recognized for 30 minutes. 
'TECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE 
1— FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COM- 
MISSION 
Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
T ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks and include a recent 
editorial. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
bijection to the request of the gentleman 
m Massachusetts? 
[here was no objection. 


r. C. C. HEARINGS CLOSED TO CONGRESS AND 
PUBLIC 
Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 


history repeats itself. 

Once again, by a vote of three to two, 
the select committee appointed to in- 
vestigate the Federal Communications 
Commission and its activities has voted 
to terminate public hearings in the mat- 
ter of radio station WMCA, New York, 
and to withhold further facts from the 
Congress and the public. 

Once again the counsel for the com- 
mittee has resigned from his position in 
order not to be considered as a party to 
a “whitewash.” 

I opposed the action of the committee, 
as did its chairman, who, in my judg- 
ment, showed both wisdom and courage 
in this connection. 

The action of the committee raises 
once again the question as to what forces 
have been operating from the very out- 

t to suppress the facts in this and other 
transactions. . 

As I stated in the committee, “The 
national welfare cries out for an honest 
thoroughgoing public investigation, let- 
ting the chips fall where they may.” 

What are these all-powerful forces, 
Mr. Speaker? 

“SACRED COWS—POLITICAL PARASITES” 


Is the administration seeking to pro- 
tect and to keep under cover the conduct 
and the doings of its “sacred cows” and 
political “parasites in private practice” 
who are amassing fortunes at the ex- 
pense of the taxpayers? 

Is the administration trying to pre- 
vent the public disclosure of the part 
played by Thomas G. Corcoran “Tommy 
the Cork,’ William J. Dempsey, and 
William C. Koplowitz and other New Deal 
officials, past and present, in connection 
with this case? 

Did these persons conspire in the 
alleged enforced sale of radio station 
WMCA by Donald Flamm to Edward J. 
Noble, another former officeholder under 
the New Deal? 

Did the influence of Mr. Corcoran 
play a part in the determination of the 
Democratic majority of the committee 
to terminate the hearings on the WMCA 
matter when they were first opened 8!2 
months ago, on the flimsy pretext that 
the hearings would interfere with pri- 
vate litigation between Mr. Flamm and 
Mr. Noble? 

Was that majority action the result of 
a breakfast conference at a well-known 
hotel with Mr. Corcoran at the end of 
an airplane trip from the west coast by 
& majority member of the committee? 


| 





Did the majority of the committee 
vote to terminate public hearings re- 
cently resumed on the WMCA case in 
the light of charges in the hearings that 
Mr. Corcoran and his associates, Mr. 
Dempsey and Mr. Koplowitz, had nego- 
tiated the sale under investigation? 
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WAS F.C. C. PARTY TO CONSPIRACY? 

Did the Federal Communications 
Commission and its staff authorize the 
transfer of radio station WMCA from 
Flamm to Noble without any hearing 
and in the short space of 15 days, not- 
withstanding certain members of the 
Commission were on notice that the sale 
of the station was perhaps tainted with 
irregularity? 

Did the Commission, with knowledge 
of alleged irregularities and again with- 
out any hearing, also deny an applica- 
tion for reconsideration of the Commis- 
sion’s action? 

Was the Federal Communications 
Commission or its personnel party to the 
alleged conspiracy? 

Ts it a fact, as indicated in respect to 
other matters in testimony by Mr. Cor- 
coran before the Truman committee, 
that Mr. Dempsey and Mr. Koplowitz 
were the “front” in the WMCA trans- 
action, while Mr. Corcoran remained in 
the background and pulled the strings? 

Is it a fact that the arrangements be- 
tween Mr. Corcoran, Mr. Dempsey, and 
Mr. Koplowitz in the WMCA case were 
the same as those in the adjustment 
of the Savannah, Ga., shipyard claim, as 
described by Mr. Norman Littell, of the 
Department of Justice, where, again, Mr. 
Dempsey and Mr. Koplowitz are charged 
with being the “front” while Mr. Cor- 
coran remained behind the scenes and 
pulled the strings? 

Have we alrived at a time in this coun- 
try when the Executive branch of the 
Government can, by threats, intimida- 
tion, or otherwise, prevent the Congress 
from obtaining such information as it 
deems proper from the standpoint of ap- 
propriations and remedial legislation? 

IF NOTHING WRONG, WHY SECRECY? 


If Mr. Corcoran, Mr. Dempsey, Mr. 
Koplowitz, Mr. Noble, and the members 
and the staff of the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission are guilty of no wrong- 
doing, what is the explanation of the 
tremendous pressure exerted from the 
very outset from administration and 
other sources to suppress the facts in 
the WMCA case? 

The Congress and the public, Mr. 
Speaker, are entitled to answers to these 
and other questions, and to all available 
evidence bearing upon them. 

HISTORY OF COMMITTEE ACTION 


The House is familiar with the devel- 
opments last February in respect of the 
WMCA case. They were presented on 
the floor on February 29. The situation 
to date may be summarized as follows: 

After 2 days of startling testimony last 
February, alleging conspiracy to deprive 
the station owner of his frequency by 
past and present Officials of the New 
Deal, hearings were abruptly terminated 
and postponed in the absence of the 
minority members of the committee, by 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


action of the three majority members of | closed doo: 


the committees 


mit one of whom arrived by 
airplane from the Aleutian Islands the 
day before the meeting 

Following upon this action, Mr. Eu- 
gene I. Garey, counsel for the commit- 
tee, and three associates resigned, char- 
acterizing the action as “a patent fraud 
on the Congress and the public,” and 


charging that 
ing converted 


the investigation was be- 
to “a sheer whitewashing 
affair, wholly responsive to political pres- 
sures and dominated political ex- 
pediency.” 

The House will also recall the methods 
used prior to this time to bring about 
the resignation of the former chairman 
of the committee, and the statements in 
the public press indicating tkat Mr. 
Garey’s resignation had been demanded 
under threat of criminal action, not 
against himself but against a friend and 
associate. These statements have never 
been investigated. 

Following Mr. Garey’s resignation, in 
the course of my remarks on the fioor of 
the House, I condemned the action of 
the majority members of the committee 
and demanded resumption of the hear- 
ings on Station WMCA at the 
possible moment. 

At the same time, a commitment was 
made by the chairman of the committee 
to the effect that the case would be heard 
before the termination of the hearings 

In this connection the gentleman from 


by 


earliest 


New Jersey |Mr. Hart] stated, and I 
quote: 

The chairman suggested a modification of 
the language so that instead of postponing 


the matter until the court should have actu- 
ally disposed of the case, the motion should 


read that it should be postponed until the 


court has had a reasonable opportunity to 
dispose of the issue I accepted the modify- 
ing language and the motion was adopted 


In response to an inquiry from the floor 
as to what was meant by a “reasonable 
opportunity” the chairman of the com- 
mittee stated, and I quote: 


A period of 6 weeks was mentioned. The 
committee did not bind itself to 6 week 
We thought the court might need that much 
time. 

Instead of 6 weeks, Mr. Speaker, action 


has been deferred for approximately 8 
months. 


CONFESSION BY CONSPIRATOR 
Hearings were resumed on Novembe1 
22. They resulted in 3 more days of 
amazing testimony tending strongly to 
confirm the testimony of last February 
Charged with having important parts in 
the alleged conspiracy were Edward J 
Noble, William J. Dempsey, William C. 
Koplowitz, Thomas J. Corcoran, all for- 
mer officials of the New Deal, as well as 
members of the Federal Communications 


Commission. One witness went so far a 
to furnish in full details of the alleged 
conspiracy, stating under oath that he 
had played a principal part in it from 


start to finish 


On the following day, at a special 
meeting of the committee, over the pro 
test of the chairman and myself, the 
committee voted 3 to 2 to discontinue 
public hearings and to wcceed behind 

n executive sion. 
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DEMAND OF NOBLE’S ATTORNEY COMPLIED WITH 


In so doing, the committee once again 
complied with the demand of Mr. Noble’s 
attorney who, as late as November 19, 
renewed a protest of last February urg- 
ing that the WMCA case warranted no 
further investigation or hearings, but 
that if the committee felt otherwise, such 
hearings should be conducted in execu- 
tive session. 

On receiving word of the action of the 
committee, Mr. John J. Sirica, counsel 
for the committee, tendered his resigna- 
tion effective immediately, stating that 
he did not want anyone to be able to say 
that he was party to a whitewash and 
that in his opinion there was no other 
word that could be used for it than that. 

The committee subsequently retired 
behind closed doors, 


LET CHIPS FALL WHERE THEY MAY 
My own views, Mr. Speaker, are sum- 
marized in a statement made just before 
the committee went into executive ses- 
sion. That statement, which I repeat 
for this Recorp at this time, is as follows: 


I desire to record my emphatic opposition 
to the action of the majority of this com- 
mittee in voting to terminate further public 
hearings and to proceed with this investiga- 
tion behind closed doors and in executive 
session. No justification whatsoever, in my 
judgment, has been shown for withholding 
the facts from the Congress and the people. 
I agree with the recent statement of the 
chairman to the effect that a vote to ter- 
minate public hearings at this time may well 
create a national scandal. 

How anyone who has listened to the testi- 
mony during the last 3 days, including the 
statements made in respect to Mr. Noble, 


Mr. Dempsey, Mr. Koplowitz, Mr. Corcoran, 


and members of the Federal Communica- 
tions Commission, can vote to close these 
hearings to the public at this time is be- 
yond my comprehension. Fairness itseli dic- 
tates that these gentlemen be given the op- 
portunity to be heard publicly in these pro- 
ceedings here and now. 

Ever since the start of this investigation 
this committee and its staff have met with 
constant obstruction, intimidation, and un- 
derhand tactics from those in high places 
in the attempt to hamstring its work and 
to suppress the truth. 

There has been and is a wide public in- 
terest in this particular case. No one in my 
judgment can read the testimony already 
a matter of public record without reaching 
the conclusion that that interest is abun- 
Gantly justified. 

SOMETHING LOTTEN IN DENMARK? 

Every time the attempt has been made 
to take this case up, tremendous pressure 
has been brought to bear from adminis- 
tration and other sources in the attempt to 
suppress the case entirely or to postpone 
indefinitely the presentation of the facts to 
the Congress and the pecple. 

Every time that pressure has proved suc- 
cessful in withholding from the Congress 
and the people unsavory facts said to in- 
volve high administration officials and ad- 
visers, both past and present. 

The strength and character of this pres- 
sure is in itself the strongest possible prima 
facie evidénce, in my judgment, that there 
is “something rotten in Denmark,” which 
cannot stand the light of honest investiga- 
tion. 

PUBLIC INTEREST IS PARAMOUNT 


The public interest is paramount. It 
transcends any private interest claimed to 
be involved. Almost any congressional in- 
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vestigation can result in or affect private 
interests or litigation. If these hearings 
should have such an effect, that effect would 
be purely incidental to the all-important 
national objectives of this investigation. If 
these public hearings are to be called off 
on this account, almost any public investi- 
gation by the Congress can be deliberately 
thwarted by the same tactics. 

With the present Congress expiring, a vote 
for executive hearings is a vote to withhold 
indefinitely, if not permanently, the further 
facts in this case. 

I will not cast my vote for action which 
must be interpreted as one more attempt to 
whitewash and to withhold from the Con- 
gress and the people facts to which they are 
rightfully entitled. 

The national welfare cries out for an hon- 
est and thcroughgoing public investigation, 
letting the chips fall where they may—an 
investigation in the interest of impartial and 
eficient regulation—an investigation in the 
interest of equality of opportunity and free- 
dom of speech over the radio, one of the 
greatest single factors in the Nation in terms 
of the preservation or destruction of our 
American way of life. 


This House, Mr. Speaker, should unite 
in demanding, “Let there be light.” 

Under leave to extend my remarks I 
include the following editorial appearing 
on November 30 in the Louisville Courier- 
Journal, an ardent champion of the New 
Deal. The editorial is entitled “Mortify- 
ing News From Washington.” It speaks 
for itself. 


MORTIFYING NEWS FROM WASHINGTON 


Two news items in the Courier-Journal 
yesterday must have delighted and fortified 
every political enemy of the Roosevelt ad- 
ministration and saddened and mortified 
every true friend. 

The first concerned a demand by Attorney 
General Biddte for the resignation of As- 
sistant Attorney General Norman M. Littell 
and Mr. Littell’s refusal to comply. Mr. Lit- 
tell is one of the ablest lawyers in the De- 
partment of Justice. As head of the Lands 
Division he has made a remarkable record in 
the acquirement of sites needed for war pur- 
poses, bucking powerful interests and saving 
the taxpayers millions of dollars. It was he 
who blocked an Elk Bills oil con*ract be- 
tween the Navy and the Standard Oil Co. 
of California by showing how much more 
advantageous its terms were to the company 
than to the Navy. He fought the Army’s plan 
to turn the Breakers Hotel at Palm Beach 
back to the Florida East Coast Railway, after 
spending a huge sum converting it into a 
hospital for soldiers. His testimony before a 
congressional committee helped to upset a 
surplus property disposal plan that was heav- 
ily loaded in favor of speculation and big 
enterprise. 

All of these things Mr. Biddle, as a liberal, 
would be compelled to applaud. We do not 
know whether Mr. Littell is easy to get along 
with in an official capacity. Perhaps he is 
not. Frequently men of his persistence and 
temerity are not. As far as we can make out, 
Mr. Biddle’s principal grievance is that Mr. 
Littell did not clear everything—particularly 
his testimony before Senate investigators— 
with his superior. This complaint from an 
administrator, held responsible for what goes 
on throughout his department, is not un- 
reasonable. Nevertheless, Mr. Biddle had a 
Guty to find a way to work harmoniously 
with so exceptionally valuable and fearless a 
public servant, and his attempt to oust Mr. 
Littell makes a peculiarly sorry mess in that 
it gives color to the congressional charge that 
the Attorney General seeks to suppress the 
flow of information from his department to 
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legitimately inquiring committees on 
Hill. 

The second shocking item concerns an at- 
tempt to suppress information by Mem! 
of Congress themselves. The decision of 1 
House committee investigating the Fed 
Communications Commission to conduct fy 
ture hearings behind closed doors is sim 
shameful. The committee has béen going 
into the curious radio station WMAC «c¢ 
of late 1940, when Donald Flamm sold 
property for $850,000 to a *-~mer Under Sec. 
retary of Commerce, Edward J. Noble. Mr 

lamm has testified that he made the s 
unwillingly and under pressure from 
F. C. C. and from even higher in the admin- 
istration. 

Such charges obviously deserve the n 
thorough and, above all, open investigat 
Yet the committee closed its doors on mo- 
tion of Representatives identified as admin- 
istration supporters. Every detail affect 
the transfer of ownership of a facility unde, 
public license is properly public propert; 
The committee's action by 3-to-2 vote his 
justified the indignant resignation i. pro- 
test of its chief counsel, John J. Sirica, the 
observation of its chairman, Representatiy 
Lea, a Democrat, that the hush-up “might 
well create a national scandal” and the taunt 
of Representative WicGLESworRTH, a Repub- 
lican, that something here “c--*!ld not stand 
the light of honest investigation.” 

The two news items have a conne 
which may be somewhat tenuous but w! 
we think worth mentioning in passing. In 
both figures the name of Thomas Gardi- 
ner Corcoran. One of Mr. Littell’s counts 
egainst Mr. Biddle is that the Attorney Gen- 
eral, after conferences with Mr. Corcor: 
tried to get Mr. Littell to settle a Savan: 
Shipyards Co. condemnation case on te 
more favorable to the company than 
been proposed. One of the accusations of 
Mr. Flamm is that he was told by will 
J. Dempsey, a former chief counsel for ' 
Federal Communications Commission, 
represented Mr. Noble in the WMAC trans- 
action, that it was Mr. Corcoran who 
brought Mr. Dempsey and Mr. Noble togeth 

“Tommy the Cork,” of course, is knov 
old. He was close to the White House du 
the first two terms of the New Deal. H 
a former counsel of the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation, a former assistant t 
Secretary of the Treasury, a former spé¢ 
assistant to the Attorney General. W 
Benjamin V. Cohen, he wrote some of 
basic New Deal laws. He is, as his account 
Who's Who puts it, “now in private prac 
in Washington.” Drew Pearson has enlarg 
upon this succinct phrasing as follows: ‘A 
vice to American businessmen having trot 
with Uncle Sam: Hire as your Washin 
attorney the famous ex-brain truster, T 
Corcoran.” In short, Mr. Corcoran’'s br 
liant mind, his immense knowledge of 
Government, his friendship with the 
figures of the administrative agencies 
available to private imterests for a fee. |! 
“private practice” would be called by s 
blunt people lobbying. It is not uncom 
for men having such attributes, or a : 
blance of them, to put them on sale 2 
leaving public service. It cannot be 
nounced as sinful but it camnot be pra 
in terms of the idealism the New Deal h 
represented in many of our minds. 

We do not know what Mr. Corcoran : 
if anything, to Mr. Biddle in behalf of 
Savannah Shipyards Co. We do not k 
what, if anything, Mr. Corcoran said to Mf 
Dempsey and Mr. Noble about radio WMA‘ 
We are certainly not presuppcsing any im- 
propriety by Mr. Corcoran in either insta! 
We are only trying to say how tired we are 
of seeing his name bob up in such connec- 
tions and how we wish the Roosevelt admin- 
istration could somehow rid itself of °\ 
seems to us a parasite in private practic 
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TORING BILLS TO THE PRIVATE 
CALENDAR 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 

is consent that the bills, H. R. 3614 

H. R. 3639, which were on the last 

I ite Calendar, and to which I ob- 

d. may be restored to the calendar. 

» SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

equest of the gentleman from Ore- 


ere was no objection. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED 
4 bill of the Senate of the following 
was taken from the Speaker's table 
under the rule, referred as follows: 
1. An act to amend the act entitled 
to authorize the use for war pur- 
silver held or owned by the United 
proved July 12, 1943; to the Com- 
Vays and Means 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 

I lled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and fcund truly 
lled bills of the House of the follow- 
titles, which were thereupon signed 


e Speaker: 








An act to grant pensions to cer- 

rried dependent widows of Civil 

V ans who were married to the vet- 
é ubsequent to June 26, 1905; and 

386. An act to amend the Selective 

J ng and Service Act of 1940, as amended, 

id the time within which application 

made for reemployment, and for 


purposes 





The SPEAKER announced his signa- 

to an enrolled bill of the Sonate of 
following title: 

S.1795. An act to amend that portion of 

t approved June 30, 1906 (34 Stat. 697, 

ithorizing the settlement of accounts 

ised officers and enlisted men of the 


PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 
I ident, for his approval, bills of the 
House of the following titles: 


H.R. 262. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
1318. An act for the relief of Jack V. 


R. 1654. An act to authorize the acquisi- 
rehabilitation, and operation of the 
ties for the public in the Olympic Na- 
| Park, in the State of Washington, and 
ior other purposes; 
H.R. 1665. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Paste, Anna Paste, Rose Paste, and to the 
‘ uardian of Doris Paste, and to the legal 
guardian of Evelyn Paste; 
H.R.1919. An act for the relief of Vannie 
T tier 
H R.2097. An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims of the United 


States to consider and render judgment on 
claim of W. J. Cox against the United 
States 


H.R.2512. An act for the relief of Betty 


H.R.2576. An act to confer jurisdiction 
uy the Court of Claims to determine and 
ler judgment for any losses by Duffy 
Brothers, Inc.; 

H.R. 2601. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
F sie Leeser; 

H.R. 2896. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. R L. Rhodes; 

H.R.3000. An act for the relief of Clara 
} Clark: 


H.R. 2373. An act for the 
H. Davis 

H.R. 3495. An act for the relief of C 
tino Arguelles 

H. R. 3548. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. Robert W. Nelson and W. E. Nels 


H.R. 3608. An act relating to certain er- 
time compensation of civilian employees of 


. 
the United States: 


H.R.3750. An act to provide for the ap 
pointment of an additional circuit judy e 
for the third circuit, and to permit the 
ing of the first vacancy occurring in the 
* ‘ 


ciice of district judge for the eastern dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania 


H.R.3753. An act for the relief of t legal 
guardian of Virginia McMillan, a minor, and 
Howard McMillan 

H.R. 4024. An act for the relief of Vi 
Corm.er; 

H.R.4065. An act further defining the 
number and duties of criers ¢ 
c 





iited States courts and regulating their 
ompensation 

H.R. 4099. An act to extend the period cf 
the Philippine Insurrection so as to include 
active service with the United States mil- 
itary or naval forces engaged in hostilites 
in the Moro Province, including Mindanao, 
or in the islands of Samar and Leyte, be- 
tween July 5, 1902, and December 21, 1913; 

H.R. 4226. An act for the relief of the 
leg?l guardian cf William L. Owen, a minor; 
H.R. 4929. An act for the relief of Lt. James 
H. Clark and Eleanor Clark 

H. R. 4439. An act for the relief of Den: 
Cc. O'Connell 

H.R. 4999. An 
connected disability rates of pension for cer- 
tain Regular Establis! on Tans and 
veterans of wars prior to World War No. 1 

H.R. 5041. An act to amend the V,everar 
Recul 

H.R.5232. An act to transfer jurisdictio1 
over the Chattanooga National Cemet 
Chattanooga, Tenn., from the Department < 
the Interior to the War Department, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 5289. An act provide for the ac- 
ceptance and protection by the United States 
of property within the authorizec boundaries 
of the Everglades National Park project, 
Florida, pending the esteblishment of the 
park, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 5493. An act to provide for the con- 
tinuation on the active list of the Regular 
Army for the duration of any of the wars 
in which the United States is now engaged, 


act to increase tne service- 





+ vote 





tions; 








and for 6 months thereafter, o. any cflicer 
on the active list of the Regular Army w! 
has served as Chief of Staff during the wars 
in which the United States is now engaged. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: accordingly 
the House (at 4 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. m.) according to its order heretofore 
entered, adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 4, 1944, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
CoMMfTTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 


Deginning at 10 a. m., December 1, 
and December 2, 1844, the Committee 
on the Judiciary will continue public 
hearings on the various proposals to 
amend the Constitution to permit rati- 
fication of treaties by a majority vote of 
the House and the Senate. The resolu- 
tions are House Joint Resolution 6, House 
Joint Resolution 31, House Joint Resolu- 
tion 64, House Joint Resolution 238, 
House Joint Resolution 246, House Joint 
Resolution 264. Hearings will be held 








i 


The committee will hold a h 
Wednesday, December 6, 1944 


aring on 

at 10a.m., 
in the committee room of the Committee 
on Agriculture, to consider H. R 
to revise and codify the criminal 
of the. United States and to hold public 


nearings thereon. 


5450, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS ETC 

2058. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV 
a letter from the special assistant to the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting one 
copy each of various agreements entered 
into by the Navy Department since the 
last report of this nature to the Congress 
on November 18, 1943, was taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affai 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 


for printing and referet.ce to the proper 


PUBLIC 





calendar, as fecllov 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: Committe 





Terri H. R. 4502. A bill t : 1 the 
t of Col es py ed May 20, 1935, ent 
a An ¢ | I y t! ave i 

n s 4 Terri y of Al : ; 
mended; without amendment (Rept. No. 

2005) Referred to the House (¢ ndat 
Mr. FLANNAGAN: Committee on Agricul- 

ure. S. 1688. An act to 1 ze the Secre- 

t of Agriculture t col romise ist 
{ t I } tire 

pt ‘ he t Re N 

2006) Referrec » the ¢ r the 

Whole House on the state e | 


Mr. FLANNAGAN: Committee on Agric 
ture. H.R.5563. A bill to authorize the 


ferred to the Commi 
on the state of the Unio! 

M HILL Committee or A lt 
H. R. 5409. A bill for the ex ! f lands 
adjacent to the Pike Nati | Forest in Colo- 
rad without t ¢ t. 1 < : 
Referred to the Committe f the Whole 
House on the state of the U! 

Mr. McCORD: Con 





ee on Agriculture 

H R.5566. A bill to amend section 2 (a) 
the Department of Agriculture Orga! 
Act of 1944; without amendment (Rept. N 

2009 ) Referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the state f the U1 n 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. Con 
mittee on Ways and Mear H.R. 5564 


a 


bill to fix the rate of tax under the Fede: 
I irance Contributions Act on employer 
for the ule year 194 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follov 

Mr. CHENOWETH: Committee on Claims. 
S.616. An act for the relief of Mr Mary 
Vullo; without amendme! No. 2004). 
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Referred to the 
House 
Mr. JENNINGS: 


Committee of the Whole 
Committee on Claims. 
H.R.3614. A bill for the relief of the Queen 
City Brewing Co.; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2011). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. PATTON: Committee on Claims. 
3639. A bill for 
Jr., M. D.; with 


H.R, 
the relief of Herman Weinert, 
an amendment (Rept. No. 
the Committee of the 


2012) Referred to 
Whole 


Hous 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURDICK: 

H.R. 5569. A bill to create an Indian Claims 
Commission, to provide for the powers, 
duties, and function thereof, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 

H.R. 5570. A bill to provide that the term 
of office of the Governor of Puerto Rico shall 
expire 60 days from the enactment of this 
act and at the end of each 4-year period 
thereafter; to the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs 

By Mr. RAMSPECK: 

H. R. 5571. A bill to omit or defer the re- 
quired 5-year valuation of the civil-service 
retirement and disability fund for the dura- 
tion of the present war and for 1 year there- 
after; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FISH: 

H. Con. Res. 103. Concurrent resolution ex- 
pressing the sense of the Congress concerning 
hourly minimum wage standards; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Utah: 

H. R. 5572. A bill for the relief of Thomas 
Sumner; to the Committee on Claims. 

H.R.5573 A bill for the relief of Ern 
Wright; to the Committee on Claims 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 

6225. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Pe- 
tition of Rex B. Cruse, teacher of vocational 
agriculture, Ennis Independent School Dis- 
trict, Ennis, Tex., favoring House bill 5079; to 
the Committee on Education. 

6227. By Mr. JOSEPH M. PRATT: Resolu- 


of Trade of Philadelphia on continuing the 
old-age 
percent; 
Means. 

6228. By the SPEAKER: Petition of James 
R. Allen, protesting on constitutional grounds 
his incarceration and denial of appeal; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


and survivors insurance tax at 1 
to the Committee on Ways and 


—— —_ 


SENATE 


Monpbay, DECEMBER 4, 1944 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, November 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Rev. Frederick E. Reissig, D. D., | 
executive secretary, Washington Feder- | 


tion of the Chamber of Commerce and Board | 
| 
| 
j 
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ation of Churches, Washington, D. C., 
offered the following prayer: 


Eternal God, we come again to Thee 
today out of necessity; where else can 
we go, for Thou alone hast words of life 
for us, Thy bewildered and seeking chil- 
dren. 

We come penitently, for our sins are 
ever before us, and our failures ever re- 
mind us that we have forgotten that 
without Thee we can do nothing. 

We come soberly, for we walk in the 
valley of tragedy and tribulation. The 
sorrow of our homes is more than we 
can bear alone; the dangers are greater 
than we can encounter without Thy 
companionship; the temptations are be- 
yond our own strength to resist; the bur- 
dens and cares and responsibilities are 
heavier than we can carry alone. 

But, our Father, we come to Thee this 
hour, not only in penitence and sober- 
ness but also hopefully. Thou art the 
God of ages past and our hope for years 
to come. Thou dost go before us with 
light to dispel the darkness, with wis- 


dom to overcome our ignorance, with | 


power to overcome all that would hinder 
and stay us from doing Thy will. 

We commit ourselves and our Nation 
and all Thy children to Thy keeping and 
leading. We have no fear in Thy pres- 
ence. 

In the name of Him who walked even 


to the Cross with fortitude and hope. 
Amen. 


DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESIDENT 
PRO TEMPORE 


The Secretary, Edwin A. Halsey, read 
the following letter: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 


Washington, D. C., December 4, 1944, 
To the Senate: 
Being temporarily absent from the Senate, 
I appoint Hon. KENNETH MCcKELLaR, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Tennessee, to perform 
the duties of the Chair during my absence. 
CarTER GLASS, 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. McKELLAR thereupon took the 
chair as Acting President pro tempore. 
THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. HILL, and by unani- 
mous consent, the reading of the Journal 
of the proceedings of the calendar day 
Friday, December 1, 1944, was dispensed 
with, and the Journal was approved. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 


Messages in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States were commu- 
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, who also announced 
that on November 29, 1944, the President 
had approved and signed the following 
acts: 

S. 887. An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Virginia to hear, deter- 
mine, and render judgment upon the claims 
of John Weakley and Rella Moyer; 

S. 1226. An act for the relief of Charles T. 
Allen; 

S.1365. An act for the relief of J. C. 
Drewry; 

8.1451. An act to amend the act entitled 
“An act for the confirmation of the title to 
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the Saline lands in Jackson County, Stat: 
Illinois, to D. H. Brush, and others,” app: 
March 2, 1861; 


S. 1465. An act for the relief of Dr. A 
Adams; 

8.1477. An act for the relief of Car! 
Frasure; 

S. 1501. An act for the relief of the | 
Motor Sales Co.; 

8. 1572. An act for the relief of Frank R 
ertson; 

S.1605. An act for the relief of Mr 
Mrs. John Borrego; Mr. and Mrs. Joe S 
the legal guardian of Frank Borrego; 
legal guardian of Rueben Silva; and the 
guardian of Rudolph Silva; 

S. 1665. An act to relieve certain emp! 
of the Veterans’ Administration from fi 
cial liability for certain overpayments 
allow such credit therefor as is necessary 
the accounts of Guy F. Allen, chief dish: 
ing officer; 

8.1709. An act for the relief of Mrs. C 
Gourley, administratrix of the estate of 
Gourley; 

8.1717. An act for the relief of Luell 
Stewart; 

S. 1763. 
D Co.; 

S. 1766. 
ton; 

S. 1776. 
Gregory; 

S. 1905. An act for the relief of the « 
of Walney A. Colvin, deceased; 

S. 1983. An act for the relief of Mrs. A 
Runnebaum; 

S. 1995. An act for the relief of Fre 
Dimler and Gwendolyn E. Dimler, his wil 

8.2007. An act for the relief of lL 
Jacobs; 

S. 2031. 
Voorhies; and 

S. 2069. An act for the relief of Irm: 
Sheridan, postmaster at Rockville, Oreg. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Re; 
sentatives, by Mr, McLeod, one of 
clerks, announced that the House h 
passed without amendment the bill 
2004) to amend the act entitled “An 
to mobilize the production facilities 
small business in the interests of succ« 
ful prosecution of the war, and for ot! 
purposes,” approved June 11, 1942. 

the message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendm 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3732) t 
repeal the prohibition against the filling 
of a vacancy in the office of dist: 
judge in the district of New Jersey; ask 
a conference with the Senate on the dis 
agreeing votes of the two Houses the: 
on, and that Mr. Sumners of Texas, Mr. 
WALTER, and Mr. HANncock were 2! 
pointed managers on the part of th 
House at the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4485) authorizing the construction o! 
certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors for flood control, and for other 
purposes; agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
WHITTINGTON, Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana, 
Mr. ELLIoTT, Mr. CLason, and Mr. Curtis 
were appointed managers on the part of 
the House at the conference. 


CREDENTIALS 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tcm- 
pore laid before the Senate the creccn- 


An act for the relief of the Squ 
An act for the relief of C. C. Th 


An act for the relief of I 


An act for the relief of Lt. (T) I 









JOP Stat 


eee 


A 


Th 





from the State of New Hampshire 


he term 


commencing 


January 3, 


which were read and ordered to be 
as follows: 


STATE OF NEW 


Erecuti 
THE SENATE O 


PRESIDENT OF 


NITED STATES: 


A 
t 
} 


na 


i to certify that on the 
mber 1944, CHARLES W. ToBEY was duly 


HAMPSHIRE, 


ine Jepartn 


ith day 


; 
¢ 
F THE 


¢ 
ot 


by the qualified electors of the State 


Hampshire a 


Senator from said State 


of the 


vernor 


esent said State in the Senate 
States for the term of 6 years, begin- 

the 3d day of January 1945 

His Excellency our G 

O. Blood, and our seai hereto 


iy of November 


Governor 


1934 


ROBERT O. BLoop 


ENocH 


Se 


Govern 


D. FULLER, 


cretary of S 


affixed 


tate 


LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 


of my colleague, 


le 


the credentials 


inior Senator from Wisconsin, for 
priate disposition. 


credentials of ALEXANDER WILEY, 


Se 
wf 


for the term commencing 
1945, were read and ordered to be 


follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


THI 


nator from the State of Wis- 


Janu- 


STATE OF WISCONSIN, 


Executive Department. 


PRESIDENT OF 


NITED STATES 


to certify that 


ver 1944, 


THE 


on 


the 7th 


SENATE OF 


THE 


day of 


ALEXANDER WILEY was duly 


1 by the qualified, electors of the State 


Senator f 
in t 


nsin a 
nt said State 


States for 


rom said State to 
he Senate of the 
the term of 6 years, com- 


gon the 3d day of January 1945. 


used the 


Wisconsin to 


be 


great seal 


affixed 


DECEMBER 1, 


e Senate 


above-mentioned committee hereby ate or of the committee for the m 

the following report showing the | November 1944, in compliance with the terms 
. dual Addr ] 
I 1385 Nichols Ss. NW. W t D. ¢ | 

r M 613 South Quir st.. Arlir Va p | 

Dor Frankfort Hall, 40 Pl burg ¢ utNW \ - 
Db. ¢ 

0) 2 Franklin A g » Sng ATA I \ 
Ed 1243 Holbrook Terrace NE., W D.C. I I 
SPECIAL COMMITTFE TO STUDY AND SURVEY PROBLEMS OF SMALL BI 
DECEMBER 1, 1944 names of persons employed by the committee 


De 


imony wherecf, I have hereunto set 
nd and c¢ 


of the 


at 


ne 


the capitol, in the « of Madison, this 
29th day of N nt ‘ 
Lord 1944 
By eG 
WAIL GOODLAND 
G& c 
SEAL FreD R. ZIMMERMAN 
Secretary of State 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I have 


the pleasure of sending to the desk 
credentials of my colleague the senior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas], who 
has been honored by the people of IIlli- 
nois by reelection to the Senate of the 
United States for a second term, com- 
mencing January 3, 1945 

The credentials were 
to be filed, 


the 


ad and ardoe 
read and ordered 
is follows: 

STATE OF ILLINOIS 


To the PRESIDENT 





OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITrD 
STATES 
This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November, 1944, Scott W. Ltécas wa 
chosen by the qualified electors of the S 
of Illinois, a Senator from said State 
to represent said State in the Senate of 
the United States for the term of 6 years, 





beginning on the 3d day of January 1945 
Witness: His Excellency our Governor 
Dwight H. Green, and our seal hereto affixed 
at Springfield this 29th day of November, in 
the year of our Lord 1944 
By the Governor 
DWIGHT H. GREEN 
Gove 
RICHARD YATES Rowe 
Sec State 


[SEAL] 

eta? y Oo; 

FLOOD-CONTROL PROJECTS 
OF BILL 


OVERTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 
4485) authorizing the construction of 
certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors for flood control, and for other pur- 
poses, be printed with the Senate amend- 
ments numbered. 


PRINTING 


Mr. 


ava 
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of CuHarLes W. Topsey, chosen a Sen- 


8715 


THE ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without it i 
dered 


oojection, 1 S SO (Ir- 


WATER SUPPLY OF SAN DIEGO COl 
CALIF. (S. DOC. NO. 249) 
ACTING PRESIDENT 


T 
a 
The Chair lays bef« 


NTY 


The 


pro tem- 


pore re the Senate 
a communication from the President of 
the United States, dated November 29 
1944, transmitting a report relative to 
the emergency in the water supply of 


San Diego County, Calif., which will be 
referred, with the accompanying report 
to the Committee on Irrigati 
lamation and printed 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATI( 


The ACTING 


¥ Q . 
n and Rec- 


)N 
PRESIDENT pro tem 
th ; 


pore laid before e Senate the followi: 
letter, which was referred as indicated 
SUSPENS N oF D ATION OF CI AIN 





A letter fror A ney Gene I 
I purst ‘ it 
e fa and per t pl 8 
law I cases 313 ( duals W € 
aenm at has be l ended If It € 
than 6 mor Ss under i \ { iW 
with a stateme f the 1 n f 
ispension (with accompanying pa- 
pe the Committee on Immigration 


PERSONS EMPLOYED BY 
WHO ARE NOT FULL-TIME 
COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 

pore laid before the Senate nthly re- 

ports from the chairmen certain 

Senate committees, to 

Senate 


COMMITTEE: 
SENATE OI! 


mn 
of 
made in re 
Resolution 319, agreed to 


sponse 


Augu 





WAR CONTRACTS SUPCOMMITTEE, SENATE MILITARY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


1944. 


names of persons employed by the commit 


I tee 
who are not full-time employees of the 


Sen 


nth of 








e Senate: 


e 


above-mentioned 


committee 


submits the following report showing the 


hereby 


who are not full-time employee 
ate or of the committee for the 
November 1944, in compliance with the ter 


month 


ce 


3; of the Sen- 


INESS ENTERPRI 


23, 1944, relative to persons employed 
who are not ful employees of the 
Senate or any committee thereof, whic! 
were ordered to lie on the table and te 
be printed in the Recorp, as follow 

1 of Si Re N , , 


SES 


of Sens 
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SPECIAL COMMITTEE 


DECEMBER 4 


TO STUDY AND SURVEY PROBLEMS OF SMALL BUSINESS ENTERPRISES—continued 


et 


| 
. : : Annt 
Name and address of department or organization by whom paid | o 


| per 


Address 


| 
Name of individual | 


Kimball, Kathicen 

Lucas, Elizabeth 

Miller, Lois M 

Nelson, John W 

Purdy, Grace F 

Silverman, Arthur G 

Soule orge H., Lt. (Ir 
Evelyn ine 

in, Frederick W... 

. Margie L 

Thurman, Allen G 

Van Tassel, Alfred J....- 

Yelencsics, Olea 


..| 1701 Park Rd NW., Washington, D, C .-| War Production Boar 
1730 North Quiney &t., Arlington, Va sainiadle do 
..| 3120 Massachusetts Ave. SE., Washington, D. C......../.. 
| 1445 Ogden St. NW., Washington, D.C. Be die 
230 Rhode Island Ave. NE., Washington, D. C.. | Office of Price Admi 
719 D St. NE., Washington, D.C ives -do_. ‘ . . 
| 4020 Beecher St. NW., Washington, D.C _..1 Navy Department, Washington, D.C_____._..____- 
1433 Decatur 8t. NW., Washington, D.C | War Production Board, Washington, D. C_......... 
4000 Cathedral Ave,, Washington, D.C ....-| Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C 
| 4632 12th St. NE., Washington, D.C , ..--| War Production Board, Washington, D. C_......... 
| 201 East Shepherd 8t., Chevy Chase, Md .| Maritime Commission, Washington, D. C_..- 
1622 Mount Eagle P1., Alexandria, Va --} War Production Board, Washington, D.C__.- 
2400 13th 8t. NW., Washington, D. C i ; in 


Gr.) 
Spicer, Lillia 
Steck 
Strubel 


oaes Wnsocce we soe osceocee cocesscouse 
! 


JAMES E. Murray, Chairman, 


COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 


DECEMBER 1, 1944. names of persons employed by the committee | 
who are not full-time employees of the Sen- 
The above-mentioned committee hereby ate or of the committee for the month of 


submits the following report showing the November 1944, in compliance with the terms 


of Senate Resolution No. 319, agreed t 


To the Senate: gust 23, 1944: 


Name oi individual Address Name and address of department or organization by whom paid | 


' 
ee ee | ee ee. ee ef 


| 


Capt.Jame. A. Saunders U. 8. N: 
(retired ) 
Chief Yeoman Herbert 8 


(A A.), l 


, Chevy Chase, Md Office of the Chie! of Naval Operations, Navy Department, 
Washington, D.C. 

| Bureau of Naval Personnel, Navy Department, Washington, 
D.C. 


| 4105 Oliver St 


Atkinson 
. 8. Naval Reserve | 


2405 Pennington Rd., Trenton, N. J 


Davin I. WatsH, Chairman. 
SENATE 


DecemsBer 1, 1944. 


NAVY LIAISON OFFICE, ROOM 461, SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 


name of persons employed by the committee 
who are not full-time employees of the Sen- 
ate or of the committee for the month of 
November 1944, in compliance with the terms 


of Senate Resolution No. 319, agreed to A 
To the Senate: gust 23, 1944: 

The above-mentioned committee hereby 
submits the following report showing the 


|Annma 
of « 
pensa 


Name of individual! Address Name and address of department or organization by whom paid 


Lt. Frederick A. McLaughlin, U. 8. | 5305 dst St. NW., Washington, D. C 
Naval Reserve 
Lt. Joseph G. Feeney, U. 8. Naval | 2745 29th St. NW., Washington, D. C__._...... 
Reserve 
| 


Yeoman Second Class Eleanor W. | 2134R St. NW 
St. Clair, U. S. Naval Reserve 
Yeoman Second Class Loretto F 


Jochman, | Naval Reserve. 


, Washington, D.C 


shell vesiestssncciicittiaricte ahaha ataeentin ota 


The above employees are representatives of the Bureau of Naval Personnel, Navy Department, to assist Senators on naval personnel matier 
Davin I. WatsH, Chairma 
COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS 


NOVEMBER 29, 1944. name of person employed by the committee | of Senate Resolution No. 319, agreed t: 
who is not a full-time employee of the Sen- gust 23, 1944: 
ate or of the committee for the month of 


November 1944, in compliance with the terms 


To the Senate: 

The above-mentioned committee hereby 
submits the following report showing the | 
sian cat a tit i i ) 

| 


Address | Name and address of department or organization by whom paid | 


Name o! individual 


Louis J. Meyerle............. an A oa 612 Bennington Drive, Silver Spring, Md | Veterans’ Administration 

JAMES M. TUNNELL, Chairm 
Senate Resolution No. 319, agreed to August , The following persons are detailed fron 
23, 1944: Forest Service Department of Agriculturé 


assist with the work of the above subc 
mittee: 


E. S. Haskell, senior administrative off 
Forest Service, CAF-12; basic salary, $ 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC 
LANDS AND SURVEYS, 
December 1, 1944. Cart A. Hatcu, Chairman. 
By W. H. McMarns, Clerk. 
DECEMBER 1, 1944. 
Memorandum to Senator Cart A. Hatcu, 
chairman, Senate Committee on Public 


Lands and Surveys. 


To the Senate: 

The above-mentioned committee hereby 
submits the following report showing the 
name of persons employed by the committee 


who are not full-time employees of the Senate 
or of the committee for the month of Novem- 
ber 1944, in compliance with the terms of 


From Senator Pat McCarran, chairman of 
the Subcommittee to Investigate Certain 
Public Lands. 


per year. 
Elizabeth Heckman, 


salary, $2,000 per year. 


clerk, CAF-—5; 













PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate by the Acting President pro tem- 
re and referred as indicated: 
the council of the city f 
Ohio, endorsing the St 
project; to the C 
A petition of sundry citizens (veterans of 
i War No. 1), of Puerto Rico, rel 


4 resolution by 
edo Lawrence sea- 
mmittee on Commerc 
iting to 


pra 


ndependence of Puerto Rico, and - 
consideration of the problem of 
tican veterans; to the Committee on 


ries and Insular Affairs 


THE INSURANCE BUSINESS 
FROM KANSAS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. 
nanimous consent to have printed in 
1e RecorD, and appropriately referred, 
1 petition I have received from Dodge 
City, Kans. This petition, numerously 
igned by citizens of Dodge City, ex- 
resses their interest in the passage of 
1e Walter-Hancock bill (H. R. 3270) or 

1e Bailey-Van Nuys bill (S. 1362). 
Chey feel that the insurance business can 
be handled more readily through local 

iwervision than through Washington. 
I approve the stand they have taken on 
this proposed legislation. 

There being no objection, the petition 
was ordered to lie on the table and the 
body thereof was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

We, the undersigned legal 

te of Kansas, respectfully petition our 
For Senators ARTHUR CAPPER and CLYDE 
M. Reep to vote and work for the passage of 

Walter-Hancock bill (H. R 
Bailey-Van Nuys bill on the Senate Calendar 
ut amendments other than those which 

uld exclude insurance from operation 
Federal Trade Commission Act and Robin- 
son-Patman Act. 

We believe that through the supervision 
by the Kansas State Insurance Dep 
and through the c 


PETITION 


President, I ask 


voters of the 


3270) or the 


irtment 


operation of that depart- 


with the Kansas Inspection Bureau, 
K s State Fire Prevention A: iati 
i the insurance companies licensed to op- 


erate in the State of Kansas, the interests ol! 
he insuring public can best be served. 
We further believe that the insurance busi- 
less is of such a nature that it can be han- 
led to the best advantage through local 
ipervision than through a board or commis- 
sion located in Washington, D. C 


ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY—ENDORSEMENT 
BY THE NATIONAL GRANGI 
Mr CAPPER. Mtr. Presid 
eventy-eighth annual session at 
xCc— 550 


nt at its 


Win- 





SUBCOMMITTEE ON 


WARTIME HEALTH AND EDt 








ston-Salem, N. C., from November 15 to 
23, 1944, the National Grange firmed 
l action at the 1943 endo} 
tl St. Lav nce seawa ind pow 
project 

The ull pted AG OY - 
enty-eighth annual s I 0 

We approve of th » 1943 ses- 
S € , e St. Lat 

The action of the 1943 session referred 
to and reaffirmed in this resolution 
as follows 

Wl he Nati G 
adv ted the comple n of the St. Law 
seawat near ly 90 percent f = 
ready completed, and t X ler- 
ful artery of commerce to Lé ad 
of the inté r of « ¢ y ) e marke 
of L.€ v A re Ace ‘ I 

Where the comple h p 
would per the « elopm« elec- 
trical ene Vy, now goir t , he + 
ru he W ers ot t r - 
ing in cheaper electr pow 
people; and 

Whereas 1ere iS ie¢ nh I N pe 
in Cons » bring 3 pl cor 
pletion n as material and I i 
available: Therefore b 

Resolved, That the } 1 Gr - 
fir I l n of t 
project for navig n 1} er purp 


I ask that the resolution of the Na- 
tional Grange may be appropriately re- 
ferred. 

ihe ACTING PRESII tem- 
pore. Without objection, the resolution 
referred to by the Senator from Kansas 
will be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
REPORT OF AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 

COMMITTEE DURING RECESS 


Under authority of the 


NT pro 


order of tne 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from th 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to which v ‘eferred the bill (H. R. 
491 to am nd the Federal Crop Insur- 
ance A reported it on December 2 
1944, with amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 1298) thereon 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. DOWNEY, from the Commitee 
Cit , 

S. 2201. A bill to provide f 
grams for Government employee with- 


(Rept. No. 1299); and 
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the (H.R 
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of cer! 
+ na f 
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Mr. WHIT! 
aSK 1e distil 
report v 
( f I 
n y Dp 
’ 
M HILI 
‘ 
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| ’ i 
on Patent 
cl man. t 
! } 
ida (Mr. Pepp 
Y t in } 
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ter, I shall be 
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tl 


at the re} 


object 


Mr 
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to it a 
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WHITE 
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TING PRESIDENT 
opject 
and the 


AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


AMENDMENTS 
M1 VANDENBERG ubmitted an 
amendment intended to * proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing 
the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, end for other purposes, which 
wes ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed 
ir. MEAD submitted two amendments 
d to be proposed by him to House 
upra, which werve ordered to lie 
e table and to be printed. 
THE GLOBAL ALPHABET 


ihoma. Mr. 
ion to present a 
former Senator 
iy State. The state- 
in further explanation of the 
i ic alphal isned by 


Mr. THOMAS of Okla 
ident, I ask — 
nt prepared by 

m 


Owen, of 


<NT pro 

tis so orde1 
‘AMP ON ONE HUN- 
ANNIVERSARY 


UNITED STATES MA- 


Y-NINTH 


AND AN ASSOCI 
NATIONS 


ALFRED EMMANUEL SMITH 


btained leave to 

an editorial en- 

Smith,” from the 

N. Y., of October 

‘ntitled “A Chal- 

otr Post-Standard, 

N. Y., of October 6, 1944, which 
the Appendix.] 


m the 
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RT ON POST-WAR TRANSPORTATION 
AAT 


OF MAIL 


MEAD a 


; RIVER DEVELOPMENT— 
FROM THE CHRISTIAN 
MONITOR 


Op: 
Cuil 


1944 


MRS. EUGENE W. RANDALL 


ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
id befcre the Senate the amen d- 
the House of Representatives to 
(S. 1471) for the relief of Mrs. 
ne W. Randall, which was, on page 
lin ae to strike out “$1,000” and in- 
: 2 500.’ 
Mr. SHI STEAD. I move 
senate concur in the 


that the 
amendment oi ine 


>» motion was agreed to. 


SIGFRIED OLSEN—SIGFRIED OLSEN 
SHIPPING CO. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate a message 
from the House of Representatives an- 
nouncing its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
2825) for the relief of Sigfried Olsen, do- 
ing business as Sigfried Olsen Shipping 
Co., and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
wo Houses thereon. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I 
Senate insist upon its amendments, agree 
to t hie wedaee of the House for a confer- 

and that the Chair appoint the con- 

s on the part of the Senate. 
[The motion was agreed to; and the 
President pro tempore appointed 
“O'DA NIEL, Mr. STEWART, and Mr. 
RRY conferees on the part of the 
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move that the 


FFICE OF DISTRICT JUDGE IN NEW 


JERSE x 


i 


TING PRESIDENT pro tem- 

before the Senate a message 

ntatives an- 

ement to the amend- 

iate to the bill (H. R. 

to repeal the ee tion against 

filling of a vacancy in the office of 
ict judge in th ri of. Ne 

y, andr 
Senate on tne 
vo Houses thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendment, agree to the 
request of the House for :¢ , 
and that the Chai Soi 
on the part of ti 

The motion was agree 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. HAtTcH, 
Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. DANAHER con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. HILL. 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The clerk will call the roll, 


n 
Li 


d to; and the 


I suggest the absence of a 
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vi Chief Clerk c: 
the lowing Sena 
anass: 


ulled the roll, and 
tors answered to their 


G 
Green 
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Dan aher 
Davis 
Downey 
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George O Danie 
Gerry O'Mahoiey 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia |Mr. GLass] and the 
Senator from Arkansas | Mr. McCLeLLan 
are absent from the Senate because of ill- 
ness. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
RAN] and the Senator from Utah |M) 
Murpock!] are detained on Official busi- 
ness for the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. PEp- 
PER! is absent on important public busi- 
ness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [M1 
BaRKLEY!] and the Senator from New 
Mexico |Mr. CHAVEZ] are unavoidably de- 
tained. 

The Senator 


McCar- 
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from Florida [Mr. AN- 
DREWS!, the Senator from Idaho [M1 
CLARK], the Sena tor from Nevada |Mi 
ScrucHam], the Senator from Utah [Mr 
Tuomas!, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. TRUMAN] are necessarily ab- 
sent. 

Mr. WHERRY. The following 
tors are necessarily absent: 

The Senator from Maine [ 

STER], the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Bripces], the Senator from New 
Jersey |[Mr. Hawkes], the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Moore], the Senato1 
from Idaho [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. fone and 
the Senator fron {[Mr. WiLSOoNn 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ane 
FARLAND in the chair). Seventy-si 
ators having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present. 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 

The Senate resums 
of the bill (H. R. 
construction, repair, and preservation o 
certain public works on rivers and hé 
bors, and for other purposes, 

Tine PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the Committ 
amendment, on p< line 5 
which will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On pag 
line 5, it is proposed to inse “r 

Waterway connecting the Tombigbee 
Tennessee “Rive rs; in “al ord with 
ecommendation of the Board mi 
for Rivers and Harbors in the 
mitted in House Document Ne 
sixth Congress 
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3961) authorizing the 
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io; and all points on the Tenne 

R r from Paducah to Knoxville, as \ 


; up to Nashville on the Cum- 
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Ss ui licago, St. Paul, Minneapolis 
on the Mississippi; 


In the survey report by the special 
f Engineers—House Document 
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River in northeastern Mississippi is lo- 

cated from 15 to 18 miles south of the 

Tennessee River. Opposite a point in 

the divide where the waters of Yellow 
ek flow northward and empty 

he Tennessee River, the waters of 
ckeys Creek flow southward and emp- 

ty into the East Fork of the Tombigb 

River. Although the 

divide at this point is 60 feet above the 


wot 


elevation of the 


lewest known saddle, the absence of 
rock in the ridge provides the most favor- 


eble location for the proposed waterway 
between the Tenne > and Tombigbee 
Rivers. The connection with the Ten- 
nessee River would be made by a cut 
about 27 miles long following Yel! 
C k Vallev to the divide. thenc 
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This proposed waterway will afford an 
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nomically sound project, when he 
showed, by the facts and conditions, that 
today this project would show an income 
of $4,000,000 annually, whereas in the re- 
port 5 years ago only $1,000,000 could be 
accounted for. It is clear to all those 
who want to know the facts that the 
project is economically sound. 

Mr. President, this is not a southern 
project. It is not a Mississippi-Alabama 
project. It affects the welfare, prosper- 
ity, and economic life of millions of peo- 
ple in 34 States of the Union. The peo- 
ple of Illinois are just as much interested 
in the passage of this bill as are the 
people of Mississippi. The people of 
Ohio and Michigan, when they know the 
facts, will be just as much interested in 
the adoption of the Tennessee-Tom- 
bigbee project as are the people of Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. President, at this time I wish to 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp as a part of my remarks 
the colloquy between the Assistant Chief 
of Engineers and the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE INLAND WATERWAY——EX- 
CERPTS FROM TESTIMONY OF MAJ. GEN. 
THOMAS M. ROBINS, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF ARMY 
ENGINEERS, BEFORE THE SUBCOMMITTEE OF 
THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, UNITED STATES 
SENATE, THURSDAY, APRIL 27, 1944 


GENERAL Rostns. I happened to be a mem- 
ber of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and 
Harbors when this project was under con- 
sideration and this same discussion about 
the locks took place at the Board meeting for 
several hours and the question as to whether 
these locks would have to be made wide 
enough to correspond with the locks on the 
lower Tennessee to take care of the traffic 
that came down the Mississippi River was 
gone into at length. The Board agreed that 
the question of the width of the locks should 
be left open and in its report recommend 
locks approximately 75 feet by 450 feet clear, 
and put the word “approximately” in so that 
the adjustment could be made if the locks 
had to be widened out. 

I would like to explain that after a project 
like this is authorized by the Congress, the 
first step that the Department takes is to 
have made what is called a definite project 
report. In preparing this report the district 
engineer goes into all engineering questions 
over again such as dimensions of the locks 
and all details and dimensions are perfected 
and the definite project report sent into the 
Chief's office for approval before the con- 
tract drawings and specifications go out. I 
think the committee may have no concern 
about whether, if this waterway is authorized 
and built, the Corps of Engineers will build 
the locks of the proper size to take care of 
the potential commerce. 

Senator Battery. This Tombigbee proposi- 
tion has grown, in my estimation, but at the 
same time I am in just this state of mind: 
We do not have a report from the Chief of 
Engineers, The savings reported by General 
Schley, who was Chief of Engineers, has been 
under very severe attack. 

General Rosins. I was going to touch upon 
that. ‘ 

Senator Battery. Now, we raise the question 
of locks and everything is predicated on the 
reports, but we have got to be careful. 

I have this impression, that it would be 
much better for the Tombigbee because, if 
its advocates should simply contend that we 
should put this project in that section of the 
bill which calls for a review, in order that we 











may get an up-to-date view in the light of all 
the discussions and all the discussions had, 
and also with relation to the post-war situa- 
tion. We can get all that before the war is 
over. 

So it is economically sound, not on recre- 
ational purposes—I do not believe in the pur- 
poses of recreation as a necessary considera- 
tion—but show me where it is economically 
sound and I will ask this committee to act 
upon it independently of all other consid- 
erations. I am just making that to get this 
to a conclusion, which I hope will be con- 
structive. 

General Roetns. Yes, sir; I see your posi- 
tion, Senator, but I think that there is con- 
siderable information that has been brought 
out at this hearing, and additional informa- 
tion will be brought out as to the question of 
the savings in transportation costs that may 
be expected to accrue if the project is au- 
thorized. After hearing all the testimony in 
regard to the report before it, if the com- 
mittee thinks it does not have sufficient in- 
formation, there is only one thing to do, and 
that is to call for a new report. 

Senator Barter. We have a great deal of 
information. It is the rule in this committee 
to depend upon the report of the Chief of 
Engineers. I am sure you are familiar with 
that, an old rule here, and written in the stat- 
ute that we depend on the report of the Chief 
of Engineers, that is considered final. 

Now the report of General Schley is sub- 
ject to attack and I think this morning that 
we took away $300,000 at one time, that is 
recreation, and $600,000 another time. What 
was that? 

Senator Overton. $100,000 for recreation, 
$275,000 on land-value enhancement, and 
$600,000 on national defense. 

Senator Barter. That makes nearly $1,000,- 
000 of benefits. 

General Rospins. You took all that away; 
you did not put back anything for the known 
increase in potential commerce. The whole 
case of the opposition has been put up here 
on the basis of taking into account all 
changed conditions adverse to the project, 
such as construction of pipe lines, and leav- 
ing out of consideration the increase in po- 
tential commerce, which has taken place. 

Senator Bamey. You may bring in fresh 
evidence, but just speaking of the railroad 
people here, as you did, and they have only 
one thing to attack and that is the report 
of the Chief of Engineers, and they did attack 
that on these three items and I thought they 
attacked it rather successfully. 

Representative RANKIN. General Robins is 
Assistant Chief of Engineers, and he was on 
the board that made this report. It seems 
to me that you would take this report of the 
Army engineers as virtually a report of the 
Chief. 

Senator Battzy. No. Rather I thought of 
the instance of Senator BANKHEAD who went 
to the Chief of Engineers and asked him if he 
could possibly review this matter in time for 
our present hearing. I received his letter, 
in which he said that he could not. This is 
not in the nature of a review; I should think 
this would be in the nature of sustaining 
reports up to date. 

Representative RANKIN. If it is taken out 
of this bill, it will probably indefinitely post- 
pone the project or kill it entirely. I brought 
the Army engineers before the committee, 
and the men who were on the board at the 
time, such men as General Robins here, and 
they have gone through this thing time and 
time again, and there would be no change in 
physical developments on the Tennessee 
River, except an increase of traffic and an 
increased necessity for this project. 

Senator Barter. I do not think you could 
improve your case on review. 

Representative RaNnxKINn. I do not see how 
you could. Of course, there is some develop- 
ment going on in the Tennessee River, ship 
building, and so forth. I don’t know whether 
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they want that discussed publicly or not. 
There may be some other defense work going 
on there that I doubt we ought to discuss 
publicly, but so far as the feasibility of this 
project is concerned, I do not see any nec 
sity for any additional survey 





Senator Battery. We undertake to find 
propositions economically sound by finding 
the annual benefits exceed the economic 
costs, that is your economic aspect. We dis- 
cuss $175,000 for land value, $100,000 for 


recreation, and $600,000 for national defense, 
all of them intangible and I think, with all 
due respect, that they must necessarily be 
speculative. 

General Rosrns. I agree with you, Senator, 
you cannot fix any exact monetary value on 
those. The Board of Engineers for Rivers 
and Harbors does not attempt to do so 

Senator Barter. I think in a review you can 
come in here and show an enterprise would 
be a profitable institution excluding those 
items. If it is shown to be a profitable in- 
stitution I am going to be, very likely, for it. 

General Rostns. Senator, I can show you 
that in 5 minutes. 

Senator Bartey. I want a report from the 
Chief of Engineers on that. We have never 
approved a project that I know of here in 
the Senate, since I have been here. It was 
not that we did not approve it on the report 
of the Chief of Engineers. I think you are 
familiar with that. 

General Rosrns. Yes, sir. 

Senator Barer. I mean Mr. RANKIN is 
familiar with it too. It came to me in the 
Senate and I asked, “Has the Chief of Engi- 
neers approved it?” They said “No.” I say, 
“You have not got a chance on earth then.” 

Representative RANKIN. We would depend 
on the Army Board of Engineers that makes 
the investigation and, when they make their 
report nobody has ever been able to success- 
fully challenge it. When this great amount 
of traffic began to increase on the Tennessee 
River, it just simply emphasized the neces- 
sity for the project. The Chief of Engineers 
is gone and he is not here now. These men 
put in 3 or 4 years on it. They went from 
one end of this project to the other. It is the 
most thoroughly surveyed and investigat 
project I have ever known since I hi 
been connected with the Congress of t 
United States 

For instance we thought, and I think they 
thought when they started in, that the 
feasible route would be up Bear Creek. They 
investigated that carefully. They investi- 
gated carefully this project Mr. Fort men- 
tioned this morning, going up the Warrior 
River and they found that going up the 
Warrior River and connecting with the Ten- 
nessee River would be practically impossible. 
They would have to pump the water to run 





the locks through their locations They 
found the same thing on the Bear Creek 
route. The Pickwick Dam had been con- 


structed, which made thi: 
feasible. All those physical conditions: still 
remain. There would be no change in them 
whatsoever. The only question is the amount 
of traffic this project would carry and that 
is a matter of practical knowledge, not only 
to the engineers, the Members of the 
Congress, but to others who are interested in 
that proposition 

Senator Bartey. You agree with the general 
here that you can strike out that $1,0( ) 
advantage and go ahead? 

Representative RANKIN. I certainly d 

Senator Barer. But we would be in a posi- 
tion of being without a report of the chief 
of engineers. 


Yellow Creek route 


to 


Senator Overton. The chief of engineers 
in his report—to start with, the chief sub- 
mits a report to the Congres n i He does 
not disapprove the project. He makes these 
statements. The estimate $2,168,000 is 
arrived at by the use of full data by thor- 
ough analysis thereof and by sound con- 
clusions, I concur in the view that it is 
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does say in 
la l 1 conservative one 
< General Robins what he has 
to the items oO! savings in 
sts, $2,158,000, according to 
on that is the figure 
entative RANKIN, MI 
leave that 
OVERTON. But let us get 
Repre entative 
Representative RANKIN. Mr, Chairman, be- 
that, I want to emphasize the 
General Schley made that 
report, t other dams had not been built and 
therefor here was no outlet into the Ohio 
River 
Senator Overton. I imagine General Rob- 
will refer to that I want to see what his 
view is assistant cheif of engineers with 
transportation 
difference in the 


Chairman, be- 


this, Mr. 


reference to savings in 

1arges; why they make a 

vings in up-bound travel on the Missis- 

ppi, I do not know. The two amount to 
$168,000. What have you to say? 

General Rosins. Mr. Chairman, the total 
benefits that were tabulated in this report 
contained in House Document 269 before any 
allowance was made for future growth was 
$1,859,000 of which $785,000 in round num- 
bers represents the savings on petroleum 
products which the railroads now throw out 
because of the pipe lines. 

Senator OvERTON. What do you say about 
that? 

General ROBINS 


mil 


I do not for a minute ad- 
that the construction of those pipe lines 
will stop the movement of oil on waterways. 

Senator BaILeEY. How much will it affect it? 

General Rostins. I couldn't tell you exactly, 
ir, but certainly half of that estimated oil 
tonnage will continue to move. The pipe 
lines have been in existence for years. There 
have keen more of them built in the last 2 or 
3 years and the oil is still moving on the 
waterways 


The pipe line 


c 


now extend to the Birming- 
ham area and the oil is still moving on the 
Warrior Rive: 

But for the ke of argument let us suppose 
that oil is off the waterway and I will deduct 
the saving for that, leaving $1,065,000 
Since the tonnage which produces this saving 
of $1,065,000 was estimated, traffic on inland 
waterways has more than doubled so the sav- 
ing of $1,065,000 should be doubled to meet 
the conditions as they are today, so without 
consideri petroleum products you get 

t t the same tangible saving given 
in the report for shippers over the Tombig- 
bee Waterway itself 

Mr. Chairman, if we 
Submitted 


' ick oavp 


came up here and 
a report recommending a project 
for slack water on the Mississippi between 
Cairo and New Orleans, by building locks 
and dams on the (Mississippi) River itself at 
an estimated cost of $66,000,000, I think you 
would all take off your hats and cheer. This 
alternate route on the Tombigbee we are 
recommending amounts to the same thing, 
only the locks and dams are to be built on 
the Tombigbee instead of the Mississippi. 
There is no greater tangible saving than that 
which will accrue from use of the Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee route instead of the Mis- 
sissippi for the upstream traffic. This saving 
as estimated in House Document 269, is 
$1,000,000. It is very conservative, and 
should be doubled on account of the in- 
crease that has taken place in up-stream 
traffic on the Mississippi River. 


ito account all the changed con- 
e the report before the commit- 
prepared, there is a total tangible 
ght today of $4,000,000 a year 

, and the carrying charges on 

> $3,500,000. From the infor- 

t is officially available to this com- 
sre is no question in my mind but 
Tennessee-Tombigbee project is 
sound without considering 
recreation or national defense or enhanced 
land values or any other intangible benefits. 
We can go back to the field, make another 
report, and do all the work over again, and 
hearings, and when the new report 


that the 


economically 


hold 
comes up before the committee you will have 
the same old arguments in opposition to the 
project that you have today. If the com- 
mittee—if the Congress—wants us to make 
another report, we will be glad to make it. 
That is the situation as I see it. 

Senator OVERTON. You are satisfied that 
the report that would be submitted would 
be along the lines you just stated? 

General Rosins. Absolutely; and if this 
report can be attacked on account of some 
of the changed conditions since the report 
was written, I do not see why it cannot be 
defended on account of other changed con- 
ditions. 

Representative RANKIN. May I ask him a 
question, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator OverTON. Very well. 

Representative RANKIN. On this question 
of national defense they have eliminated any 
benefit for national defense. As a matter of 
fact, a great deal of our defense work is being 
done in the Tennessee Valley area, is it not, 
on the Tennessee River? 

General Rosins. That is right; quite true. 
Unquestionably, if that waterway were in 
operation today, it would be of tremendous 
value for national defense, but you cannot 
put a money value on it any more than you 
can put a value on winning the war. 

Representative RANKIN. If we should get 
into a war in the future, in addition to fur- 
nishing a slack waterway for up-bound trf&f- 
fic, should the Mississippi River be closed, 
this would furnish us an outlet to the sea, 
would it not? 

General Rosins. Yes, sir. 

Representative RANKIN. And, moreover, 
one that is protected so much that it could 
scarcely be attacked from the sea? 

General Rosrns. Yes, sir. 

There have been a great many extracts 
read from House Document 269, particularly 
having to do with the letters of the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority and of the National 
Resources Committee. I would like to Call 
attention to the fact that after the President 
got those letters he said—and it is printed 
in House Document 269—that he is in favor 
of this project. 

Senator BaiLtey. The President? 

General Rosins. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I have a 
suspicion that when people understand 
what is involved in this project, some 
of our friends in other parts of the coun- 
try who think it is a Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, or Tennessee project, will have a 
sad awakening. 

In this connection I wish to read a 
letter from the Governor or Illinois. It 
was written in the spring of this year, 
and reads as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR, 
Springfield, April 10, 1944, 
FRANK W. BoykKIn, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE BOYKIN: I wish to 
acknowledge receipt of your letter of March 
16, 1944, concerning the Tennessee-Tombig- 
bee inland waterway project which has been 
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considered in the House of Representatives 
as part of waterway bill H. R. 3961. 

The State of Illinois is intensely interested 
in waterways, especially in their use as ar- 
teries of transportation. The Tennessee- 
Tombigbee canal project, which will provide 
a slack-water upstream waterway in con- 
junction with the Mississippi River, I believe, 
would not only enlarge the Middle West area 
now served by waterway transportation but 
would provide an all-weather route from 
Cairo to the Gulf of Mexico. 

It would be of benefit, either directly or 
indirectly, to the entire Middle West. How- 
ever, I am informed that the project was 
omitted from H. R. 3961 in the House of 
Representatives and that it may be recon- 
sidered when the bill reaches the Senate. 

If the project is again replaced in the Sen- 
ate, I will be pleased to present it to the 
Senators of this State with my recommenda- 
tions. 

Very truly yours, 
Dwicut H. Green, Governor. 


He is the Republican Governor of Illi- 
nois. By the way, Mr. President, I un- 
derstand he has been reelected. 

If there is any Senator from the Mid- 
west or the North or from parts of the 
East—because Pennsylvania is very 
much intereseted in this proposition— 
who is not entirely familiar with the 
project, I will state that business people 
of Pittsburgh are already making their 
plans looking to the day when this great 
change will be made, for it will have a 
great effect on the cost of transporting 
manufactured articles from that great 
industrial center to the South, and they 
are very much interested in it. No other 
piece of legislation which has come be- 
fore the Congress will give such a great 
impetus to the development of the South. 
At the same time, it will give an impetus 
to development in all the other 34 States. 

Now I wish to read into the Recorp a 
letter addressed to the senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Overton] by the 
president of the Mississippi Valley Asso- 
ciation, Mr. Lachlin Macleay. His letter 
is dated at St. Louis, Mo., on April 27, 
1944, and reads as follows: 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY ASSOCIATION, 
St. Louis, April 27, 1944. 
Hon. JOHN H. OVERTON, 

United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR OVERTON: At the hearing on 
the rivers and harbors bill before your com- 
mittee on Wednesday morning, April 26, 
there was some discussion regarding the 
amount of tonnage moving on the Mississippi 
River system. It has occurred to us that the 
following figures may be of interest to you 
and to the members of the committee. 

Exclusive of oceangoing cargo on the lower 
MisSissippi River and exclusive of the move- 
ment of certain strategic materials and lend- 
lease commodities which, for military rea- 
sons, Cannot be made public, the gross traffic 
on the Mississippi River and its tributaries 
in 1942 was 125,208,371 short tons which is 
an increase of more than 29 percent over 
1940. These figures do not include the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway skirting the Gulf of 
Mexico between Texas and Florida, via New 
Orleans. This waterway handled an addi- 
tional 21,268,183 tons, an increase of 82 per- 
cent over 1940. 


Mr. President, I am reading this letter 
into the Recorp because some persons 
will try to dodge the fact of the great 
change which has been.brought about 
in the development of the South, and 
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will attempt to say that all the increase 
in tonnage is due to lend-lease, war, and 
strategic materials which are passing 
over the rivers and railroads in that 
area. But Mr. Macleay states in his let- 
ter that the figures he gives are exclu- 
sive of lend-lease and certain strategic 
materials. 

The remainder of the letter reads as 
follows: 


The combined traffic of the Mississippi 
River system and the Intracoastal Waterway 
in 1942, exclusive of lend-lease and certain 
strategic materials, was 146,476,554 tons, an 
increase of 35 percent over 1940. The ton- 
mileage of commodities handled by these 
combined waterways in 1942 was 18,816,644,- 
000, an increase of 41 percent over 1940. 
These waterways include about 6,700 miles 
of commercially navigable channels. 

For comparison, it may be interesting to 
note that the 26 railroad lines serving the 
southern region of the United States, in- 
cluding those which comprise the great sys- 
tems of the Illinois Central, the Southern, 
and the Atlantic Coast Line, have 37,500 
miles of main-line track. The waterways 
referred to, with only 18 percent as much 
miieage, in 1942 handled the equivalent of 
approximately 22 percent of the ton-miles of 
revenue freight handled by the railroads of 
the southern region that same year. 

The above figures do not include the ton- 
nage of seagoing craft newly or partly built at 
shipyards on the inland waterways and des- 
tined for ocean service. Approximately 1,000 
military and naval vessels of substantial 
sizes and of various types have been built at 
inland yards during the years 1942 and 1943, 
and moved without accident to the tide- 
water ports of the Gulf via the improved 
channels of the Mississippi River system. In- 
cluded among these are a large number of 
war vessels built on the Great Lakes, many 
of them more than 300 feet in length. 

This record was made despite the fact that 
during 1942, 116 dry-cargo steel barges were 
voluntarily relinquished by the river opera- 
tors for conversion to oil carriers. These 
barg2s have a capacity of 1,339,644 barrels 
and are now in constant use. During the 
pericd of converting the dry-cargo barges to 
oil carriers, they were out of use for a con- 
siderable period of time which, of course, 
seriously affected the tonnage movement on 
the system. 

Figures for 1943 have not been fully com- 


piled. Those available for the first 6 months 
of that year show a substantial increase 


over 1942. 
Sincerely, 
LACHLAN MACLEAY, President. 


Mr. President, at the beginning of this 
fight, 5 years ago, there was some hesi- 
tancy on the part of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority regarding its approval of this 
project. The Senator from Michigan 
thought he would find some helpful op- 
position to the project, so in the spring of 
1944 he wrote to the Tennessee Valley 
Authority. On April 29, 1944, the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority replied to the 
Senator from Michigan. Its letter to the 
Senator reads as follows: 


TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY, 
Knorville, Tenn., April 29, 1944. 
Hon. A. H. VANDENBERG, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 
My Dear ARTHUR: This will acknowledge re- 
ceipt of your letter of April 22 inquiring as to 
the Authority’s position with reference to the 
feasibility of the proposed Tennessee-Tom- 
bigbee Canal. 
Since we last wrote to you on this subject 
in 1940 we have had occasion to restudy this 
question from the point of view of both the 





power losses to the Authority's power system 
and the prospective savings to the people of 
the Tennessee Valley on traffic moving over 
the waterway. The maximum diversion of 
water from Pickwick Reservoir is stated in the 
report of the Board of Engineers for Rivers 
and Harbors, published in House Document 
No. 269, Seventy-sixth Congress, first session, 
as 409 cubic feet per second. We have ex- 
amined the records of the core drilling car- 
ried on by the Army engineers in investiga- 
tions of this project, and we believe that this 
estimate is both reasonable and conservative 
This amount of water utilized through the 
Tennessee Valley Authority power plants at 
Pickwick and Kentucky Dams would generate 
approximately 3,000 kilowatts of power. The 
monetary loss to the Authority resulting from 
the diversion of 409 cubic feet per second is 
estimated as ranging from $60,000 to $100,000 
per year, depending upon conditions current 
at the time. The exact amount of the loss 
would depend upon whether the year were wet 
or dry, the cost of coal for steam generation, 
and the size and nature of the Authority's 
load. 


Now, Mr. President, listen to what the 
Tennessee Valley Authority has to say in 
conclusion: 

A preliminary study of the transporta- 
tion benefits to Tennessee Valley commerce 
which would result from the construction of 
the Canal indicates that the savings affecting 
commerce of interest to the valley would 
substantially exceed the above direct loss in 
power revenues. We believe, therefore, that 
the construction of the Tombigbee waterway 


would provide an over-all net benefit to the 
Tennessee Valley area. 
With kindest personal regards. 
Sincerely yours, 
JAMEs P. Pore, Director. 


So, Mr. President, we have the Assist- 
ant Chief of Engineers, the Tennessee 
Valley Authority, the Governor of Illi- 
nois—a State far away from the location 
of the project—the President of the 
United States, the entire Board of Engi- 
neers for Rivers and Harbors, including 
General Reybold and Genera! Schley, the 
present and former Chiefs of Engineers, 
recommending the project and stating 
that it is sound; that the Board has 
agreed to it; and that they do pass fa- 
vorably on this project. Consequently, 
how any Senator could hesitate to pass 
favorably on the project is beyond me. 

Mr. President, I am familiar with the 
territory through which the canal would 
pass. It is very gratifying to know that 
in making their borings and surveys, the 
engineers found the territory to be an 
ideal one in which to construct this great 
artery of transportation. Within the 
territory there is a strip of land approxi- 
mately 75 miles wide, called the creta- 
ceous belt. It is composed of sand, 
gravel, lime, rock, and shale, as well as 
earth containing no rock with which the 
diggers would have to contend. It isa 
very favorable territory through which 
to dig a canal for the purpose of bringing 
together the great water systems of the 
Tennessee and the Tombigbee. 

I have said nothing about what the 
project would do for the State of Mis- 
sissippi. The northern section of the 

tate of Mississippi is blessed with vari- 
ous kinds of clays and shale, as well as 
other varieties of clay, such as ceramic 
clay. The territory offers a great future. 
It must be remembered that in the Ten- 
nessee Valley of Alabama we are now 
making aluminum, which is being used 
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in the war effort. Aluminum will be 
manufactured there in the years to come 
for use in the manufacture of articles 
for civilian uses. Bauxite from the Haiti 
and South American deposits is brought 
into this territory and used in the manu- 
facture of articles in the area to which 
I have referred. I trust that Senators 
are able to catch a vision of what the 
Tennessee Valley will be in the years to 
come if this great supply of cheap elec- 
ric power is made possible with cheap 
transportation in what is destined to ke 
the industrial center of the entire South 
The project would afford a waterway af- 
fording transportation to great indus- 
tries which would spring up as a result 
of the power genereted by the dams on 
the Tennessee River. 

The only influences, the onl; 
powers, and the only lobbies which I 
have been able to find in opposition to 
the Tombigbee project have been the 
railroad interests of the United State 
Mr. President, I assert that the railroads 
of this country have always shown a 
short-sighted policy in the things which 
they have tried to accomplish, and the 
things which they have tried to 
Of course, the railroads are inhers 


secret 


stop 


*ntly 
opposed to any character or form of 
water transportation. They have an 


idea that it would decrease their reve- 
nues. For that reason they have been 
opposed to practically all inland water- 
way developments, and because of their 
attitude they have been fighting the pro- 
posal which is now before the Senate for 
consideration. I believe it would be to 
the interest of the railroads to help de- 
velop this waterway project. It would 
result in such an era of prosperity, in- 
dustrially and otherwise, to this great 
undeveloped section of Alabama, Ten- 
nessee, and other sections of the 
that a great increase in the use of the 
railroads for quick and short hauls would 
take place. Their volume of business 
would increase, employment would in- 
crease, and greater revenue would be af- 
forded to the railroads of this great sec- 
tion of the South. 

I am not fighting the railroads. I am 
not opposed to them. They been 
a great blessing in the development of 
our country. Sometimes they have tried 
to do things which I did not like. For 
example, there is on the calendar a bill, 
reported from the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, which would make a Christ- 
mas present to the railroads of the 
country of all the land which was 
granted to them by the Government 
and for which they in turn were to com- 
pensate the people of the country by 
giving them a rebate on all freight 
hauled in the name of and for the Gov- 
ernment. Ishall have more to 
that proposal when it comes 
Senate for consideration. 

The other 


South, 


iave 


y about 
fore the 


bef« 


lay there came to my at- 


tention an amendment which had | 
submitted in the Senate. To my mind 
it is one of the smoothest pieces of pro- 
posed legislation that has ever been 
suggested to the Con A Senato 
had submitted an ent to th 
river and har! I t) 
hereafter th ( » ¢ - 
ment of water transportation in the 
country until the bill providing for ch 
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had been first submitted to the Inter- 
tate Commerce Commission, public 
hearin had been held, and the neces- 
ity for the project had been recom- 
mended to the Congress. Mr. President, 
we mi well offer an amendment 
saying there will be no more legislation, 
because we all know what the Inter- 
tate Commerce Commission has done 
along this line and what it will do in the 
future 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I ask the Senator 
from Mississippi what he believes the 
effect of the amendment would be. 

Mr. BILEC. The effect of the amend- 
ment would be that never in the future 
could there be any legislation providing 
for inland-waterway transportation. 


Mr. TUNNELL. Would this Congress 
any future Congress be bound by it? 
Mr. BILBO. No; we would not be 
bound by it, but we would have a devil 
of a time in repealing that provision of 
the law if it were ever placed on the 
statute books. 

Mr. President, the people of Illinois 
are as much interested in the Tombigbee 


or 


project as are the people of Alabama, 
because it means very much to them. 
Without the project, every cargo of 


freight from Illinois going down to New 
Orleans costs $2,500 more, because the 
current has to be fought when return- 
ing with a cargo. A savings of that 
nature to the business people of Illinois 
would mean something to them. That 
is why the Governor of the State of 
Illinois has been strong in his endorse- 
ment of the proposal. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I want to 
urge my colleagues to make a study and 
a thorough investigation of all the facts 
contained in the Board of Engineers’ 
survey of 1939, together with the ad- 
mitted and incontrovertible facts con- 
cerning changed conditions since the 
survey of 5 years ago, and catch a vision 
of the great savings, blessings, and po- 
tentialities to be realized by the con- 
struction of this canal or inland water- 
way. The projects would result in 
marrying and commingling the waters of 
the Tennessee River system with the 
Tombigbee River system. To vote 
down this amendment today would only 
delay the construction and completion 
of this important link in an inland- 
waterway system which covers three- 
fourths of the United States. 

The ble advantages, and possi- 
bilities which the construction of this 
project would bring to millions of people 
are destined to become accomplished 
lacts. 


I assur 


ssings, 


e my colleagues that if they fail 
to investigate and understand the facts, 
and catch the vision which this project 
presents, their seats will soon be occu- 
pied by others who will see visions and 
dream dreams for the progress of our 
country. A vote for this project would 
be one of the most gratifying of their 
entire political career. 

The project alone is so far-reaching in 
its effects and is so broad in the blessings, 
both material and social, which it would 


of 


afford to the millions of people who dwell 


! 


in that large expanse of territory from 
Chicago to the Gulf, from Sioux City to 
Mobile, and from Pittsburgh to New Or- 
leans, that the people would rise up and 
call them blessed. 

When this project shall have been 
finished, there will be millions of barges 
and boats plying upon the bosom of the 
meandering Monongahela, the Ohio, the 
Wabash, the Illinois, the Mississippi, the 
Arkansas, the Missouri, the Red, the Ten- 
ne > and the Cumberland Rivers. The 
splashing and churning of their waters, 
upon which float the cargoes of com- 
merce, both foreign and domestic, will 
merge into a tune which wil!l make glad 
and happy, joyous, and prosperous mil- 
lions of American citizens then living in 
a new era of cheaper transportation of 
the products of their toil which wiil be 


ece¢ 


supplying the needs and wants of the 
hungering and consuming millions at 


home and abroad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment on page 17, beginning in 
line 6. 

Mr. WHITE. 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


I suggest the absence of 


Aiken Gillette Overton 
Austin Green Radcliffe 
Bailey Guffey Reed 
Ball Gurney Revercomb 
Bankhead Hall Reynolds 
Bilbo Hatch Robertscn 
Brooks Hayden Russell 
Buck Hill Shipstead 

* Burton Holman Stewart 
Bushfield Jenner Tait 
Butler Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Okla. 
Byrd Johnson, Colo, Tunnell 
Capper Kilgore Tydings 
Caraway La Foliette Vandenberg 
Chandler Langer Wagner 
Clark, Mo. Lucas Wallgren 
Connally McFarland Walsh, Mass. 
Cordon McKellar Walsh, N. J. 
Danaher Maloney Weeks 
Davis Maybank Wheeler 
Downey Mead Wherry 
Eastland Millikin White 
Ellender Murray Wiley 
Ferguson Nye Willis 
George O'Daniel 
Gerry C’Mahoney 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Seventy-six -Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is 
present. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, be- 
fore entering upon a discussion of the 
subject which is before the Senate, which 
I hope will be brief, since the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. Briso] has fully 
explained it, I think it would be well to 
point out the location of the project, and 
the wide expanse of territory it will 
benefit if it shall be completed. 

I regard this as the most important 
navigation project for an improvement 
within the boundaries of the United 
States that has been submitted to the 
Senate since I have been a Member of 
it. The program attempts to make a 
connection between several waterways, 
including the Tennessee River, the Tom- 
bigbee, the Warrior, the Alabama, on the 
south side of the Tennessee, reaching all 
the way over into Georgia, 


| 


| 
} 
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As all northern, western, and southern 
Senators, at least, know, the Mississippi 
River as a navigable stream starts in the 
vicinity of Minneapolis and St. Paul. It 
it navigable up to that point now, not 
with very deep water, but it is expected 
that someday it will L2 deeper. I think 
the evidence shows there a 4-foot 
channel to that point at this time. 

Then there is the Missouri River, go- 
ing almost all the way to Canada, flow- 
ing out of Montana through North Da- 
kota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Iowa, 
Kansas, and Missouri. It comes into the 
Mississippi River near St. Louis. 

The Illinois River comes from the 
Great Lakes, from Chicago, and brings 
its water into the Mississippi River near 
St. Louis. ‘he Mississippi River below 
St. Louis flows on down to Cairo, IIl., 
oast Memphis, and south to New Or- 
leans. 

The Ohio River, fed by the Wabash 
River, flows to the southwest, from 
Pittsburgh, past Wheeling, Cincinnati, 
and Louisville, draining all that area on 
the west of the Allegheny Mountains. 

The Cumberland River comes around 
by Nashville, and enters the Mississippi 
River near Paducah. 

Mr. President, the remarkable thing 
about the Tennessee River is its real 
direction. It rises in the mountains east 
of Knoxville, Tenn. It flows southwest 
to Chattanooga, Tenn., then crosses over 
into Alabama, flowing through the 
northern portion of Alabama, first in a 
southwesterly direction, then generally 
west, and as it nears the western boun- 
dary of Alabama, instead of turning to. 
the south, as most large waterways in 
that region do, it turns north. From the 
point at which it turns north in Ala- 
bama it runs through Tennessee up to 
Paducah, Ky., where it empties into the 
Ohio River, and a short distance below 
that point the Ohio empties into the Mis- 
sissippi at Cairo, thus eventually bring- 
ing the waters of the Tennessee River 
into the Mississippi River. 

There is, as will be observed from the 
map, and as most Senators of course al- 
ready know, a full network of rivers 
draining the waters of all that great ter- 
ritory covering about 32 States, I be- 
lieve, into the great old Mississippi River, 
which then proceeds to the Gulf, into 
which it empties the waters which have 
drained into it from the great territory 
above. 

Mr. President, for nearly all its length 
the Tennessee River is at present navi- 
gable. It is carrying boats, barges, and 
tows to various cities in the North, the 
East, and the West. The proposed con- 
nection which is now under discussion is 
between the Tennessee River and the 
Tombigbee River, which rises close to the 
Tennessee River. There is no connec- 
tion at present between the Tombigbee 
and the Tennessee which is navigable. 
The project in question is to construct a 
canal which will be approximately 40 
miles long, to make connection between 
the Tennessee River and the Tombigbee 
River, which latter river connects with 
the Warrior River, which flows past 
Birmingham, and which also connects 
with the Alabama River and the Coosa 


is 
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on which are 
4 and Rome, Ga. 


located Gadsden, 


I us now for a few minutes consider 
reason for the proposed project. 
canal will be about 41 miles long. 
ill run from the Tennessee River 

vn to and connect with the Tombigbee 


so that navigation will be 

d from the Tennessee River directly 

rough the into the Tombigbee 

River and on out to the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. President, let me point out a sig- 

ficant fact. The Tennessee River runs 
h from the junct 


ion point with the 
oposed canal. 


_ 
com- 





canal 


That puts slack water 
the canal. There will be dams ir 
» Tennessee River along through the 
ion involved, which will make slack 
iter from the junction point of the 
inal with the Tennessee River until it 
empties into the Ohio and then into the 
Mississippi. Be the junction point, 
ind coming down the Tombigbee River, 
here will be a series of locks and dams, 
12 locKs in the canal and 8 locks below 
t, making a waterway from the Tennes- 
River, through the canal, and 
through the Tombigbee River and the 

Gulf of at least 9 feet in depth. 
One peculiar physical fact about that 
ituation is that by nature the watershed 
Tennessee River Basin is about 
100 feet higher than is the watershed of 
the Tombigbee River. It is proposed, by 
means of the canal, to bring together the 
iter from the two major water basins. 
There is no other such situation, am 
old, in the United Stetes. sucha situa- 
is not possible anywhere else. The 
nal will connect the two water basins 
the last dam on the Tennessee 
River was constructed the water in the 
Tennessee River is 150 feet higher than 
watershed, that is, 


1e water in the lower 
course, connection 


? tr 
low 


n the 


tior 


Sinre 


ne 


Tombigbee. Of 
made by a series of locks and dams. 
It is very evident, Mr. President, that 
if the canal is constructed it will bring 
out a great shortening of the distance 
necessary to be traveled in up-river 
transportation from points on the Ten- 
nessee River to points in Alabama and 
Georgia. At present, in going from 
Knoxville, or Chattanooga, a boat may 
so down the Tennessee and then turn 
north on the Tennessee River in order to 
get into the Mississippi, and then go 
down the Mississippi River to New Or- 
leahs, moving then over to Mobile, and 
ip the Tombigbee and Alabama Rivers 
if it is going to any point in Alabama, 
or up the Coosa River into the tern 
part of Alabama or into the northern 
part of Georgia. The joining of the two 
.ter courses which will be brought 
about by the completion of the canal 


~ ey} 
y » 


kes the distance 600 miles less than is 


ea 


the case now between cities on the Ten- 
nessee River and cities on the Warrior 
River and the Alabama-Coosa Rivers. 
On the trip down the Mississippi River, 
there is of course a swift current, which 
brings boats down the stream swiftly, 
and for the same reason probably at a 
cheaper cost, but when boats return and 
go the other way, they must buck the 
swift stream of the Mississippi River. 
Traffic going through the proposed canal 
will go through slack water all the way 
up to Paducah, Ky., and to Cairo on the 
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Mississippi River. So the engineers 
figure—and the figure is contained in 
the report—that in making a round trip 
by towboat with eight barges from Pa- 
fiucah, Ky., down the Mississippi River, 
and through the inland wate 


rway from 
New Orleans to Mobile, and then up 








through the canal and on out into the 
Tennessee River, then proceeding back to 
Pittsburgh or to Minneapolis or to St 
Louis, the cost as far back as Cairo is 





reduced by 50 percent by using the canal 


instead of bucking the swift current of 
the Mississippi River, as must be done 
now on the return trip. The engine 
figure that by going through the canal 
on the return trip the cost of a tow boat 
such as I have mentioned ith eight 
barges for the round trip will be red 1 
$2,400. That means going down tl 
swift current of the Mississippi and back 
up through slack water 

As conditions now are, if the boat con- 
tinues up toward Pittsburgh the cost in- 
creases. If the trip involves going to 
Birmingham it will cost $5,000 1 e, be- 


cause in ¢g 


must go down th 


ine 
oO 


to Birmingham the 
Warrior River and on 





down below into the Tom nd on 
down through that river to Mobile, and 
go out to New Orleans nd then bu 
the swift current of the Miss pp l 
the way. 
So no one disputes the very great sav- 
to be accomplishee to all the users 


ing 
of water transportation in the enti! 
area from the Rocky Mountains to the 
Allegha utilization of the slack 
water of the proposed waterway, which 
would avoid the swift curr 
Mississippi 
Mr. AIKEN 
Senator yield? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Does the Senator from | 
yield to the Senator from Verm« 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. Can the Senato1 


1 + 
ni wth 
nies by the 
ent 


Mr. President, will the 





Alabama ive us an estin of the 
amount of tonnage which vw d be car- 
ried over this waterway 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of cou it is im- 
possible to estimate the futu tonn 
with any accuracy. I can Say tot 


Senator that the record shows that be- 


tween 1932 and 1942, a 10-year period, 
the traffic on the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries down to the Gulf has in- 
creased from 5,000,000,000 ton-m 
19,000,000,000 ton-miles 

Mr. AIKEN. To what does the Sena- 


be that increase? 

BANKHEAD. One re: 
is that the people a! 
familiar with water transportation f1 
the standpoint of cost, as compared with 
other transportation. Let me point out 
to the Senator the difference in cost. As 
the Senator knows, new ideas and new 
facilities evolve by degrees. Here are 
the figures showing relative costs as be- 
tween a rail tank car, a deep-draft tank- 
er, a pipe line, anda barge. This infor- 
mation was compiled with reference to 
oil transported in pipe lines. Transpor- 
tation by rail tank car costs 8.3 mills per 


tor ascri 
Mr. 
sume, 


m 


ton-mile; by deep-draft tanker, such as 
those which go to sea, the cost is 1.25 


mills; and by pipe line, 3 mills. 


the size « he pipe line, ar ‘ it is 
l cor nu 
Mr. BANKHEAD. TI f 
based « u pipe lines 
in u 
Mr. AIKEN The B I 
continu 4 W 
cheaply as it < tra t 
oceal tanke1 
M BANKHEAD. I 1 
tl ao Ir I 
de 


Mr. AIKEN. I1 
Mr. BANKHEAD 





, yeal na en they must be re- 
ne\ 1 
Mr. AIKEN I 
zto2 n I ru 
about a 1 tl ( f rail t ‘ 
{ } 

Mr. BANKHFAD I ( 
ee , Set 
2 to < mills per mile 

Mr. AIKEN. W lature 
ot t cal ) wn tl 

M BANKHEAD As I have stat 

Mr. AIKEN. What er kinds of ati 
£0 wi d be carried? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I shall be d to 
give the Senator that intormation I 
I } T é to reacl , ( reg f 
tl aisct ion 

Mr. AIKEN. I thou S 
I d con ud 1 

Mr. BANKI I ill | i to 

t S e inform nr 
I fi na } is f Y it } 
I , J on re- 
ce 5S ip ese ? I o 
bound are petroleum product 
id i l ra I I f 
Dp n, cotter cal Yi ] 
al ! i D l- nd 
oi t ter ; | 
¢ t T ll ) j t YD 
& n and flour nneé liz 
be i a ) | mTorr if 
n from the recor¢ 

Mr. AIKEN. I now con the - 
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\ t A is esta t 
\ being done now? H : 
I v Vv n Vv l | ed ) o 
it to the S f I to e ¢ 4 
W I ousin i 
pre ( be ] ( wol 
handled v¥ t ) 

Mr. BANKHI ) - 
f evi f ré 
which I cited d e | 10 ye 
from 5.000.000.0090 ton-mi! to 19.000 - 
000,000 ton-m 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. P 
the Senator yield? 


BANKHEAD I vield 
EASi LAND 

om Vermont tl 
of the entire petroleum trafic on 
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I in¢ ( I I 
l ci ime ¢ fu Ol ( m es 
un the M pi Rive ) points on the 
© »R inat ] VOUIG e tl] 
} } can be ise, 1 hly, it could 
be delivered $2,800 a tow cheaper. 
Mr. AIKEN Has either the Senator 
f n Alabama or the Senator from Mis- 
ppl a Dl -aqown owl! tne per- 
of upstream 1d downstream 
ht traffic at present 
BANKHEAD. I have no break- 
down, but it is evident that the two are 
about equal, because the barges which 


» down the river must come Dack up the 
river, and the barges whic] » up the 
river muSt come back down. I do not 
believe that many of them travel any 
great distance empty. 

Mr. AIKEN. Would not the balance 
probably be in favor of the upstream 
traffic? 

Mr. EASTLAND. Today there is oil 
traffic on the Tombigbee River, and that 
area is rapidly becoming a great oil- 
producing section. This canal will en- 
able that area to market those products, 
For example, today the Standard Oil Co. 
of Ohio ships all its crude oil up river to 
its refineries in the State of Ohio. That 
oil traffic will use the proposed canal, and 
the savings will be reflected in cheaper 
prices to consumers in the Ohio River 
Valley. 

Mr. AIKEN. The reason I raise that 
question is that a month ago I visited 
the Illinois River canal locality, and was 
very much surprised to find that approxi- 
mately 85 or $0 percent of the traffic was 
north-bound, taking products from the 
South to the North, and that only 10 or 
15 percent of the tonnage was south- 
bound from Chicago. I wonder if a sim- 
ilar situation would apply in connection 
with the Tombigbee Canal. 

Mi BANKHEAD. The Tombigbee 
Canal area has not been in a position to 
furnish any traffic, because there has 
I 
I 





n no connection with the Tennessee 


tiver. Of course, the lower part of the 
Tombigbee is navigable, but not for a 
very great distance. 

Mr. AIKEN. Would the Tombigbee 
Canal take any water from any other 
water F 


Mr. BANKHEAD. No 
Mr. AIKEN. It would not affect other 


water in any way? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. The T. V. A. is ad- 
vocating this project. 


TAT 


ir. AIKEN. There is no objection on 
the part of the T. V. A.? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We have a letter in 

» RecorpD from the T, V. A. favoring 
S project 

Mr. AIKEN. That is a very good rec- 
ommendation 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In connection with 
increased traffic, I am reminded of a 
statement by Representative JOHN 
SpParKMAN, Of the Eighth Alabama Dis- 
trict, the district through which the Ten- 


~~ 


in Alabama. 
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t minimum channe 
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stance of one-h 


me-odd mile 


the lower end of the Ten- 


ee River has increased by leaps and 
ral years during the 
developed. 

hat mostly by boat or 





or OVERTON. 


ntative SPARKMAN. Barge. 
tor OVERTON. Y€s. 
presentative SPARKMAN. And contrary 1 


in the line of 
building mate 





330 percent 


Evansville, Ind., : 


the Senator on my right has stated, 
here is evidence from the Representative 
in Congress from that district tha 
nol s produced in his State are brought 
transportation on the streams 
and are distributed into Alabama, Geor- 
, and the other States in that general 
President, will the 
te what, in his opinion, would 
roads in that lo- 





he effect on the rail 
lity if the waterway is built, and what 
is been the experience in the ca 
Perhaps that is the 
arest development from which an an- 
alogy can be drawn, based upon its ex- 


ssee River? 


BANKHEAD. 
opinion, and I am sure the Senator will 
verify it, that water transportation in- 
railroad transportation 
point of navigation, at the ports where 
the water transportation commences, be- 
cause it builds up the cities and towns, 
because of the cheap rates provided, and 


because of other reasons. There is nota 


arge city in this country, larger th 


Ve 
Indianapolis, which is not located on 
n 


avigable water, either on an inl 
stream or on the coast. That is cle 
evidence, I submit to the Senator, th 
water transportation is not injurious 
the railroads; because no large city 
built without the activity and the su 
of the railroads serving it. 

Mr. AIKEN. If that be the casé 
what would the Senator ascribe the h 
tility of the railroads to the developms 
of waterways? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is difficult for n 
to understandit. The railroads have h 
an idea, which they have not entirs 
changed, that water transportation is 
form of competition for them, that ai 
plane transportation is unfair comp 
tion, that public roads, which they clain 
are subsidized by the Government, 
unfair and unjust competition and 
injurious to them. But we all know th 
cannot be true. Wherever there are g 
roads the country is built up, more pa 
sengers are carried by the railroads, mo: 
freight and express are hauled by th 
railroads, more homes are built, and th: 
railroads bring in the materials and th 
workers, and so forth. 

So, I say that when a Situation of 
competition between waterways and 
railways exists over a period of year 
during which both have built up thi 
cities and the country, they have served 
a good purpose. We all know that wate: 
transportation is cheaper than ra 
transportation. So, when we have that 
kind of a situation, it is not unfair com- 
petition, because the railroads have 
proved over the years, by their prosper- 
ity and success and their building int 
the ports where water transportation oc- 
curs, that they thrive with it. 

Of course, no one wishes to have com- 
petition. That is the only reason ot! 
which I know to account for the attitude 
of the railroads. But that is the situa- 
tion. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I think thé 
Senator’s explanation is the correct one 
I believe that the development of wate 
ways inevitably increases rail traffic. I 
think that has been proved time an 
again. Yet it is very hard to understand 
the hostility of the railroads to the de- 
velopment of the facilities which increa 
their bu ; 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Evidently the 
think it would divert traffic. To som 
extent it does, but it brings in addition 
traffic of a different kind. 

Mr. AIKEN. It would require the rail- 
roads to lower their rates in some cast 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN. But then they would d 
more business at lower rates. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We all know th 
there is not only actual competition b 
virtue of water navigation but there 
also potential competition which the 
railroads do not like to have. So the: 
try to avoid it insofar as they can. 

Iam a friend of the railroads. I ha’ 
no desire in the world to hurt them. I 
want to see them prosper. I was a rail- 
road lawyer for 25 or 20 years. I mention 
that to show that I could not have any 
feeling egainst them, and I have nev 
expressed any at any time. But I am 
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railroads and t r inte S 
EASTLAND. |! President, will 
} c , r vie a? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield 
Mr EAST whok tie 


tatem by the 
from Alabama. The record 
vs that today the most prosper 

railroads in the United States are those 
which are contiguous to waterways and 
hich have had waterway competition. 
It is the function of the railroad to trans- 
port freight fron ports to the hinter- 
lands. The railroad systems of Penn- 
vania—the B. & O., the Pennsyl- 
lia—and the Illinois Central, 
Louisville & Nashville, and the 

eat railroad systems which are c 
tiguous to our waterways today are the 
most prosperous railroads in the country. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, let me ask 
the Senator another question in connec- 
tion with the Tombigbee project. Is any 
power development possible ther 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No. It not a 
power project. The water is slack water. 

Mr. AIKEN. Could there be any pow- 

er development in connection with the 
if ct? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. No—or at the most 
there could be very little. Of course, a 
little water is used in connection with 
But that is all. 

Mr. AIKEN. Where will 
come from? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It will come from 
the Tennessee River. But all that has 
been considered by the Tennessee Valley 
Authority and by the Army engineers. 

Mr. AIKEN. What would be the cost 
of such water, in terms of the electricity 
which it could otherwise be used to de- 
velop? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Approximately 
$100,000 worth of electricity a year. So 
that is not objectionable, in view of the 
tremendous amount of electricity gen- 
erated by the Tennessee Valley Author- 
ity. That point has been fully consid- 
ered by the engineers and by the Ten- 
‘e Valley Authority and, I will say, 
by the President of the United States, 
whose interest in power projects is well 
known. 

Mr. President, I now desire to finish 
reading the statement by Representa- 
tive SPARKMAN. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I should like 
the Senator to do that. I notice 
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska 
now honors us with his presence. I hope 
the Senator from Alabama will finish 
reading the statement by Representa- 
tive SPARKMAN, because in it he states 
that a large flour or feed mill has been 
built in Alabama by a company whose 
home is in Nebraska, and the building 
of the mill and its operation have been 
made possible by the opening of the Ten- 
nessee River. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Pre 
shall read further from the s 
Representative SPARKMAN: 

During the war, of 
mobiles have not been 
t have been 
ambulances by the th 


ous 


syl 

the 
other 
on- 
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that particular shipment was ine tam % 
the Ohio River into the Pittsburgh area 
somewhere near, in the general vicinity « 
the Pittsburgh area But there is a great de 
of iron being shipped that way ugh tl 

"ennessee Rive You would be surprised ¢ 
the amou f grain. 

That may be of interest to Senators. 
Senator OverTON mentioned a few minu 
ago incoming shi} s of n, particu- 
la corn. Since ement ¢ the 

ee River een b t 
ur, Ala- = 
nator OverRTON. Let me i 
esentative SPARKMA} , 
r OVERTON reference to ti 





shipment of iron originating at Birmin 
and going up to near Pit 





tsburgh 


N 
course did it follow? 

Representative SPARKMAN. It went to De- 
catur, there put on barge on the Tenne 
tiver, down the Tennessee to the Ohio i 


up the Ohio 
Senator OverTon. Thanks 
Representative SpARKMAN. If 
see-Tombigbee were finished 


the T 
they could put 


ennes- 





it in right at Birmingham. 
Senator Overton. I see. 


Representative SpaRKMAN. Down to 
mopolis, up the Tombigbee and thr ! 
canal into the Tennessee, about 75 


farther down the Tennessee, 





anc 


Senator OverToNn. Yes 


Representative SPARKMAN. And probably 





would take that course. A great deal of 
shipments out of Birmingham most likes 
would take that course. 

I was telling you about grain becau 


noticed your question to Mr. BorKINn about 


incoming grain. I want to tell you about the 
experience in our section with grain. There 
has been a very large flour and feed mill built 
at Decatur, Ala., by a company whose home 
is in Nebraska, the Nebraska Milling Co., and 
they ship grain down the M ssippi, up the 
Ohio, and up the Tennessee River to that 
point, and they grind their grain and feed 


and distribute it throughout that area 
Down at Guntersville there ! been a 
iin elevator put in, and they ship b - 
load bargeload of grain The : 
thing is done up at Chattanoog and the 
first shipment that into the Knoxville 
Public Use Terminal about a month ago was 
a bargeload of 


or 


after 


went 








t | 


originating from the 


year. 
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3ANKHEAD 


North coul 


that area 

hn respect to 

the use of 

nsportation increased, and no 
plained that it has been in- 


om 
to the 


railroads 
MAYBANK Mr. P 
he Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I vield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. Speaking of the War- 
‘ior River, is it not true that after the 
\ nt to which 


lent 


nator has 

on cotton 

ly the rail- 
at the still con- 

io aS much business as they 

‘ a9 

BANKHEAD 


tal } l red 


There was a sub- 
nti iction in the rates. I do not 
emember what the reduction wa 
Mr. MAYBANK. The rates were re- 
ced from $4 to $1.50 a bal 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. Pre 


sident, will the 
l r vield 

Mr. BANKHEAD 
Mr. LANGER 


n of the 


I yield 
As I understand, the 
proposed canal would 
iaterially develop the adjacent areas. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. TI do not believe 
here can be any doubt about it. 
Mr. LANGER. It is the Senator’s be- 
orn t lis experience, that 


; all over the United 
lar 1 


Li tu 


vel a 


r. BANKHEAD. I certainly take that 


*‘ LANGER. If this canal were to be 
1 in the western or northern part 
United States the Senator would 


“= on ? t+ ne hh . 
as strongly in favor of it as he is 


r. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I am 

that I have demonstrated what the 

from North Dakota has said. 

it have been a member 

n Irrigation and Rec- 

rs know that that com- 

interested in western 

ha been im- 

in which 

primarily interested 

2,000 miles from where I 

I can truthfully 
ys been fa } 

ers. I have 
St in al 


has come 


always 


lat the areas 


thriat 
nat 


ve in the pi 
ima, and for 
* them, God b! 
may live in 


’ found no bet 


stingulisnh 


to be sectional about 
are going to lose this 
project not only for 
Georgia, and Ten- 
1 generally because 


going 

tters, if we 
important 

Dama Mis issippl, 


and the | 


out 


‘ 
is far remote from the States of other 
I 


tors and is not in their backyards ar 
to them, then we are changing our 

m and are reversing our agricul- 

ynomy and the policy of the past 
has been devoid of sectionalism. 
never been any sectionalism 

Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 
tion and there has never been any 
he Committee on Agriculture and 

ry. We all work for one common 
We do not say that because 

¢ is produced in the North we will not 

interested in it, nor do we say that 
because cotton is grown in the South we 
will not be interested in it. 

I want to pay the Senator from Michi- 
gan a compliment. I had sort of given 
up hope of the Senator being for any of 
our agricultural programs in the South, 
but he sat here one day for more than 2 
hours, perhaps 3, listening to a desultory 
argument by me in the interest of the 

nt of parity to the cotton farmers, 
when it came to a test, to my sur- 
, the Senator from Michigan voted 
that relief. I honored him for it, 

have thought more of him ever 
since. I did not know how he was going 
to vote, but I think he voted his real 
convictions. 

Mr. VANDENEERG. Mr. 
will the Senator yield? 
fr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I thank the Sen- 
ator for his observation. Ido not intend 
to interrupt any of the advocates of the 
Tombigbee project, but I would not want 
to allow an implication to be made that 


CcLive. 


President, 
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there was anything sectional in the ar- 
gument I made against the project. My 
argument certainly was not based upon 
any such point of view. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I had no thought of 
suggesting the Senator was 
sectional argument. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am 
is so. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I merely said the 
preject in question was so far from him 
that he could not see it in its proper 
perspective. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
senator vield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
my statement 
reading. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
to finis} 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think it would be 

ter, if the Senator will allow me. 
he Member of the House from whose 
statement I was quoting said further: 
ng to tell you one m 
see River. Th 


Decatur tW 


making a 


Mr. President, will the 


I have 
and the 


not finished 
extract I wa 


Would the Senator like 


) 
i 


I will have the attention of 
Senators on that point This is not 
merely a little interior program to satisfy 
local politicians. The truth is there has 
not been any political effort made with 
the people down there about this project 
Mr. SPARKMAN continued: 

One of them is owned by the Ingalls 

It was a peacetime plant. It 
under the train of war but 


in peacetime, 


It was built when the river became 
navigable. There are many kinds of 
material in that section of the country, 
not only iron ore and steel but alumi- 
num, and so forth. There is located on 
the Tennessee River a plant making nec- 
essary parts for airplanes which are used 
in the war. In that region are the im- 
portant minerals which are needed for 
that purpose. Some plants have been 
built along the banks of the Tennessee 
tiver, such as the aluminum plant at 
Sheffield, the Lister Hill plant near Shef- 
field, and others of the kind. In that 
way that section is being developed and 
the raw materials and critical resources 
of the country are being utilized. All 
that development has been started since 
power was made available there and 
navigation provided, but it is in its 
infancy. 

Representative SPARKMAN Says: 

It was not built under the strain of war 
but was built back in peacetime. Back then 
they were building largely barges and pleas- 
ure craft. Since the war has come on they 
have been building for the Army and for 
the Navy. They are building oceangoing 
vessels—cargo-carrying vessels—right now. 
They recently sent out two. One of them 
went to Poland. The other one was cleared 
just a week ago; I don’t remember where it 
was going, but it was going to some foreigr 
country. I have been told—I don’t know 
whether this is true or not—that those are 
the largest boats that have ever been built 
at a river shipbuilding plant inland, floated 
down the Tennessee and the Ohio and the 
Mississippi and over across the Atl 


Listen to that, Senators. 
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Mr. AIKEN. How large were the ves- 
sels? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. All I can say is 
what the record shows. I do not know. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. SPARKMAN does not 
say how large the vessels were. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He does not, but 
says that one of them, a Government 
ship, went to Poland. 

The other one has been building these 
invasion barges, which is a great stimulation 
of boatbuilding which I feel confident after 
the war will convert itself into pleasure craft 
and barge, and craft to be used on the river. 

By the way, just the other day the head 
of the commerce department of the Ten- 
nessee Valley Authority told me that they 
could not now get the barges that were in 
demand for the hauling of the freight on 
that river; that the only thing stopping a 
tremendous increase is the fact that they 
cannot possibly get the barges. 


So, in reference to the increased use 
of that river, the head of the Commerce 
Department of the T. V. A. says they 
cannot get barges to fill the increased de- 
mand. The only thing stopping a tre- 
mendous increase is the fact that they 
cannot possibly get the barges. 

I shall not quote further from this 
able Representative who appeared before 
the committee, went on record, and re- 
cited the actual facts to show the tre- 
mendous development there and the in- 
crease in water transportation. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIS. I trust the Senator will 
indulge me for a moment. The matter 
probably has been explained, but will 
he be kind enough to explain again what 
the effect would be on navigation on the 
Tennessee River from the point where 
the canal enters the downstream river to 
the Ohio River? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think, of course, 
there is going to be more navigation on 
the whole Tennessee River up-bound and 
down-bound. 

Mr. WILLIS. There will be some 
water taken out of the river; will there 
not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No. Such a con- 
tention has been made, but the water 
which would be taken would be abso- 
lutely negligible. The water from the 
Tennessee River is not used except for 
lockage purposes, making the lifts from 
the lower level of the Tombigbee. No 
flow goes out from the Tennessee River 
except through the locks and dams. 


Mr. WILLIS. It is protected by the 
locks? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; and the 


T. V. A., that is charged with the duty of 
protecting the Tennessee River locally, 
favors this project; because they say 
the amount of water taken will not seri- 
ously impair the use which is being made 
now of the water for navigation and for 
power purposes. So they are for the 
project, and their letter to that effect is 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. WILLIS. But there are times, are 
there not, when the water supply is not 
sufficient? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; the water level 
does not change much on the Tennessee 
River. The locks and dams under the 
flood-control program hold it; it is al- 
most stationary all the year round, 





Mr. HILL. Mr. President, 
Senator yield there? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. Where the canal will come 
from the Tombigbee into the Tennessee 
will be at the reservoir or lake made by 
the Pickwick Landing Dam on the Ten- 
nessee River, and there is plenty of water 
in that lake or reservoir. There is no 
question about there being plenty of 
water for the Tennessee 365 days of the 
year, and for the Tombigbee 365 days 
of the year. The canal which will go 
through Yellow Creek on the Tombigbee 
River into the Tennessee comes in at 
the Pickwick Landing Dam reservoir, 
this great lake. 
water there. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is plenty 
water in the reservoir there now? 

Mr. HILL. There is plenty of water 
Since the construction of the Pickwick 
Landing Dam. 

Mr. WILLIS. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
shall not take further time except to 
refer to one point. 

Mr. President, the Senator from 
Michigan, in speaking in opposition to 
the pending amendment last Friday, 
stressed the fact that the law requires 
the Chief of Engineers to make a 
recommendation before Congress has 
the right to proceed on a project. I 
read from the Senator’s otherwise clear 
argument, as it appears on page 8682 
of the Recorp of December 1: 


of 


But, again with great respect, I submit | 


that it makes no difference to the Senate 
what General Robins thinks or what Colonel 
Feringa thinks. 


He had just been reciting, before that, 
that they gave testimony with reference 
to facts which justified the project. 
The Senator from Michigan, as his lan- 
guage here clearly indicates, was under 
the impression, certainly he left the im- 
pression on me that he was taking the 
position that these two engineers shguld 
have nothing to do with the matter, and 
that Congress should not follow them, 


will the 
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because the law requires Congress to | 


follow the recommendations of the 
Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. I can see that 
the statement is open to a construction 
which was not intended. What I was 
attempting to say was that the law re- 
quires the Board of Engineers to report 
to the Chief, that the Chief is the one 
who submits the final authentic docu- 
ment to the Congress. It was on that 
basis that I intended to indicate that the 
report of the Chief is the thing of pri- 
mary importance. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As an evidential 
fact reported to Congress? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But not as a legal 
prerequisite. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I did not under- 
take to indicate that it was a legal pre- 
requisite. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Very well; the 
language clearly gave the other impres- 
gion, 





| 
| 
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I think it is sub- 
construction Ss 


senator 


Mr. VANDENBERG 
ject to the 
mentions. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. With that cleared 
up, there is no difference between us on 
that point. 

The Board made its investigation in 
accordance with the resolution adopted 
by the House of Representatives. It sub- 
mitted its report and recommendations 
to the Chief of Engineers. So the Chief 
made his report. He did not differ with 
the Board, except that he had doubt 
about whether certain matters which 
were included should be included in fig- 
uring whether it was an economic prop- 
osition, a justified proposition. He said 
that matter should be left to the discre- 
tion and judgment of Congress. So he 
made his report in full. He did not ap- 
prove all the recommendations made by 
the Board, but he complied with the law. 
He made his report to Congress and sub- 
mitted his conclusions; and what else 
was there to wait on? Why go back and 
get another report, inasmuch as he com- 
plied with the law, and complied with it 
to the satisfaction of the committee 
which gave him instructions to have this 
investigation made? 

The adoption of the project was rec- 
ommended. What are we to wait on? I 
know the Senator from Michigan heard 
the report, because he intimated that it 
was the result of enthusiasm on the part 
of General Robins. 

Who is General Robins? He is the 
Deputy Chief of Engineers, the next man 
in line, the one who is in charge in the 
absence of the Chief. He has been on 
the Board for years. Let me quote what 
he told the committee. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I think the Sen- 
ator will find what he is looking for in 
the Recorp itself, if I may be allowed to 
make the suggestion. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wish to read an 
extract from it. I would as soon read it 
from the Recorp, if the Senator knows 
what I want. This is what he said, and 
this was in answer to a suggestion that 
another report be submitted, that they 
had not submitted enough reports, or 
that the Chief of Engineers had not been 
as direct as to everything as he might 
have been. I read: 

If we came up here and submitted a report 
recommending a project for slack 
the Mississippi between Cairo and New Or- 
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leans by building locks and dams on the rive: 
itself at an estimated cost of $65,000,009, I 
think you would all take off your hats and 
cheer. This alternate route on the Tombig 
bee we are recommending amounts to the 
same thing, only the locks and dams ar ) 
be built on the Tombigbee instead of the 
Mississippi. 


Then he proceeded: 
We can go back to 
another report. 


the field and make 


I hope doubtful Senators who have any 
question in their minds ab 
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ability of another report will listen to 
this. It is nothing but evidential, be- 
cause the whole matter is under he con- 


trol of the Senate. No one disputes that, 
General Robins said: 

We can go back to the field and make ane 
other report and do all the work over again 


and hold hearings, and when the new report. 
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ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 

Do the Senator from Alabama 
ie] » the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator re- 
ferred a moment ago to my reference to 
the fact that I thought perhaps General 
Robins might have been a little overen- 
thu end not entirely judicial in 
his appearance as a witness. The quota- 
tion which the senior Senator from Ala- 
bama has just read from General Robins 
is the sort of thing to which I referred. 
I do not think it is the business of Gen- 
eral Robins or any of the other engineers 
to labor the Commerce Committee with 
suggestions that “the same o!d argu- 
ments in opposition to the project that 
you have today” would be heard if a new 
v were made and a new report sub- 
mitted. I think that is outside the juris- 
diction of the General, and it was but one 
of many instances in which, I will say 
for the Senator’s consolation, that he 
showed his complete loyalty to the Tom- 
bigbee project, and I thought he went 
far beyond the judicial scope within 
which an engineer should have confined 
himself in presenting his testimony. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, that, 
I think, presents very powerful evidence 
of the strength of this proposition. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It could well be, 
as I stated, from the standpoint of the 
Senator and from the standpoint of Gen- 
eral Robins, and from the standpoint of 
Colone! Feringa. I agree with all that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Here we have an 
official of the United States with years 


actir 
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of actual practice and experience in this | 


particular line of work, who is not in- 
volved politically in the question. I do 
not know anything about his politics; 
that is something which is totally im- 
material, and he has never indicated 
what itis. He is disinterested, I assume, 
in his consideration of the subject, and 
simply follows his judgment and the con- 
viction which has seized him as the re- 
sult of the study of this remarkable pro- 
gram and project shown by the 
exhibited to the Senate. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. 
will the Senator again yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I simply want 
the Senator fully to understand my posi- 
tion. It is not to be overlooked that 
General Robins’ superior officer is Gen- 
eral Reybold, and General Reybold is the 
Chief of Engineers, and when in a fair 
effort to develop the official facts behind 
this undertaking the able Senator from 
North Carolina {Mr. Bartey] asked Gen- 
eral Reybold for a report, he declined to 
do the thing that General Robins and 
Colonel Feringa did, and said that he 
could not give a supplemental opinion 
without a new inquiry. 

Mr. E\NKHEAD. Because, as the 
Senator knows, General Reybold has not 


map | 


President, 


been connected in any way with this in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not know 
the reason which impelled General Rey- 
bold, but I know he is Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is no evi- 
dence indicating in any way that he had 
experience with the project and contact 
with it in such a way as to justify action 
on his part without another survey being 
made. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I cannot quite 
consent to that. I think General Rey- 
bold has made many reports on the Tom- 
bigbee project and has a _ substantial 
familiarity with it, and I simply submit 


to the Senator that General Reybold was | 


proceeding within a sense of responsi- 
bility under the law which puts the final 
responsibility for the report upon the 
Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not agree to 
that statement at all. The law provides 
that a board shall make the investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. And that the 
Board shall report to the Chief of En- 
gineers. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, shall report 
through the Chief of Engineers. The 
Chief of Engineers is not required by law 
to do anything more than pass on what 
the board submits to him, and not to 
give his opinion, which is not binding on 
anyone. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is binding on 
me when it comes through the engineers, 

Mr. BANIXSHEAD. Of course if the 
Senator wants to find an excuse, very 
well. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will my col- 
league yield to me? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. General Reybold in his let- 
ter to the chairman of the committee 
stated: 

You are informed that in the absence of 
a full review and reconsideration of this pro- 
posed project, I do not feel justified in mak- 
in# a statement supplementing the report in 
House Document No. 269, Seventy-sixth Con- 


gress. 


In other words, the Chief of Engineers 
and all the other engineers had made 
their official report on this project, which 
is contained in House Document No. 269. 
It does not behoove General Reybold, 
simply because he has come to be Chief 
of Engineers since this report was made, 
to open up this report and make some 
kind of supplementary report or some 
kind of comment of his own, unless the 
Congress or the Commerce Committee, 
following the lines of regular procedure, 
should refer the matter to him and ask 
him to make a restudy or a resurvey. 
If such a practice should be followed, 
then every time there was a change in 
the Chief of Engineers all those who were 
not quite satisfied with the report they 
had gotten from the Chief of Engineers 
who made the report and sent it to Con- 
gress would try to get the new Chief to 
stick his nose into some report which had 
already been made and filed on behalf 
of the engineers of the Army. There is 
nothing unusual in General Reybold’s 
conduct. I do not blame him one bit. 
If I had been Chief of Engineers I am 
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sure I would have taken the same posi- 
tion he did. It was not up to him to 
make a change in the report made by 
the Chief of Engineers and the Board of 
Engineers for Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator again yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I will make a 
final observation, because I do not want 
to prolong this debate, and I am sure 
the Senators from Alabama and the Sen- 
ator from Michigan could never agree on 
this particular proposition at this par- 
ticular time, so I think it is rather a 
vaste of effort for either of us to try to 
convince the other, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think what we are 
doing is try to convince someone else. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I simply want to 
say that I can paraphrase my position 
in the exact language of the Chief of 
Engineers. I will say to my distinguished 
friend from Alabama: You are informed 
that in the absence of a full review and 
reconsideration of this proposed project, 
I do not feel justified in authorizing the 
appropriation of $75,000,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I 
am not going to protract this debate. 
I am sorry there is no chance in the 
world to convince the Senator from 
Michigan, as he proudly boasts. I never 
had much hope of doing that in the be- 
ginning. But the Senator in his remarks 
on Friday read the list of Senators who 
voted against a similar proposal which 
was before the Senate on a previous oc- 
casion, and sought in fact to create the 
impression that there had not been any- 
thing in connection with the whole case 
which would justify a change in position, 
because there was no official report of the 
Chief of Engineers reciting subsequent 
facts. 

Mr. President, the record shows that 
the Deputy Chief of Engineers, and an- 
other officer, Colonel Feringa, who is a 
member of the Board, testified that there 
has been an increase in traffic three or 
four times over what it was when the re- 
port was made. They justify the proj- 
ect, and testify that the project is justi- 
fied regardless of the elements that were 
rejected or doubted by the previous Chief 
of Engineers. 

The Senator from Michigan seems to 
have an idea that the justification must 
be made by some official report. We can 
take the testimony of witnesses. If not, 
then there is no use in holding hearings. 
I think we can rely on Government offi- 
cials who in the line of their work testify 
to their knowledge of conditions and of 
changed conditions, and of the meaning 
of the changed conditions, and what the 
conditions are now, for now is the time 
with which we are dealing in connection 
with this subject. They can testify con- 
cerning the changed conditions, not the 
cons but the pros represented by the 
changed conditions, and in testifying 
they say we are fully justified in proceed- 
ing with this project, and they further 
say “If you want us back we will come 
back with the same report.” That is 
common sense. 

Mr. President, the project is justified 
by all the evidence submitted at this 
time. The project is a valuable one not 
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only to Alabama but to Georgia. The 
project will open up improved navigation 
routes through the Alabama River and 
the Coosa River to Rome, Ga. It will give 
all that territory and all of east Ala- 
bama access to the Gulf. It will give 
quick access to markets to growers of 
peaches, and watermelons if the trans- 
portation means are so improved as to 
permit of refrigeration of peaches and 
other fruits. It will open up that whole 
section of the country in Alabama and 
Georgia which is now cut off from quick 
water transportation. 

As I have said, the Senator from Mich- 
igan read the list of Senators who voted 
egainst the project on a previous occa- 
sion. I would not condemn any man for 
voting against it under the circumstances 
which prevailed at that time, because 
the water was not present in the Ten- 
nessee River to make the proposed proj- 
ect clear-cut, until the dam below the 
junction point was built, raising by 59 
feet the level of the water in the mouth 
of Yellow Creek, which is one of the 
creeks which make up the Tombigbee. 

There is now 50 feet more water at 
the junction point than there was when 
this project came before the Senate on 
a previous occasion. That makes all the 
difference in the world. At that time it 
would have been necessary to have locks 
to bring water from the Tennessee River 
to carry traffic down to the Tombigbee, 
100 feet below. Now there is all the 
water that is needed. The only question 
is how much it is necessary to take. As 
the record discloses, and as is the known 
fact, heretofore there was not enough 
water. There were not enough dams to 
develop navigation on the Tennessee 
River below Wilson Dam. Now there is 
navigation. There is commerce from 
the Pittsburgh area and from the west- 
ern grain area. Everyone knows that 
such commerce will increase. It is in- 
creasing by leaps and bounds all the time. 

I submit that the factor of cost should 
not prevent this operation. Appropria- 
tions will be made to proceed in an or- 
derly way. One of the engineers testi- 
fied that 8 years would be required to 
finish this work, so the appropriations 
would not be more than $8,000,000 a year. 
Calvin Coolidge once said, in connec- 
tion with junking the Wilson Dam, “It 
did not cost any more than a battleship.” 
The expense of this project would not be 
as much as the cost of one of our large 
battleships. The project would provide 
transportation and communication 
throughout that great valley, and bring 
our people closer together. 

It would bring about a better under- 
standing between the people who live in 
various sections of the country. The in- 
terchange of business between the south- 
ern area and the Pittsburgh district on 
one side and the St. Paul-Minneapolis 
territory on the other would bring the 
people closer together and bring about 
a better understanding. 

I do not wish to base my argument on 
personal grounds; but I submit that the 
Birmingham area has some right, in 
building its destiny and in the develop- 
ment of the natural resources which a 
great Providence deposited there, to an 
outlet to other sections of the country. 
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It has some right to an exchange with 
people in other sections of the country 
of its minerals, metals, and other prod- 
ucts for the grains and the great variety 
of products of other sections of the coun- 
try. The Birmingham area is now de- 
prived of that right by the swift current 
coming down the Mississippi River, and 
by the great distances which it is neces- 
sary to travel, all the way down through 
Mobile, over to New Orleans, and up the 
swift current of the Mississippi, to reach 
other sections of the country. I say that 
it is not just to that section, and it is not 
just to the sections upstream, to be de- 
prived of the right to interchange their 
products. 

This is a wonderful project. It is a 


dream. It is intriguing. It has been 
attacked because of its cost. I have 


heard of much larger projects than this, 
supported by men who are opposing this 
project on the ground of its cost. Ihave 
heard them support other projects which 
cost a great deal more money than this 
one would cost. 

Let me say to the Senator from Michi- 
gan, if it is helpful to him, as showing 
my spirit of fairness of cooperation with 
various other sections of the country in 
their development programs, that when 
the St. Lawrence treaty was before the 
Senate involving a project farther from 
my State than the Tombigbee Canal is 
from the States of other Senators, I voted 
for the ratification of that treaty. I 
hope Senators will vote for this project 
on its merits, to prove that it is a good 
thing for the whole country, as well as 
for one particular section of the coun- 
try. On that basis I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not present at 
the beginning of the Senator’s disserta- 
tion on this general subject, and it may 
be that I shall ask him questions which 
have already been answered. I was 
necessarily absent at a committee meet- 
ing. 

Are not most of the people in the area 
which would be served by the construc- 
tion of this canal now served by traffic 
down the Tennessee River, or down the 
Warrior River or Alabama River? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The distance 
Birmingham and other places 
1,500 or 1,600 miles greater. The dis- 
tance is prohibitive. Furthermore, there 
is the factor of cost in going against the 
swift current of the Mississippi. 

Mr. BUTLER. The construction of 
the canal would not serve the State of 
Nebraska any better than it is served at 
present by going up the Tennessee River 
from Cairo or Paducah. An outlet might 
be furnished down the Tombigbee and 
Warrior Rivers to a coastal port. The 
point I am getting at is this: By the 
construction of the Tombigbee project it 
is proposed to construct a double-track 
water-transportation system for the Mis- 
sissippi Valley area, rather than having 
a single-track system as at present. In 
other words, it is proposed to duplicate 
what is now available on the Mississippi 
River, eliminating, of course, a great deal 
of distance in many cases, 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. 
a duplication. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us approach it in 
another way: The construction of the 
Tombigbee Canal and the system pro- 
posed by the Senator would make it 
possible for the steel int and 
others at Birmingham to transport their 
products down the Warrior River and 
then up the Tombigbee to the northern 
narkets a little more easily than can 
now be done by going down the Warri 
River to Mobile, over to New Orleans, and 
up the Mississippi to the same mark 


I should not call it 


rests 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Traffic from that 
area could not move any more easily 
than traffic from the Pittsburgh area: 
i 


n fact, not so well, because traffic from 
the Birmingham area move up- 
stream, while traffic from the Pittsburgh 
area would move downstream. 

Mr. BUTLER. The main point on 
which I should like to ask the Senator's 
opinion is this: He referred to this plan 
asadream. It is a dream of the future, 
and I believe it has a great deal of merit. 
I believe the time may come when we 
should give serious consideration to such 
projects. 

This 
water 
other, 


would 


case involves the diversion of 
from one drainage area to an- 
which in my section of the coun- 
try is almost a violation of the law of 
God. In fact, we have a State law in 
Nebraska at present which prevents the 
diversion of water from one drainage 
area to another. If we adopt the policy 
proposed in this plan, I should like to 
the Senator why it would not be 
reasonable for some of us in the great 
grain-producing area, the bread basket 
of the United States, in Iowa, Nebraska, 
Minnesota, and the Dakotas, to propose 
the construction of a slack-water canal 
coming out of the Missouri River in the 
vicinity of Sioux City, crossing the 
of Iowa, joining with the Mississippi 
River, then taking the escalator, or ele- 
fator, up the Mississippi River far 
enough to get above the water level of 
Lake Michigan, and then having a slack- 
water canal from that point, which 
would be near Dubuque, over to Chicago. 

In that way the great grain-produc- 
ing area of the Central West would have 
what is called a slack-water canal, a very 
cheap means of transportation from the 
largest grain-producing area in the world 
directly to the market at 
Lake Michigan. 

I can see that the two would be similar 
in many respects. I think they are both 
somewhat a dream of the future, but I 
think perhaps the Senator will agree 
with me that it would be advisable at 
scme time in the future to consider the 
shortening by a thousand miles of the 
route from the grain-producing areas to 
the Chicago market. We now have a 
water route from Sioux City to Omaha to 
St. Joseph to Kansas City and down to 
St. Louis, then up the Mississippi River, 


ask 


State 


nicago, 
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then through some canals, and ultimate- 
ly to Chicago. But by the construction 


of the system I propose which would be 
similar to the Tombigbee, eut would be 
a little longer, the dist would be re- 


duced by half. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. 
cannot 


President, I 
r’'s case here on 
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BANKHEAD. The 
< me with a 
fac if he has a good project, I will 
VO for it, as I did the others. I 
voted for all the irrigation projects, al- 
though I did not know very much about 
them. Of course, they do not do my 
section of the country any good. 

Mr. President, in further answer to the 
statement of the senior Senator from 
Michigan as to the Senators who voted 
against this project when it was previ- 
ously considered, let me say that, in 
view of the different situation which now 
exists, in view of the fact that progress 
has been made in the development of the 
rivers, and with the water supply now so 
available on the Tennessee River, and 
with water transportation becoming very 
popular, not only because the people like 
it, but because it is cheaper, and people 
always prefer to use what is cheaper for 
them, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator to a few other able Senators 
who now support this project. Let us 
consider the membership of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors of the House 
of Representatives. The chairman is 
MANSFIELD of Texas, one of the 
greatest men who has ever served in 
Congress. He devotes all his time and 
responsibility to his duties as chairman 
of the committee, and he has the respect 
of all the Members of the House, as well 
as the Members of the Senate. He is an 
advccate of this project. 

Let us consider the action of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors after all 
the testimony was before them. They 
did not rebuff the project, and say, “Oh, 
the Chief of Engineers did not make any 
statement recommending the project in 
particular.” No, Mr. President; they 
dealt with the project on its merits. 
They are accustomed to studying water 
projects and to dealing with them. A 
niajority of that committee favorably 
recommended this project, and included 
it in the committee report. 

Of as has been stated, a ma- 
jority of the Members of the House of 
Representatives did not vote for it. I 
doubt whether many of them gave much 
consideration to it. I will not pursue 
that point, but we all know how difficult 
it is for the Members of the House of 
Representatives, who predominantly 
come from the cities of the country, to 
understand in detail the value of a water 
project so comprehensive as is this one. 
We wish to give them another chance to 
consider the project, just as we do in 
respect to so many subjects which are 
before Congress in the course of legis- 
lation, 
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course, 


On the Senate side of the Capitol there 

the strong and able Committee on 
Commerce, of which the senior Senator 
from Michigan is a worthy member. I 
have obtained the record of the vote on 
this amendment in the committee. ‘“o 
my surprise, I find that the Senator from 
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Michigan had only one vote supporting 
him in opposition to endorsement of the 
project by the Committee on Commerce 
inelusion in the bill. I know 
that the Senator from Michigan does 
not desire to reflect on the other mem- 
| committee simply because 
5 years ago, the project was 
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President, there is the won- 

chairman of the subcommittee, 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Over- 
TON handling this bill. We all have 
the greatest respect for his experience, 
wisdom, and fairness. My hat is off to 
him because he might have been sub- 
jected to local criticism for the position 
he took. Nevertheless, he took a broad, 
statesmanlike position in dealing with a 
great nationa! question, not a local one, 
and he voted to make a favorable report 
on this amendment. 

Then there is the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, the distin- 
guished senior Senator from North 
Carolina |Mr. BaILey], who is one of the 
outstanding Members of the Senate—one 
of the ablest men in any parliamentary 
body in this or any other country. The 
project under consideration is remote 
from his State of North Carolina, but, 
nevertheless, he has taken his usual 
courageous stand regarding it. We all 
honor and respect him. Notwithstand- 
ing the fact that 5 years ago he voted 
against this project, in the light of the 
new facts which have developed he voted 
to include it in the bill. 

Mr. President, as I have said, a large 
and overwhelming majority of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce voted to include the 
project in the bill. Notwithstanding the 
intelligent, active, and vigorous argu- 
ments of the senior Senator from Michi- 
gan, they voted almost unanimously to 
include it. I would not have mentioned 
these matters except for the opposition 
of the Senator from Michigan, who said 
that a number of good men voted against 
it 5 years ago. Mr. President, we must 
remember that conditions have changed 
so greatly that any Senator who desires 
to act upon the real merits of the case, 
not merely to maintain a technical posi- 
tion of consistency, is justified in voting 
for the project at this time. The Senator 
from Michigan seemed to take the posi- 
tion that because strong men voted 
against the project on a previous occa- 
sion, therefore strong men will vote that 
way again. Of course, Mr. President, all 
such men do not act upon technicalities 
of that sort or upon abstract theories 
of that nature. 

fr. President, I am now through, I 
am willing to submit this matter to the 
Senate, after my colleague from Ala- 

ama makes his statement about it and 
after other interested Senators discuss 
it. I understand that the chairman of 
the subcommittee will express himself 
| regarding it, and I hope he will do so. 
| I wish to thank him and all other Sena- 
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tors who, with fairness and broadmind- 
edness, have considered this proposition 
on its merits. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, my distin- 
guished colleague the senior Senator 
from Alabama |Mr. BANKHEAD! has well 
and ably presented the case of the Ten- 
nescee-Tombigbee project. I wish to 
join with him in his very excellent state- 
ment, and emphasize what he said 
namely, that this would not be a local 
or sectional project. It is true, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that the project would be bene- 
ficial to Alabama. It is also true that it 
would be beneficial to Mississippi. But 
I doubt if any waterway project, more 
national in scope, could be presented to 
Congress. I doubt if any other project 
would benefit so many St and so 
many millions of people, as would the 
Tennessee-Tombigbee project. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Is it not a fact that 
the Ohio Valley would primarily benefit 
from the construction of the proposed 
canal? 

Mr. HILL. The Ohio Valley would pri- 
marily benefit. That is exactly what I 
was about to state, if I may say so to my 
good friend from Mississippi. 

Mr. President, if we look at the map, 
we will see that the proposed project 
would really start at Demopolis, Ala., be- 
cause a part of the project from Mobile 
up the Tombigbee River to Demopolis 
has already been developed. The chan- 
nel is 9 feet deep. 

Starting at Demopolis, going up the 
Tombigbee River into Yellow Creek, 
where the canal would be dug, leaving 
the river and going into the Tennessee 
at the Pickwick Dam Reservoir, there is 
a distance of approximately 260 miles. 
Of course, the people of the section of the 
country through which the Tombigbee 
flows would be greatly benefited by this 
project. It is also true that the people 
along the Warrior River up to Birming- 
ham would be benefited. We know that 
today the Government is operating 
barges on the Warrior River. The proj- 
ect would tie the Warrior River into the 
Tombigbee, then into the Tennessee, and 
south into the great Mississippi Inland 
Waterway, without going through Mo- 
bile and through the Intraccastal Canal 
by way of New Orleans. There would be 
great benefit to the people of Alabama 
and of Mississippi. There would also be 
great benefit to the people of Tennessee, 
to the people of Chattanooga, and to the 
people of Knoxville. Great benefit would 
be realized by the people throughout ap- 
proximately 260 miles of waterway which 
now exists on the Tennessee River. 
There would be benefits to the people 
along the Cumberland River up to Nash- 
ville, Tenn. There would also be great 
benefit inuring from this project to those 
who live and are served by the Ohio 
River, starting at Paducah, Ky., and go- 
ing up the Ohio to Cincinnati, Wheeling, 
and Pittsburgh. The benefits would be 
further extended to those residing along 
the Illinois River, the Illinois Canal to 
Chicago, and into the Great Lakes area. 
Added to those benefits would be the 
benefits realized along the Missouri River 


ates, 






































Kansas 


rity, and Sioux City, 
All of that vast inland area, in- 
iding approximately 34 States, would 
tly benefited by the constructior 
the Tennessee-Ton bee project. 


President, I hat 


W 


} 


M said that the 
; neither local nor sectional. It 

hich would benefit approximately 

4 tes, the entire inland waterway 
m of our coun and the whole 

i e all know, today a large volum: 
traffic passes south down the great 
ippi River and into the Gulf. Bu 
irrent of the Mississippi River is ap- 
tely 2% mil an hour. It is 
current, Mr. President, which add 

to the cost of the navigation on 






eat Mississipy River 
ay. The fact is that boats going 
1 the river have a very distinct bene- 
from the strong cu but when 
‘turn up the river they must go 
the current, which results in a 
increase in the cost of operation. 


Dl 


rrent 
ey re 
yinst 


Mr. President, while I am speaking of 
allow me to invite the atten- 


yn of Senators to some of the savings 
hich would result from the construc- 
n of the Tombigbee-Tennessee proj- 


I shall quote some figures furnished 
by the United States Army engineers. 
They are not figures taken from any out- 
ide source, but have been submitted by 
the United States Army engineers to the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee of the 
House of Representatives, as well as to 
the Senate Committee on Commerce. 

The figures deal, for example, with 
he cost of a tow of eight barges moving 
from New Orleans to Cairo by the way 
of the Mississippi River. The cost would 
be $6.27 The same tow, moving from 
New Orleans to Cairo by the way of the 
Tombigbee, over the slack water route 

here a strong current did not exist, 
cost only $3,868. By using the 
k water route a saving would be ef- 
ed of $2,405. In other words, as 

meone has said, the tow would be going 
down hill all the way down the river and 
all the way back. By building the Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee project the necessity 
of boats encountering the strong cur- 
rent to which I have referred would be 
obviated. A tow would not have to buck 
the current as it must today. 

A ving of $2,405 on the route from 
New Orleans to Cairo by the way of this 
would affect not only shippers of 
to Cairo, but all shippers who 
located north of Cairo. It 
would mean a saving of $2,405 for St. 
Louis, Kansas City, Sioux City, St. Paul, 
or Minneapolis, Chicago, and the Great 
L 
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1 


il rit 
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might be 


yu 


ich a tow moving from New Orleans 
to Paducah, Ky., by way of the Missis- 

ppi, costs $6,472, whereas moving from 
New Orleans to Paducah by way of the 
Tombigbee and the Tennessee the cost 
would be only $3,669, representing a sav- 
ing of $2,803, which would accrue not 
only to the shippers at Paducah, Ky., but 
to all the people up the great Ohio River 
whether at Cincinnati, Ohio, Wheeling, 
W. Va., or Pittsburgh, Pa. As we know, 
the Government of the United States has 
spent millions of dollars putting in locks 
XC 


k 
cy 
al 





551 





. so? . h i it : nakine 
anals on the Ohio River, making 














great waterway available to th 
reat cities of Oh and West Virginia, 
and Pennsylvania even on the Mononga- 
hela Rive The Tennessee-Tom yee 
project ij I of the Ohio Rive oj- 
ect It would make that project mu 
more economical and mut more tle - 
ible. 

A tow n g from New O}1 ns t 
jJunctic of the Tombigbee by ( 
the Mississippi River into the Ohio and 
tl Tenne Rivers costs $7,324; a t« 
from New Orleans to the junction of the 
Tombigb th the Te River by 

y of the Tombigb Riv would cost 
only $2,817, 1 senting ( 
$4,507 That savings ould acc to 
all the s! pers on the Tt e | 
to the north or to t east of the junc- 


tion of the Tennes 
In other words it would mean a saving 
to the people of Chattanooga, ' 
the people of Knoxville, Tenn., an 
all of the people living north and east of 
the point of junction of the Tenne 
and the Tombigbee Rivers 

Mr. President, of course with the 
nessee-Tombigbee project in operation 
some of the traffic at least which now 
moves from the Tennessee into the Ohio 
and down the Mississippi by way of New 
Orleans into the Gulf or into the inter- 
coastal canal would go right down the 
Tombigbee River. On freight moving 
from Cairo to Mobile there would be a 
saving of $3,200—that is to Mobile, not to 
New Orleans—moving from Paducah to 
Mobile, taking that route rather than 
the Mississippi River route, there would 
be a saving of $3,688; moving from Mo- 
bile to the Tombigbee-Tennessee junc- 
tion there would be a saving of $5,392. 
These figures show what this waterway 
means in savings. It makes no differ- 
ence whether the shipper is in Wiscon- 
sin, or in Alabama or Mississippi, if this 
waterway is built he has the opportunity 
to have this saving and derive the bene- 
fits from this waterway. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that 
Tennessee-Tombigbee is today the mi: 
ing link in our great Mississippi inland 
waterway system. If we provide this 
development and thus supply the miss- 
ing link, we eliminate the bottleneck 
caused by the swift current, and the in- 


ee and the’ 


Ten- 


the 


S- 


e 


creased costs due to the additional 
quantity of fuel] which it is necessary 
to use, and we reduce the time con- 


sumed in bucking the curr: and also 
the cost of insurance and the other items 
which enter into the equation. So, many 
items of cost will be greatly reduced, and 
the whole inland waterw tem of the 
United States will be made more econom- 
ical, more efficient, and more feasible. 
This is a project the like of which is 
not to be found anywhere, unless it be 
in Russia, where, Senators know, 
the Government of Russia has tied the 
Don and the Volga Rivers together. 
Nothing outside the great of the 
Russian Government in tying these two 
mighty streams together is comparable 
to this waterway in what it would mean 
to millions of people in the United States, 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Alabama yield to me? 


nt 


ay sy 


ac 
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feat 
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{ ! ition 
I ( I I 
Se l ( ia { Dd 0 
} ( in ti ( 4 Tenr 
and Tombigbee R 
It had b my th ht to ¢ ] 
li ] on conn on W { 
ubject of 1 onal defense, but we know 
what the tylz in of ri\ and canals 
has meant not only to Germany but to 
Russia from a national defens tand- 
point In Russia, when the German 
had bombed and railroads 


out highways 
and bridges, these great rivers, the Don 
and the Volga, constitut main 
arteries of supply for the Russian armie 
as they met the German hordes on thei 


d the 


western front 
Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, w 
the Senator yield 


Mr. HILL. I yield 
Mr. EASTLAND. Is it not a fact that 


boasted 
re dam- 


Hitler on sev 


that if the 


ral 
German rail sy 


OCCa Or 


stem we 


aged by air attack he would supply trans- 
portation by the many miles of water- 
ways and canals h las con ed il 
Germany? 

Mr. HILL. It is my understandi: 
that he not only made that boast on ¢ 
occasion but on a number of occasio1 
and it is also my understanding t h 
has carried out that b and tod 
using tl German waterways to 
advantage The fact of atter i 
he did not now have tho aterw: 
with \ ch to move | and n 
terials and men and to D é I 
of Germany going, it 1 doubtful 
Germany < d contin t i 

I EASTLAND. I 1 
with the Senato1 It ( 
would be out of the | iy if ‘ 
not f t Germ ( i 
transpo! produc y Gern al 
dustries. 

Mr. HILL. I agi ( 
the Senator from Mississippi, and 
him for his ob vation 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. P 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield 

Mr. AIKEN. I should lil 
Senator from Mississippi 
fact that it was the con n 
inland waterways that enabled R 
keep in the war whs he ia l 
collapse? 

Mr. HILL. Thi: nt 
made about tying in t D and t 
Volga River If R in G n 
ment had not hada ti iom and Uw 


873: 


rivers, Russia would never have been 
able to stop the German hordes on her 
western front, and not only stop those 
hordes but perhaps save the world. 

Mr. AIKEN. May I ask the Senator 
from Alabama, is it not also a fact that 
those very inland waterways, which per- 
mitted those European countries to con- 
tinue in the war when otherwise they 
would have been beaten, are going to en- 
able them to put their goods in the world 
market after the war at prices with which 
we cannot compete unless we also make 
the most use of our inland waterways? 

Mr. HILL. I agree thoroughly with 
what the Senator has said. We are go- 
ing to be at a great disadvantage in the 
post-war era in competing with the other 
nations if we do not develop our water- 
ways for the cheap transportation they 
give us. : 

Mr. AIKEN. Is it not a fact, too, that 
almost every manufacturing center in 
Russia is on an inland waterway, and it 
is their goods we are going to compete 
with some day? Here in the United 
States it costs more to get our goods 
from the inland cities to the toast than 
it costs Russia to transport her goods to 
Melbourne or Sydney or 
other place in the world. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is exactly cor- 
rect, and I wish to thank him for his 
very pertinent statement. 

With further reference to the obser- 
vation of the Senator from Oregon about 
the Danube, the historians tell us that 
when DeSoto and his men arrived at the 
Mississippi River, they exclaimed, “An- 
other Danube! Another Danube!” The 
trouble has been that we have not been 
wise, as the Germans were, and have not 
developed our Danube, our great Missis- 
sippi, with its great inland waterways, 
as we should have done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the Senator per- 
mit another observation? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The difficulty in con- 
nection with the rail lines demonstrates, 
it seems to me, the necessity of provid- 
ing auxiliary or supporting means of 
transportation. If this country con- 
tinues to grow I believe it is reasonable 
to expect that the rail lines will not be 
able to carry the commerce presented to 
them. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is absolutely 
correct, and I am glad he made the ob- 
servation, because it has been suggested 
that the increased tonnage we have on 
our waterways and our railroads and our 
other means of transportation, is all due 
to the war. Of course, we must frankly 
admit that a great deal of it is due to the 
war, but cur goal in this country is not 
to go back to pre-war days. We are talk- 
ing about having jobs for 60,000,000 peo- 
ple. If we are to have that kind of an 

conomy, then we will have to have ac- 
celerated transportation; we will have to 
have the waterways, railroads, and high- 
ways, and air transportation, and all the 
means we can command moving the 
commerce and the traffic and the freight 
of the Nation. 

Mr. President, it is because the Army 
engineers studied this project carefully, 
pecause they went into it in detail, as 


almost any | 


| 








| 


have this report here today, and have 
this committee amendment with favor- 
able recommendation from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. This great project 


| was studied not only by the Board of 
| Engineers considering rivers and har- 


bors but there was a special board which 
spent many weeks and months studying 
it. That board was composed of Col. 
F. B. Wilby, at that time a colonel in the 
Corps of Engineers, now General Wilby, 
of the Corps of Engineers; Col. Roger G. 
Powell, Corps of Engineers; Col. R. Park; 
and Maj. Bernard Smith. They studied 
the project, they went into every detail 
of it in a most searching and careful 
way, and submitted their report recom- 
mending that the project be con- 
structed. Afier they had made their 
report, the report then was reviewed 
and studied further by the Board of 
Review on Rivers and Harbors of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

The chairman of the Board of Re- 
view wes Gen. M. C. Tyler. No doubt 
many Members of the Senate have 
known General Tyler, as I have known 
him. We may not always agree with 
General Tyler in all his actions and 
opinions, but if I had any complaint 
with General Tyler it was that he was 
too conservative and too cautious. At 
times I thought that perhaps General 
Tyler was thinking too much in terms 
of the mathematics of some past situa- 
tion, as to what the figures were yes- 
terday, rather than having the vision 
and imagination to know what the situa- 
tion would be tomorrow. Certainly no 
one has ever thought of General Tyler 
except aS a very sound, very conserva- 
tive, very painstaking, and a very care- 
ful engineer, He was chairman of the 
Board which submitted this favorable 
report. There was no dissent on the 
part of the members of the Board, there 
was no dissent on the part of the special 
Board headed by Colonel Wilby, now 
General Wilby, of the Corps of Engi- 
neers. The decision was unanimous on 
the part of both boards, 

I wish to say to the Senate frankly 
that General Schley, the Chief of En- 
gineers, did not make the kind of a forth- 
right endorsement of this project I 
thought he should have made, and that 
I would have liked to see him make. He 
did say there were certain considerations 
which went into the determination of 
the project which he thought Congress— 
he used the term “statesmanship’— 
could determine better than the engi- 
neers could. Ihave no fault to find with 
General Schley. He was acting in his 
official capacity. But I know General 
Schley; I knew him when I was a Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives, and 
I know that if there has ever been any 
man in‘the Corps of Engineers in the 
last 25 years who was slow about making 
a definite statement or giving a definite 
or precise opinion on any matter, it was 
General Schley. We all know that he 
is that type of man. He was so careful 
and so conservative and so cautious that 
it was almost impossible, in many mat- 
ters, to have him come right out and say 
“Yes” or “No,” or “I approve” or “I dis- 
approve.” He was the kind of man—he 
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is the kind of man—with that cautious. 
conservative nature, who would make ; 
report just like that he made on this 
project. But he did not have the know]- 
edge of the project that either the specia] 
board or the Board of Review had, be- 
cause he did not have the opportunity 
as Chief of Engireers, to study it. H 
had a thousand and one different prob- 
lems engrossing his time. He had a]! 
kinds of administrative matters, and al] 
the other many things which enter in 
the duties of a Chief of Engineers. He 
did not for days or weeks or month 
study the testimony, and surely did not 
go out into the field and make the per- 
sonal study and survey which the 
special board made. 

As my colleague, the senior Senator 
from Alabama, has said, one member 
of that board today is General Robins, 
the Deputy Chief of Engineers. He 
ranks next to the Chief of Engineers. Ii 
for any reason the Chief of Engineers is 
not able to be on the job, General Robins 
acts as Chief of Engineers. Gene: 
Robins was a member of the Board of 
Review, and he stood beside General 
Tyler, he studied this matter, he investi- 
gated it, he heard the evidence and care- 
fully perused the testimony. I wish to 
read his statement. There is no way 
“to laugh it off.” Senators know Gen- 
eral Robins, and I submit to them that 
he is a careful, cautious man, an able 
engineer, who deals in facts and not in 
fancy, who does not permit his imagina- 
tion to run away with him, but is mo: 
inclined to think in terms of figures and 
facts, certainly, than anything else. I 
do not believe that in the whole Corps 
of Engineers today there could be found 
a sounder man than General Robins, or 
a man upon whose figures or judgment 
we could better rely. When one knows 
General Robins and has contact with 
him, he seems to feel that he is a man 
who in his personality, in his ability, in 
his character, and in his courage, typi- 
fies all that we like to think of as the 
very best in the tradition of the Corps of 
Engineers. 

This is what General Robins had to 
say when testifying before the Senate 
Committee on Commerce: 

Mr. Chairman, if we came up here and 
submitted a report recommending a project 
for slack water on the Mississippi between 
Cairo and New Orleans, by building loc 
and dams on the river itself at an estimat 


off your hats and cheer, 


“Take off your hats and cheer.” My 
good friend the distinguished Senator 
from Michigan felt that General Robins 
was too enthusiastic in what he had to 
say; that in making so strong a state- 
ment perhaps he went beyond the boun 
of what he as an engineer should have 
said to the committee. General Robins 
had sat before the committee for at leas! 
2 days, and had heard all the railroa 
interests and the other interests whic! 
were opposed to this project come for 
ward and “lambaste” the project, an 
seek to torpedo and sabotage it. Know 
ing the project and knowing the facts 
knowing how justifiable and needed th 
project is, and having deep feelings in 
connection with the matter, sound and 
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» as he is, he gave expression 
rds I have quoted. think Gen- 
is correct. If the Corps of 
s came to the Congress and said, 
lemen of the Congress, give us $66,- 
0 and we will provide a slack-water 
back from the Mississippi River 

which will obviate all the extra 
due to the 2'2-mile current down 
Mississippi River,” I think Senators 
1 the great Mississippi inland empire 
large would throw up their hats 
Mr. President, in my mind, 

no question about that. 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
S tor yield? 
Mr. HILL. I yield. 
Mr WHERRY. The 
Senator from Alabama made a rather 
thy statement relative to the mili- 

y advantages of an inland waterway 
m, and quoted, I think, what Hitler 
i relative to the German system, and 

iat Stalin said respecting the Russian 
em. I should like to ask whether in 

y of the hearings testimony has been 
iuced by General Schley or any other 
litary men advocating the building of 
s project for military reasons, for rea- 

of national defense? 

Mr. HILL. I will say to the distin- 
hed Senator from Nebraska that one 
the items on which the report was 
ed was an item of national defense. 

I will say in that connection that Gen- 
al Robins made this statement to the 
Committee on Commerce: 


vative 


bins 


inGd 


cheer. 


distinguished 


General Rosins. Unquestionably, if that 
vay were in operation today— 
That is the Tennessee-Tombigbee 


j 


ye of tremendous value for nationa 


Then he continued to say: 
you cannot put a 


e than you can put a 
the war. 


Mr. WHERRY. 


money value 


money 


on it 


value 


In other words, it is 
justification for the appropriation? 
That is not given as a justification by 
military men? 
Mr. HILL. Yes: the Board of Review, 
nd the special board, which investi- 
ed the matter, included national de- 
nse as one of the justifications for their 
but I will say that General 
Robins and Colonel Feringa, who repre- 
ited the Corps of Engineers before the 
Commerce Committec, said any consid- 
tion of national defense could be dis- 
irded, and yet in their opinion the 
ct would still be justified. 
Mr. WHERRY. Did General 
ke that recommendation? 
Mr. HILL. No; General Schley did 
make that recommendation. So far 
I know, General Schley never ap- 
ed before the Commerce Committee. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. He said in his let- 
addressed to the House Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors that that 
natter of statesmanship. 
Mr. HILL. He said that the matter of 
itional defense was a matter for Con- 
ss to determine, and, as he used the 
m, it was a matter for statesmanship. 
will say to the Senator—and I do not 


port; 


Schly 
ocni 


er 
) 


Was a 


y 
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want to go too far away from the sub- 
ject under consideration—— 

Mr. WHERRY. I am not desirous of 
getting away from the testimony whic 
was offered. 

Mr. HILL. Iam delighted to have the 


Senator ask any question he wants to 
ask 

Mr. WHERRY. I am vitally inter- 
ested in what General Schley said, 
I want to know whether he said in his 
justification for the appropriation that 
it could be maintained from a general 
defense standpoint. I am very much 
interested in that. 

Mr. HILL. General Schley 
he thought the defense factor 
determined by statesmanship, which 
meant it was a factor for us to deter- 
mine rather than for General Schley to 
determine. 

Speaking of national defense, Mr. 
President, I realize that there are 
when we deal with these matters of na- 
tional defense when some may think 
that we are dealing in terms of fanciful 
things or things which perhaps may 
never occur. Certainly during this war, 
starting with the treacherous attack at 
Pearl Harbor, many things have hap- 
pened which most of us could not foresee, 
and which many of us would not have 
thought possible. The Senator, of course, 
well remembers that the doom of the 
southern Confederacy was sealed in the 
War between the States when General 
Grant won the Battle of Vicksburg and 
cut off the transportation of the Mis- 
sissippi River and divided the southern 
Confederacy. Tiiat was the beginning 
of the end. Although the South carried 
on for over 2 years, yet from that day 
on the end of the war, as the historians 
now look back over it, was never in 
doubt. If anything should ever happen 
to the Mississippi River in time of wal 





said that 


should be 


and the Tennessee-Tombigbee project 
were completed, we would have an alter- 
nate route. I think I can say to the 
Senator from Nebraska that if he will 
consult Almerican history he will find 


that the last time this country was in- 
vaded it was within a few miles of 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. OVERTON. It 

Mr. HILL. It was 
were ever invaded, as the Senator from 
Louisiana suggests, and then on the 
plains of Chalmette General Jackson de- 
feated the British. The Americans were 
fighting not only for the Louisiana Ter- 
ritory, but were fighting for the 
Mississippi River. Remember, that wa 
back in the days before we had railroads, 
fine highways, and airplanes. The Mis- 
sissippi was the mighty artery for com- 
merce, trade, and traffic in that area 
One of the reasons why the British 
landed at that point was so they might 
seize New Orleans and take 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. WHERRY. Myr. President, will the 
Senator again yield? 


Mr. HILL. I yield. 


the 


was the only time 
the oniy time we 


great 


control ol 


Mr. WHERRY. I want to thank the 
Senator for his statement. I do not 
want to enter into a discussion of how 


the Civil War or the War of 


we fought 
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x 
~ 
Co 
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1812 t I am inter I 
sla I nt t » Si 1k rn ) 
to ication for t t 
tne | I i mé I I 
ship, ve exercisin 
Wwe s uld be guided by re mmenda 
of men e General S« f 
istifi n for the appropriation é 
ment aq or attempted to justify ‘ 
ipp tion on the ba of milita 
f 


rounds or on the grounds of national 
defense I know that the di n l 
Senator from Alabama has followed the 





he s and is well acquainted with the 
ituation, and I simply asked the ques- 
tion respect to nation fen I 
think the question of nat fense 
of vital interest. I should deeply appr‘ 
ciate obtaining General Schley’s point of 


view concerning national defen 
it is true that the 
a matter whic 
vet I should b 
extent by 
recommend 
fense 

Mr. HILL. Mr 
very much the fact that the Senator from 
Nebraska raised tha Lion As 
knows, the Tenne » project 
will tie in with the great proj 


proposed legislation 
h concerns state 

guided to a 
what General Schley ha 


d in the way of national de- 


que 
see-Tombig] 


which 
whiecil 


is in existence on the Tennessee River to- 
day, and the cornerstone of that great 
project was national defense. There is 
every reason why the Coners in pass- 
ing on these great waterway questions 
should give consideration to the question 


of national defense 


Mr. VANDENBERG. M President 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to my friend from 
Michigan 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not thi 
we should be led astray by t inquiry 
concerning the national defen Is i 


not a fact that this is the only report eve 
made upon a river and harbor prcject by; 
the Board of Engineers for Rivers and 
Harbors in which they undertook to bring 
in an item of national defense and allo- 
cate a money value to it by way of justi- 
fication for the navis fits? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator 





ation bens 


may be 


rect about that. I do not know I do 
not know of any other project where they 
used a national defense item as a base 
or part of a base for their favorable re- 
port. But the fact that they have not 
done so in connection with other prs 

ects does not mean that Congres hould 


not consider national defe1 


tion with this project 
Mr. VANDENBERG No, Mr 
dent; but if there is $600,000 worth of na- 


tional defense involved in this project 
how much national defense is involved in 
the Mississippi River; and who eve! 


heard of a figure being 
factor by way of defend 
appropriation? Let me say to the Sen- 
with great candor, that I think hi 
case for the Tombigbee 
more persuasively upon the increased 
traffic in the area than it dos 


ated to tnat 





ator, 


proiect rest 


remote attempt to justify the o1 
report of the enginee! W I 
the engineers themselves today think 


ridiculous. 
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Mr. HILL. Let me say to the Senator 
hat General Robins and Colonel Fer- 
inga, both representing the Corps of En- 
gineers, 


out the window the factor of national de- 


testified that we could throw | 


fense or any consideration of national | 


cefense. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 
Mr. HILL. As the Senator from 
Michigan has suggested, the 
alone, without any consideration of na- 
tional defense, will justify this project. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. That is 
point. For the sake of the integrity of 


traffic 


the | 


this argument, I should like to see the | 
case rest upon the latter factor, which I | 


concede can be strongly urged. 


I agree | 


that General Robins and Colonel Feringa | 


were very glad to throw these other syn- 
thetic 


items out the window, because | 


they did not want remotely to have to | 
defend them. They were too ridiculous, | 


Mr. HILL. 


It was not a question of | 


General Robins and Colonel Feringa not | 


wanting to defend them. 


The case was | 


so strong, based upon traffic and naviga- | 


tion alone, that there was no need of 
defending or attempting to defend the 
other items. That was the gist of the 
testimony of General Robins and Colonel 
Feringa. The case was so strong that 


they did not have to consider national | 


defense. 


The point I wish to make in reply to | 
the very timely and intelligent question | 


of the Senator from Nebraska 
Wuerry! is that there is no reason why 
we should not consider national defense. 
We might have been in far better condi- 
tion so far as the present war is con- 
cerned if we had given greater consider- 
ation to the national defense with refer- 
ence to all great waterway projects, as 
well as to many other projects and ac- 
tions of the Congress. 
question is certainly most timely and ap- 
propriate. 

I was reading to the Senate the state- 
ment of General Robins. 


blink off, or ridicule a statement com- 
ing from a man like Gen. T. M. Robins, 
Deputy Chief of Engineers, who sat on 
the Board of Review, heard the evidence, 
and studied the question. He went into 
all the many phases of this project before 
joining in the report. General Robins 


had spoken of the fact that if the engi- | 


neers were to come to Congress with a 
project to spend $66,000,000 to provide a 
slack-water highway back up the Mis- 
sissippi River, in his opinion Members 
of Congress would take off their hats and 
cheer such a wonderful project. 
he went on to say: 

This alternate route on the Tombigbee 


we are recommending amounts to the same 
thing— 


Anyone who will look at the map can 
see the correctness of the statement— 


only the locks and dams are to be built on 
the Tombigbee instead of the Mississippi. 
There is no greater tangible saving than 
that which will accrue from use of the Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee route instead of the Mis- 
sissippi for the upstream traffic. This saving, 
as estimated in House Document 269, is 
$1,000,000. It is very conservative and should 
be doubled on account of the increase that 
has taken place in upstream traffic on the 
Mississippi River. 


(Mr. | 


The Senator’s | 


As I have | 
said, there is no way to laugh off, or | 





Then 





hat shows that this project is part 
and parcel of the great Mississippi inland 
waterway. 
Taking into account all the changed condi- 
tions since the report before the committee 


was prepared, there is a total tangible saving | 


in sight today of $4,000,000 for this project 
and the carrying charges on this project are 
$3,500,000. From the information that is 
Officially available to this committee, there 
is no question in my mind but that the Ten- 
nessee-Tombigbee project is economically 
sound without considering recreation or na- 
tional defense or enhanced land values or any 
other intangible benefits. 


He further stated that it had been sug- 
gested—I believe by the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan and others—that 
perhaps the engineers might make an- 
other report. General Robins said: 

We can go back to the field and make an- 
other report and do all the work over again 
and hold hearings, and when the new report 
comes up before the committee you will have 
the same old arguments in opposition to the 
project that you have today. If the commit- 
tee, if the Congress wants us to make another 


report we will be glad to make it. That is 
the situation as I see it. 

Senator Overton. You are satisfied that 
the report that would be submitted would 
be along the lines you just stated? 

General Rosins. Absolutely, and if this re- 
port can be attacked on account of some of 
the changed conditions since the report was 
written I do not see why it cannot be de- 


fended on account of other changed condi- 
tions. 


Mr. President, there is the testimony of 
the Deputy Chief of Engineers. I believe 
that he is now chairman of the Board of 
Review of Rivers and Harbors. He has 
moved up. General Tyler was the chair- 
man. At the present time General 
Robins is chairman of that Board. At 
least he was chairman of the Board 12 
months ago when I had the honor to ap- 
pear before the Board. He tells us to 
eliminate all the other items, and that 
on the basis of traffic alone, without any 
additional feature, this project is justi- 
fied, and that if we were to call for an- 
other re ort, the story would be the same, 
and we would get the same favorable 
report. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. 
will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dow- 
NEY in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Alabama yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. HILL. I am glad to yield to my 
frierd. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to 
hear what the Senator’s answer would 
be to the testimony of Colonel Feringa, 
who, as the able Senator knows, was ap- 
pearing with General Robins. 

Mr. HILL. That is correct. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. In the course of 
the hearing I pointed out to Colonel 
Feringa that there had been a substan- 
tial change in the method of transporting 
petroleum products into this area, that 
two pipe lines had been built since the 
original report was made, and that pipe- 
line transportation of petroleum was ob- 
viously the favored method for the fu- 
ture. Then I asked Colonel Feringa 
whether the savings which would be al- 
located by way of benefits to petroleum 


President, 
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transportation ought not to be changed 
This was his reply: 

Certainly the saving is not as great ; 
we set up in that report— 


I interrupt the quotation long enoug! 
to say that it could not be, because 5: 
percent of the traffic which is relied 
upon for justification is petroleum 
Continuing with the quotation: 

Certainly the saving is not as great as 
set up in that report, but I think there | 
saving, Senator; how large, Senator, 
would have to make a new report to find 
out, sir. 

What has the Senator to say ab 
that? 

Mr. HILL. Everyone knows that con- 
ditions today are not what they were 
when the facts upon which this report is 
based were gathered. Those facts we: 
gathered back in 1936 and 1937—per- 
haps even as far back as 1935. No doubt 
there has been achange. The change is 
that much more petroieum, fuel oil, and 
gasoline are being transported today than 
were transported at the time those facts 
were gathered; but the Senator fails, I 
think, to note what is the real gist of 
the question in connection with the 
movement of petroleum. There is n 
doubt that two pipe lines have been 
built into that area, but those pipe lines 
are carrying gasoline, rather than fuel 
oil. At any rate, however, the petro- 
leum products are being bought. In 
1940 there was a reduction in freight 
rates. This report was made in Janu- 
ary or February 1939. But the deter- 
mining factor in respect to the matter 
of transportation of petroleum products 
is that today the movement of such 
products is still cheaper by water, by 
barge, or by inland waterway than its 
transportation by either pipe line, rail 
road, or any other method, except by 
deep-water tanker. Of course, the dee; 
water tankers do not enter the inland 
waterways because they have only a 9- 
foot channel, and deep-water tankers 
cannot navigate in 9 feet of water. 

All the testimony—that of General 
Robins and that of Colonel Feringa—and 
the figures in the record which the Ch 
of Engineers, General Reybold, used at 
Corpus Christi, Tex., I believe, about a 
year ago, show that water transporta- 
tion is still the cheapest form of trans- 
portation for the movement of petro- 
leum products. Of course, in the present 
time of war we are using every means 
of transportation at our command to 
move petroleum products. As the Sen- 
ate well knows, we have the wh 
O. P. A. program, including the ration- 
ing of gasoline, by which people are ce- 
nied the full use of their automobil 
and we have the rationing of fuel oi! 
by which many persons have b 
forced to go to the additional trouble 
and expense of taking oil heaters out 
their homes, and substituting for them 
coal-burning or other types of heat 
The situation has been so acute in con- 
nection with the shortage of petroleum 
products and the relatively small sup 
of such products as compared with t 
need for them, that pipe lines have b: 
used for the movement of petroleum 
products. In fact, today in China pei! 
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ary for the movement of the 
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been approved by the special 


yy the 
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f Ex 1€e! 


gin i Board of Re- 
by the Deputy Chief of Army Engi- 

y the Committee on Rivers and 

s of the House of Representatives, 

been presented to the Senate 
a favorable recommendation of the 
» Committee on Commerce. 
President, I do not desire to delay 
the Senate longer except to say that the 
vote on the project was taken nearly 5 
years ago. It was taken in March or 
April of 1940. Conditions then, of course, 
were entirely different from what they 
are now. At that time there was no 
navigation on the Tennessee River be- 
cause the present great dams had not 
yet been built on the river, and we did 
not have the present 9-foot channel. 
The construction of the proposed water- 
way at that time would have led into a 
cead-end street. Not having carefully 
studied the project, the Tennessee Valley 
Authority had doubts about the wisdom 
of constructing it, and opposed it. 
day the Tennessee Valley Authority has 
considered the project, and knowing 
what its benefits would be not only to the 
Tennessee River but to the entire inland 
waterway system, it approves the project, 
and asks that the Congress approve it. 
3ack in 1940 a part of the Intracoastal 
Waterway between New Orleans and Mo- 
bile had not been constructed as it exists 
today. It was an important link in the 
entire chain of waterways, and greatly 
affected the feasibility and economy of 
the Tombigbee-Tennessee project. 

Today the Tennessee Valley Authority 
strongly favors the project and, as I have 
already said, the Senate Commerce Com- 
mittee, after a thorough and painstak- 
ing consideration of the subject, has re- 
ported it to the Senate with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, it is 
not my purpose to take the time of the 
Senate to rehash the arguments which 
have been made in favor of the amend- 
ment. The arguments have been ably 
presented by other Senators, and there 
are only a few features of the contro- 
versy which I shall discuss very briefly. 
I know the Senate is about ready to vote 
on the question. 

I desire to add a memorandum to the 
list of agencies and distinguished Amer- 
icans who have approved the amend- 
ment. The list was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp as requested by the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama. 
The memorandum is from the White 
House. t reads as follows: 


To- 


THE WHITE HOUSE, 
hington, April 24, 1939. 
SECRETARY OF WAR 
I approve this survey report for a water- 
way connecting the Tombigbee and Ten- 
nessee Rivers, 


MEMORANDUM FOR 


| 


rt of the Army enginee: 
the Tenn¢ e Valley 
National R¢ ie 
d also be forwarded 

1 comm f 
take it that no water power is involved 
any is involved, please get also a report 
from the Federal Power Commission and 


send it to the Congress. 


irces 


to the congres- 


F. D. R 


Mr. President, what I have just read 
shows that if the proposed amendment 
were d to by the Senate and ac- 
cepted by the House of Representatives, 
the President would not veto the bil 
because of the incorporation of the 
amendment therein. 

It has been argued that this project 
would be of special benefit to the States 
of Mississippi and Alabama. Of course, 
it would add to the development of those 
States, but the Ohio Valley, the indus- 
trial cities of Cincinnati, Pittsburgh, and 
the industrial areas in those sections, 
would benefit far more from the con- 
struction of the canal than would the 
States through which it would flow. 

The United States engineers figure that 
70 percent of the entire upstream traffic 
on the Mississippi is destined for ports 
on the Ohio River, ‘hat every single 
pound of that tonnage could use this 
canal and be delivered to ports on the 
Ohio River at a substantial saving, which 
is estimated, under an old engineering 
report, at $2,405 for a tow of eight barges, 
but which I submit, and shall show ina 
moment, is based on an upstream charge 
in the Mississippi River which does not 
exist in the lower Mississippi today. 

In 1938 there were 8,528,000 tons of 
products which went upstream in the 
Ohio River. Today there are roughly 
15,800,000 tons of upstream products de- 
livered by boat on that river. Most of 
those products, in fact, practically all, 
have come up the Mississippi River, and 
that traffic which would be diverted to 
the proposed canal, and delivered at a 
tremendous saving to industries in the 
Ohio Valley were the canal constructed. 

In 1938 the city of Pittsburgh received 
3,092,000 tons of upstream traffic on the 
Ohio River. In 1942 that had increased 
to 6,500,000 tons. The city of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, in 1942 received 3,671,000 tons of 
upriver traffic. The city of Evansville, 
Ind., received 167,000 tons of upriver 
traffic on the Ohio River in 1942, practi- 
cally all of which had come upstream in 
the Mississippi River, the traffic consist- 
ing chiefly of steel products and fuel oil 
for war industries in that area. The 
United States engineers state that that 
traffic would be diverted up the Tombig- 
bee Canal, and would be delivered to 
those cities at a substantial saving, a 
part of which would be reflected to the 
consumers in the area. 

Mr. President, I know that one great 
oil company, the Standard Oil Co. of 
Ohio, delivered by barge up the Missis- 
Sippi and up the Ohio Rivers practically 
all the crude oil for its refineries in the 
State of Chio, and that commodity would 
move up the canal by way of the Tom- 
bigbee much cheaper, and at a saving to 
the people of the State of Ohio. 

The argument has been made, based 
upon a survey by the United States engi- 
neers filed in February 1939 that the cur- 
rent in the Mississippi River is 212 miles 


agre 
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an hour and the estimates of the cx 
upstream traffic are based upon that « 
engineering survey, With that old « 
rent figure of 2)2 miles an hour. 
things have been happening in 
Father of Waters in the past few ye 
The United States engineers have 
out of the Mississippi River below 
mouth of the Arkansas River, rou 
10 great curves. Above the Arka) 
River, and to Memphis, they have cut 
bends out of the river, reducin 
length of the Mississippi River by 
miles, and at the same time, while r 
ing its length, the velocity of the cur: 
has increased from 10 to 12 feet a sec 
or, roughly, 5 to 6 miles an hour. 

Conditions have become such that 
the period of normal high water, w! 
at one time was considered good st 
boat water, the powerful towboats c 
not push the average tow through 
cut-offs. Our Government has had 
station boats at the cut-offs to assist 
pushing the tow through the cut-off 

Furthermore, Mr. President, it has 1 
been possible to propel through the « 
offs and against the current for sey 
miles below the cut-offs a normal t« 
eight barges, but the shippers have | 
forced to tie up half or one-third of 
load, push one-third of it miles up t 
river through the cut-off, get abov 
and tie up, go back down the river a1 
get another part of the tow, push it m 
up the river, and then go back and 
another part of the tow and push it m 
up the river, before they could pr« 
with the full tow, and then push the f 
tow up to the next cut-off; all of wl 
in the past few years, roughly, since t 
engineering report was filed, has gre 
increased the cost of operation of th 
barges on the Mississippi River. 

What else has been approved? At N 
Madrid, Mo., opposite the Kentuc! 
Tennessee State line, there is a g: 
bend over 20 miles in length, and it is 
purpose to cut a canal across that b 
as the engineers have done in numer: 
other instances. United States engin 
figure that when that canal is | 
through, when that cut-off becomes 
erative, and for miles below it, the cu 
rent in the river will be increased t« 
or 12 miles an hour. It will be so sv 
that it will be difficult, at an aver: 
time, when the water of the river is | 
for boats to navigate through tl 
stretch of water. 

So, Mr. President, I say that it is ab 
lutely essential to upstream traffic 
getting products from the lower v: 
to the upper valley and into the O 
and into the Missouri River Basins, t! 
this slack-water route be construc 
and I say it as one who lives very c! 
to the Mississippi River south of the « 
of Memphis. 

When this canal is constructed it \ 
result in a tremendous saving. Mu 
has been said to the effect that a sum \ 
allocated by the Corps of Engineers f 
projects which would aid in the def 
of the country. If the Mississippi Ri\ 
were blocked, as the junior Senator f: 
Alabama [Mr. Hix] stated, if an ene! 
should control it and block it, it v 
be disastrous to our war industries 
cated in the Ohio River Basin, a! 
would be just as disastrous if that ri 
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ion projects. We have 
naiter of power projec 
fits which will result from 
power production are figured and re- 
ported on by the engineers in respect to 
the projects which are capable of gener- 
ating powell Projects which are capa- 
ble of being used in part for irrigation 
are considered from the standpoint of 
the benefits which will result from 
p'aced upon them. 
placed with any 
mathematical accursé : just as it is im- 
possible to place with mathematical ac- 
curacy a value upon oie enhancement. 
But they are considered today in re eeete 
made by the Chief of Engine and I 
no reason why these other factors 
cannot within the judgment of the Con- 
gress be considered with reference to 
this particular project. 
nt, I think I have said 
on the subject. 
ry patient in li 
1iony of all those who 
r against the pre ject. 
> weiched ar 
prals¢t y. The commitiee 
came conclusion, by an 
whelming majority, that the 
economically sound and ju 
indpoint of navigation alon: 
out taking into consideration the 
to which I h > referred. 
Mr. Presi 
of the Senate will 
ymmittee 
TANDENBERG. Mr. 
Senate only 
proponents of this project have 
spoken for the better part of a day on 
this subject. I wish only to sum up the 
presentation of my position, and I think 
I can do so in 5 minutes 
Mr. President, this project is identified 
in the bill, on page 17, as resting on the 
report submitted in House Document 269 
of the Seventy-sixth Congress. That is 
the official project before the Senate. 
The report of the engineers, as identi- 
fied in this document, is one which ev- 
eryone connected with this project has 
tried to forget, and which everyone en- 
dorsing it would like to subordinate in 
the consideration of this matter because, 
as I think I clearly indicated on the pre- 
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gation, and a value is 
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President, I 
a moment. 
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vious day of debate, 
ment is concerned, this basis upon which 
the Senate officially acts, there is abso- 
lutely no justification whatever for this 
$75,000,000 appropriation. 

Mr. President, it is a $75,000,000 appro- 
priation on the basis of 1939 estimates, 
the report itself is that ancient. 
I suppose it represents a project of $100,- 
000,000 as of today. 

Be that as it may, m6 fir: st, that the 
thing which officially in ‘nate is asked 
to approve is the eee as outiined in 
House Document 269, which has once 
previously been rejected by the Senate 
bs an overwhelming vote, and which 

en in this debate has been a matter of 
tle more than abject apology. 
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I agrée 
nents 
about it, 


on tn 


secondly, althous 
have forgotten to sa 
— they have 

/n amely, 


rity has 


4uy ite 


h the propo- 
y very much 
another credit 
hat the Tennessee 
withdrawn the op- 
h it heretofore expressed to 
Those are the changes in 


alley A ithe 
position whic 
the project. 
favor of the project 

Against the report as ori 

nted, however, th 
to be urged in the 
instance, 


sinally pre- 
1ere are other changes 
other direction. For 
railroad freight rates in this 
cut in tw ince the orig- 
s made; and Colonel Fer- 
for the Board of Saeine rs 
sa! d, 


1 have beet 
port weé 

a, sp ian 

Rivers and Harbors, specifically 
t page 398 of the hearings, that if a new 
sort were made, that factor would be 
en into consideration. Furthermore, 
since the report was ma two pipe lines 
been built into the area for the 
delivery of petroleum products. This 
project rests 52 percent upon the petro- 
traffic. No estimate is available 
regarding what will be the impact of the 
pipe line upon that traffic. At the hear- 
in Colonel Feringa, speaking for the 
Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har- 
bors, before asked my question upon 
that score, said that if a new report 
were made this factor would be taken 
into consideration. 

Mr. President, I submit to 
the Senate is on the basis of the 
project as officially reported, there can 
be no possibility of its justification, and I 
believe very little effort has been made 
to justify it on the basis of the original 
report. Everything that has been 
pleaded in behalf of the project has 
taken place since the report was made. 
Conditions have changed pro and con 
since the report was made. 

Under the terms of the bill the project 
would not be undertaken until 6 months 
after the termination of the present wars 
in which the United States is engaged. 
Senators can estimate for themselves 
when all the wars in which we are now 


os 


de, 


have 


7 7 
ieum 


the point 


that, 
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ngaged will be terminated. They c 
then add 6 months to their estimate 
establishing a time when the autho 
in the pending proposal would becon 
effective. Isubmit that well within th 
period, before the project could ever be- 
come effective, it would be entirely pos- 
sible to order a new report, and obtain 
one. If the new report justified t! 
project in the name of the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the War Department, I would 
withdraw my opposition. But until th 
takes place, Mr. President, I shall have 1 
say to the country, and to my colleag 
precisely what the Chief of Engin 
said to the chairman of the Senate C 
merce Committee, the Senator fr: 
North Carolina (Mr. BatLey], when 
asked the Chief of Engineers for a n 
report upon this matter. The Chief 
Engineers replied: 

You are informed that, in the absence 
a wes 1 review and reconsideration of this } 
posed project, I do not feel justified in n 
ing a statement supplementing the report 
House Document No. 269. 


I paraphrase the language of the Chi 
of Engineers, Mr. President, and say 
ny colleagues that they are now 
fo rmed that in th e absence of a full re- 
view and reconsideration of the - pose 
pro ject I do not feel justified in voting an 

authorization of $75,000, 000 or $100 000.- 
090 in respect to this undertaking. 

I invite the attention of Senators 
the statement made by the Senator from 
North Carolina, chairman of the C 
mittee on Commerce, appearing at pa 
508 of the hearings. The Senator fri 
North Carolina said: 

Suppose we should at 
report of the Chief of En 
timony taken in a he 
minds indep a> ntly 
up our minds that 
tra actions of this sort 
contr nted with a precedent because ¢ 
Member of the Congress on each Side of t 
Chamber will come in a4 and deman 
we conduct a hear id act as 
engineers and I aa ‘thet we 
of doing it. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Senator from Michigan is quoting tl 
able Senator from North Carolina, 
should like to ask the Senator fr« 
Michigan if it is not true that the Sen 
ator from North Carolina voted for the 
project, and is in favor of it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The able Sen 
ator from North Carolina voted for ti 
project in the committee. Whether « 
not he is satisfied with his attitude, 
leave to him to testify. 

Mr. President, that is all I have to sa! 
I am perfectly willing to submit the mat 
ter to the Senate, and I ask for the ye: 
and nays. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

STEWART. Did I correctly w 
derstand the Senator to say that one ol 
the reasons which might be argu 
against the project now was that some 
one testified that during the past 
years there had been a reduction 
freight rates in the area affected? 


this time from 
ineers and by 
aring, up 
of that report, or m 
we can pass upon 
Then we sh 


ing a board 


are capi 


President, wi 


I yield. 
Inasmuch as tl! 


President, wi 























VANDENBERG 
That was the 
of Engineers 
TEWART. Is it from the testi- 
f the Board of Engineers that that 
m 1 ¥ taken? 
VANDENBERG. I will 


tation to the S 


The 
testim 


Senator is 


ny 


of the 


as 
read the 
enator: 


VANDENBERG. And 


me time in 1940 the Inter- 
Commission ith d ti 
t es < pe n 
ig » $1.08 t 
NGA, I K € - 


TEWART. But the 
oleum alone? 
VANDENBERG. That 

WART. I misund 


reduction 


Is corre 
STEW rstood the 
VANDENBERG. I had ref 
ie fact that 52 percent of the traffic 
l on the portation of 
im products. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ion is on agreeing to the committee 
ndment, which will be stated. 
CHIEF CLERK. On page 17, after 
is proposed to insert the fol- 


erred 


rene 
hail 


L11e 


5 if 


Waterway connecting the Tombigbee and 
ee Rivers; in accordance with the 
mmendation of the Board of Engineers 
Rivers and Harbors in the report sub- 


in House Document 
Congress. 


VANDENBERG. I 

is and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 
Chief Clerk proceeded to call 


No. 269, Seventy- 


ask for the 


and 
the 


Mr. WAGNER 


led). 


(when his name was 
d I have a general pair with the 
nior Senator from Kansas | Mr. REEp], 
10 I understand if present would vote 
I am about to vote, so I am at liberty 
vote. I vote “nay.” I am advised 
t the Senator from Kansas has a 
pair on this vote. 
1e roll call was concluded. 
Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
from Virginia |{Mr. Giass] and the 
Senator from Arkansas |Mr. McCLet- 
LAN absent from the Senate because 


cal 


at 
al 


nes I am advised that if present 
oting, the Senator from Arkansas 


} 


uld vote “yea.” 
rhe Senator from Nevada |[Mr. McCar- 
Nn} and the Senator from Utah |[Mr. 
UI detained on official busi- 
for the Senate. 

Senator from Florida [Mr. PeEp- 
ebsent on important public busi- 
I am advised that if present and 


are 


he would vote “yea.’ 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BarKLey! and the Senator from New 
xico L[Mr. CuHavEz] are unavoidably 
ilneé d, 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
EWS], the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. Battery], the Senator from Idaho 


Mr. CrarK], the Senator from Iowa 
Mr. GIrLLeTTE], the Senator from Texas 
Mr. O’Dantet], the Senator from Ne- 
ida (Mr. ScrucHaM], the Senator from 

Utah {Mr. Tuomas]. the Senator from 


Missouri [Mr. TrumMAN], and the Senator 


m New Jersey |Mr. WALSH]! are neces- 


y absent. 
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The Senator from Utah [Mr. THomas 
has a general pair with the ator from 
New Hampshire {| Mr. Bripces 

On this question, the nior Ser 
from Florida {Mr. ANbREws] is pa 
with the Senator from Kansas |[M 
REED Iam advised that if present and 
votiz the Senator from Florida ws 


ind the Senator from Kansas 
wuld vote “nar 


Mr. WHERRY. Thi 


S from 

New Hampshire | Mr. Bripces! is neces- 

‘ily absent H I n 4 I 
vith the S 1 Utah vi 
THOM 

The fi lI I ( i I 

bsent 

The Ser from M e (Mr. Brew- 
STER!, the Senator f 1 New J¢ M 
HAWKES], the Senator from Olahoma 
Mr. Moore}, the Senator from Wyomin 
Mr. Rosertson], the Senator from 
Idaho |Mr. Tuomas], the Senat m 
New Hampshire |Mr. Tosry ind 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoNn 

The Senator from Kansas | Mr. Rrep 
is necessarily absent If pre t 
would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31 


nays 3 


‘. 


as follows 


YEAS—31 


Aiken Hall Overtor 
Bankhead Hatch Radclifte 
Bilbo Hayden Reynolds 


Caraway Hill Russell 


Clark, Mo. Holman Shipstead 
Connally La Follette Thomas, Okla 
Cordon Langer runne!l 
Downey McFarland Wallgren 
Eastland Maybank Wheeler 





Ellender 


Guffey 


Murray 
O'Mah 


NAYS—37 


ney 


Austin 
Ball 
Brooks 
Buck 
Burton 
Bushfield 








Butler 
Byrd N 
Capper McKeller yt 
Chandler Ma!oney Vile 
Danahe1 M ] N 
Davis Millikin 
Ferguson Revere 
NOT VOTING 
Hawkes Reed 
Johnson, Calif. Robs 
McCarran crt 
31 McClellan rhom I 
Br Moore TI nas, T 
na Murdock Tobey 
‘Ie oO Nye I 
Gillette O Daniel \ J 
Gla Peppe V i 
So tl amendment of the committs 


was rejected. 
DISPOSAL OF GOVERMENT-OWNED 
FLASHLIGHT BATTERIES 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, on 
vember 22 the Special Committee to In- 
vestigate the National Def 2yorcram 
held a hearing on the disposal of 23,900,- 
000 new flashlight batteries. These bat- 
teries, declared surplus by the Army Sig- 
nal Corps, were suitable for civilian use. 
There is a very serious shortage of such 
batteries for commercial sale. 

The Army Signal Corps had sought to 
keep secret the fact that such a large 
quantity of batteries was being released 
because other types of batteries were in 
serious shortage and they feared public- 
ity concerning the sale of batteries would 
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tion to future disposal sales 
to eliminate controversies over pri 
i grout to Whom surpius prope 
would be offered through circulariza 
or advertisement. 

This case was of im; al bec 
it resulted in the estat iment of 


tain fundamental p 


1a the ehmi- 
nation of certain deficie in coordi 
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reading clerks, announced that the 
Speaker had effixed his signature to the | 
enrolled bill (S. 2004) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to mobilize the produc- 
tive facilities of small business in the in- 
terests of successful prosecution of the 
war, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 11, 1942, and it was signed by the 
Acting President pro tempore. 
CONDITIONS IN THE NEW YORK CITY 
POST OFFICE 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I am about 
to ask to have published in the Recorp 
as part of my remarks a letter I have 
received from the Postmaster of the city 
of New York. It brings to the mind of | 


the reader the progress that is being | 


made in the Post Office Service, the re- 
finement and the efficiency of the Serv- 
ice. In the letter the postmaster of New 
York makes this statement: 

The task of handling the Christmas par- 


cels for members of the armed forces over- 
séas addressed “Care of Postmaster, New 
York, N. Y.,” was completed on November 15, 


and in view of the fact that it was one of the 
greatest that has confronted the Postal Serv- 
ice, I believe you would want me to bring the 
particulars to your attention. 

During the period September 15 to Novem- 
ber 15, 1944, inclusive, this office turned over 
to the New York Port of Embarkation Army 
Post Office 2,770,927 sacks containing 44,- 
334,832 ordinary parcels; also 4,262,000 par- 
cels on which first-class postage was paid, 
and 83,570 registered parcels, a total of 
48,685,402 parcels. 

The fact that 3,555 carloads of sacks of 
parcels were unloaded in the Postal Concen- 
tration Center Building during the period 
may also be of interest. 


Mr. President, there is also in this 
communication a memorandum stating 
the duties and the responsibilities of the 
postmaster of the city of New York. He, 
like the postmaster of any other big city 
in the United States, is a very responsible 
officer. The memorandum tells of his 
jurisdiction. He is not only the post- 





master of the city but he is the head of 
the central accounting office for that 
area. He has jurisdiction over the post 
office units, and for 655 third and 883 
fourth-class offices in New York State. 

He is the head of the central repair 
unit of the motor vehicle service, which 
serves 129 post offices, 

He is the custodian of 24 Government- 
owned buildings. 

He is the disbursing officer for all the 
employees of the New York post office, 
Railway Mail Service, and the rural car- 
riers of the State. 

He is chairman of the regional defer- 
ment committee of Government em- 
ployees. 

He is chairman of the Committee on 
Suggestions and Experiments for the 
Postal Service covering the State of New 
York. 

He is a member of the advisory com- 
mittee, Federal Personnel Council, of the 
metropolitan area. 

Mr. President, I should like to have 
the letter and memorandum made a part 
of my remarks and printed in the Recorp. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection? 








There being no objection, the letter 
and memorandum were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER, 
New York, N. Y., November 28, 1944. 
Hon. JAMEs M. MEAD, 
United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear SENATOR MEAD: The task of handling 
the Christmas parcels for members of the 
armed,forces overseas addressed “Care of 
Postmaster, New York, N. Y.”, was completed 
on November 15, and in view of the fact that 
it was one of the greatest that has confronted 
the Postal Service, I believe you would want 
me to bring the particulars to your attention. 

During the pericd September 15 to Novem- 
ber 15, 1944, inclusive, this office turned over 
to the New York Port of Embarkation Army 
Post Office 2,770,927 sacks containing 44,334,- 
832.ordinary parcels; also 4,262,000 parcels on 
which first-class postage was paid, and 88,570 
registered articles, a total of 48,685,402 
parcels. 

The fact that 3,555 carloads of sacks of 
parcels were unloaded in the Postal Concen- 
tration Center Building during the period 
may also be of interest. 

During the corresponding period in 1943, 
the number of parcels dispatched was 11,553,- 
420, so it will be noted that this year the 
volume was more than 4 times as great. 

The ‘successful completion of this stu- 
pendous mail-handling job was due in great 
measure to fine cooperation and assistance 
received from the Army, Fleet Post Office, 
department officials, post-office inspectors, 
Railway Mail Service, the railroad, post- 
masters, and postal employees. 

In addition to the Christmas parcels, this 
office received end distributed a daily aver- 
age, based on statistics covering the month of 
October 1944, of 941,000 ordinary letters; 
1,784,000 air-mail letters; 341,000 V-mail let- 
ters. Ordinarily, 1,000,000 newspapers and 
other prints for the members of the armed 
forces are also distributed daily. 

A memorandum describing the scope of 
duties of the postmaster at New York, N. Y., 
as well as a memorandum of business trans- 
acted at the New York post office, are also 
enclosed. 

With kindest regards and best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely yours, 
ALBERT GOLDMAN, 
Postmaster. 


MEMORANDUM 


1. Postmaster, New York, N. Y.: Jurisdic- 
tion over all postal activities in New York 
and Bronx Counties. This includes the 
main post office, four large annexes, viz: 
Morgan Annex, through which is cleared the 
bulk of foreign mails originating in the 
United States; Grand Central Annex, Church 
Street Annex, and Bronx Central Annex; 43 
other classified stations; 25 finance stations; 
and 90 contract stations; also the Pelham, 
N. Y., branch in Westchester County, and the 
postal concentration center in Queens County 
where parcels and prints for members of the 
armed forces overseas are distributed. 

The motor-vehicle service, operating two 
large garages, with overhauling and repair 
units, required to house and maintain a local 
fleet with more than 500 motor trucks, plus 
the periodical overhauling of 5(0 trucks as- 
signed to 129 other post offices in the States 
of New York and Connecticut. 

2. Jurisdiction over 573 Army post offices 
(A. P. O.’s) outside the United States and 
817 money-order units connected with these 
Army post offices. Also, 3,914 naval post 
Offices on United States naval vessels at points 
all over the world. 

3. Postmaster of central accounting for a 
total of 1,818 second-, third-, and fourth-class 
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post offices in New York State. Depositor, 

for certain first-class offices and all secor 

third-, and fourth-class offices in New York 
tate, a total of 1,946 post offices. 

4. Postmaster: Jurisdiction over postal 
supplies for all New York, N. Y., post-offi 
units, and for 655 third- and 883 fourth-cl: 
offices in New York State. 

5. Postmaster: For the district centra! 
supply unit filling requisitions from 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster General, Divi- 
sion of Federal Building Operations, for p 
offices. located in Federal buildings in t 
following States: Connecticut, Delaware, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Maine, Maryland, Mas 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, Ney 
York, Pennsylvania, Puerto Rico, Rh 
Island, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia 

6. Postmaster of central vepair unit of t! 
Motor Vehicle Service which serves 129 p 
ofiices—30 of which are in the State of Con- 
necticut and $9 in the State of New York 

7. Custodian of 24 Government-owned P 
Office Department buildings, the grounds and 
their appurtenances, including the directi 
and supervision of the custodial force ; 
signed for operation and maintenance. T 
Church Street annex building is a 15-st 
office building containing 1,005,355 squ 
feet of space; the Morgan Annex conta 
1,164,000 square feet; the Main Office Buildi 
1,561,000 square feet. This data provides a 
graphic picture of the large buildings oper- 
ated and maintained. 

8. Disbursing officer for all employees of 
the New York post office; the post office i 
spectors and headquarters force of the New 
York division; the railway mail service, sec- 
ond division, and rural carriers throughout 
New York State. 

9. Chairman: Regional Deferment Com- 
mittee, Government employees, region N 
2, which comprises New York, New Jersey, 
Delaware, the eastern shore of Maryland 
Accomac and Northampton Counties, Va. 

10. Chairman (for 6 months’ period) Com- 
mittee on Suggestions and Experiments fo: 
the Postal Service covering the State of New 
York. Member of this committee. 

11. Member of Advisory Committee: Fed- 
eral Personnel Council of Metropolitan New 
York, Committee on Training, 299 Broadway, 
New York 7, New York. 


FISCAL YEAR 1944 


Business concerns should deposit m 
early and frequently during the day to ay 
the night rush. 

The New York Post Office— 

Has 73 classified stations and 90 contract 
stations. 

Employs 28,618 people. 

Receives, delivers, and dispatches 18,500,000 
pieces of ordinary mail daily. 

Receives, delivers, and dispatches 120,000 
pieces of registered mail daily. 

Receives and dispatches 100,000 insured 
and C. O. D. parcel-post packages daily. 

Weighs and dispatches 295,000 pounds cf 
newspapers and periodicals daily at pound 
rates. 

Finds $71.79 in money daily enclosed in 
dead letters. 

Receives $31,503.44 annually from sale by 
auction of undeliverable parcels. 

Receives 4,000 removal notices daily. 

Handles 100,000 pieces of misdirected m 
daily. 

Finds owners of 220 unaddressed parc 
daily. 

Receives 82,000 pieces of mail daily without 
street address, 

Supplies 32,000 pieces of mail daily with 
correct address from city directory. 

Collects $337,367.36 in postage daily. 

Issues money orders for $351,935,895.90 an- 
nually. 

Pays money orders for $300,978,440.39 an- 
nually. 
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29 postal-saving depositors 
I ed States War Savin bonds 
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lue $66.876.10 


purchasers, 928,607 
Y sipts for year 
June 30, 1944 $103, 571, 779. 99 
Y pts for year 
e 30, 1943_____ 83, 896, 230. 12 
(23.4 percent). 19, 675, 549. 87 
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ALBERT GOLDMAN, 
Postmaster 
¢ LAWRENCE RIVER DEVELOPMENT— 
IEMORANDUM RESPECTING AGREE- 
IENT OF 1941 BETWEEN UNITED STATES 
ND THE DOMINION OF CANADA 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I ask 
leave to insert in the REcorRD a memo- 
randum brief respecting the approval, by 
( urrent legislation of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, of an agree- 
ment between the United States and the 
Dominion of Canada, dated March 19, 
1941, with particular reference to the St. 

I rence project bill, S. 1385. 
[his brief, dated November 11, 1944, 
s prepared by the Honorable George S. 
Reed, a leading member of the New York 
State bar, who has served for 10 years as 
rustee and counsel for the Power Au- 
thority of the State of New York, a public 
ney of the State. Over a period of 
many years, Mr. Reed has been officially 
concerned with the legal questions in- 
volved in the improvement of the Great 
St. Lawrence system. He has 
studied every phase of the question of 
procedure by concurrent legislation from 
tandpoint of a trustee acting on be- 
half of the State in the conservation and 
use of power resources of great magni- 
tude in the public interest. I ask that 
main discussion of the brief, together 
with Mr. Reed’s conclusions, about 20 
pewritten pages in all, and appendices 
II and III be inserted in the body of the 

RECORD. 

There being no objection, the matters 
referred to were ordered to be printed in 





Lakes- 


the Recorp, as follows: 

MEMORANDUM RESPECTING THE APPROVAL, BY 
CONCURRENT LEGISLATION OF THE SENATE AND 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, OF AN AGREE- 
(ENT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE 

MINION OF CANADA, DATED MARCH 19, 1941, 
WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO THE AIKEN 
Bitzi (S. 1385) 

THE BILL S. 1385 

e bill now under consideration provides 

f he improvement of the Great Lakes-St. 


rence Basin, and for generating electric 
zy in the International Rapids section of 
St. Lawrence River in accordance with 


> 


vreement between the United States and 
e Dominion of 


Canada, dated March 19 





CONGRESSION 




































A 7 


Yr.’ * 
i+ 
fi ad 


RECORD—S 


The first j ph of such bill 








f llows 

“Be é I e pu 

f pron d foreign ¢ - 
me C ad ne ae a - 

an i dw Ly ug e ¢ 

Lakes, t! ence River na 
waters he Atlantic Oct I 
for the of ele c energ 1 
means of fin d i assis g such 
undertaking, the agreement made by i 
between the Governments of the United 
States and Canada, published in House Docu- 
ment No. 153, Seventy-seventh Congress 
session, providing for the constructio1 f 
dams and power works in the Internatior 
Rapids section of the St. Lawrence River, and 
the completion of the St. Lawrence deep 
waterway, is hereby approved; and the Presi- 


dent is authorized and empowered to 
the undertakings made i 
behalf of the United St: 


any of the powers and 


n said agreement 


ites, and to delegate 





duties vested in him 
by this act to such Officers, departments 
agents, or agencies of the United State s he 


may designate or appoint.” 


THE PROCEDURE 


A similar bill was introduced in t 
of Representatives in 1941, and he: 
had before the Committee on Rive 
bors, during 
first session 

A large amount of 
and a favorable report made 

During such hearings, the question was 
raised as to the regularity of the agreement 
of 1941 and its approval by the Senate and 
House of Representatives, instead of by a 
formal treaty between the two Governments. 

At the hearing before the Committee 
Rivers :nd Harbors, such objection was « 
ruled. Testimony was given by many wit- 
nesses in respect to the regularity of the 
procedure, and the Department of State, rep- 
resented by Hon. Adolf A. Berle, Jr., Assistant 
Secretary of State, attested to the regularity 
of proceeding by congressional 
manner proposed 





rings were 
s and Har- 
the Seventy-seventh C 


ngress, 


testimony was offered 


on 


ver- 


action in the 


Later, in this memoran- 


dum, the testimony of Mr. Berle will be re- 
ferred to. 

Ever since the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, executive agreements similar to the 
agreement of 1941 have been made for the 


understandings be- 
tween the United States and nations 
It is well understood that in all matters of 
international concern, the President has un- 


doubted authority under the C 


purpose of effectuating 


other 


ymstitution to 


negotiate and that it is not always necessary 
for the President to enter into a treaty upon 
“the advice and consent of the Senate as 


provided in article II, section 2 of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, which provides, in part 


ind 


that the President “shall have power, by 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the 


Senators present concur.” 

The purpose of the agreement of 1941 is to 
provide for further 
additional works in 


the construction of 


the Great Lakes and S 


Lawrence River in order to improve naviga- 
tion and commerce, each government to pro- 
vide for the installation of generators for 


hydroelectric power on its side of the bound- 
ary line 


The United St 
ready expended n 


and Canada have 
lore than $140,000,000 to im- 


ites 


prove navigation and commerce on this great 

waterway The agreement ught to be rati- 
ed is a construction undertaking allocat 
and giving credit to each governme 


i 
costs 
for the 
It is 
appropriation 
to carry into effect 
ments necessary fi 


ment of this, the greatest fresh-water sys 


amounts al 
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plenipotentiaries at Washington on the 11th | boundary waters on the other, nor are such 


day of January 1909, the original of which | provisions intended to interfere with the 


treaty is word for word as follows: 

“*The United States of America and His 
Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland and of the British 
Dominions beyond the seas, Emperor of India, 
being equally desirous to prevent disputes 
regarding the use of boundary waters and to 
fettle all questions which are now pending 
between the United States and the Dominion 
of Canada involving the rights, obligations, 
or interests of either in relation to the other 
or to the inhabitants of the other, along 
their common frontier and to make provi- 
sion for the adjustment and settlement of all 
such questions as may hereafter arise, have 
resolved to conclude a treaty in furtherance 
of these ends, and for that purpose have ap- 
pointed as their respective plenipotentiaries: 

“*The President of the United States of 
America, Elihu Root, Secretary of State of the 
United States; and 

“His Britannic Majesty, the Right Honor- 
able James Bryce, O. M., his Ambassador 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary at Wash- 
ington; 

“*Who, after having communicated to one 
another their full powers, found in good and 


due form, have agreed upon the following 
articles: 


* ‘ARTICLE I 


““The high contracting parties agree that 
the navigation of all navigable boundary 
waters shall forever continue free and open 
for the purposes of commerce to the inhab- 
itants and to the ships, vessels, and boats 
of both countries equally, subject, however, 
to any laws and regulations of either country, 
within its own territory, not inconsistent 
with such privilege of free navigation and 
applying equally and without discrimination 
to the inhabitants, ships, vessels, and boats 
of both countries. 

“Tt is further agreed that so long as this 
treaty shall remain in force this same right 
of navigation shall extend to the waters of 
Lake Michigan and to all canals connecting 
boundary waters, and now existing or which 
may hereafter be constructed on either side 
of the line. Either of the high contracting 
parties may adopt rules and regulations gov- 
erning the use of such canals within its own 
territory and may charge tolls for the use 
thereof, but all such rules and regulations, 
and all tolls charged shall apply alike to the 
subjects or citizens of the high contracting 
parties and the ships, vessels, and boats of 
both of the high contracting parties, and 
they shall be placed on terms of equality in 
the use thereof. 


“ “ARTICLE III 


“It is agreed that, in addition to the uses, 
obstructions, and diversions heretofore per- 
mitted or hereafter provided for by special 
agreement between the parties hereto, no 
further or other uses or obstructions or diver- 
sions, whether temporary or permanent, of 
boundary waters on either side of the line, 
affecting the natural level or flow of boundary 
waters on the other side of the line, shall 
be made except by authority of the United 
States or the Dominion of Canada within 
their respective jurisdictions and with the 
approval, as hereinafter provided, of a joint 
commission, to be known as the International 
Joint Commission. 

“*The foregoing provisions are not intend- 
ed to limit or interfere with the existing 
rights of the Government of the United 
States on the one side and the Government 
of the Dominion of Canada on the other, to 
undertake and carry on governmental works 
in boundary waters for the deepening of 
channels, the construction of breakwaters, 
the improvement of harbors, and other gov- 
ernmental works for the benefit of commerce 
and navigation, provided that such works 
are wholly on its own side of the line and do 
not materially affect the level or flow of the 





ordinary use of such waters for domestic and 
sanitary purposes. 


“ “ARTICLE XII 


“In all cases where special agreements be- 
tween the high contracting parties hereto are 
referred to in the foregoing articles such 
agreements are understood and intended to 
include not only direct agreements between 
the high contracting parties, but also any 
mutual arrangement between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada expressed 
by the concurrent or reciprocal legislation on 
the part of Congress and the Parliament of 
the Dominion,’” 

One cannot read this treaty as an en- 
tirety, or the articles above quoted, alone, 
without reaching the conclusion that it was 
the intention of the two countries to arrive 
at a permanent and complete understanding 
in respect to the adjustment of all problems, 
present or future, growing out of the use, di- 
version, development, and navigation of 
boundary waters without the enactment of 
any further or other formal treaty. 

In order to carry into effect the main pur- 
pose of the treaty and guard against any dis- 
pute in that regard, the treaty refers to 
“special agreements between the high con- 
tracting parties’ and states that ‘‘such agree- 
ments are understood and intended to in- 
clude not only direct agreements between the 
high contracting parties, but also any mu- 
tual arrangement between the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada expressed by 
concurrent or reciprocal legislation on the 
part of Congress and the Parliament of the 
Dominion.” 

The agreement of March 19, 1941, between 
Canada and the United States, which is now 
proposed to be approved by reciprocal legis- 
lation of Congress and Parliament, is a simple 
understanding respecting the construction 
of works to improve navigation and com- 
merce, and permitting each country, on its 
side of the boundary, to use the flow of the 
St. Lawrence at the navigation dam to de- 
velop hydroelectric power. 

To hold that it is now necessary to enter 
into a new formal treaty with Canada to pro- 
vide for the contemplated works is tanta- 
mount to weakening present treaty ties with 
Canada and delaying the consummation of 
the acts now mutually and in good faith 
agreed upon. 

The instrument of 1941 was negotiated by 
the United States and Canada as an agree- 
ment, pursuant to the treaty of 1909, and is 
presented for approval as such. 

The treaty of 1909 clearly set at rest all 
questions at issue between the two countries 
in relation to the use of boundary waters. 
It prescribes the procedure whereby the 
United States and Canada, or any Province 
or State, may make use of boundary waters. 
If, however, such improvements, uses, or di- 
versions of boundary waters affect the water 
level cr otherwise infringe upon vested 
rights, an application must be made to the 
International Joint Commission created un- 
der the treaty of 1909, for permission to use 
water and construct works. The two gov- 
ernments may, however, agree. If the gov- 
ernments cannot agree then any and all con- 
troversies are to be submitted to and settled 
and adjusted by the International Joint Com- 
mission as provided in the treaty, and their 
decision is binding upon both governments. 

The agreement of 1941 provides for the 
improvement of navigation and commerce 
and for the construction of facilities in these 
boundary waters, each country to build its 
own works as stipulated in the agreement. 
No new policy or principle is involved, which 
would in any event require a formal treaty, 
for Congress clearly has the power to regulate 
commerce and navigation and to appropri- 
ate funds for improvements and works on 
navigable streams. 
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RATIFICATION BY CONGRESS OF THE AGREEM®E 
OF MARCH 19, 1941, BY CONCURRENT LEGIsi 4- 
TION IS THE SIMPLEST AND BEST PROCED' 
AND CONSTITUTIONALLY LEGAL 


As has already been noted, the greater p: 
of the agreement is devoted to the construc- 
tion of works for the use and benefit of e: 
nation. It has to do mainly with the inter: 
affairs of each nation. When fatified 
Congress, the agreement will become 
Congress for the United States and Par!)i:- 
ment for Canada might, quite properly, ; 
vide by legislative enactment for the con- 
struction of the same works specified in the 
agreement and each build the works on i: 
side of the boundary line. But a mutual wu: 
derstanding is necessary in respect to 1 
location of the works, their common desig 
the height of the navigation dam, and other 
common matters, including the equitable al- 
location of costs, having in mind the sums 
already spent by the two countrics in the 
process of developing the waterway from 
the Atlantic to Lake Superior. 

Chairman MANsFiELp, of the Rivers a: 
Harbors Committee of the House, in « 
menting upon the agreement, quite properly 
said: 

“Congress has power with or without an 
advance agreement. We frequently cross t! 
boundary. Why not with the St. Lawrenc<?’ 
In his statement he mentioned the Living- 
ston Channel around Bais Blanc Island in 
Canadian waters, which was improved by an 
act of Congress. The bill then being co: 
sidered by the Rivers and Harbors Commit 
tee of the House, identical in terms with t! 
Aiken bill, was favorably reported by th 
committee. 

At these hearings every phase of the ques- 
tion was examined. Assistant Secretary of 
State Adolf A. Berle, Jr., appeared for the 
State Department and testified at length up- 
holding the procedure. He presented a let- 
ter from Secretary of State Cordell Hull and 
a brief prepared by Mr. Green H. Hackworth, 
the legal adviser of the State Department, 
both declaring that the agreement is in due 
form and legally negotiated and recommend- 
ing that it be approved by both House: 
Congress. 

We thus have under consideration an ex- 
ecutive agreement negotiated by the Execu- 
tive of the United States, with another sov- 
ereign government in the form and 
stance deemed most fitting and appropr 
to effectuate the understandings reac 
after solemn consideration. The compac 
designated on its face as an agreement 
is submitted as hundreds of executive a: 
ments have, in past years, been submi'tcd 
for consideration of both Houses of Cong! 
There is nothing strange or novel in this 
procedure, derived from precedents estab- 
lished as far back as the administration cf 
George Washington. 

Returning again to the hearings b e 
the Rivers and Harbors Committee, we fird 
that Mr. Berle also submitted a letter { 
Hon. Robert H. Jackson, Attorney Gen: 
of the United States. These communica- 
tions all agree that “the arrangement : 
be effectuated by an agreement signed uncer 
the authority of the executives of the tv 
counries, and approved by legislative e1 
ments by the Congress and the Canadi 
Parliament.” 

Mr. Berle in his testimony stated that 
his opinion the agreement “differs from m 
treaties in that the effect of it is quit 
great in terms of domestic matters a 
terms of foreign affairs. It differs, for 
stance, from the kind of treaty one m 
make, as for instance, a treaty of allianc 
a treaty regarding arms limitations, or th 
of that kind, * * * I should like to :dd 
that that form of submission of agreem 
is in no way unusual in our history.” Mr 
Berle stated that, in his opinion, even in ' 
absence of the treaty of 1909, it has be 
the policy between the United States 
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N e! » far as I 1 Lee able t ais- 
C € has a conte risen On so narrow al 
interpretation of the Constitution as is n 
in¢ d by those who oppose the legisla- 
tion now before Congress which seek to 
ratif nd effectuate the agreement of 1941 
between the United States and Canada 


As we have shown, there is nothing in the 
agreement which is not contemplated by the 
Boundary Waters Treaty of 1909. Those 
resenting the two countries reached the con- 


rep- 


clusion that an agreement, and not a formal 
treaty, is all that is necessary to carry into 
eff their common purpose 





rhe agreement is not labeled a treaty, and 
it would be highly inconsistent and contrary 
to established precedent to rename the com- 
pact after it has been negotiated This 
would only serve to prevent the House of 


Representatives from passing upon the terms 
of the agreement which has already been 
presented to it by a pending bill. 

Not infrequently Congress has authorized 
the President to make international agree- 
ments and compacts on specific subjects. 


By so doing, Congress itself has recognized 


the unquestioned right of this sovereign Na- 
tion to negotiate with other nations and 
make compacts without the advice and con- 
sent of two-thirds of the Senate. As a mat- 
ter of fact, Congress has no constitutional 
power to negotiate treaties. Nevertheless, 
such legislation is exceedingly useful, be- 


cause it advises the President in advance in 
respect to the matter in hand. But in reality 
such legislation simply prejudges a proposed 
compact as to its necessity and propriety and 
legislates in respect thereto in advance. 

The precedure, however, is in reverse of 
that indicated in respect to the Aiken bill. 
Commenting on the prize essay of Quincy 
Wright on the subject, The Control of the 
Foreign Relations of the United States (April 
1921), John Bassett Moore sai 

“In regard to what the author of the essay, 
following the phraseology so often employed, 
discusses under the head of congressional 
delegation of power to make international 
agreements I have long, indeed I may say 
always, been inclined to think that no de 
gation of powe1 whatever is involved in the 


a+ 





e- 











mat . As Congress possesses no power 
v tever to make international agreements 
it has no such power to delegate. All that 
Congress has dor in the cases referred to 
is to exer beforehand that part of the 
function belonging to it in the carrying out 
of a particular class of international agree- 





ment Instead of waiting to legislate until 
£ agreement has been concluded and then 
ac on the agreement specifically, Con- 
g adopted in advance gen- 
el under which agreements, 
f terms, become effective im- 
me tely on their conclusion or their proc- 
lamration.” (See Wallace McClure, Interna- 





Agreements, p. 331.) 








follows that Congress itself 
h fre set in motion the machinery 
which has ground the grist of many Execu- 
tive agreements with other nations. 


Respectfully submitted 
GrorRGE STEPHENS REED 


New York State Bar; Trustee of the 
Power Authority of the State « 


a 
ive 


Yor} 


DATED NOVEMBER 11, 1944 


APPENDIX II 
DIVERSIONS 
Article IX of the 


tains certain provisions 


AT NIAGARA 
of 1941 con- 


respect to the 


greement 


In 


diversion of water above the Falls from the 
Niagara River, which have been questioned 
as being in ¢ flict with the treaty of 1909, 


1 


uld seem to limit all 


which w 
wat m the Niagara 


r fi 


of 


the 


diversions 
River above 





ls, except as permitted in such treaty 
rticle V of the treaty of 1909 provides 
the United States “may authorize and 
permit the diversion within the State of 


the s of said river above 





for power purposes, not 
exceeding in the aggregate a daily diversion 
at the rate of 20,000 cubic feet of water per 
iS nd 


The United Kingd 
Cané 


ym by the Dominion of 
ida, or the Province of Ontario, may au- 


thorize and permit the diversion within the 
Province of Ontario of the waters of said 
river above the Falls of Niagara for power 
purposes, not exceeding in the aggregate, a 
daily diversion at the rate of 36,000 cubic 


feet of water per second.” 

Article IX of the agreement of 1941 recog- 
nizes the obligation to preserve and enhance 
the scenic beauty of Niagara Falls and River 
“as envisaged in the final report of the Spe- 
cial International Niagara Board,” which 
well-known report contains a study and rec- 
ommendations as to the use and diversions 
of Niagara waters. 

Subdivision (a), (b), and (c) of article 
IX of the agreement provides that the two 
governments: “May make arrangements by 
exchange of notes for the construction of 
such works in the Niagara River as they may 
agree upon, including provision for tempo- 
rary diversions of the waters of the Niagara 
River for the purpose of facilitating con- 
struction of the works.” 

Subsection (c) provides that “upon com- 
pletion of the works authorized in this 
article, the Commission shall proceed imme- 
diately to test such works under a wide 
range of conditions and to report and certify 
to the governments, the effect of such works, 
and to make recommendations respecting the 
diversions of water from Lake Erie and the 
Niagara River,” including a report as to the 
efficient utilization and equitable apportion- 
ment of such waters as may be available for 
power purposes. “On the basis of the Com- 
mission’s reports and recommendations,” 
the governments thereafter may “by exchange 
of notes and concurrent resolution, deter- 
mine the methods by which the purposes 
may be attained.” 

The provisions of subsection (a) and (c) 
of article IX above referred to are clearly 
unobjectionable and @annot be attacked on 
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any valid ground nd do not, in any 
confiict with the treaty of 1909, fo: 
versions are of a temporary nature 
the purpose of testing the works. H 


subsection (b) of article 
rately might seem to authorize the di 
of 5,000 cubic-foot seconds on each 
the border in excess of the amount 
in Article V of the Boundary Wate! 
of 1909 
Subsection 
that such 
nature as 
and (Cc). 


rary diversi 


ix, i ve 


(b) does not 
diversions are 
contemplated in subsec 
As, however, the words 
ns” are used in subsection 


specifica 


of at 





+ 





is fair to assume that it was the intent 
the two governments that the d 
mentioned and permitted in sub 


(b) are the temporary diversions indi 
section (a) and are for the pur} 
therein. Subsection (b) must be re 


and as a part of subsection (a) and it 
have been better to combine (a) ar 
in a single subsection. However, the r 
ing and intention seem clear. 

On the other hand, we have seen 
treaty of 1909 recognizes and provide 
further development, use, and diver 
boundary waters by special agreem 
tween the nations and that th 
ment relates to improvement of nai 
mmerce. It seems clear, the 
that the two nations can, by 
ment, ratified by Congress as 
States and by Porliament in behalf of C 


for such additional and 1 


two 


spec! 


to the T 





provide 


uses and works as mav he deemed 
in order to improve navigation and 
benefit of commerce, and to includ 


the production of power. I, theref 
clude that the plan and proposals c 

in article IX of the agreement can be 
carried into effect | 
through the agreement of 1941, when 1 

by concurrent resolutions of Congress 
Parliament. As expressed in article ID 
two countries intend to restudy Ni: 

to make future adjustments and agre¢ 
concerning the allocation and diver 
water, from the Niagara River, havi 

mind the preservation of the scenic | 

of the Falls. 

In construing any congressional act 
or international agreement, it is alv 
and proper to study the purposes ther« 
the reports of committees appointed t 
recommendations and suggest prov 
be placed therein. On the question of - 
mitted diversions of water from the N 
River above the Falls, it is well to c 
the known facts in respect to the prese: 
of water from the Niagara River abo. 
at the Falls, and the probable re: 
placing in article IX of the agreement 
vision which would permit an 
temporary or permanent diversion « 
side of the boundary of at least 5,0 
foot-seconds in addition to the div 
permitted in the treaty of 1909. 

Canada has brought into the wat 
by the Ogoki and Long Lac Rivers div: 
into Lake Superior 5,000 cubic foot- 
which, pursuant to understandings b¢ 
the two governments, would entitle C 
to use of such additional water by di' 
at Niagara Falls, for hydroelectric de' . 
ment. 

On the American side, we have seen t 
diversion of only 20,000 cubic foot-s« 
is allowed as against 36,000 on the C 
side. 

Diversions from Lake Michigan at C! 
have been limited by a decision of the U 
States Supreme Court to 1,500 cubic foot- 
seconds in addition to approximately 
cubic foot-seconds originally allow 
municipal water supply. Prior to the t 


tr11ti¢ alle 
stitutionally 


addit 


to 


of 1909, Chicago was claiming the rig! 
divert at least 10,000 cubic foot-see tor 
the purpose of sewage disposal wh r 
would outlet through the Illinois River into 
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PROTECTION OF WIDOWS AND CHILDREN 
OF DECEASED WORLD WAR NO. 1 VET- 
ERANS 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr 
unanimous consent fol 
ideration of Calendar 
ill 1744 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The bill will be stated by title for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Curer CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1744) 
to provide Government protection to 
and children of deceased World 
War veterans, reported with an amend- 
ment, 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, am I cor- 
rect in my understanding that the bill 
was favorably reported by unanimous 
vote of the committee? I believe that to 
pe true 

Mr. GEORGE 
Maine is correct. 

Mr. President, I wish to make a state- 
ment in explanation of my reason for 
bringing up the bill at this late hour. 
House bill 1744, as it came to the Senate, 
sought to give the benefits, substantially, 
that are contained in the amendment of 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
but the Senate Finance Committee, act- 
ing on the advice of the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration, for the purpose of bringing 
ibout simplicity and uniformity in the 
law, amended the House bill by striking 
out all after the enacting clause and pro- 
posing a substitute amendment. 

The Senate Finance Committee did one 
thing which was not recommended or 

uggested by the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion. The Veterans’ Administration in 
a proposed substitute bill had asked for 
the repeal of section 4 of Public Law No 
312 of the Seventy-eighth Congress. The 
Senate Finance Committee disagreed 
with that proposal, because we did not 
think it appropriate or proper to take 
away from the widows and children of 
veterans of World War No. 2 any bene- 
fits so recently granted them, and that 
that question, if it should be reconsidered, 
should be reconsidered on its merits in 
a separate bill. So the committee sub- 
stitute deals entirely with the widows and 
children of veterans of World War No. 1, 
all of Public Law No. 312 is pre- 
served, and it was necessary, in the sub- 
stitute, to repeat one or two provisions 
of Public Law 484 of the Seventy-third 
Congress. 

The House bill gave to the widow of 
a veteran of World War No. 1 without 

hildren $30. The substitute increased 
that amount to $35. The House bill gave 
to the widow with one child—with $4 
for each additional child—$38. The 
Senate committee increased that to $45. 
And the subsequent increases are in line. 
So that the Senate bill is slightly mors 
liberal to the widows and children of 
veterans of World War No. 1. 

It is estimated that the cost for the 
first year of the substitute offered by the 
Senate Finance Committee will be 
slightly over $37,000,000. As passed by 
the House, the bill would cost $32,000,- 
000 for the first year. The action taken 


President, I 
the present 
No. 


aSkK 
con- 


1315, House 


Widow 


The Senator from 


na 
alia 


by the Senate 


mous 


committee was unani- 
This is a service pension for the 
widows children of veterans of 
World War No. 1, without any change 
or modification of the privileges and 
benefits granted during this and the pre- 
ceding session of this Congress to widows 
and children of veterans of World 
War No. 2. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
1744) to provide Government protection 
to widows and children of deceased 
World War veterans, which had been 
reported with an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and to 
insert: 

That sect 
enty-third 


amended 


arn 
ail 


ion 1 of Public Law Ni 
Congress, June 28 
is hereby an.ended by 
(a) and (b) thereof 
stituting the following 

“Sec. 1. (a) The surviving widow, child, or 
children of any deceased person who served 
in World War No. 1 before November 12, 1918, 

r if the person was serving with the United 

tes military forces in Russia before April 

1920, and who was discharged or released 
rom active service under conditions other 
than dishonorable after having served 90 
days or more or for disability incurred in the 
service in line of duty, or who at time of 
death was receiving or entitled to receive 
compensation, pension, or retirement pay for 
service-connected disability, shall, upon filing 
application and such proofs in the Veterans’ 
Administration as the Administrator of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs may prescribe, be entitled to 
receive pension as provided by this act.” 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of Public Law No 
4814, Seventy-third Congress, as amended, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2. (a) That the monthly rates of 
pension shall be as follows: Widow but no 
child, $35; widow and one child, $45 (with 
$5 for each additional child); no widow but 
one child, $18; no widow but two children, 
$27 (equally divided); no widow but three 
children, $36 (equally divided), with $4 for 
each additional child (the total amount to be 
equally divided). 

“(b) The total pension payable under this 
section shall not exceed $74. Where such 
benefits would otherwise exceed $74, the 
amount of $74 may be apportioned as the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs may pre- 
scribe.” 

Sec. 3. That section 3 of Public Law No 
514, Seventy-fifth Congress, May 13, 1938, is 
hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. On and after the date of enact- 
ment of this act for the purpose of payment 
of compensation or pension under the laws 
administered by the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion, the term ‘widow of a World War No. 1 
veteran’ shall mean a woman who was mar- 

ed prior to the effective date of enactment of 
his amendment, or 10 or more years, to 

e person who served: Provided, That all 

riages shall be proven as valid marriages 
according to the law of the place where the 
parties resided at the time of marriage or 
the law of the place where the parties resided 
when the right to compensation or pension 
accrued: And provided further, That where 
the original date of marriage meets the statu- 
tory requirement and the parties were legally 
married at date of death of the veteran, the 
requirement of the statute as to date of mar- 
riage will be regarded as having been met. 
Compensation or pension shall not be allowed 
a widow who has remarried either once or 
more than once, and where compensation or 
pension is properly discontinued by reason of 


484, Sev- 
1934, as 
repealing 
and sub- 


subsections 
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remarriage it shall not thereafter be re 
menced. No compensation or pension 
be paid to a widow unless there was cont 
ous cohabitation with the person wh 
from the date of marriage to date of cé 
except where there was a separation w 
was due to the misconduct of or procur: 
the person who served, without the f 
the widow.” 

Sec. 4. This act shall be effective f: 
date of its approval: Provided, That n 
standing the repeal of subsections (a) 
(b) of section 1 of Public Law No 
Seventy-third Congress, as amended 
tained in section 1 of this act, claims 
wise payable for a period prior to the eff« 
date of this act may be ajudicated 
placed on the roll and the benefits of th 
Shall be applicable to such claims and 
claims now on the rolls 

Sec. 5. Except to the extent they may 
flict with the provisions of this act, the 
visions of Public Law No. 2, Seve 
1933, the Vet 
Regulations promulgated thereunde 
of Public Law No. 144, Seventy-« 
Congress, July 13, 1943, as now or he: 
amended, shall be applicable t 
ho compensation o! 
Shall be reduced or discontinued by 
enactment of this act 

Sec. 6. The widow, child, or children 
veteran who served in World War No. 2 
death is not due to service therein, bu 
at the time of death was receiving or er 
to receive pension, compensation, or r 
ment pay for disability incurred in 
service, or who, having served at lea 
days during such war period or hav 
discharged for disability incurred in 
duty durigg such dies or has 
from a dis®ase or disability not service 
nected and at the time of death had ; 
ability due to such service for which pe 
would be payable if 10 percent or m 
degree, shall be entitled to pension 
amounts and otherwise subject to the 
ditions of Public Law No. 484, as 
ed: Provided, That for the purposes 
section the definition of the terms ‘‘v 
“widow,” “child or children” shall be 
applicable to World War No. 2 as p 
in Public Law No. 2, Seventy-third ¢ 
gress, as now or hereafter amended: A? 
vided further, That section 4, Public 
No, 312, Seventy-eighth Congress, is 
amended accordingly. 


» thi 


service, 


ii 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered tu b 
grossed and the bill to be read a t! 

time. 

The bill, H. R. 1744, was read the t! 
time and passed. 

The title was amended So &as to r¢ 
“A bill to provide Government pr 
tion to widows and children of d 
World War I veterans, and for other 
poses.” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 
ask unanimous consent that the re 
which accompanied the bill which 
just been passed be printed in the R: 
at this point. 

There being no objection, the r« 
(No. 1297) was ordered to be printed 
the Recorp, as follows: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom ' 
referred the bill (H. R. 1744) to provide G 
ernment protection to widows and chi 
of deceased World War No. 1 veterans 
ing considered the same, report fav 
thereon with amendments and recomn 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

1. Amend the title of the bill to read: 

“A bill to provide Government protect! 
to widows and children of deceased W 
War No. 1 veterans, and for other purpo 





<i by the person who served, v 
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yf section 1 of Public I No. 484 
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section 1 of this act, claims other- 
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the exte1 


to wu 


the pre 


may be 
recommended that 
Veterans’ Admini 
section 4 of Publ 


iat H. R. 1744 w 
i rovided thereun 
the dependents of approximately 163,300 
ceased World War No. 1 veterans wl 
iol ervice penzion : were n 1 ) service at a cos 
of World War No. 1 veterans 
d rates now payable under 
ded by section 2, Public 


y-eighth Congress, approved 


ximately $63,917,000 
ld make elizible 
r, the dependent 


0 deceased World 
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nded, are made applicable to benefi 


y ( ( e mis pro- tute } ‘ ae eases nav provided under Public Law 484, Seventy-third 
( e vete it fault of he ' ene f ae nd (b) « t ¢ Congress, as amended, but to insure appli 

\ I ' ( t comp tiot he rn tic d tion of such provisions, section 5 of the sub- 
n stitute bill contains the provision that except 
} é rx to the extent they may conflict with the pro- 
\ p ed legislation the provisions ol Publ 

by! f Law 2, Seventy-third Congré March 2 

be ed 1933, and the Veterans Regulations as nov\ 
“w or hereafter amended, and of Public Lav 


144, Seventy-eighth Congress, July 13, 1943 


] hall be applicable thereto. It also provides 
I that no compensation or pension shall be 


reduced or discontinued by the enactment 
of the proposed legislation. H. R. 1744 con 
tains no such provisions 





2 Section 6 of the sub tute bill would re- 
( V a as 
oi peal section 4 of Public Law 312, Seventy- 


eighth Congress, extending the benefits « 
Public Law 484, Seventy-third Congress, 

amended, to widows and children of veterat 
of World War No. 2, but contains a savil 
provision as to claims based on World War 
No. 2 service which have been adjudicated 
and allowed uz 
rior to the effective date 


he proposed legislation 








+ 





, - rpor p: EXECUTIVE SESSION 
( € } 
, he veteran’s deat] The proposed substi- : 4 
\ 1 woul 1t service pension to certain | ™* . ricgperaedie oa “ ee a -~ *- | Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate 
} " % ‘ ‘ +i7) 4 > tag tute bill roviaes at the act shall ; i- 7 7 
Civil War widows not entitled to service pen- | PU eee eee one ee > ve © | proceed to the consideration of execu- 


sions under existing laws because of the de- fective from the date of its approval with 
limiting marriage date of June 27,1905. Pen- a proviso that notwithstanding the repeal 
f ‘ provided in the substitute bill of subsections (a) and (b) of section 1 of 
\ ws who were married “more than 1 | Public Law 484, Seventy-third Congress, as 


{ 1 
year prior to date of enactment of this | amended, contained in section 1 of the pro- 


tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. 
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EXEC U TI V E MESSAGES REI ERRED 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate executive 
messages from the President of the 
United States, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 

ominations were submitted: 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

Aloysius J. Connor, of New Hampshire, to 
be United States district Judge for the dis- 
trict of New Hampshire, vice George F. Morris, 
retired. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Capt. Frederick W. McMahon, United States 
Navy, to be a commodore in the Navy, for 
temporary service, to continue while serving 
as chief of staff and aide to Commander, 
Air Force, United States Pacific Fleet; and 

Capt. Howard B. Mecleary, United States 
Navy, retired, to be a commodore in the Navy, 
on the retired list, for temporary service, to 
continue while serving as commanding offi- 
cer, United States naval advance base, Espi- 
ritu Santo. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. If there be no further reports of 
committees, the clerk will state the nom- 
inations on the calendar. 


THE ARMY—NOMINATIONS PASSED OVER 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army, which 
nominations had been previously passed 
over. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs will meet 
in the morning to consider all Army 
nominations. In view of that fact, I ask 
that these nominations be passed over. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the Army 
nominations will be passed over. 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 


The legislative clerk proceeded to rea 
sundry nominations in the United States 
Public Health Service. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
in the Public Health Service be con- 
firmed en bloc. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the nomina- 
tions in the United States Public Health 
Service are confirmed en bloc. 


POSTMASTER—NOMINATION REPORTED 
ADVERSELY 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Rachel Elgiva McCracken to be 
postmaster at Galt, Mo., which had been 
reported adversely. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The question is, Will the Senate 
advise and consent to this nomination? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there is on 
the calendar one unfavorable report on a 
postmaster nomination. I understood 
that it was a matter in which the junior 
Senator from Missouri (Mr. TRUMAN] 
was interested, and that the request was 
to be made that the nomination be 
passed over until his return. 





CONGRESS 





Mr. HILL. Mr. President, let me say | 
to the distinguished Senator from Maine 
that the Senator from Missouri wishes 
that the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads be 
sustained by the Senate. Unless there 
ls objJectlon—— 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I shall 
have to object to the consideration of the 
nomination at this time. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nomination 
be passed over. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the nomina- 
tion will be passed over. 

POSTMASTERS—FAVORABLF REPORTS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters 
which had been favorably reported. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask that 
the nominations of postmasters which 
have been favorably reported be con- 


firmed en bloc. 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the postmas- 
ter nominations favorably reported are 
confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the President be 
immediately notified of all nominations 
confirmed today. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the President 
will be notified forthwith. 


RECESS 


I move that the 
until 12 o'clock 


Mr. HILL. 
take a recess 
tomorrow 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Tuesday, 
December 5, 1944, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


Senate 
noon, 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate December 4 (legislative day of 
November 21), 1944: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

Joseph C. Grew, of New Hampshire, to be 
Under Secretary of State. 

Nelson A. Rockefeller, of New York, to be 
an Assistant Secretary of State 

W. L. Clayton, of Texas, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of State. 

Archibald MacLeish, of Virginia, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of State. 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

James Hugh Keeley, Jr., of California, now 
a Foreign Service officer of class 1 and a sec- 
retary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also 


a consul general of the United States of 
America. 
William E. DeCourcy, of Texas, now a For- 


eign Service officer of class 2 and a secretary 
in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a consul 
general of the United States of America. 

Hartwell Johnson, of South Carolina, now 
a Foreign Service officer of class 7 and a secre- 
tary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul of the United States of America. 

Harry M. Donaldson, of Pennsylvania, now 
a Foreign Service officer of class 7 and a sec- 
retary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also 
a@ consul of the United States of America. 

The following-named persons, now Foreign 
Service officers of class 3 and secretaries in 
the Diplomatic Service, to be also consuls 
general of the United States of America: 

Albert M. Doyle, of Michigan. 

Paul P. Steintorf, of Virginia. 


IONAL RECORD—SENATE 





=e 
Oivod 

The following-named perso now Foreign 
Service officers of class 4 and secretaries in the 
Diplomatic Service, to be also consuls gen- 
eral of the United States of Amer 

Lewis Clark, of Alabama 

William M. Gwynn, of California 

Paul C. Squire, of Massachusetts 

James R. Wilkinson, of Wisconsin 

The following-named persons to be For- 
eig Classif e con- 
suls arie the Diplo- 
mati e Un i States of 
America 

A of Utah 

J of North Ca a 

R ior f Washingt now a 
Fore hi of class 7 l a secre- 
tary the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul of the United States of America. 


COMPTROLLER OF CUSTOMS 
Charles F. Murphy, of Jamaica Plain 
to be comptroller of customs 
lection district No. 4 


Ma ey 
in customs col- 


with headquarters at 


Boston, Mass., to fill an existing vacancy 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 
Victor Russell, of Port Arthur, Tex., to be 
collector of customs for customs collection 
district No. 21, with headquarters at Port 


Arthur, Tex. (Reappointment.) 


RESISTER OF LAND OFFICE 


Mrs. Grace Gavin Lewis, of Oregon, to be 
register of the land office at The Dalles 
Oreg., vice William F. Jackson, resigned 


OAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 
Wing-named employees < 


sodetic Survey to the positi 





Villiam B. Page to be junior hydrographic 
and gecdetic engineer with rank of lieutenant 
grade) in the Coast and Geodetic 

urvey from the 10th day of September 1944 
Porter be junior hydrographic 
and geodetic engineer with rank of lieutenant 


(junior 
S 
s 
to 








(junior grade) in the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey from the lst day of October 1944 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
To be first lieutenant with rank from 
December 11, 1944 

Second I Kenneth Oswald Due, Quarter- 
r ter ¢€ s (temporary captain), su ject 
to examination required by lav 

MEDICAL CORPS 
To be ma ; 

Capt. Joseph Sibley Cir Medical C€ 
(temporary lieutenant colonel W 
from December 6, 1944 

Capt. Richard Howard Eckl! M 
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank f 1 
December 10, 1944 

Capt. John Mars Caldwell, Jr Me 

rps (temporary colonel), with rank n 

alee Ward, M l 
el with k fr 
Lodmell, Med C 
t el) Ww l v 
44 

Capt. Lester Paul Veigel, Mec 1 ¢ 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with ri 
from December 10, 1944 

Capt. George Lewis Beatty, Mec 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with 
from December 10, 1944 

Capt. Harold Irvin Amory, Medical ¢ 
(temporary colonel), with rank from I 
ber 10, 1944. 

Capt. John Albert Egan, Medical Cor; 
(temporary lieutenant colonel), with ! 
from December 10, 1944. 

Capt. George Gustavo Guiteras, Med 
Corps (temporary lieutenant colonel with 
rank from December 10, 1944, 












































ol.) Wiillis 


Army (tel! 


Timm 


ccember 25, 1944 


CONFIRMATIONS 


ve nominations confirmed by 
nate December 4 (egislative day 
of November 21), 1944: 


Unitep States PusLic HEALTH SERVICE 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS 


REGULAR CORPS 


IN THE 
assistant surgeon 
oath of ¢ 
i F. Corpe 
B. Widmer 
nporary passed assistant 
j dates indicated 
Rosanoff, October 1 
Bradley November l, 


fective 


1944 


nporary surgeons, effective dates 


indicated 
1 M. Sennott, October 1 
Hesbacher, Nx 
S. Baum, 


1944 
vember 1, 1944. 
November 1, 1944 
nporary senior 
Novemobe 
John D, Lane, Jt 
Robert K. Maddock 
Charles R. Mallary 


CCLILVE 


surgeons, ¢ 
1, 1944 


itary engineer direciors 
dates indicated 
Frank R. Shaw, December 18, 1944 
Howard N. Old, December 15, 1944 


effective 


To be dental surgeons, effective 


pf A 
indicated 


Robert H. Moore, November 16, 1944 
Frank E. Law, December 24, 1944 


To be 


dates 


senior dental surgeons, 
December 1, 1944 

Frederick W. Harper 

Pendleton J Slaughter 


effectin 


POSTMASTERS 
MISSOURI 

Everett L. Griffin, Aldrich. 
Clara M. Moore, Avondale. 
Katherine E. Feldmann, Baldwin, 
Nellie Hamilton, Berkeley. 
Edna Walters, Brownington. 
Wade H. Manning, Chula. 
Julia S. Dodge, Commerce. 
James D. Eikins, Dixon 
Melvin D. Hammons, Dunnegan. 
John S. Vickers, Ewing 
Mellie E. Coffee, Fairview 
Chester Alan Platt, Jefferson City. 
Josephine B. Diggs, Jonesburg. 
Myron G. Mann, Kidder 
Alice F. Paddack, Kingsville 
Garnet Chappell, Louisiana. 
Mabel E. Trosper, Ludlow. 
Juanita R. Gross, Maryland Heights. 


ies, 
AOTTiSViue 


ison, Patterson, 


ol Ae 
r, Queen City 
layton, Raymondville. 
Revere 
irk City. 


on, St 


Knowlton, Rexford. 
OKLAHOMA 
k, South Coffeyville. 
OREGON 
rice I. Scoggins, Arlington 
Bradley, Aumsville. 
. Petersen, Lapine 
Sandford, North Plains. 
ine Bounds, Ordnance. 
irieve, Prospect 
Hendricks, Seneca. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
bert R. Du Rant, Jr., Manning 
Jackson L. Flake, Swansea 
catherine M. Ward, Wampee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monpay, DECEMBER 4, 19-44 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Come, Holy Spirit, deavenly Dove; lift 
us above all strife and give us Thy peace 
within. We pray that we may not be 
victims of paralyzing fear and awkward- 
ness; in Thy light may we see light, and 
in Thy love may we breathe hope. Infuse 
our spirits with sound wisdom to meet the 
emergencies which may confront us with 
mental and spiritual firmness which sig- 
nify the secret of strength and courage. 

O peace of God, mighty as the power 
which hides in the birth of the morning, 
come and dwell among the nations lest 
they be severed and destroyed. Grant 
that our citizens may understand fully 
that the healthiest life for our Republic 
is the life of service. Persuade us that 
if we are to preserve our own spiritual 
growth we must bring vigor and grace 
to others. In integrity of soul, in calm- 
ness of a conquering faith, help us to 
sacrifice and labor on until the light of 
peace breaks from the eternal hills. Help 
us to lift up the feeble hands that hang 
down and strengthen the tottering feet 
which are going the wey of this scarred 
earth. Deliver our hearts from the bonds 
of selfishness and enable us to yield our- 
selves to the Son of Man who inscribes 
on His mind and heart the names of His 
children everywhere. In Thy holy name. 
Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 


Friday, December 1, 1944, was read and 
approved, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution of the following title, in which 
the concurrence of the House is re- 
quested: 

S. Con. Res. 56. Joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the acceptance of a bust of Hon. Cordell 
Kull, former Secretary of State. 

> also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to the 
bill (H. R. 3732) entitled “An act to re- 
peal the prohibition against the filling of 
a vacancy in the office of district judge 
in the district of New Jersey”; disagreed 
to by the House; agrees to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
appoints Mr. HAtcH, Mr. CHANDLER, and 
Mr. DANAHER to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


RESIGNATION OF MEMBER 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication, which 
was read: 

WASHINGTON, D. C.., 
December 3, 1944. 
Speaker SAM RAYBURN, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C 

DEAR SPEAKER RAYBURN: I have transmitted 
to the Governor of Tennessee my resignation 
as a Member of the Seventy-eighth Congress, 
effective Monday, December 4. This action 
will not affect my membership in the Sev- 
enty-ninth Congress to which I have been 
duly elected and in which I expect to serve 

A copy of my letter to Governor Cooper is 
attached hereto. 

Sincerely yours, 
ALBERT GORE, 
Member of Congress. 


ACCEPTANCE OF BUST OF HON. CORDELL 
HULL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
COoPER ]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, on behalf 
of the entire Tennessee delegation in the 
House of Representatives, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's 
desk Senate Concurrent Resolution 56 for 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
resentatives concurring), That the Joint 
Committee on the Library is hereby author- 
ized and directed to accept, on behalf of the 
Congress of the United States, a bust of Hon. 
Cordell Hull, Secretary of State, formerly a 
Member of the House of Representatives and 
of the United States Senate from the State 
of Tennessee, presented by the Cumberland 
(Md.) Evening and Sunday Times, and to 
cause such bust, executed by George Conlon, 
sculptor, to be placed in a suitable location 
in the United States Capitol. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE 
UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE 
ACADEMY 


Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to file for printing in the 











1944 


Reccrp at this point the report of the 
Board of Visitors to the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy, Kings Point, 
N. Y., consisting of Members of the Sen- 
ate and House. The meeting was held 
September 30, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

The document referred to follows: 


ReporT OF THE BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE 
UnITep STATES MERCHANT MARINE ACADEMY, 
Krncs PoIntT, N. Y., SEPTEMBER 30, 1944 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER OF THE House or REPRESENTA- 

TIVES. 

GENTLEMEN: Pursuant to Public Law 301, 
Seventy-eighth Congress, chapter 194, second 
session, approved May 11, 1944, the following 
Senators and Members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives were designated to constitute the 
1944 Board of Visitors to the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy: 


SENATORS 


By Committee on Commerce: Josian W. 
Batrtey, of North Carolina (ex officio); Grorcs 
L. RADCLIFFE, of Maryland; Harotp H. Bur- 
ton, of Ohio. 

By the Vice President: James M. TUNNELL, 
of Delaware. 

MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


By the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 

Committee: ScHuyLer O. BLAND, First Con- 
ressional District of Virginia (ex officio); 

Epwanp J. Hart, Fourteenth Congressional 
District of New Jersey; Rosert RAMSPECK, 
Fifth Congressional District of Georgia; 
RIcHARD J. WELCH, Fifth Congressional Dis- 

ic of California. 

By the Speaker of the House: Evucene J. 
Kreocnu, Ninth Congressional District of New 
York; GorpdON CANFIELD, Eighth Congressional 
District of New Jersey; Representative DANIEL 
ELLISON, Fourth Congressional District of 
Maryland, was later appointed in plgce of Mr. 
RicHarp J. WELCH, Of California, who was 
unable to attend. 

The Board of Visitors to the United States 
Merchant Marine Academy assembled at 
Wiley Hail at 10 a. m., Friday, September 29, 
1944, where the members were received by 
the Superintendent of the Merchant Marine 
Academy, Capt. Giles C. Stedman, United 
States Naval Reserve, and his staff. 

The following members of the Board were 
present at the first and later meetings: Sen- 
ator Georce L. Rapcuirre, Senator Haroip H. 
Burton, Representative ScHvuYLER O. BLAND, 
tepresentative RoBERT RAMSPECK, Represent- 
ative Eucrne J. Keocnu, Representative Gorpon 
CANFIELD, and Representative DANIEL ELLISON, 


FIRST MEETING OF THE BOARD OF VISITORS 


After being conducted to the conference 
oom, Representative ScHUYLER O. BLAND took 
he chair as temporary chairman for the pur- 
pose of organization. 

The Board elected Representative SCHUYLER 
O. BLAND as chairman, and designated Lt. 
Comdr. William W. MacKenzie, United States 
Naval Reserve, as secretary, and Lt. Comdr. 
William L. Bull, United States Maritime Serv- 
aS assistant secretary. 

When, at the request of the chairman, the 
Sup:rintendent and his staff joined the Board 
v 
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n conference, the Superintendent was in- 
ited to make such reports on the state of 
the academy as he deemed pertinent and 
proper to bring to the Board's attention. In 
response to this invitation, the Superintend- 
ent, Capt. Giles C. Stedman, United States 
Naval Reserve, presented the following re- 
port: 

“Gentlemen, it is a pleasure to welcome the 
first Congressional Board of Visitors to the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy. 











“The entire academy personnel is sincerely 
gratified by this visit, and appreciates the 
important function of your board in better 
enabling us to accomplish the mission of 
this national institution. 

“We are well aware that the performance of 
this additional duty during these arduous 
days calls for considerable sacrifice for each 
of you. But we firmly believe that this gen- 
erous donation of your time and effort will 
be compensated for by the realization that 
you will have rendered a valuable service to 
the academy and to the Nation's growing 
maritime strength. 

“Part I. Introduction to background and 

establishment of cadet corps 

“The passage by the Congress of the Mer- 
chant Marine Act of 1936, as amended, gave 
distinct impetus to the Federal training of 
officers for the United States merchant 
marine by providing for the establishment 
of the United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps. 

“The United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps was Officially organized by the United 
States Maritime Commission, in the spring 
of 1938. In order to prepare a comprehen- 
sive training program an exhaustive study 
was first made of all foreign systems of mer- 
chant marine officer training. For many 
years England, Italy, Germany, Japan, Hol- 
land, Norway, Sweden, FPrance, and Denmark 
had well-established training programs. Ac- 
cordingly, a comprehensive analysis was 
made of the best points of each system of 
training. With this background, and with 
the assistance of the keenest minds among 
American shipping officials and merchant 
marine officers, the Maritime Commission in- 
augurated and developed the United States 
Merchant Marine Cadet Corps, the Nation's 
first Federal system for training officers for 
the merchant marine. 

“The cadet corps had its inception when 
the 99 cadets who were aboard Government- 
owned or subsidized vessels were placed un- 
der the direct supervision of the Maritime 
Commission on March 15, 1938 Early in 
1939, national competitive examinations for 
the appointment to cadetships were inaugu- 
rated, and for the first time in the history of 
this Nation an opportunity was presented to 
qualified young Americans of every State in 
the Union to receive training for a career in 
the United States merchant marine 

“Lacking its own facilities ashore, the new- 
ly established cadet corps necessarily had ‘to 
share the quarters of certain other training 
institutions, such as the Admiral Billard 
Academy at New London, the New York S‘ate 
Maritime Academy at Fort Schuyler, N. Y., 
the United States navy yard at Algiers, La., 
and a United States Navy base in San Fran- 
cisco. Although at that early date the total 
complement of the cadet corps was low, the 
course of study was comprehensive, based on 
a 4-year curriculum 

“The growing international tension and 
subsequently declaration of war suspended 
the 4-year course, and compelled the adop- 
tion of a shortened period of training. Con- 
current with the increasing strength of 
the cadet corps, two basic schools were 
established, one at San Mateo, Calif., the 
other ass Christian, Miss. By the end 
of 1941, the rapidly increasing strength of 
the cadet corps made clear the urgent need 
for the establishment of an adequate acad- 
emy on the Atlantic coast to furnish both 
basic and advanced training. Accordingly, 
thorough investigation was made to locate 
@ suitable site for the new academy. Final 
selection indicated that the Walter P. 
Chrysler estate of 11 acres, at Kings Point, 
N. Y., was the most appropriate location, 
and in December 1941, its purchase for $100,- 
000 was consummated by the United States 
Maritime Commission. Plans were at once 
developed to adopt this estate for use in 
building the first Federal Merchant Marine 
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Academy which wou!d furnish officer train- 
ing to the young men of all States 








“Part II. Planning, establishment, and c 
struction of United s i } t 
Marine Academ 
“The newly acquired Chrysler property i 

residence were occupied early in 1942, and 

insti ucti l a \ Y Was commenced A 

the same time, broad pians ere deve i 

at the United States Merchant Marine Cac 

Corps headquarters in Wa gton for t 

final design f the acader Ar é 

cadet corps officials, prominent merchar 

fi tors jointly ¢ - 
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time complement < 1,2 cadet-midship- 
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during the we t would be necessary ) 
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Final design having bee es hed ‘ 

unique problem presented itse wing to 

the need of continu il training activ 

at the n that the buuiders pro- 

ceeded with construction of e new build- 

ings Further, the enr rent was con- 
stantly increasing, and to accommodate the 


cadet-midshipmen it was 1 





a l oniy 
to occupy fully all existing buildings on 
the grounds, but temporary C. C. barracks 
as well, erected for the purpose Owing to 
the critical shortage of steel, re reed con- 
crete was used for the basic con uction of 
the new buildings Record prcg-e Ww 
made in the entire constructional program 

“At the termiration of the construc 1 
period of approximately 15 months the acad- 
emy was substantially complete d - 
cordingly was officially dedicated on S:op- 
tember 30, 1943. At this date the a ny 
had entered upon its full-scale instru al 
program. The cadet corps at that time hed 
a total strength of 7,514 cadet-midshipmen 
of whom 1,094 were undergoing basic train- 
ing at the acedemy and the two ba schools 


on the Pacific and Gulf coasts; 2,200 were 
undergoing advaz i training at > acad- 
emy, and the remainder me 4,22 were in 
an intermediate period of trai z at sea 
aboard rumerous merchants vessels voyag- 
ing to all parts of the world 
“Part Ill. Broad re r¢ t cort 
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ining aboard varied merchant 
centralized control is difficult. Ac- 
cordingly a novel method of supervising their 
study is in force. District cadet-midship- 
men supervisors and instructors are stationed 
in New York, Baltimore, New Orleans, the 
Canal Zone, Los Angeles, San Francisco, and 
Seattle. These officers visit vessels which are 
ogress made 
them 
corps 
guided plan of self-study for 
e cadet-midshipman at sea, called a sea 
project outlines for the 
idshipman the essential points of 
e on board his ship, to which at- 
ntion must be directed during his study. 
This comprehensive manual has been so de- 
signed thet for all cadet-midshipmen un- 
dergoing deck training, only two individual 
types of projects are necessary: one for cargo 
ships, and one for tanker: For cadet-mid- 
Fhipmen in engineering training, two proj- 
suff one for steam, and one for 
Diesel vessels. Cadet-midshipmen are at sea 
for an over-all period of 6 to 9 months, de- 
pending on duration of voyages. During this 
time they make sketches, prepare drawings, 
and write answers to hundreds of questions. 
These questions pertain to the construction, 
equipment, operation of their vessels, and 
other professional subjects. Upon termina- 
tion of their sea training, cadet-midship- 
men must have their projects completed 
They then report to district supervisors for 
assignment to the academy. 

‘To summarize academic training at Kings 
Point, the course now consists of 36 weeks’ 
advanced work, and will be expanded to 52 
weeks on October 1, 1944. Deck and engine 
cadet-midshipmen take separate courses of 
study, although both study naval science and 
shipping economics. The chief subjects 
studied by deck cadet-midshipmen include 
navigation, seamanship and cargo, ship con- 
struction, mechanical drawing, and meteor- 
ology. Engineer cadet-midshipmen have as 
major Courses the study of steam engineering, 
Diesel engineering, refrigeration, electrical 
engineering, ship construction, and engineer- 
ing drawing 

“Teaching is chiefly done by the lecture- 
demonstration method. Lectures are supple- 
mented by pertinent laboratory and practical 
work. Extensive use is made of educational 
motion pictures, slide films, charts, models, 
specimens of equipment, and other visual 
aids 

“Instructors are guided uniformly through- 
out their respective courses by lesson plans 
developed by officers of the cadet corps. 
These lesson plans show detailed content of 
each lesson, and when used in conjunction 
with an instructor's guidebook, insure that all 
courses are taught in accordance with a 
standard plan 

“Academic control is exercised chiefly by 
an academic board, which maintains high 
scholastic standards, and an effective method 
of detecting cadet-midshipmen who are 
unable to measure up to the high standard 
required by the Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps 

“While cadet-midshipmen pursue a rigorous 
course of study, there are extensive provisions 
made for extracurricular and recreational ac- 
tivities An extensive athletic program is 
under way, using all available facilities for 
the physical conditioning and recreation of 
cadet-midshipmen, The academy also pos- 
sesses an auditorium, recreation rooms, and a 
library which contains a collection of books 
on appropriate technical and general subjects. 

“At the completion of courses, graduates are 
examined for their original merchant-marine 
licenses as third mates, or third assistant 
engineers, for service in any ship in the 
United States merchant marine. Graduates 
also receive diplomas and commissions as en- 
signs in the United States Naval Reserve and 
United States maritime service. About 5,000 
have graduated from the cadet corps and its 
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academy since 1938. Of this number 30 per- 
cent, or about 1,500, are on active duty as 
officers in the Navy; the remaining 3,500 are 
serving as officers in merchant vessels. 
“Part IV. Grounds, buildings, and equipment 

“The academy, now totaling 60 acres, is 
situated at Kings Point, Long Island, N. Y. 
New construction completed since acquisition 
of the Chrysler estate includes buildings suit- 
able for their respective purposes which are 
all named in honor of persons who were 
prominent’ in the history of the merchant 
marine Major buildings include seven 
dormitories for cadet-midshipmen, a large 
mess hall, a drill hall, a hospital, and aca- 
demic buildings for deck and engine training. 
These are supplemented by necessary service 
buildings 

“The success of a training program depends 
to a certain degree on available instructional 
equipment. The academy is fortunate in 
having secured a great deal of marine equip- 
ment from the Navy and from the United 
States Maritime Commission. For deck 
training, navigational instruments and aids 
are available, including a most up-to-date 
Sperry gyrocompass laboratory. A full-sized 
set of ship’s cargo masts, winches, and 
booms is installed near the water front for 
practical instruction in cargo handling. In- 
struction in seamanship is supplemented by 
numerous small boats and latest designs of 
lifeboat davits and life rafts. There are also 
based at the academy, sail-, steam-, and 
Diesel-propelled training vessels, in which 
cadet midshipmen make short cruises as 
part of their practical training. Engineer- 
ing laboratory equipment includes a marine 
steam power plant which generates steam 
from two marine boilers. This steam is used 
for heating the entire academy, as well as 
for operating instructional equipment. A 
varied selection of steam engines, pumps, and 
auxiliaries, as well as Diesel engines, elec- 
trical equipment, and shop tools is available 
for actual operation and practical training. 
The department of naval science has not only 
a wide variety of representative guns, loading 
machines, specimen mines, and paravanes, 
but also has numerous instructional models 
and aids for classroom use. 


“Part V. Operation of academy 


“The United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps is a division of the training organiza- 
tion of the War Shipping Administration. 
This organization has jurisdiction over the 
training of officers and seamen for the dura- 
tion of the war. The cadet corps operates 
under the direction of a supervisor whose 
office and staff are located in Washington, 
D. C. The academy, the largest unit of the 
United States Merchant Marine Cadet Corps, 
is headed by a superintendent. Next in the 
chain of command is the commandant of 


cadet midshipmen, assisted by the executive . 


and administrative officers, and the secretary 
of the academic board, who supervise all aca- 
demic and service departments necessary to 
the operation of the academy. 


“The academy at Kings Point and the cadet 
basic schools at San Mateo and Pass Chris- 
tian are operated on a military basis, with 
discipline on the same plane as that at other 
service academies. Cadet-midshipmen of the 
cadet corps are appointed midshipmen in 
the United States Naval Reserve, in an inac- 
tive status. Officers and instructors are as- 
signed to cadet corps units jointly by the 
United States Maritime Service and the 
United States Navy. The Navy has been most 
cooperative in every respect in assisting in 
the operation of the academy and other cadet 
corps units. 

“More than 90 percent of our instructors 
are merchant marine officers, approximately 
one-half of whom are on active duty as mem- 
bers of the United States Naval Reserve. 
They have been assigned to the academy by 
the Navy Department. The remainder are 
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commissioned cfficers of the United States 
Maritime Service. Our subordinate adminis- 
trative complement consists of enlisted per- 
sonnel of the United States Maritime Service 
and civil-service employees. 


“Part VI. Accomplishments and aims 


“Thus the establishment and growth of the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy has 
been outlined. Built at a cost of $7,300,000, 
less than the cost of a single modern de- 
stroyer, there now exists the first Federal 
academy for training merchant marine of- 
ficers, operating on a parallel with the Naval 
Academy, Military Academy, and Coast Guard 
Academy for the equally important Amer- 
ican merchant marine. 

“The cadet corps as of this date has already 
graduated 5,000 officers, many of whom have 
since risen to positions of master and chief 
engineer aboard vessels of the United States 
merchant marine. Of growing importance, 
however, is the post-war function of the 
cadet corps and its academy. It is expected 
that graduates, having been trained under 
the highest possible standards, will take the 
initiative in safeguarding the interests and 
well-being of the United States merchant 
marine in years to come, and thus play a 
key role in the national welfare. 

“Highly desirable is the prompt return to 
a 4-year course, consisting of 9 months’ basic 
training, 12 to 15 months aboard ships, and 
2 years advanced study at the academy. Also 
highly desirable is the return to national 
competitive examinations for appointment as 
cadet-midshipmen in the United States Mer- 
chant Marine Cadet Corps. 

“It may be of interest to note here that 
the 5!4-year-merchant marine officer train- 
ing course of Russia was reduced to only 
4\4 years during the existing war. In the 
opinion of not a few interested in the fu- 
ture of the American merchant marine, the 
reduction of the cadet corps’ 4-year course 
to 1% years was indeed drastic, and action 
to return to 4 years should be taken at the 
earliest practicable date. 


“Conclusion 


“In conclusion, may I again assure you that 
you are most welcome. I thank you for 
your kind interest and attention. The en- 
tire staff of the United States Merchant Ma- 
rine Academy offers you its full cooperation, 
and stands ready to assist you in every way 
possible during your visit.” 

Upon the conclusion of this report the 
chairman threw the meeting open to ques- 
tions by members of the Board, some of whom 
were not familiar with the organization of 
the United States Merchant Marine Cadet 
Corps and Academy. Their questions were 
answered by the superintendent and his 
staff. 

At this time, Capt. James Harvey Tomb 
United States Navy (retired), the first Super- 
intendent of the United States Merchant Ma- 
rine Academy, was presented to the Board. 

In order to thoroughly acquaint the mem- 
bers of the Board with the academic pro- 
gram of the academy, each member was given 
a folio containing the following enclosures, 
the purpose of each being briefly outlined by 
Commander Harold V. Nerney, United States 
Naval Reserve, executive officer of the 
academy: 

1. Information booklet of the United States 
Merchant Marine Cadet Corps. 

2. Information booklet for ship’s officers 
and shore officials of steamship companies. 

3. Regulations and instructions of the 
United States Merchant Marine Cadet Corps 

4. (a) Registration as of September 1, 1944, 
showing distribution and quota by States. 

(b) Home States of cadet-midshipmen In 
training as of September 1, 1944. 

(c) Typical daily “strength” report of the 
United States Merchant Marine Academy. 

5. (a) United States Merchant Marine Ca- 
det Corps roster of officers, September 1, 1944. 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
RANKIN Mr. Speaker, I ask 
nimous consent to extend my re- 
in the RecorD in two instances; 
to include a statement made by 
Marvin Jones, War Food 
before the cotton con- 
Senate Office Building this 
m , and in the other, a statement 
the Honora Claude R. Wickard, 


of Agriculture, before that 
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The SPEAKER. I 


there objection to 


request of the gentleman from Mis- 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ent to extend my 
marks in the Recorp and include 
dre delivered by Hon. 
Proctor, Governor-elect of 
Mr. | Vermont 
The SPEAKER 
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PERMISSION TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF 
THE HOUSE 

MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
l consent that the Select Com- 
mittee to Investigate the Indian Condi- 
tions of America be permitted co sit today 
durin ion of the House, and any 
other times it may be required to do so 
during the week. 

The SPEAKER 
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he Chair cannot en- 

request. The policy has 

n adopted that that consent is not 

nted to committees while bills are 
read for amendment in the House. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
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Speaker, ask 
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I 
extend my 
irks in the RecorpD and include an ar- 


le entitled “Legislative 
ident Hoover.” 
from The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
» request of the gentleman from Iowa? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. ak- 
er, I unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp and include a 
resolution adopted by the Farm Bureau 
of Nebraska. 
The SPEAKER. 
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Is there objection to 
request of the gentleman from Ne- 
ka? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
amend- | sneaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the REcorp and in- 
clude a radio address delivered by me 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
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Bailt 


the 


b? 
imed by th 1 


‘Ommiuttee 
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icting clause 
t no duty shal 
le under 


the en 
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entered, or with 


for consumption, There was no objection, 
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Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RecorpD and include a brief 
newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I am 
informed that the Resident Commis- 
sioner of the Philippines, Brigadier Gen- 
eral ROMULO, will be in the United State 
within a few days, and I have been ri 
quested to obtain consent for him to ad- 
dress the House on December 7. Conse 
quently, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimou 
consent that the Resident Commissione: 
of the Philippines be permitted to ad 
dress the House on Thursday, Decembe1 
7, for 20 minutes before the legislativ 
program of the day, and that this re 
quest not be considered as a precedent by 
the Members. In view of the fact that 
the distinguished Resident Commission¢ 
of the Philippines has just returned from 
Leyte, and will have an important m¢ 
sage from the front lines on the liber: 
tion of the Philippines, I ask that th 
request be granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believe 
that under the circumstances a requ 
like that should be entertained I 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I< 
unanimous consent to extend my remark 
in the REcorD and include two news item 
relating to Dr. Joseph L. Thorning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t: 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

THE CONSENT CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Cal 
endar day. The Clerk will call the fil 
bill on the Consent Calendar. 

TO EXPEDITE THE PAYMENT FOR LANI 
ACQUIRED DURING THE WAR PERIOD 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 919) t 

expedite the payment for land acquired 

during the war period. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
in view of the fact that a rule has be 
granted on this bill for consideration 
later in the week, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that it be passed over without prej- 
udice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Ne 
York? 

There was no objection. 
REGULATIONS OF ERTILIZERS 

AND NURSERY STOCK 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R 
making certain regulations with 
erence to fertilizers, feeds, and nurser! 
stock, or seeds that may be distributed 
by agencies of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the present consideration of the bill? 


FEEDS: 


3405 
r 


ca 


4 








no object 
TO AMEND PUBLIC LAW 537 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2908 


id Public Law 537, Seventy- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


I e was no objection. 


WAR SHIPPING FIELD SERVICE 


The Clerk called House Joint Reso- 
n 182, to create the War Shipping 

_S ( 
Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I k unanimous consent that the reso- 


n be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
request of the gentleman from New 





There was no objection. 
EIGN SERVICE BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4282) 
amend the act entitled “An act for 


cq ition of buildings and grounds 
foreign countries for use of the Gov- 
nt of the United States of 
America,” approved May 7, 1926, as 


nended, to permit of the le of build- 
and grounds and the utilization of 


] 17 > ale i thea Cynvernmen 
eeds of such sale in the Governmen 








The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
€ it consideration of the bill 

r. COLE of New York. Reserving 

right to object, Mr. Speaker, as I 

rstand, the effect of this bill is t 

the State Department to sel 


1 
ign land 


American properties in fore 
ise the proceeds of the sale of those 
rties for the acquisition of other 

ties to be used by the State De- 

I ment. Ever since the bill has been 

he Consent Calendar I have asked 
it be passed over because of the ob- 
ction that has been raised by the mem- 

Appropriations Subcommit- 
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pl y ¢ If, for 
( e find a lo¢ n that \ can 
| i f a, can buy that fora 
ce ! of money. If e sell 
( | ) that and we do not 
f f e Committee on 
A l oY ri 0 prop- 
¢ ! g at all for our 
el ( ic We can make 
m do not have to convert 
t I the } oO! hatever cur- 
re ! he I » a i , and then 
t ( ito pe T} le tion 
Wl e 1 Government mar many 
h ( thousands of dollars and 
er ) get the proper locations by 
I ig for cash instead of exchang- 
In | I 

Mr. MOTT Will t gentleman tell 
n Und 1 bill could not the 
} cl is authority, which the gentle- 
mer ed to, go out and buy a new 
riece ¢ O ty and erect a building 
1 or a legation on it with- 
out ¢ » the Congress and getting 
an : iorization for it, and an appro- 
priatior 

Mr. BLOOM. It can, under this legis- 
lation, but it must come to both commit- 
te ind both the Foreign Relations 
Committ and the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs mu approve of it. But 
they v not go out and buy any prop- 
erty wi ey find that they have the 
money to do st The t that money by 
sellit { r present location. As a real 
¢ te proposition—and I have had 
nearly) » J of experience in real 
é t h is the only way for anyone 
to buy any property 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Sveaker, I withdraw 
m re yn of objection, 

Mr. ENGEL of Michigan. Mr. Speak- 
f l vir the right to object, I feel 
th e members of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations, which 


has the responsibility for appropriating 
fo e State Department, should be con- 
sulted in the matter. Therefore, Mr. 
Spr I object, pending consultation 
Wi the subcommittee. 

Mr. BLOOM Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman withhold his objection for a 
n ! I will be glad to answer, if I 
eal y questions the gentleman has in 
min 

Mr. ENGEL of Michigan. No; I have 
obit ea 
I CN ACCOUNT OF ERADICATION 

( MEDITERRANEAN FRUITFLY IN THE 

rATI FLORIDA 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2542) 
for the relief of certain claimants who 
suffered lo and sustained damages as 


the result of the campaign carried out by 


the Federal Government for the eradi- 
cation of the Mediterranean fruitfly in 
the State of Florida 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN, Mr. COLE of New York, 
and Mr. CUNNINGHAM objected, and 
the bill was stricken from the calendar, 

EMERGENCY OFFICERS’ RETIREMENT 


BENEFITS 
lled the bill (H. R. 1948) 


$40, per- 


The Clerk ca 
mend the act of July 15, 1 


- 





taining tou emergency officers’ retirement 
benefits 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be passed over without prejudice. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


he request of the gentleman from New 
Yo! F 

There was no objection. 
CLAIMS ARISING OUT OF TARIFF ACT OF 


1922 
Clerk called the bill (H. R. 901) 
ing jurisdiction upon the Court 
f Claims of the United States to con- 


The 


conter! 


8) 

ider certain claims arising after Janu- 

ary 1, 1926, out of the Tariff Act of 1922. 
Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 

I aSk unanimous consent that this bill 

be passed over without prejudice. 


The SPEAKER. 
request of 
York 

There was no objection. 

AMENDING THE NATIONALITY 

1940 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1296) 
nend sections 347 (b) and 401 (a) of 

Nationality Act of 19840 be extending 

periods within which petitions for 

naturalization filed prior to the effective 
date of that act may be heard, and to 
extend for a period of 4 years the time 
within which certain citizens must re- 
turn to the United States as evidence of 
the fact that they have elected to become 

American citizens, respectively. 
Mr.MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 

mous consent that this bill be passed 

over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon? 

r. LESINSKI. 
to that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
he present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MOTT. I object. 

DELEGATE IN CONGRESS FROM ALASKA 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5246) 

to provide for filling a vacancy in the 

office of Delegate in Congress from 

Alaska. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKE Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

LOSS OF NATIONALITY BY REASON OF 
VOTING UNDER LEGAL COMPULSION IN 
A FOREIGN STATE 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2448) 

to provide that nationals of the United 

States shall not lose their nationality by 

reason of voting under legal compulsion 

in a foreign state. 

There being no objection the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 401 (e) of 
the Nationality Act of 1940, as amended (U. 
S. C., 1940 ed., title 8, sec. 801 (e)), is amend- 
ed to read as follows: 

“(e) Voting in a political election in a 


Is there objection to 
gentleman from New 


ha 


ne Ait 


ACT OF 
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M Mr. Speaker, I object 
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or plebiscite to determine the sovereignty 
over foreign territory, u ss such \ ng 

a political elec or such participa 

an election or plebiscite is done und 


compulsion; or” 


Sec. 2. The amendment made by cti 1 
of thi ct to sec 1 401 (e) of e Na - 
4 y Act f 1940, as amended, shell Ke eff 

f the effective date of the Na A 


of 1940 


amend- 


With the following committee 
ments: 


line 2, insert the words “was 
following e word “pleb 
line 3 ke it all of section 2 





The committee amendments 

agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

RELIEF TO DISBURSING OFFICE OF 
THE ARMY ON ACCOUNT OF LOSS AND 
DEFICIENCY OF GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
VOUCHERS, RECORDS, OR PAPERS 

to 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 218) 
authorize relief of disbursing officers of 
the Army on account of loss or deficiency 
of Government funds, vouchers, records 
or papers in their charge. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
reserving the right to object, no doubt 
this bill is justified. I should like to call 
attention to the provision in which thi 
Secretary of War is directed to submit 
to the Congress a report of his activiti 
by virtue of the act. I raise the ques- 
tion for the purpose of inquiring if it 
necessary to impos? that obligation on 
the Secretary of War, and to just have 
one more report come to the Congress to 
be put in somebody’s pigeonhole and col- 
lect dust. Isee the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is in the Chamber. As the mem- 
bership knows, the gentleman has intro- 
duced a bill to make unnecessary the 
making of certain reports by various de- 
partments to the Congress, most of which 
are completely ignored. 

It seems inadvisable and unnecessary 
to impose an additional obligation upon 
the Secretary of War, as in this instance, 
to send out one more report. I would 
like to inquire if any member of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex- 
ecutive Departments feels that that re- 
port is essential in order to safeguard 
the Government’s interest. 

Mr. MANASCO. In answer to tl 
gentleman, I think it a wise idea to 
have these departments know that their 
transactions will be scrutinized by a con- 
gressional committee. I think it will 
save us money in the long run. We do 
not read all of those reports but we do 
read some of them. 

Mr. COLE of New York. It is the gen- 
tleman’s view that his cemmittee will 
make inquiry into the different reports 
the Secretary may send out under this 
resolution? 

Mr. MANASCO. Yes, sir. The mere 
fact that the Department has to send 
down a report means that they will b 
very careful, and I think it will avoid 
a lot of fraud. 
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Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLE of New York. I yield. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I suggest to the chair- 
man of the committee that an amend- 
ment could be offered striking out that 
part of the bill which requires a report. 

When we considered this bill in the 
committee, as you recall, there was no 
discussion about it; all the reports were 
favorable. I admit I overlooked that pro- 
viso. Had I seen it when the bill was con- 
sidered I would have made a motion in 
the committee to strike it out; and I will 
make a motion to strike it out now if the 
bill is considered, and if the gentleman 
from Alabama will agree. I do not see 
any reason why we must have a report in 
this instance. 

Mr. MANASCO. If the gentleman from 
New York will yield further, I believe it is 
a wise idea to require these departments 
to make reports to Congress, because the 
mere fact they do make the reports and 
that somebody on some congressional 
committee may act upon it and the 
press may study the report will restrain 
them. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I may say to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that I circularized 
every chairman of a House committee on 
the bill I introduced, asked for comments 





and criticism, especially whether they 
had any objection to the passage of the 
bill. I have letters on my desk ready to 
submit to the committee in the next Con- 
gress showing that there is not one chair- 
man of committee in this House who ob- 

cted to any of the provisions of the bill 
I introduced. 

During the time I was chairman of that 
committee those reports came in, and I 
can honestly say thet outside of one re- 
port which carried a list of refunds made 
by the Bureau of Internal Revenue in 
connection with income tax laws, there 
never was one report that anybody ever 
asked to see. 

Mr. MANASCO. That may be true. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I do not think this 
provision should remain in the bill. The 
time to eliminate these reports is when 
resolutions asking for them are intro- 
duced. I suggest to the gentleman that 
he agree to accept an amendment to 
strike out this provision. 

Mr. MANASCO. The gentleman from 
Missouri has the right to cffer such an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I pro- 
pose to object unless the gentleman agrees 
to the striking out of this provision. 

Mr. MANASCO. It makes no differ- 
ence to me; if Congress does not want 
this provision that is up to Congress. 

Mr. COCHRAN. But the gentleman is 
chairman of the committee of which I 
am a member. 

Mr. MANASCO. And the gentleman 
has the right to offer the amendment. 
Perhaps I may not oppose the amend- 
nent. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be 
passed over without prejudice. 








The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 


COMPENSATION TO OWNERS OF PRI- 
VATELY OWNED AIRPLANES USED ON 


OFFICIAL BUSINESS 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4547) 
to amend the act of February 14, 1931, 
as amended, so as to permit the compen- 
sation on a mileage basis, of civilian of- 
ficers or employees for the use of pri- 
vately owned airplanes while traveling 
on official business. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
reserving the right to object, this bill 
undoubtedly is entirely justified, but I 
should like to call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Executive Departments to 
the fact that the report accompanying 
the bill does not fully comply with rule 
13, paragraph 2 (a), in that it does not 
show the changes in existing law. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

RELATING TO MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE 
AMONG CERTAIN INDIAN TRIBES 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 267) re- 
lating to marriage and divorce among 
the Klamath and Modoc Tribes and 
Yahooskin Band of Snake Indians. 

There being no objection, the 
read the bill, as follows: 


Clerk 








Be it enacted, etc., That from and after 6 
months after approval of this act no mar- 
riage thereafter entered into, to which a 
member of the Klamath or Modoc or Yahoo- 
skin Band of Snake Indians of the Klamath 
Indian Reservation in Oregon is a party, 
shall be valid for any purpose unless such 
marriage shall have been solemnized pur- 
suant to the laws of the State in which the 


ceremony is performed 
Sec. 2. Bona fide Indian custc 
prior to the effective 


m marriages 
xist Gate of sec- 
tion 1 of this act are valid, and recordation 
of such marriage with the superintendent cf 
the Klamath Indian Agency, if both parties 
are then living, in a book kept by him for 
that purpose shall be prima facie evidence of 
such marriage. The nonrecordation of such 
@ marriage shall be prima facie evidence of 
the nonexistence of such marriage. 

Sec. 3. From and after the date of the ap- 
proval of this act divorces in which a member 
of the said tribes cr band of Indians is a 
party shall be effected only by decree of a 
State court of competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 4. No person shall be entitl t 
herit as the surviving spouse of a deceé 
member of the Klamath or Modoc Tribs 
Yahooskin Band of Snake Indians by virtue 
of a marriage entered into subsequent to the 
effective date of section 1 of this act unless 
his or her marriage to the decedent has been 
solemnized in conformity with the provisions 
of this act: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to authorize the 
devolution of restricted property within the 
Klamath Reservation to any person not qual- 
ified under the provisions of section 5 of the 
act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 605). 
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The committee amendment was ag: 
to 

The bill was ordered to be read : 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider 
laid on the table. 

ESTATE OF JACKSON BARNETT 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1710) 
authorize the sale and c ance 
certain property of the 
son Barnett, deceased Creek Indian. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That 
the Interior is hereby auth« 
convey any or all of the pri 
described, upon 


to 
of 


estate of Jack- 


\veVv 
nveys 


the Secretary of 
rized to sell and 
perty 
Such terms and 


t 
hereinafter 


conditions 





as he shall prescribe: Lot 2 of tract No. 8553, 
as shown on map recorded in book 105, pages 
22 and 23 of maps, and the southerly 40 feet 


of lot 20 and a!l of lot 21 of tract No. 3446 
shown on map recorded in book 37 


page 84 of 


maps, in the office of > cou y recorder of 
Los Angeles County, Calif., to with all 
improvements reon nd ¢ fu tur 

fixtures, and personal proy be ) 
the estate of Jack Ba t, located in or 


on said real property. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker. I ask 
una jus consent Ss the House 
for 1 minute 

The SPEAKER. 
is so ordered. 

There was no objec 


Mr. McCORMACK 


nimMn Y t id 
Aidddd nv vO aaai 


Without objection, it 


‘ 
10on 


Mr. Speaker, my 


purpose in rising this time is to ex- 
press my appreciation of the work that 


has been done by the members of the 
objectors’ committee on both sides of 
the aisle. The Members who undertake 


this work perform their duties ou 


siae 


of their regular activities as Members of 
the House and members of committees 
to which they have been appointed, and 
they do so at great sacrifice to them- 


selves. This is probably the last call of 
the Consent Calendar at this 

Tomorrow will be the last call of bills 
on t Private Calendar and, of course 
there will be no opportunity of expres- 
sion when those bills are called as there 
is when bills on the Consent Calendar 
are called. 

I want to express my feeling of app 
ciation, and I am sure I speak the senti- 
ments of all Members of the House, 
Members on both sides, Democrats and 
Republicans alike, who have so unselfish- 
ly made the sacrifice that they have dur- 
ing the past 2 years in serving t 
objectors’ committee, a task that 1 
of us seek, every one of us would like to 
get away from the job, but which ¢ l 
and every one of these Membe 
sumed. Therefore I want to th 
members of the objectors’ comm 
They play a very important part in | 
transaction of the busin of 


session. 


he 
















































to thank them all personally, | 








the gentleman from North Carolina | Mr. 
BARDEN!, the gentleman from Tennes- 
ee |[Mr.F T!], the gentleman from In- 
diana |Mr. Mappen], the gentleman from | 
New York |Mr. Cotel, the gentleman 
from New Jersey |Mr. Kran], the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. CuNNINGHAM], the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Mott], the 
entleman from Indiana [|Mr. GRANT], 
the gentleman from Indiana I[Mr. 
SPRINGER!, and the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. McGrecor]. 

L3 it is only fitting and proper— 
in fact I ler it my duty, and to me 


a pleasant duty—to express on this 
probably the last day for calling bills on 
the Consent Calendar during the pres- 
ent session my own personal feeling of 
ion, and to convey to the House 
information as to the important work 
these Members have done at such a great 
sacrifice to themselves. I know that in 
these few extemporaneous remarks I ex- 
press, the feeling of all Members 
of the House. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the gen- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I join with the majority leader 
in his expression of commendation of 
the objectors committee and the Mem- 
bers thereof. They perform a thank- 
less but patriotic service and I am sure 
the entire membership of this House 
appreciates it 

Mr. McCORMACK. 
tleman. 

Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I served 
in the capacity of an objector, so-called, 
for about 10 years and I think I know 
that what the majority leader has just 
said is absolutely true. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 
AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF THE IN- 

TERIOR TO SELL CERTAIN LANDS 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 126) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell certain lands, and for other purposes. 

There being: no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized in his dis- 
cretion to sell and convey, under such terms 
and conditions as he may prescribe, those 
certain heretofore acquired for the 
Albuquerque Indian School, New Mexico, sit- 
uated within tracts numbered 97a, 97b, and 
98, as shown on the Middle Rio Grande con- 


appreciat 


aiso, 


Will 


tl 


I thank the gen- 


JENKINS. Will the gentleman 


yield to the 


areas 


servancy district map, comprising approxi- 
mately thirty and seventy-five one-hun- 
dredths acres: Provided, That the proceeds 


cerived from the sale of said land shall be 
deposited into the Treasury of the United 
States as school revenue pursuant to the act 
of May 17, 1926 (44 Stat. 560), and shall be 
available for the purchase of suitable farm 
lands, therein, together with 
improvements thereon, as an addition to the 
Albuquerque Indian School Reserve. 


The bil 


or interests 


was ordered to be engrossed 
third time, was read the third 
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time, and pessed, and a motion to recon- | 

Sider was laid on the table. | 

ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS FOR | 
GRAND COUI DAM /ND RESER- 
VOIR 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3869) 
to amend section 1, act of June 29, 1940 
(54 Stat. 703), for the acquisition of In- 
dian lands for the Grand Coulee Dam 
and Reseryoir, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
committee has not complied with 
the Ramseyer rule, and I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

AUTHORIZING SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS 
OF THE TULALIP TRIBE OF INDIANS 
(WASHINGTON) 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4782) 
to authorize the sale of certain lands of 
the Tulalip Tribe of Indians, State of 
Washington. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, under such rules and regulations as 
he may prescribe, and with the approval of 
t governing officials of the Tulalip Tribe 

sell and convey to the pur- 





F 


the 


of Indians, to 
s certain lands, commonly referred to 





chaser 

as ti ids, fronting upon lots 1, 2, 3, and 
4 section 1, township 29 north, range 
4 € the south half of section 36, town- 
ship 30 north, range 4 east, and lot 1 of 


section 6, township 29 north, range 5 east, 
Willamette meridian, Washington. Title to 
the lands so sold shall be conveyed by deed 
executed by the governing officials of the 
ibe and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior. In the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the lands may be offered for 
sale by lots or parcels based upon local lot 
descriptions as identified by ‘ocal plats of 
survey covering Friest Point Park subdivi- 
sions: Provided, That the proceeds of the 
ale of the lands shall be deposited with the 
bonded disbursing officer of the Tulalip 
Indian Agency to the credit of the Tulalip 
Indian Tribe, a corporation, and, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
such proceeds may be reinvested in other 
lands, in accordance with and subject to the 
provisions of the act of June 18, 1934 (48 
Stat. 984). 





ty 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


BRINGING OF CERTAIN ALIENS INTO THE 
UNITED STATES 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 963) re- 
lating to the imposition of certain pen- 
alties and the payment of detention ex- 
penses incident to the bringing of cer- 
tain aliens into the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I have no objection 
to the first part of the bill, but section 
4 allows the Attorney General to lower 
the fines to shipping companies who 


lave let sailors jump from their ships, 
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from $1,000 to $200. I understand that 
the author of the bill will accept an 
amendment striking out section 4; there- 
fore I am not objecting at this time, but 
will introduce an amendment later. 

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, may I make an ex- 
planation? I think the gentleman is 
wrong in the matter of the fine. The 
reason for the reduction of the fine to 
$200 is that there are certain people who 
hold a visa from an American consul, 
and on that visa they come in on a 

eamship and land in this country 
Nhen the Immigration Department finds 
that this man actually had no right to 
come in, the steamship lines are fined 
$1,000. 

Mr. KEAN. May I say to the gentle- 
man that I am not objecting to that 
part of the bill at all. Section 4 of the 
bill says that if a sailor jumps a ship, 
that the Attorney General may remit 
the fine to $200, and that is the part 
that I am objecting to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 15 of the 
Immigration Act of February 5, 1917 (39 Stat 
885; 8 U. S. C. 151), is hereby amended by 
changing the period after the word “hereof 
as it appears in the next to the last sentence 
of the said section, to a colon, and adding 
the following: “Provided further, That in 
cases of aliens who arrive in possession 
unexpired visas issued by United States con- 
suls within 60 days of the alien's foreign 
embarkation, detention expenses and ex- 
penses incident to detention shall not be 
assessed against the vessel if the inadmis- 
sibility of the aliens could not have been 
ascertained by the exercises of reasonable 
diligence at the time the visas were issued 
and the sole cause of exclusion is one arising 
under section 13 of the Immigration Act 
of 1924 (43 Stat. 161-162; 50 Stat. 165; 46 
Stat. 581; 8 U.S. C. 213 (a)-213 (f)).” 

Sec. 2. Section 18 of the Immigration Act 
of February 5, 1917, as amended (39 Stat. 
887-889; 45 Stat. 1551; 8 U. S. C. 154), is 
amended by changing the period after the 
last word in the second sentence thereof 
to a comma and adding the following: “ex- 
cept that detention expenses and expenses 
incident to detention, shall not be assessed 
against the owner or owners of the vessels 
on which they respectively came when the 
aliens are in possession of unexpired visas 
issued by United States consuls within 60 
days of the aliens’ foreign embarkation if 
the inadmissibility of the aliens could not 
have been ascertained by the exercise of rea- 
sonable diligence at the time the visas were 
issued and the sole cause of exclusion is one 
arising under section 13 of the Immigration 
Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 161-162; 50 Stat. 165; 
46 Stat. 581; 8 U.S. C. 213 (a)-213 (f)).” 

Aiter the word “land” as it appears in the 
third sentence of this section, which reads: 
“or to fail to pay the cost of their mainte- 
nance while on land”, add the following: 
“as required by this section or section 15 
of this act.” 

Sec. 3. Subsection (b) of section 16 of the 
Immigration Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 163; 8 U.S. 
C. 216 (b)), is hereby amended by substitut- 
ing a colon for the period after the word “as- 
sessed” and inserting the following: “Pro- 
vided, That no fine nor refund, as provided 
for in this subsection, nor any expense in- 
cident to detention in connection with an 
application for admission to the United 
States, shall be assessed or required for 
bringing into the United States any alien, 
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if such alien holds an unexpired visa issued 
a United States consul within 60 days 
the alien’s foreign embarkation if the 
dmissibility of the alien could not have 
en ascertained by the exercise of reasonable 
C ence at the time the visa was issued.” 
Sec. 4. Subsection (a) of section 20 of the 
Immigration Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 164; 8 U 
S. C. 167 (a)), is amended by acding at 
1 thereof the following: “The Attorney 
General may, upon application in writing 
mitigate such penalty to not less 
00 for each seaman in respect of whom 
h failure occurs, upon such terms as the 
rney General in his discretion shall think 
This section, as amended, shall ap- 
all penalties arising subsequent to 
1940.” 





ing the 





e 5 


With the following committee amend- 


ments: 
Pave 2, line 2, after the word “if”, strike 
down to and including the word “and” 
ne 5. 
Page 2, line 6, after the figures “13”, insert 
” 1) or (3).” 
Page 2, line 18, after the word “if”, strike 
out down to and including the word “and” 


ne 20. 

Page 2, line 21, after the figures “ 
(1) or (3).” 

Page 3, strike out lines 14, 15, and 16. 


The committee 
agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


13”, insert 


amendments were 


Amendment offered by Mr. Kean: Page 3, 
line 17, strike out section 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 

nd a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5464) 
amending the law relating to the author- 
ity of certain employees of the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service to make 
arrests without warrant in certain cases 
and to search vehicles within certain 
areas. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 


Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, as I understand 


from the report this bill would broaden 
the authority of certain immigration of- 
ficials in order to confer that authority 

here it might be used in the case of 
transportation by aircraft. I would like 
to hear, however, some further explana- 
tion of changes in the existing law, if 
there are any, from the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. LEesINnsxr]. 

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, a letter 
written by the Attorney General to the 
Speaker of the House contains the fol- 
lowing language: 

Under existing law arrests of aliens ille 
he United States may be made on 





ally 
ly pur- 
nt to a warrant issucd by the Immigra- 
on and Naturalization Service. This lim- 
itation is cumbersome and at times results 
in frustrating the ends of justice. The power 
to make arrests in such cases without a war- 
rant should be conferred on personnel of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service with 
riction that an alien taken into 
ody should be produced for a hearing 


res 


sO 
cu 


without unnecessary delay. 
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Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I with- 
draw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Further re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
this is but one of perhaps a dozen bills 
reported out by the Committee en Im- 
migration and Naturalization, and in 
each instance the report accompanying 
the bill, as is the common practice, con- 
tains a letter submitted to the commit- 
tee by the head of the department inter- 
ested in the proposal, but I have been in- 
trigued by the fact that in all the let- 
ters submitted to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization by the At- 
torney General, and which are contained 
in these several reports, the name of the 
Attorney General, his identity, is 
cated in blank. I wonder if there is any 
particular reason why the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization thought 
it inadvisable to disclose the identity of 
the Attorney General who is submitting 
these letters. 

Mr. LESINSKI. 


indi- 


I cannot answer that 
question. The chairman of the commit- 
tee is not present, and he the man 
who got the letters. I believe the letters 
were written to the Speaker of the House, 
and I know the Speaker knows who the 
Attorney General is, and I Know the let- 
ters were signed. 

Mr. COLE of New York. The gentle- 

nan can assure the House there was no 
deliberate intention on the part of the 
committee to withhold that information? 

Mr. LESINSKI. I do not think so. 
I think it is just a technical error. 

Mr. COLE of New York. I thought so 
when I saw it the first time, but when it 
happened in all 12 reports I thought per- 
haps a policy must have been adopted 
by the committee concerning it. It is 
only recently that this has cccurred, 
and it made me think that perhaps the 
committee had adopted a policy not to 
disclose the identity of the Attorney 
General or make any reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


1s 








Be it enacted, etc., That the fourth provis 
of the second paragraph of the section en- 
titled “Bureau of Immigration” of the act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the Departments of State and Justice and for 
the Judiciary, and for the Departments of 
Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1926, and other purpose 

roved February 27, 1925 (43 Stat. 1049), 
as amended (8 U. S. C. 110 and it 1 
hereby, amended to read as f NS: 

“Any employee of the Imm tion and 
Naturalization Service authorized so to do 
under regulations prescrib by the Comr - 

ner of Imn gra ion and Naturaliz 
with the approval of the Attor 
shall have power with ant 





rest any alien who in his presen 
entering or attempting enter 
States in violation of any law or r 
made in pursuance of law regulating th 
mission, exclusion, or expulsion of alier 
any alien who is in the Unit 
lation of any such law or regulation and is 
likely to escape before a warrant can be ob- 
tained for his arrest, but the person arrested 
shall be taken without unnecessary delay for 
examination before an officer of the Immi- 
tion and Naturalization Service having 
authority to examine aliens as to their it 
| to enter or remain in the United States; 
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to board and search for aliens anv v el 
within the territorial waters of the United 
States, railway car rcr re c r 
vehicle, within a re t d m 
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t J e admission, exclu or expu 
of alien 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 


and read a third time, was read the thi 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 
AMENDMENT OF SECTION 401 (A) 
NATIONALITY ACT OF 


OF 
1940 
H. R. 5496) 
the Nation- 


THE 


The Clerk called the bill 
to amend section 401 (a) 
ility Act of 1940. 


of 


é 


There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follow 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first senten< 
of the second provis f section 401 (a 
the Nationality Act of 194% P} ve © ¢ 


14, 1940 (54 Stat. 1168; 8 U. S. C. 801 (a) 
reby amended to read as w 


vided further, That a per 


s he 








n of e 
e is d it 
ea if ell 
= tes ht } 
t sn I 
¢ ie U 
re ‘ 
e there é dee 
be en of th 
The bill was ordered to be « Oss 
and read a third time, was read t thin 
time, and passed, and a mo 1 to re- 
consider was laid on the table 
AMENDMENT OF SECTION 201 (G) OF TH 
NATIONALITY ACT ¢ lf 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5513) 
to amend the Nationality A f 194( 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the present consideration of t ) 
Mr. COLE of New Yo! Res 
th t r LA s PU 
of the fact t t 
pi of ¢ 
tionality Ac Ia h I 
ol comm unaer I n expial 
tion of its purpose ¢ efi 
espe l re ence toas equent dD 
the calendar, No. 415. 
Mr.LESINSKI. There t cor 


complete and detailed statem 
why the De; 


for this legislation. 


Under existing 


abroad to a couple, one 
| izen of the Unit 
nlien, the ch 
izen if the 
| 10 years’ residence in the United 
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h existed after the parent's 
thday. Under the provision of 
enacted in 1940, no citizen- 

the other parent is an alien, 
United States citizenship to 

parent is under 21 years of 

the birth of the child, 

her could not have had 5 

1 the United States subse- 

») his sixteenth bil 


thday. 


The reason for this proposed legisla- 
tion is that a lot of our boys who have 
gone overseas are 18 and 19 years old. 
Under existing law, if one of these boys 
gets married there and his wife has a 
child, he is not able to bring his wife 
and child into this country. That is the 
reason for seeking to change the present 
lav 

Mr. COLE of New York. I call the at- 
tention of the gentleman to a bill also 
reported out by his committee and that 
is on the calendar today, No. 415, H. R. 
«571, which permits the children of a 
marriage such as he has just described 
to come into this country on a nonquota 
basis. I think it is probably quite proper 
that the children of our service person- 
nel who go across and get married be 
given preferential status and be granted 
admissibility to this country, but that is 
accomplished under the bill H. R. 4571, 
which is later on the calencar. That 
being so, why is it necessary to have the 
bill that is now before the House? 

Mr. LESINSKI. It is to change the 
date of the existing law. 

Mr. COLE of New York. That is true, 
but that changes the date not only as to 
service people but civilians as well, and 


makes it apply not only for the period 
of the war but as permanent legislation. 


Mr. LESINSKI. Under the existing 
law, the American citizen must have 5 
years’ residence, between the ages of 16 
and 21, which gives him the 5 years. 

But if the soldier is 18 or 19 years old, 
he would not have the 5 years. That is 
the reason for changing it to 13 years of 
age, to make the 5 years 13, and the 
13, 18. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr.MOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon? 

There was no objection. 


NATIONAL GUARD OF THE STATE OF 
TENNESSEE 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 1590) for 
the relief of the State of Tennessee. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it ed, etc., That the Secretary of 
War is authorized to give to the account of 
the National Guard of the State of Tennes- 
see credit in the amount of $2,920.18 for the 
money value of property listed on approved 
reports of survey for which the State of Ten- 
nessee has been held pecuniarily responsible, 
said credits to be given in full satisfaction 
of any and all claims of the State of Tennes- 
see against the United States on account of 
clothing purchased by the State and issued 
to the National Guard of Tennessee to meet 


enact 


a shortage existing prior to the Army ma- 
neuvers of August 1940. This credit shall be 
established by the submission of evidence 
acceptable to the War Department of the 
purchase, issue, and transfer of title to the 
United States of the clothing. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


GEORGETOWN COUNTY, S. C., TRANS- 
FERRED TO CHARLESTON DIVISION, 
EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 1877) to 
transfer Georgetown County, S. C., from 
the Florence division to the Charleston 
division of the eastern judicial) district of 
South Carolina. 

There ‘being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Georgetown Coun- 
ty, S. C., of the eastern judicial district of 
South Carolina, be, and it is hereby, de- 
tached from the Florence division of said 
district and attached to the Charleston divi- 
sion of said district. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and « motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


AUTHORIZING TRANSACTIONS BY DIS- 
BURSING OFFICERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5062) to 
authorize certain transactions by dis- 
bursing officers of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subject to regula- 
tions promulgated pursuant to this act, dis- 
bursing officers of the United States are 
hereby authorized, for official purposes, or 
for the accommodation of military, naval, 
and civilian personnel of the United States 
Government, and personnel-of contractors 
and of authorized nongovernmental agencies 
operating with the armed forces of the United 
States, to cash and negotiate checks, drafts, 
bills of exchange, and other instruments 
payable in United States and foreign cur- 
rencies, and to conduct exchange transactions 
involving United States and foreign cur- 
rency and coin, checks, drafts, bills of ex- 
change, and other instruments. Any offi- 
cial funds which are held by such disburs- 
ing officers and which are available for ex- 
penditure may, with the approval of the head 
of the agency having jurisdiction over such 
funds, be utilized for this purpose. 

SEc. 2. Any gains in the accounts of dis- 
bursing officers of the United States resulting 
from operations permitted by this act shall 
be paid into the Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
amounts as may be necessary to adjust any 
deficiencies in the accounts of disbursing 
officers of the United States which may re- 
sult from such operations. 

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Treasury and, 
with the concurrence of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the heads of other executive de- 
partments having furisdiction over disburs- 
ing officers of the United States are hereby 
authorized respectively to issue such rules 
and regulations, governing the disbursing 
officers under their respective jurisdictions, as 
may be deemed necessary or proper to Carry 
out the purposes of this act. 

Sec. 4. The provisions of this act shall be 
effective from and after December 7, 1941, 
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and shall remain in force during the con- 
tinuance of the present war and for 6 months 
after the termination of the war, or until 
such earlier time as the Congress by con- 
current resolution or the President may 
designate. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 
ELIMINATING AS UNCOLLECTIBLE CER- 

TAIN CREDITS OF THE UNITED STATES 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5221) 
to eliminate as uncollectible certain 
credits of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, at the close of the 
fiscal year 1945, there are hereby authorized 
and directed to be eliminated, as uncollect- 
ible from the accounts of the Treasury De- 
partment, the Post Office Department, and 
the General Accounting Office, the following 
items which have been carried as “Unavail- 
able cash” since the year 1861: 

Assistant Treasurer of the United States, 
New Orleans, La., 1861, $31,164.44. 

Depositaries at— 

Savannah, Ga., 1861, $205.76. 

Galveston, Tex., 1861, $83.36. 

Little Rock, Ark., 1861, $5,823.50. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read a third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 


EXAMINATION OF EXPENDITURES BY 
DISBURSING OFFICERS OF THE UNITED 
STATES MARINE CORPS 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5248) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to 
extend the time for examination of 
monthly accounts covering expenditures 
by disbursing officers of the United 
States Marine Corps,” approved Decem- 
ber 26, 1941, so as to extend the time for 
examination of monthly accounts of dis- 
bursing officers and special disbursing 
agents of the Navy and Coast Guard. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for examination 
of monthly accounts covering expenditures 
by disbursing officers of the United States 
Marine Corps,” approved December 26, 1941 
(55 Stat. 862), is amended to read as follows: 
“That the time for examination of monthly 
accounts covering expenditures by disburs- 
ing officers and special disbursing agents ol 
the United States Navy, United States Marine 
Corps, and United States Coast Guard after 
the date of actual receipt at the administra- 
tive office or offices designated to make the 
examination, and before transmitting the 
same to the General Accounting Office as 
limited by section 12 of the act of July 31 
1894 (28 Stat. 209), as amended, is hereb; 
extended from 20 to 60 days. In time of wa: 
or national emergency and for a pericd of 18 
months after such war or emergency shall 
have ceased to exist, the time for examina- 
tion of such monthly accounts is hereby 
extended from 60 to 90 days.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

GLACIER NATIONAL PARK FISH HATCH- 
ERY, CRESTON, MONT. 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 1645) 
relating to the administration of the 





~ 









* National Park Fish Hatchery, at 
ston, Mont., and for other purposes. 
[Ihe SPEAKER Is there objection to 





e present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, re- 
! the right to object, and it is 
t y purpose to object, I say this is 
excellent bill. This bill transfers ac- 
s with reference to fish to the Fish 


1 


from the National 
ark vi My purpose in speaking is 
» tell the House that during the last 
‘ the Select Committee on Fish 
nd Wildlife held hearin First the 
and Wildlife Service was heard, 
n the Soil Conservation Service, the 
“orest Service, the engineers of the 
, the Grazing Service, and the Na- 
onal Park Service, and each and every 
» gave a long statement with reference 
to their activities in connection with 
h and wildlife. I hope the commit- 
> that has jurisdiction will bring in a 
neral bill to place these activities 
here they belong, in the Fish and Wild- 





ife Service 


life Service, and not in the five or six 
ifferent agencies. 


Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva- 
yn of objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
» present consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Clerk 
id the bill, as follows: 
Be it etc., That the property at 
on, Mcnt., acquired by the United States 
the establishment of a fish hatchery for 
ocking the waters of Glacier National 
k and administered as a part of the park 
pursuant to the act of July 31, 1939 (53 Stat 
1142 together with the improvements and 
lipment utilized in ¢ t the 


enacted, 


mnection with 
‘ry property, is hereby eliminated from 
he park 
The fur 


regard to 





ctions of the National Park Service 
the administration of the 
resaid properties for the benefit of the 
are hereby transferred to and shall be 
by the Fish and Wildlife Service for 
same purposes: Provided, however, That 
h fish propagated at the hatchery as may 
n excess of the number necessary to 
*k and maintain an optimum fish popu- 
n in the waters of the park at all 
m be utilized for the 
waters. 
The bill was ordered to be read the 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 
NATURALIZATION OF FILIPINOS 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4826) 
to authorize the naturalization of Fili- 
pinos. 


The SPEAKER. 


cercisea 


times 


‘ eine ¢ + .?° 
restocking Ol ¢ her 


Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to ask several questions about 
tl matter. Were any hearings held 
on this bill by the Committee on Immi- 
ration and Naturalization? 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, if the gen- 
tleman will yield to me I can answer his 
question. There were hearings held on 
this bill. 
Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Does this 
not change the fundamental policies of 
our nationalization laws, as far as Fili- 
pinos and many other groups from the 
Orient are concerned? 
xc— 


yA 
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Mr. MASON. It 
extent that permits the Filipinos w! 
are now in this country to apply f 
citizenship, and also any who may come 
in under the qi , after the war 


Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. How many 


changes it only to the 


iota iS Ove! 











“il OS are f in California, in round 
figure 

} ASON. I tell you ho 
mar 1 lifornia, but there 
are some 45,000 in the United States to- 
day, and 30,000 or 40,000, in the Hawaiian 


Islands That 
all told. 
Mr. J 


the q 


makes a little over 80,000 


LEROY 


iota now? 


JOHNSON. What i 


Mr. MASON. The quota is 55 It 
would be 100 after the war is over 

Mr. LESINSKI. May I make a cor- 
rection? 


r. According to the 
statement the quota will only be 
50. The citizenship applies to 
Filipinos who are in this country, son 
of them serving in our armed forces. 

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. There 
very few in the armed forces. Most of 
them are laborers out in California and 
Oregon. 

Mr. MASON. There are many in the 
armed service in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. That is 
probably true. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may go over for a week. 

The SPEAKER. If it goes over for a 
week it will go over until the next ses 
of the Congress. 

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. 
Speaker, I object. 
AUTHORIZING POSTMASTERS IN ALASKA 

TO ADMINISTER OATHS AND AFFIRMA- 

TIONS 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4919) to 


there, 
7 


are 


Then, Mr. 


amend the act authorizing postmasters 
in Alaska to administer oaths and af- 
firmations. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the 


1939 


masters 


act approved August 5 entitled “An 
act to authorize post within the 
Territory of Alaska to administer 








affirmations, and for other purposes” (53 Sta 
1219), is an » read as follows 
“That each postmaster within the Territory 
of Alaska is hereby authorized and directed 
) administer oaths and affirmations and to 
take knowledgment and make and 


execute certificates thereof, and to perform 
I 





all other functions of a notary public within 
said Territory, whenever an oath, affirmat } 
or acknowledgment or a certificate the of 
is authorized, permitted, or requ i by any 
act or acts of Congress, or of the Legislature 


of the Territory of Al: 


iska.’ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 
CLERICAL ASSISTANCE AT POST OFFICES 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4892) 
relating to clerical assistance at post 


offices, branches, or stations serving mili- 






















consider Was laid on the table 

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LAND IN 
WYOMING 
UNIVERSITY WYOMING 
> Clerk called 


authorizing of the Interior 


Wyoming 


8766 


The bil' was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


TO AMEND THE NATIONALITY ACT OF 1940 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4642) 
to amend the Nationelity Act of 1940. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, this bill states that for 
the purposes of this legislation the pres- 
ent war shall be deemed to have com- 
menced September 1, 1939. Some time 
ago, I served notice that I would object to 
consideration on this calendar of any bill 
which stated that the war started long 
before it did. I understand the author 
of the bill is ready to present an amend- 
ment changing that date to December 7, 
1941, and therefore, I am not going to 
object to the consideration of the bill at 
this time. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Nationality 
Act of 1940, approved October 14, 1940 (54 
Stat. 1137), is hereby amended by adding, 
immediately following section 304 thereof, a 
new section to be numbered 304A and read- 
ing as follows: 

“Sec. 304A. An alien, if eligible to naturali- 
zation, 50 years of age or over, who has re- 
sided in the United States continuously 
since prior to July 1, 1924, and who, on or 
prior to the effective date of this section, 
has made a declaration of intention to be- 
come a citizen which is not more than 7 
years old, or who, within 2 years from the 
effective date of this section, shall make a 
declaration of intention, may thereafter file 
petition for naturalization and be admitted 
to citizenship upon full and complete com- 
pliance with all requirements of the 
naturalization laws, except that he shall not 
be required to speak the English language, 
sign his declaration or petition in his own 
handwriting, or meet other educational re- 
quirements: Provided, That this section shall 
appl, only to petitions for naturalization 
filed within 4 years after the date of the 
enactment of this act.” 

Sec. 2. Section 326 of the Nationality Act 
of 1940 (54 Stat. 1150; 8 U. S. C. 726), is 
hereby amended by adding a new subsection, 
to be known as subsection (e) and reading 
as follows: 

“(e) The provisions of this section shall 
not apply to any alien whose son or daugh- 
ter is a citizen of the United States and has 
served or is serving honorably in the mili- 
tary or naval forces of the United States 
during the present war and who, if sep- 
erated from such service, was separated un- 
der honorable conditions. For the purpose 
of this section, the present war shall be 
deemed to have commenced on September 1, 
1939, and to continue until the termination 
of all hostilities in the present war.” 

Sec. 3. The Nationality Act of 1940, ap- 
proved October 14, 1940 (54 Stat. 1137), is 
hereby amended by adding, immediately 
following section 331 thereof, a new section 
to be numbered 331A and reading as fol- 
lows: 

“Sec. 331A. A declaration of intention to 
become a citizen shall not be required of any 
alien whose son or daughter is a citizen of 
the United States and has served or is serv- 
ing honorably in the military or naval forces 
of the United States during the present war 
and who, if separated from such service, 
was separated under honorable conditions. 
For the purpose of this section, the present 
war shall be deemed to have commenced on 


| 
| 
| 
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September 1, 1939, and to continue until 
the termination of all hostilities in the 
present war.” 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Mason: 

On page 2, line 23, strike out “September 
1, 1939” and insert December 7, 1941.” 

On page 8, line 11, strike out “September 
1, 1939” and insert “December 7, 1941.” 


- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 
GRANTING NONQUOTA STATUS TO CER- 

TAIN ALIEN VETERANS AND THEIR 

WIVES 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4571) 
to grant a nonquota status to certain 
alien veterans and their wives and minor 
unmarried children. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I think it should be 
called to the attention of the House at 
this time that we have had under con- 
sideration today several bills amending 
the Immigration Act. It seems to be the 
custom to chop it up paragraph by para- 
graph. If the immigration law needs 
revising and rewriting, then there cer- 
tainly must be a better way to do it than 
to cut it up, paragraph by paragraph, 
into a hundred different bills. 

Along that line, there is some indica- 
tion, and I have noticed in other bills, 
that there is an apparent desire on the 
part of some to amend the Immigration 
Act for the convenience of some partic- 
ular individual. 

I do not say that is altogether wrong, 
but I believe the House should Know it. 
I will just take the time to read one para- 
graph from the bill now under consider- 
ation, H. R. 4571: 

(g) An immigrant who has served hon- 
orably as a member of the military or naval 
forces of the United States at any time after 
April 20, 1898, and before July 5, 1902; or 
after April 5, 1917, and before November 12, 
1918; or who has served or hereafter serves 
honorably in the said forces after September 
16, 1940, and until such time as the United 
States shall cease to be in a state of war; 


and his wife and unmarried child under 21 
years of age. 


I doubt very seriously if the member- 
ship of this House kncws what effect a 
paragraph of that kind will have on the 
immigration law. We have passed 
other bills in this House pertaining to the 
rights of men who have served in our 
armed forces. I simply want to call this 
to the attention of the House, that we 
can keep chopping up our immigration 
law, paragraph by paragraph, sentence 
by sentence; adding a little here and a 
little there, and the first thing we know 
we shall have to turn around, go back 
and strike out half of it. It is much 
easier to keep it out than it is to put it 
in under the procedure we have adopted. 

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN, I yield gladly. 
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Mr. LESINSKI. In the report giving 
the purpose of the bill appears the fol- 
lowing statement: 

The sole purpose of this bill is to grant a 
nonquota status to alien veterans who have 
served honorably as members of the military 
or naval forces of the United States curing 
the Spanish War and the First and Second 
World Wars. The same privilege is accorded 
to their wives and unmarried children under 
21 years of age. 


Mr. BARDEN. The gentleman's re- 
port is wrong. It reads “unmarried chil- 
dren.” The bill states “unmarried child.” 
Anything as delicate as the immigration 
law ought to be more definite and cer- 
tainly should not have the appearance 
of being written or amended for the 
benefit of a particular person or a par- 
ticular person’s family. Personally, I 
think we have been tampering with the 
immigration law too much, especially in 
view of world conditions at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
The Chair will state for the benefit of 
the membership that there is but one 
eligible bill remaining on the calendar. 
The Chair, however, will recognize Mem- 
bers this dey to call up bills which are 
not eligible. 

PRESERVATION OF CERTAIN RECORDS 

RELATING TO DOMESTIC SOURCES OF 

ORES, ETC. 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4852) 
to insure the preservation of technical 
and economic records of domestic 
sources of ores of metals and minerals. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I should like to know— 
and I inquire of the gentleman from 
Arizona—the reason for microfilming 
these records after the original papers 
have been turned over to The National 
Archives. Why the duplication if they 
are to have the originals? Why cannot 
we save the expense of this microfilming? 

Mr. MURDOCK. We wanted The Na- 
tional Archives to have a full and com- 
plete record so that nothing that should 
properly go into The Archives would be 
transferred some place else without be- 
ing taken care of in that way. Archives 
would be justified in objecting to this bill 
without that provision. 

This technical matter is of great value 
and has been obtained at great expense 
during the war. We feel it would be very 
unfortunate indeed if after this war 
there occurred what happened after the 
other war: that the accumulated data 
should be shoved away in musty store- 
rooms and finally destroyed. It is easy 
enough to take inventory of forests and 
property above ground, but taking inven- 
tory, as we have been doing, of minerals 
and underground resources is a costly 
matter, and if the records were once lost 
or destroyed it would have to be done 
over again in connection with another 
war. 

Mr. KEAN. I may say to the gentie- 
man from Arizona that I believe the pur- 
pose of the bill is excellent and nobody 
objects to this very meritorious thing, 
but I was just wondering why there 
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so far, no one has had a glimpse at the 
report. If the House wants to pass it in 
this form, all right; I am not personally 
going to object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman please ex- 
plain this bill? 

Mr. McCORD. This bill, Mr. Speaker, 
has for its purpose the granting of per- 
mission to rural-electrification associa- 
tions to assume and take over some debts 
from the Tennessee Valley Authority, 
of money they have loaned to private 
electric corporations for extending rural 
electrification. Before rural electrifica- 
tion came into being the T. V. A. loaned 
money to those people at a rate of 342 
percent. The Rural Electrification Ad- 
ministration is now loaning money for 
that same purpose at 2 percent. This 
bill would put all of them under one Fed- 
eral agency. It is agreeable to both the 
T. V. A. and the R. E. A. and has the 
unanimous consent of the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
much is involved? 

Mr. McCORD. Some 15 cooperatives 
are involved, and it amounts to about 
$2,800,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. So 
that the Government will lose about 
$1,500,000 of interest? 

Mr. McCORD. Yes. The Tennessee 
Valley Authority would surrender about 
that amount of interest as R. E. A. would 
take over this indebtedness. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
lower rate of interest? 

fr. McCORD. Two percent. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
is the justification for it? 

Mr. McCORD. The justification is 
this: It enables those people that bor- 
rowed large sums of money from T. V. A. 
to borrow from R. E. A. at a lower rate, 
and will make a broader expansion of the 
program of rural electrification. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. 
Speaker. 

FARM SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 


Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5563) to 
authorize the Administrator of the Farm 
Security Administration to exchange 
certain land of the United States within 
the Angostura irrigation project, Hot 
Springs, S. Dak., for certain land owned 
by the city of Hot Springs, S. Dak. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

The Chair is under the impression 
that consideration is being sought for a 
number of bills on which there are 
unanimous reports, but as to which the 
official objectors have not been consulted. 
The Chair is going to be put in a very 
embarrassing position if this procedure 
is followed. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, this 
is one of the bills I spoke to the Speaker 
about. 


How 


Ata 


What 


I object, Mr. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair under- 
stands that. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 


| of the Farm Security Administration is au- 


thorized to convey, subject to such conditions 


| as he may prescribe, to the city of Hot Springs, 


S. Dak.,,all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a tract of land with- 
in the Angostura irrigation project, Hot 
Springs, S. Dak., containing 474 acres, more 
or less, in exchange for title to a tract of land 
owned by the city of Hot Springs, S. Dak., 
situate near said city, containing 480 acres, 
more or less. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 


FOREIGN SERVICE BUILDINGS AND 
GROUNDS 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4282) to 
amend the act entitled “An act for the 
acquisition of buildings and grounds in 
foreign countries for use of the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America,” 
approved May 7, 1926, as amended, to 
permit of the sale of buildings and 
grounds and the utilization of proceeds 
of such sale in the Government interest. 
I understand that the gentleman who 
objected to the consideration of this bill 
on the call of the calendar has with- 
drawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FISH. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


TOWN OF SEWARD, ALASKA 


Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I esk 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4502) to 
amend the act of Congress approved 
May 29, 1935, entitled “An act concern- 
ing the incorporated town of Seward, 
Territory of Alaska,” as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman from Alaska explain 
this legislation? 

Mr. DIMOND. The bill, which was 
reported unanimously by the Committee 
on the Territories, seeks to authorize the 
incorporated town of Seward, Alaska, to 
issue additional bonds for the purpose 
of buying out and paying for a privately 
owned electric utility plant, provided ail 
the parties agree to the procedure, and 
to refund and consolidate its bonded 
indebtedness, 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, an ex- 
planation of the bill is contained in the 
report of the House Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and I present it for incorpora- 
tion in the Recorp at this point: 


REPORT TO ACCOMPANY H. R. 4502 


The Committee on the Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4502) to amend 
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the act of Congress approved May 20, 1935 
entitled “An act concerning the incorporated 
town of Seward, Territory of Alaska,” as 
amended, having considered the same, repor: 
favorably thereon without amendment and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The purpose of the bill is to authorize the 
incorporated town of Seward, Alaska, to pur- 
chase certain private utilities now supplying 
said town with electric current and with tel- 
ephone service, to issue and sell its revenu: 
bonds, to provide funds for paying for the 
property so purchased, and to refund out- 
standing bonds and to consolidate all of its 
revenue bonds in one issue. By act approved 
May 20, 1935 (49 Stat. 282), the town of Sew- 
ard was authorized to construct and operate 
a municipal electric system, and provision 
was made in that act for purchase of the 
private electric utilities for a sum not t 
exceed $75,000. The plan for purchase of 
the private utilities did not materialize be- 
cause the owner declined to sell for the sum 
specified. Accordingly, a municipal plant we 
built and put into operation and has since 
been used, money therefor having been ob- 
tained by loan and grant from the Publi 
Works Administration. The loan amounted 
to $96,000, and revenue bonds were issued by 
the town of Seward to the Public Works Ad- 
ministration in that amount. Those bonds 
are now held by the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation and constitute a first charg 
upon the plant. For some time past it h: 
been evident that considerable economies 
could be effected through purchase by the 
city of the privately owned utilities, provided 
that the same could be purchased at a rea- 
sonable price, and by combining and consoli- 
dating the two plants and their operation 
The city authorities believe that they can 
now purchase the private utilities at a rea- 
sonable sum and are desirous of carrying 
through the plan for such purchase and of 
selling revenue bonds in order to obtain 
money to pay the purchase price. In orde: 
to do this, it will be necessary to refund the 
outstanding bonds and to combine and con- 
solidate all such bonds in one issue. With 
this in view, Congress enacted Public Law 
115, Seventy-seventh Congress, approved 
June 21, 1941 (55 Stat. 253), but it now ap- 
pears that in the opinions of the ‘legal ad- 
visers of possible bond purchasers that ac 
insufficient to do what is desired, and conse- 
quently it becomes necessary to further en- 
large the authority of the town with respect 
to the bonds desired to be issued so as t 
protect the bondholders, present and pro- 
spective. The authority sought is nothi: 
unusual. In fact, under general law the citi: 
of the various States now have and exercice 
such power as indicated by the followinc- 
quoted paragraph from the report dated 
August 3, 1944, on the bill of the chairman 
of the board of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, as follows: 

“The authority contained in the proposed 
legislation is such as municipalities usually 
possess and it would seem desirable for this 
town to have such power.” 

The bill has the approval of the Recon 
struction Finance Corporation and the D 
partment of the Interior as indicated by let 
ter dated August 3, 1944, addressed to forme! 
Chairman GREEN by Hon. Charles B. Hende: 
son, chairman of the board, Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation, and letter dated August 
4, 1944, addressed to Mr. GrErEN by Hon. Abe 
Fortas, Acting Secretary of the Interior. The 
bill does not impose any financial burden « 
the United States Government, and the Eu- 
reau of the Budget has no objection to its 
enactment. The bill does not obligate any- 
one to do anything. It merely gives the c 
authority to do certain things which 
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desirable provided all the parties interested 
agree upon the plan of action. 
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The bill was ordered to engros 
and read a third time, was read the t! 
time, and passed, and a motion 
consider was laid on the table. 

The SI EAKER %. If the Consent Cal 
endar is called a ain at this session, or 
the next session, — the present 
. of the chair holds the same position 
bills that are not elig "bl e, whi 
m es has not prepared in time to h 
them eligible, will not be called, 
they present matters of great emer 

‘hat applies to next Monday 
calendar is called at that time 
TRANSFERRING LAND IN NACOGD 

COUNTY, TEX., TO THE UNITED STA 

FOREST SERVICE 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I < 
unanimous consent for the > present cl 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5551) 
transfer certain land in Naco 
County, Tex., to the United Stat 
Service, 
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hird time, was read the 
and passed, and a motion to 
‘r was laid on the table. 
TAX UNDER FEDERAL 
ANCE CONTRIBUTIONS ACT 
r. SABBATH Committee on 
submitted the following privileged 
on the bill CH. R. 5564) to fix the 
of tax under the Federal Insurance 
t utions Act on employer and em- 
calendar year 1945 (Rept. 
referred to thi 
ordered to be 


INSUR- 


from the 


t 
2013 which was 
Calendar and 


ntea: 
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My 


Hou 


S 


The 


Resolution 667 

n the ador 
be in order 
Olve it if int 
le House on 
considerat 

the rate of 


e Contr 


ately ut 


hall 


HMENT FOR WILLFUL 
TRUCTION OF WAR 
ITIES 

SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
Resolution 566 for immediate con- 


) 
Uli, 


INJURY OR 
MATERIALS OR 


Clerk read as follows: 


Tha 


House re 


SABATH. Mr 

ces in order a bill known a 

» bill, H. R. 2442. The rule provides 

r 1 hour’s general debate and the read- 

of the bill under the 5-minute rule. 

Member [Mr. Hozss] who filed 

» report and appeared before the com- 

horoughly familiar with the 

purpose of the bill and can 

uately explain its provisions. 

consequently, take any time 

but will yield to him as soon as he desires 

such time as he may need to explain the 
bill 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 30 minutes 

the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

IsH] and reserve the remainder of my 
time 


Speake 


s the Sabo- 


Y 
I 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 


self 10 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule was adopted by 
a unanimous vote and makes in order 
the so-called Hobbs antisabotage bill 
and permits the offering of any and all 
germane amendments. 

This rule was granted last May, and I 

omewhat vague about the opposition 
hat arose tothe billat that time. There 

; some opposition, but I believe it will 

brou out in the committee. I 
hink the opposition was from labor or- 
zations in regard to certain pen- 

ies, perhaps the death penalty, con- 
d in the bill. I prefer that those 
be discussed in committee rather 
han under the rule. The rule provides 
for 1 hour’s general debate. I hope that 
the House will give very careful consid- 
eration to this rather ancient bill and 
find out if there is anything contained in 
the bill that might imply something dif- 
f nt from what is generally conceived 
to be the meritorious purposes of it. 

Mr. Spe I have the greatest ad- 
miration for the Judiciary Committee 
and its members. That committee is 
composed of very able, hard working 
Members of Congress. However, my 
recollection goes back to some time ago 
when that committee brought in a bill, 
known as the antisedition or Gestapo 
bill, which amended the Constitution of 
the United States by law and redefined 
“treason,” already clearly defined in the 
Constitution. We had 2 or 3 days’ debate 
on the bill, and then I offered an amend- 
ment which was adopted and that put 
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an end to the bill because althou 
passed it over to the other body it | 
never been heard of since. I am y 
dering whether this bill needs anyth 
of that kind by way of amendm 
I happen to be one of th 
of the House, and I think all 
are agreed, who believe in fre 
and who believe that free speech 
essence of Americanism without 
we cease to have a free Am 
considerable debate I offered a new 
tion to the so-called Gestapo bill wh 
reads as follows: 

Nothing in this a shall be c 
en or clit 


h we 


se 


orevent any t1Z izens Or any 


I 1 

I r or er publicati 

freely discussing or openly critic 
domestic or foreign policies of the 
t al Gove 
I or from discussing or cr 
ing any existing or proposed law, regul 
directive, or Executive order. 


That amendment was agreed to 
was written into the bill, but I presum 
it destroyed the purposes of the bill, : 
1as never been heard of since that 
Mr. Speaker, as far as I know thi 
und, meritorious legislation; but it m 
need clarifying amendments. Howe' 

I want to take some time to comm 
on the recent sedition trial which f 
the time being has come to an en 
through the unfortunate death of Jud 
Eicher. I have been alarmed and dis- 
turbed, not as a Member of the Hi 
but as an American citizen, about thi 
whole trial from beginning toend. I be- 
lieve that the law passed by the Congr: 
on July 28, 1940, known as the peacetime 
sedition law, but actually the alien regis- 
tration law, has been abused and mis- 
used by the Department of Justice whic! 
has stretched it far beyond its origina 
purposes. 

It never was voted upon by any Mem- 
ber of the House for the purpose fo! 
which it was used in this so-called con 
spiracy trial to drag 26 or more Amer 
ican citizens from all parts of the Nation 
here to Washington to be tried on 
charges of a conspiracy to foment insur 
rection, mutiny, and disobedience of ou 
armed forces. That section of the b 
was adopted at the request of the Nav; 
to prevent the Communists from circu 
lating and distributing revolution 
leaflets on board battleships, but it |} 
been used as a dragnet to bring all th 
alleged seditionists from all parts of th 
Nation who have never seen a battlesh 
to Washington for trial here—I b 
contrary to the provisions of the C 
stitution that guaranteed that they 
be tried in the district where the all 
crimes were committed, article ITI, s« 
tion 2: 

Such trials shall be 
the said 


n or the Fe 


} 


rnment ol 


om 


sc 


held in the State ¥v 
crimes shall have been committ 


These alleged seditionists were also en- 
titled to the benefit of that clause of th 
Constitution that prescribes an imvarti 
and speedy trial, amendment VI, Bill o! 
Rights: 


In all criminal prosecutions, the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and put 
trial by an impartial jury of the State 
district wherein the crime shall have 
committed. 



































































These indictments were made 1, 2 
i3 years ago. The trial has been go- 
for 7 months. These so-called 
ts have never had a chance to 
end themselves or even to answer the 
rees in open court. It has all the ear- 
ks of persecution, not prosecution. I 
here to defend any one of them 
lly but generally in their right to 
e § ch and free criticism in time 
peace. I am alarmed and somewhat 
ked that no great American con- 
tional lawyer has raised his voice or 
i his services free in defense 
and a free press in time ol 
» I have always believed that the 
reason for these charges and per- 
ution of 90 percent of these out- 
n American citizens was because 
y had openly and bitterly criticized 
administration, attacked commu- 
m, and had opposed our entrance into 
e war before Pearl] Harbor along with 
recent of the American people which 
is their right as free American citizens 
ler the Constitution. If they had 
ommitted sabotage, then it was the duty 
the Department of Justice to show 
re they had committed it. No wit- 
s or Member of Congress who advo- 
cated section 1 of the Alien Registration 
Act ever imagined that the law could be 
ed to punish individuals who uttered 
wrote criticisms considered objection- 
ible by the administration, particularly 
when they do not constitute a clear or 
present danger of mutiny, disobedience, 
desertion in our armed forces. 
I remember what Thomas Jefferson, 
‘ording to history, had to say against 
he sedition laws of 1798, when political 


on 


ol 
speech 


) ne 
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opponents of the Federalists then in 
wer were hauled into court, con- 
demned, sentenced, and sent to jail. 


When that great Democrat, Thomas Jef- 
erson, Came into office, he released them 
ll and denounced the peacetime sedition 

in the strongest kind of language. I 
place in the Recorp at this point 
hat Thomas Jefferson had to say in a 
tter to Mrs. John Adams, written at 

the end of his first term: 

every person under punish- 

‘nt or prosecution under the sedition law 
iuse I considered and now consider that 

vy to be a nullity, as absolute and as pal- 
le as if Congress had ordered us to fall 

1 and worship a golden image; and that 

was as much my duty to arrest its execu- 


I discharged 


m in every stage as it would have been to 
cue from the fiery furnace those who 
uld have been cast into it for refusing 
worship the image 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 5 additional 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FISH. The golden image in the 
present instance is the foreign policy of 

he New Deal administration prior to 
Parl Harbor, and those who failed to 
fall down and worship it before Pearl 
Harbor have been charged and in some 
instances indicted under the provisions 
of the present-day Sedition Act of 1940. 


| 
| 
| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 








I do not know and I do not care what 
action the Department of Justice take 
All I Fnow is 


that these poor men and 
women, little people, obscure people, with 
no money to hire their own counsel to 


I 
defend them, have 
way across 
ington to be defendant I 
trial most of them not even knowin 


been dragged all the 
Wash- 


S In a conspira 


the continent here t 


other defendants. The most unfair and 
objectionable aspect of such a tria 
that a charge against one runs again 
all. Some of these defendants were kept 
in jail for months unable to furni 
bond in this type of conspiracy case. 


What I am fearful of 
fending any one of 


—~and I am not de- 
them specifically be- 


cause I do not Know about all of the 
charges, and make no pretext to— 
what I am alarmed about is this effort 


Justice to ust 
Amer- 


by the Department of 
these conspiracy cases to dragnet 


ican citizens, clergymen, editors, writers, 
and speakers from all parts of the Nation 
on no specific charges or bill of particu- 


lars. I am convinced that the Depart- 
ment of Justice has made a serious e1 
in attempting to abridge freedom 
speech and the press in violation of the 

Constitution of the United States and 

contrary. to the intent of Congress. If 

this trial had continued and the Depart- 

ment of Justice had succeeded in estab- 

lishing such an unfortunate and unhappy 

precedent, carried to its natural and log- 

ical conclusion it would mean the setting 

up of a Gestapo in America that would 

rival that of Hitler’s and destroy freedom 

of speech and of the press and endanger 

life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 

ness guaranteed to every American citi- 

zen by the Constitution. 

Back in the old days of Thomas Jeffer- 
son. when Aaron Burr was tried for di- 
rect treason under the Constitution, he 
had the abiest lawyers in’ the United 
States, who volunteered to defend him. 
Has the flame of freedom, has the flame 
of liberty, burned so low in America that 
great constitutional lawyers are afraid— 
that is the word—afraid to defend and 
protect the right of free speech of these 
poor little people, because of fear that 
they will be smeared by the Communists, 
by the fellow travelers, by all those evil 
forces who seek like termites to under- 
mine and destroy our free institutions 
and who know the technique of smear, 
because of fear that anyone who raises 
his voice in defense of any man charged 
with criticism of the administration o1 
who denounces communism is un-Amer- 
ican himself, and is a stooge for the 
Nazis or a dupe for the Fascists? This 
kind of smear has gone so far that the 
great constitutional lawyers are fearful 
themselves, fearful to defend the con- 
stitutional right of free speech and of 
free criticism. That is why I offered that 
amendment to the old so-called Gestapo 
bill, and perhaps it should be offered to 
this bill. 

What I am saying is not defense 
of any one of these men or women. I 
am defending only their right to free 
speech in time of peace and to an im- 
partial trial, and a tria] where the crime 
is committed, and that there should be 
clear and sufficient evidence that it was 
committed and that the alleged crime 
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er Of MULINY, alisodvedienc ( aest I 
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e Constitution ] w! I 
eakir here tod f that you 
nd I voted fo to } I t Com- 
munist cordin to the test on 
en in the committee where the bill 
originated, from distributing communis- 
tic leaflets on board battleships to cause 
nsurrection desertion and mutiny 
That was the purpose of the law In- 
tead of that, the Department of Justice 
has used this law to indict 30 or more 
American citizens on a conspiracy charge 
of being in a world-wide plot to promote 
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insurrection in the nited States for 
criticizing, for speaking publicly, for ex- 
pressing their views on the domestic and 
foreign policies of the administration 
and on communism, with no direct con- 
nection with causing mutiny in the 
armed forces or insurrection in America 
The SPEAKER pro mpore The 
time of the gentleman from New York 
has again expired 
Mr. FISH. I yield myself 2 more min- 
ute Perhaps, too, if I were not a lam 
duck Member of Conert 2 ht 1 
hesitant to express my views in defen 
of freedom of speech hich we and ou 
sons are fighting for all over the world, 
and which should be [ larded 
home. Certainly the “four freedom 
should have priorit n America 
It may very well be that these freed 
are being denied in America I expe 
to vote for this bill beca I believe 
the apparent purposes of the bill. The 
who commit ibotage, willl sabotage 
should b punished and _ punished 
severely 3ut I must say that Iam some 
\ at il med t The tl e| rn / t 
count! ich as our built upe freed 
and libe th ha of 
fre he fune t prir pi ‘ 
Thom Jeffe: nd it } had 
say against pea ime d n 1 [ 
hope t t this ti f ym O an é1 
vill be the la tri of tl ature, a con- 
piracy trial in pea I on the ba 
merely of what son American < 
had to say. If there is any one th 
hold dear on both sides of the H 
is the right to free speech. Whet! t 
chairman of the Committee on Rule 
myself disagree or not, I 
fend his right to per 
anybody els¢ rig r¢€ ( 
I have been a libs n | m 
life What is 4 ) Phe 
|} “liberal” comes fron Latin we 
| “liber” whi me —free spee 
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free press, freemen, free 
That is my political philosophy. The 
very people I am opposed to, the Com- 
munists, the Reds and the fellow-travel- 
lers, would destroy that. Anybody who 
stands up for free speech and is a liberal 
and against the Communists, dictator- 
ship and totalitarianism is repudiated, 
attacked, purged, and smeared, as if he 
was dc.ng something un-American, and 
against our American form of govern- 
ment. No man would do more to send a 
saboteur to jail or to his death than I, 
but no man will do more to uphold the 
right of every American to freedom of 
speech and to a free press. And I uphold 
it for Communists, as well as Republi- 
cans and Democrats. I hope as a result 
of this trial, the American people will 
find out finally, what it is all about, that 
it is an attempt to purge little Americans 
with no financial means and shut the 
mouths of these obscure and average 
Americans who dared oppose the foreign 
policies of the President prior to Pearl 
Harbor, who dared to attack commu- 
nism, and even were openly anti-Semites, 
as much as I deplore that, they have a 
right as American citizens to be that or 
anything else, anti-Protestant or anti- 
Christian. I will defend their right to be 
what they want, as long as it is within 
the law of the United States and within 
the confines and limitations of the Fed- 
eral Constitution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hoegss]. 


The 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, everyone 
within the sound of my voice, of course, 
is in accord with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FisH] in his advocacy of 


free speech. We all are all-out for the 
Constitution of the United States and 
the Bill of Rights. Therefore, we have 
nothing but praise for the objective 
which he was lauding, and to which he 
has ostensibly directed his remarks. But 
let me call your attention to the fact that 
neither the bill which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Fisu] is talking 
about, that was passed several years ago, 
nor his amendment of that bill, has any- 
thing in common with the bill we are 
about to begin considering. Neither 
should what the gentleman has been 
pleased to call the sedition case on trial 
in court, downtown, be tried here as 
though there were any provision of pend- 
ing legislation that had any bearing upon 
any question involved in, or growing out 
of that wholly distinct and separate case. 

This bill seeks to expand the coverage 
during wartime of the law against sabo- 
tage. Thatisall. There are five amend- 
atory provisions that seek to plug loop- 
holes that experience has shown to ex- 
ist in the law against sabotage. 

In order that you may have it clearly 
in your mind, I am going to suggest to 
you what they are. These five amend- 
ments are approved by every single mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary; 
not simply by a majority but with abso- 
lute unanimity. 

First. The bill would punish a man for 
knowingly selling defective war material 
to our Government or our allies. Under 
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America. | the existing law only persons who are 


chargeable with making it defectively 
may be punished. An example of the 
need for this extension is the case where 
war material is made defectively with- 
out anyone being to blame. It gets to the 
final inspection and is discovered to be 
defective. Then the inspectors and cor- 
porate officials arrange to fake the final 
inspection and ship it on to the Govern- 
ment. *This is the Anaconda Wire & 
Cable Co. type of case. Since the exist- 
ing law punishes only defective manu- 
facture, it can be argued that faking the 
final inspection does not come within it 
since the material is complete when it 
reaches that stage. That is one of the 
major reasons why the Anaconda case 
had to be prosecuted as fraud against the 
Government rather than sabotage. Un- 
der the bill these persons would be cov- 
ered because they caused defective ma- 
terial to be sold to the Government. 

Another example of what would be 
covered by this extension is this: An ord- 
nance company had on hand a large 
number of detonators for bombs. These 
were made properly but kept around un- 
used for years so that they became rusty, 
waterlogged and inoperable. Neverthe- 
less they were placed in bombs and sold 
to the Government though the seller 
knew they were unusable. 

A third example is the case in which 
an arms broker in New York City bought 
up 2,000,000 rounds of ammunition which 
had been made under contract with the 
French Government and rejected because 
it was defective, He bought it up at junk 
prices and attempted to sell it to the Rus- 
sian Government as first-quality ammu- 
nition. 

Second. The existing law does not 
cover persons who carry away, conceal, 
or tamper with war material without 
actually damaging or injuring it. Such 
acts, committed with reason to believe 
that they would injure the war effort, 
are made punishable under the bill. An 
example of the need for this was the case 
where men working on a tank assembly 
line hid some necessary parts to keep 
the next shift from beating their produc- 
tion records. The plant gives a bonus to 
the shift having the highest production. 
This has happened frequently. In some 
cases it has occurred in connection with 
steel furnaces where necessary valves 
and regulators were hidden to prevent 
operation of the furnace by succeeding 
shifts. 

Another type of case which has oc- 
curred is where vital irreplaceable parts 
were stolen and held for ransom. All of 


| these acts would be included in “conceal- 


ing” or “carrying away” war material 
within the meaning of the bill. 

The bill would also cover the case in 
which certain persons, not long ago, 
dumped a whole carload of magnesium 
on the railroad tracks for reasons of 
spite. Another example of this type of 
case is where a large aircraft plant had 
many hundreds of thousands of tiny 
parts separated by sizes into different 
bins. The parts in the different bins dif- 
fered in size by only a few thousandths 
of an inch. A workman, bearing a 
grudge against the foreman, dumped the 
bins and mixed the different parts up, 
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thus rendering them useless for all prac- 
tical purposes. These acts, which are 
very harmful to war production, would 
be “tampering with” war material unde: 
the bill. 

Third. The bill would extend the exist- 
ing law to any material used or useful for 
the conduct of the war. The present law 
applies only to defined categories of war 
material, war premises, or war utilities 
An example of the need for this is th: 
case where a large plant making mortars 
and shells had 250,000 different mold 
for castings and only 1 copy of a list 
and index to the molds. A workman, 
out of anger at the company, destroyed 
that 1 copy. The company could not 
use any of the molds until they had al! 
been carefully examined, measured, and 
reindexed. The list, a piece of paper, is 
not included as “war material, premises 
or utilities” under the existing law and 
prosecution could not be undertaken. 

Fourth. The existing sabotage law 
does not punish conspiracies to commit 
sabotage. These are punishable under 
the general conspiracy section of the 
code, title 18, United States Code, section 
88, which carries the penalty of 2 years. 
A conspiracy to commit sabotage is cer- 
tainly as grave an offense as sabotage 
itself. Under the bill conspiracy would 
be punished the same as the substantive 
act of sabotage. 

Fifth. The bill extends the definition 
of “associate nation” and “Government 
of the United States” so that these terms 
include corporations producting property 
for the United States or Allied govern- 
ments or furnishing property thereto. 
This is necessary because many person 
selling war materials deal with prime 
contractors or purchasing corporations 
organized or acting for Allied govern- 
ments rather than with the United 
States or Allied governments direct. 
Thus the man who sells defective war 
material to the Amtorg Corporation for 
shipment to Russia or to the Ford Motor 
Co. for use on a Government contract, 
would be as guilty as the man who sells 
defective war material to the Govern- 
ment direct. 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman yield 

Mr. HOBBS. I will be delighted t 
yield to my colleague. 

Mr. KERR. Do you have any knowl- 
edge of any such action of that kind? 

Mr. HOBBS. The testimony before 
our committee by the representatives of 
the Department of Justice, that Depart- 
ment of our Government that has to d 
with the enforcement of the antisabota 
laws, was that they had more than a 
hundred cases with which they were un- 
able to deal because of these five loop- 
holes in the law. That is why they asked 
that we implement the law still furthe: 
by patching those holes. 

Those are the five amendments pro- 
posed by the pending bill, as to whic! 
there is perfect agreement. In addi- 
tion to them there are proposed as com- 
mittee amendments, two highly contro- 
versial changes in the bill as drawn. 
These will be discussed during the debate 
of the bill. 

This bill applies only “when the United 
States is at war.” 
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DONDERO. Mr. Speake 
nan yield? 

HOBBS. Iam so glad to yield to 
nd from Michigan. 


, Will the 


Mr. DONDERO. Just a brief ques- 
are there any cases that fall within 
purview of these proposed amend- 
now arising out of acts against our 


ernment? 
Mr. HOBBS. Over one hundred, ac- 
t to the undisputed testimony of 
of the Department of Justice who 
red before us. At that time there 
than one hundred we were 
ible to touch except on the theory of 
i, the maximum punishment for 
ich is a fine and not more than 2 years’ 
iprisonment. 
Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
itleman yield? 
Mr. HOBBS. I am delighted to yield 
the gentleman, one of the ranking 
members of the Committee on the Judi- 


mare 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has expired. 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Slabama. 
Mr. MICHENER. My question is this: 
are hearing so much over here about 
he fact that this bill was introduced on 
October 13, 1943, was reported by the 
mmittee on November 5, 1943; a rule 
granted on May 26, 1944, but nothing 
been done about it until now. Most 
is have forgotten the details of the 
and many Members are wondering 
the bill has been stymied all this 
time if it is necessary legislation in the 
r effort. 
Mr.HOBBS. The testimony before our 
! > was unanimous that it is nec- 
iry and vital to the war effort. 
ason that the Rules Committee re- 
sed to grant a rule, or did not grant 
ile, from the fall of 1943 until May of 
1944, I do not know, nor can I possibly 
iderstand, not being a member of that 
committee and having appeared before 
a number of times in advocacy of the 


The 


Mr. MICHENER. I may Say the fact 
hat there is a minority report signed by 
13 Members, of which the gentleman now 
peaking is one, against the enactment of 
the bill had some weight undoubtedly in 

Rules Committee. 
Mr. HOBBS. Oh,no,sir. The minor- 
report favors the enactment of the 
bill, the whole bill, and nothing but the 
ill. It is against the adoption of the 
vo emasculating amendments proposed 
to the bill by a majority of those members 
of the committee who happened to be 
present when those particular votes were 
ken in that committee meeting. May 
I point out, sir, that since May the House 
has been in almost constant recess, and 
when not in recess we have struggled un- 
der the inhibition against anything con- 
troversial in the way of legislation be- 
g considered. That accounts for every 
ur of the time since our committee re- 
ported the bill. I hope that that will not 
lit against favorable consideration 


niiivacve 


hy 


a most meritorious piece of legisla- 
in which everybody who Knows any- 
including 


thing about the facts, the 
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Army, the Navy, and espe t De- 
partment of favors 

The SPEAKER protempore. The tin 
of the ntleman has expired 


. Seed 
Speaker 


Mr. FISH. Mr min 
! rom California 


utes to t tleman f 
Mr. ANDERSON |. 
Mr. ANDERSON 

Speaker 


i, 


11e 


of California 


t Saturday the traditional 


on la 


Army and N ame was played 

the usual ceremony in Baltimore, but un- 
fortunately the Navy absorbed t tor- 
pedoes and one depth cha and wer 
down with the fi fivir The u 
trophies and souvenirs were distributed 


before the game 

Mr. Speaker, I wonder how those fine 
American boys who played the game fo} 
the Army and Navy and the fighting men 
out on Leyte would feel if they knew these 
little trophies that were handed out were 
all stamped “Madein Japan”? I wonder 
how many people who bought them real- 
ized those were made by an enemy of our 
country, a country are fighting 
against today? I wonder how, under the 
blue sky, any Organization or any indi- 
vidual had intestinal fortitude enough to 
fasten these little tin footballs stamped 
“Made in Japan” on ribbons and sell 
them at a premium during the football 
game last Saturday. 

Let us start another scrap drive 
dump this stuff in it along 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Will 

yield. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman will 
notice that all the boys did 
football out there was to kick it around 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. That's 
right and just as soon as they graduate 
from their respective academies they will 
do their share of kicking the Japs and 
the Germans ound, but I think they 
would all feel better if they knew that the 
souvenirs of last Saturday’s classic were 
marked “Made in U.S. A.” 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, 
balance of the time on this 
gentleman from Michigan 
MAN]. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and to include certain ex- 
cerpts from various papers and docu- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
objection to the request of the 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 








we 


and 
with the Japs. 
the gentleman 


I yield 


with the 


I yield the 
side 
Mr. 


to 


Horr- 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speake rf too. 
have been somewhat bewildered by the 


delay in bringing out this bill which is 
said to be a necessary war measure. 
That is, I was until the gentleman from 
Michigan | Mr. MICHENER], a member of 
the Rules Committee, called att 
the fact there was a minority 
signed by 13 of the members of the 
diciary Committee 

In glancing over the bill I notice that 
on page 2 it provides, 
when the United States is : 
ing that his act m< 
with, or obstruct 
preparing for or carry 
be punished, 


ention to 


report 


Ju- 


iy injure, interiere 
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Mr. HOBBS. Inre 
f em t if he 
I ) rike a exX- 
ercised it, it does not 

aon , AA AN ‘ ; 

Mr. HOFFMAN It just ms to m 
and I say this with all due respect 
whoever 1 have draft« e b 
tnat | ( not appiy t »ir 
terfere with the produ n and 
portation of w materi A 
not apply to them? 

rhe bill on line 3 sta 

I whoe whet I S € 

oS x 
; ' 
| yar 4 

That language applies to a w] 

refuse to produce war mate! does i 


who 


not reluse to transpo! ir m 
terial? I have no fault to find with the 
bill if it does apply to them. I think 
should. I think it was this mornin 
paper, or Saturday’s paper anyway, t! 
carried a atement to the effect tt 
veral thousand men are refusil t 


produce wal 


been a month since the P1 ent of tl 
United States said that our failure t 
furnish these men ! 
need On the battle f va f I 
in the loss of live 

Now I ask the ntleman: WV doe 
the bill not cover thase wl! el i 
to pr luce S we as th v injure 
I take it that under this | in 
should do something to a tank ora plane 
or a gun alter it wa ma lacture 
which would interfere with its use by the 
Army or the Navy, that would be < 
ered: would it not? 


Mr. HOBBS. Yes 

Mr. HOFFMAN. But it does not cov 
the man who says he will not m t 
gun or the tank or the plane, or \ 
leaves it partly finished, only a half 
a quarter finished. Suppose th 
suppose the p! 
is a fighter or 


ine is all re 


bomber, or whateve1 


that they use, have need for—that nee 
a bomb sight on it, and the mer ) 
in the plant, upon whose activity de 
pends the production of that bomb 

go home for one reason ¢ 

reason at all, you cannot doat 


hem under this bill in 
Mr. HOBBS. N¢ 
Mr. HOFFMAN 

HOBBS I 1 


M) 


ancwel 





Mr. HOBBS. 
at all. I am waiting patiently until the 
gentleman gives me an opportunity to 
answer the question; that is all. 

All I want to say is that this bill is not 


Connally-Smith bill, which was intro- 
duced here, which was to deal with war- 
time strikes, nor does this bill have for its 
object anything more than to plug the 


purview of it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. This bill is brought 
out here presumably to punish those 
who would interfere with the war effort. 
That is what it is brought in here for— 
at least, that is the statement of its 
sponsors—and yet the gentleman says— 
and it is no answer at all—that it is not 
intended to plug that particular hole— 
the hole caused by strikes and slow- 
downs. Strikes are one of the biggest 
holes of all in the production of war 
material and the sailing of transports 
and the delivery to ships and to the 
islands of war material. I say that is 


Iam not making it long | 





one of the biggest holes in the law or | 


in our procedure and practice, but it is 
not plugged by this bill. 

It was my privilege last Saturday to 
meet one of those men who had just re- 


turned from Guadalcanal—one who had | 


served in Africa and the South Pacific. 
He said—and I have no reason to doubt 
his word—that for 5 days he was without 
food down there on the fighting front, 
and he said, “I do not mean without K 


rations”; he said, “Without anything to 
eat”; and yet here in America, in the 
factories, where they produce the things 
that the fighting men need, no effort is 
made to end nonproduction. 

There is another thing about this bill 


that some of us do not like. I realize 
you cannot write a perfect bill, and I 
realize that you cannot even write into 
the law a provision to prevent mistakes 
in interpretation, whether they be willful 
or not. 

I realize that you cannot prevent mal- 
administration, but we should, if possi- 
ble—and I propose to offer an amend- 
ment to cure it—prevent as much mis- 
administration as we can. 

As the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Fisu] said, here is this trial of those 
29 so-called seditionists down here in 
Washington. This proceeding has been 
going on now for almost 2 years, the trial 
itself for 7 months, and to date, if I 
read the record correctly, there is not 
one particle of evidence of an overt act 
on the part of anyone which in any way 
tends to prove the offense which they 
stand charged with. And I hold no brief 
for any of them. But they are entitled 
to a fair trial under the Constitution. 

How did the district court get jurisdic- 
tion? Iam going to offer an amendment 
at the proper place which will provide 
that those accused under this act shall 
have the right to a speedy and public 
trial by an impartial jury of the State 
and district wherein the crime shall have 
been committed, which district shall have 
been previously ascertained by law. 
That is not anything more nor less than 
the sixth amendment, and I know what 





the answer will be. The lawyers and | 
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judges on this committee will say, “Well, | 


that is in the Constitution; that is the 
law.” The gentleman nods his head. 


| Sure it is; but it has been disregarded 
one that has the same purview as the | 


time and time again. 
You know how they got jurisdiction 


| here in the District in this so-called se- 
| dition trial. 
| ton Post induced some of those people 
holes that have developed by experience | 
in the enforcement of the Antisabotage | 
Act, and that is all that is within the | 


A reporter for the Washing- 


to write him letters to a fictitious ad- 
dress, he using a fictitious name, and 
then, when he received those letters here 
in Washington, the Attorney General 


| said that all of those defendants had 
| conspired together here in the District 
| of Columbia. 


We all know that is not 
so, we know it is false. We know that 
history has never disclosed here in the 
United States a greater farce—and it has 
been so labeled by the Washington Post 
itself—than this so-called sedition trial. 
To guard against a repetition under this 
law I will offer the amendment to which 
I referred. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan has expired, 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, as to the 
delay in calling up this bill, it was due 
originally to the opposition of the very 
gentlemen, Mr. FisH and Mr. HorrMan, 
who have just addressed the House. For 
some reason both these gentlemen ob- 
jected strenuously to any such legislation, 
fearing, as I believe, that it might affect 
others guilty of un-American activities 
and even those on trial in the District 
of Columbia for sedition. At that time 
it was believed it would be wise to post- 
pone action on the bill before the House 
until those gentlemen could familiarize 
themselves with the bill and the fact that 
it aims merely to punish those guilty of 
sabotage, and nothing more. At that 
time some gentlemen were under the im- 
pression that we were trying by this legis- 


| lation to deprive these accused of free 


speech and a free press. 

I reluctantly take the floor now, not in 
any way to try to be unfair to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Fisu], because 
I know he has rendered a great service 
to the country, has been a good legis- 
lator and an all-round splendid Mem- 
ber, but because I, unfortunately, could 
not agree with him when from the very 
beginning he charged every progressive 
with being a Communist. How he got 
that way I do not know, and I am not 
going to go into it, but I always believed 
he was misled by people who were not 
honest with him. 

As to the charges that these sedition- 
ists did not have an opportunity to de- 
fend themselves, he himself said they had 
been on trial now for more than 6 
months. They had to kill a splendid 
judge by the annoyance to which he was 
subjected by 20 of the lawyers represent- 
ing these defendants. 

I think if ever defendants, charged 
with sedition or any other offense, had 
an opportunity to defend themselves, 
surely these 26 men and 1 woman have 
had that opportunity. The gentleman 
complains that no outstanding consti- 
tutional lawyers came to their rescue or 
to their assistance. I venture to say 
that these constitutional lawyers real- 
ized their guilt and that is the reason 
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they did not want to get into the cas: 
Now, I am as much in favor of fre: 
speech and a free press as anyone 
the House. I believe in freedom and 
liberty that is granted to us under t! 
Constitution. I will go as far as any- 
one to defend that right of free speec! 
and of a free press, though frequently 
abused. But there were times when 
the accused who are now on trial ha 
been guilty of trying to create revol; 
tion, 
{[Mr. HorFrMAN] says he never read about 
it. Why the record is full of it, where 
they were trying to overthrow our Goy 
ernment by force. That is why they are 
being tried. Now, lest I forget, only 
few weeks ago I read the evidence of the 
former mayor of Danzig and former 
friend of Hitler. He testified under 
oath in the trial here in the District only 
a few weeks ago in the sedition case 
that he had several conferences with 
Hitler, and in 1933 and 1934 Hitler ex- 
plained to him how he was going to 
soften all those countries that refused to 
yield to him by his system of fomenting 
discord and disunion all through the 
nations that he would eventually con- 
trol, including the United States. I 
wish the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
FisH] and the gentleman from Michiga: 
{Mr. HorrMan] would read that testi 
mony. That man testified in oper 
court, under oath, about the aspirations 
of Hitler and those who conspired wit! 
him and Mussolini and Japan later t 
destroy that very freedom and liberty 
stressed by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FisH], and deprive us of free 
speech and deprive the press of its rights 
and privileges granted by the Constitu- 
tion. Not only that, you gentlem: 
read the evidence of Colonel Donovan. 
Colonel Donovan, 3 years ago, report 
after a thorough investigation, under 
direction of the Department of Justice, 
that more than $200,000,000 was sent 
the United States, money sent here by 
Hitler, Goering, Hess, Ribbentrop, and 
all that murderous gang, allegedly to b: 
kept for the personal accounts of these 
scoundrels. 

These millions sent here and to Sout! 
and Central America were not for the 
personal accounts of these men, but were 


publicity, and seditious un-America! 
activities; yes, treasonable activities. 
Even the McCormack committee and the 
Dies committee and the final report 
Colonel Donovan, who is doing suc! 
splendid work abroad, pointed out that 
many organizations, under the leadersh}; 
of Viereck, Pelley, and the bunds, hav 
been built up for the purpose and wilt! 
the deliberate intention of creating dis 
cord and disunity in our midst and et! 
fecting an overthrow of our Govern 
ment by revolution, peaceably if possible, 
by force if necessary. 

I had not expected to answer the gen 
tleman from New York [Mr. FisuH], but 
I cannot resist pointing out that his ac- 
cusations against the Department oi 
Justice that these men were unjustly in- 
dicted and are being unjustly and un- 
fairly tried are not justified by facts. 

I wish I had time to collect at least a 
portion of the evidence that has been 
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n manu a nown by tl re- 
pr t I of t committ 
; I ] a ( on I 
aa\ Lie \ Le VW n 
\ 1a} punis} nt 1 ( ! : 
‘ tlemen lil d if 1 
( I i I Ni - 
cl I I E|, ob to the death 
I lity I kne of nor on why aman 
i not occupy “the hot chair” who is 
i itor to hi \ y, in wartime, and 
v Liity oO ra.Z th of our 
fi I 1; but if e Memb dis- 
th t I } e » ¢ n to 
t ibstitution of life impr nment for 
the ¢ 1 pen \ Mal ‘ye 1, this is the 
n ximum pu nt under the 
F ten before the commit- 
te 1 ng « tion 2 ws 
pr¢ d. The judge, in his des tion, 
coula ) a l-« it fin ind a l-min- 
ute jail nter is the p hment to 
be 1 out to the convicted criminal, 
under the bill a originally written, 
] ld } ee fit ‘Only in the heinou 
the m«¢ flagrant case, is the death pen- 
‘ ever considered for imposition. 

Iu » the defeat of these two so-called 
Ce tt I idment 

The CHAIRMAN. The tin of th 
f nan h ired 

HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
m lf 2 minutes. 

Cc man, this bill was considered 
by t Judiciary Committee over a year 
‘ I didn now until just a few mo- 
I 1ts ago it 5 ing up for consider- 

ion t vy, and I am, thereiore, embar- 
ré i to mit that I am not pre] d 
to s the bill in detail 

V eunan - DENK, 2 4 reeing 
that suai ck the l lation are 
n ous. It was r enaried by the 
committee at the request of the Depart- 
ment of Justice The need for it is 
summed up in this one sentence, which 
ap rs in the letter from the Attorney 
General to the committee: 

] C dan adk i pro- 
te » the ¢ c nt against sat re 
in 1\ uld cure 1€ de- 
I ( € law, 


I am inclined to agree with the gentle- 


o 
y 
i 


man from Alabama that the con mitt > 
am nt, on page 2, line 4, which 
st k out the lancuage “with reason “to 
believe” and t! bstitution of “know- 
i *,was am . I do not believe the 
le could be r ily enforced with the 
committee a i 1ent 

I think s on 2 stricken out by 
t! imittee properly because the 
€ ig lawands ion 1] are ac uate to 


CONGRESSION 


reached by 








r the situation which is sought to be 
ction. Whatever we do 
amendments, I believe that the | 
to pass. I think the House is | 
ith the Anaconda Copper case 
by the gentile- 


1 
t 
hats 


th the 
tht 
familiar w 


as been described 


man from Alabama. We were Id by 
the Department of Justice that the 
existing law does not reach that type of 








Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to 
the  § tleman from Indiana I[Mr. 
SPRINGER 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, as 
the gentleman from New York just ex- 
plained, this measure came before the | 
Judiciary Committee more than 1 year | 
i It was reported with amendmenis | 
( He Calend on November 5, 
l i matter of fact, the legisla- 
tion was a little stale in the minds of 
each ol! of 1 and just as the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York 

] little while ago, I did not myself 
that this legislation was coming 
before the He until this morning. 

The gentlem in from Alabama [Mr. 
H the author of this bill, has ex- 
p! d it very well before the committ 
[) *» are two major provisions which 
have an important bearing with respect 

o t le lation. The first one came 

n f nent at the top of page 2 

th ruage “with reason to be- 
\ stricken out and the word 
ng is substituted 

The distinguished gentleman from 

ama t ’s the position that perhaps 
it would be almost impossible to make 
proof under this measure, since the word 


“knowing” is 


of the bill. 


now at 


I 


incorpor 
cannot agre 


‘das a part 


-e with that 


interpretation because the word “know- 
ing” in its use in this particular measure, 
would have the same force and effect as 


the words “with intent” or “intending” 





All of us who have had experience in the 
trial of criminal cases, and in law, know 
that you are not required to specifically 


Th: 
and tha 


prove inté 
ances 


nt. t is shown by the cir- 


cumst t develops in the cir- 





cumstances shown by the evidence in the 
trial of a case. Consequently, if that 
language is used in this particular case 
ute, the word “knowing,” which is us« 


an under 'th e law that aan 
; intent, would be proved 
the circumstances. It would be in- 
erred from the facts adduced upon the 
ial. The evidence would all be intro- 
uced before the trial judge, or the trial 
iry, and from all the evidence, and from 
all the facts, and all the circumstances, 
the question of “knowledge” would then 
and it could be inferred 


would me 
the same as 


CcUuge, 
ti 
a 
ji 


be determined, 
from the evidence which was introduced 
in the trial of the case. As I say, with 
respect to the word “knowing” in that 
first amendment at the top of page 2, 
the word “knowing” would have prac- 

cally the same effect as if the words 
“with intent” had been used, and could 
be proved in like manner upon the trial 
of the case 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
Mr. SE RINGER. I yield to the gentle- 


man from Ohio. 
Mr. LEWIS. The fact is that in a trial 
this act the question of knowl- 


under 
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edge would be a question for the 
determine from all the facts of the « 


was afraid of was that 
language as originally 
pre 





Mr. SPRINGER. The 


entirely correct. 


Mr. LEWIS. The thing the comn 
if we u 
inserted, thi 


ssion “with reason to believe,” 


gentleman 





DECEMBER 


Jury 


) 





might be a miscarriage of justice du 


the bro 


ent 


ac ened application of those wv 
SPRINGER. The 
irely correct. That was 
that predominated larg 
of the committee at the 
lation was considered. 


Mr. 
the th 
‘ly in the r 
time this lk 
As I stated 





fore, the insertion of the word 
ing” in the section at the top of } 
has practically the effect of “in 


tionally” or “with intent,” 


would be practically identically the 
The trial jud or the jury tryin 
case would take all the facts an 
the circumstances into consider: 
and from the facts and circum 


in evidence in the tri 
the case would be determined the « 
tion of the knowledge or the quest 
intent on the part of the accused p 


introduced 





Mr. H OBBS. Mr. Chairman, wi 
ge ntleman yield? 
SPRINGER. I yield to the 


nan from Alabama 
Mr. HOBBS. May 
guished gentleman if 
the ca S against 


tle 
I ask the d 
he will ref 
» of State McBarron 
on the top of page 12 of the report, ' 

tates that the proof must show 
edge: and I « all the g ntl 
tion and that of the other Memb 
the House to the quoted definiti 
that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But 
does not mean to say that the qu 
of “knowledge” or the ques of 
tent” could not be inferred 


eman’s ¢ 


the gen 


tion 


facts and circumstances which w 
troduced in evidence in the trial 
case? 

Mr. HOBBS. The McBarron 


a well-considered cast 
which is a court of re 


which was 
New Jersey, 
says “No.” 

Mr 
so decides, does respe 
circumstances have 
question. 

Mr. E 

Mr. 


a bearing on 
HOBBS. That is right 


SPRINGER. That i 


1 


Irom 


SPRINGER. But that case, 
ct the fact that 


gentleman 


and the pi 


y 


‘ 


( 


practically all authority on that q 


tion. 
tent is inferred from the evidence 
duced. It 
cally proven as a fact. 

Mr. HOBBS. I have the highe 
gard for 
and for his judgment, 
disagree with him. 

Mr. 
question which has been 
respect to this particular legislati 
der section 2, which was 01 
stricken out by a majority of the 
mittee on the Judiciary because 
effect it might have hereafter, 
the present and existing 
section 103, and that is shown on 


rai 


ad 
AALS A 


SPRINGER. Going to the 


does not have to be sp 


The question of knowledge 01 


+ 


the gentleman's legal a! 
but I respect! 


Ol 


21 


law we 


T 
I 


of the report which the members ¢ 


committee now have before th 
want to read a portion of section 1 


cause it relates to ma 


tters identica 


] 
s 





+ 


the samé 
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Obtid 





which set forth in section 2 | Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Is not the tle- t mat H man 
n before us, which was | man refer! { tion 102 instead of 








a. exsiutenen from New York | Mr. CEL! 
ir. SPRINGER. I have just stated cla ne Sing Nigger 
in my opinion the section wl ie 








man vield 
d, section 103, and which is now a ee ee . 
rape ie aa CELLER I 1 t ~ 
law na in [ull Ii f na ell am 
S § a clea : 
Ret hie) o ht to dons I i 1 Nl i A PLO PT NL: ( 
hin h i l t ye d 254 See ; 
ection 29 oO tl | ] vy} } . McCORMACK I I I 
a oe : . t , y f ‘ , , NA » > 
n out in com: tee can be done é ( t ! ( I I 
tion 103 l It Mi EI re! ( 
( A , 
“YT y - r + rT ’ f , “ 
I CHAIRMAN Tl tin ( 
1 ed Tt ( i ri T ry) | ( TA ATA ¢ 
nas ext j . esVels i 
oO . é ) I ? mar , r 
Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I Bis man ’ 
: nal minutes to the wat Rave n } I I “NI | n ( 
r a nr . ? ce T ‘ ? t . 
SAUTHOFEF \ Chairman Bt Ga ‘ ! I 1 the 
attends wnt mi ( ( k ng the | , 
Mr. SPRINGER. I yield friend | fairness of my friend I i to par- Mr. CELL! 
er.tleman from Wisec« { il rem tt I ’ 
af A y - vy nea T} } , + 
SAUTHOFF. Und ( I : ! 
the gentleman just read, why car pit : 
not prosecute nvone ho egoe Oo ( ! 
e in a munitions plant? M IENER. I did rot mear ( 
r +; TC XT T r “th nront y ] I 
Ir. SPRINGER. Under the provi eave ( 
he te ‘ f M1 ER. Mr.Ci n at f ( 
itior t t nm ame! ( 
} ty ¢ out the ’ ? ‘ A 
the nd ibstitu I I ! f ! 
eC tT1ior ( 1] er eS 1 Ut! { 
nN} \ 0 inallv d wi i be hr i [ I 
‘ $ ‘ d n of ou yertie We 1 
ion of the statute very careful in that r I I ! 
— - wr } — ‘ at A , +; ‘ } ‘ ‘ ‘ 4 . 
Mr. SAUTHOFF. That is exactly it curing time Ot wa 4 in 
“In preparing for,” that means a muni nterpretatiol en by my ¢ : t 
cea C man of t J Cor , 
Ir. SPRINGER. But the point I w at would be very y i pl |‘ I 
and the point which I h t attorney to prove gullt it} n ( I ! 
with th, + f ! | ‘ 





torat 
pres 


ivil’, 


~ £val 


entirely correct. 
to the r 


re 


f ‘7° 


e 


U 


the Hou 
ted in 
No. 


tore 


( 


Id 


xy 


Wa 


I 
A 


T 


VGI 


tly 
AA 


L 


ig committee 


Mr. 


ld? 


> 


Is not 
exact language 


Rr 


4} 


i. 


sul 


1e 


amend 


Chairman, 


I yield to the 


The ger 


> 


AX 


act 
all 


identical 


lia. 
just ares 
ol 


+i. + 
voa 


itleman 
idment would 
pending be- 
language 
emanating from 


ame! 
now 


‘ORD 


en 
amend- 


be 


OCK. 
has been offer 
The w “kn 
il] unle the committee : 


The committee 
ed but not yet 
ng” will not 


Wing Wil 
grees 


amendment 


NERS of 


will the gent 


Texas 
leman yit 
RINGER. I yield t 
‘-hairman. 

NERS of Texas. I believe 
re is fairly acceptable to the 
belie. 


Mr. 


ld? 


Chair- 


cpp 
wis 


Oo my dis- 


lieve we pt that 

R. Mr. Chairman, will the 
ield? 

INGER. 

oC E L “LER As 
report, that 
ptable to me, 
h me in that 
cCORMA 


UU 


a 
acc 


r 
x 


I yield. 
one who 
V ould 
those 


wrote the 
be indeed 
who joined 


rity 
0 


Chairman, 


order that 

ison that I 

is the way 

uld re Wwe ‘cause the gen- 

substitute, if adopted, would 

bill the words “‘with reason 

rhe refore, I believe the gen- 

unanimous consent 
ndment be c 

1e committee am 

ut the can? 


bill WO 


tleman’s 
leave in the 
to believe. 

sh _— 


»m™ 


S¢ 


t oT 
substitute for tl 
o striking 
that his act ma: 
Mr SPRINGER. 


sk 


his 


nt, 


and ai ig Knowing 


Mr. Chairman, I 
d this was a substitute for the com: 
mittee amendment. That was to take 
out the language ‘“‘with reason to believe” 
and also “knowing that his act may” and 
would substitute the language “with in- 


tent to.” 
Mr. 


State 


IcCORMACK. So long as it is 
understood and the results that the gen- 
tleman desires are accomplished, that 
is agreeable to me, because I think that 
the language of the gentleman’s amend- 


ment “with intent to’ would place the 


HOUSE 


ITMIT YT 


VER 
n 
RMAN 
ill read 
amended. 
no obj 


The 


ar 
Nit 


19 


r. MIC! 
1 the bill th 

The CHAI 
the Clerk w 


will be if 


rea 
—e 
Wi 


the 


ction 
lang 
read: 

That whoever 
war, with inten 
ol ruct the U 
nation, in preparin 


And so forth. 
SPPIN (GER. 


nad tha 
iQ Ufl 


n offs ame 
*-- MICHENER. M 


ring the 


nt man vi 
t3 iiatl 


. SPRINGER. 
MICHENER. 
gentleman that 
difference be en 
nt to.” 


ive no 


h re is 
““Knoy 
‘You 1ch 
t changed the n 
We have m 
phraseology conform with the fy 
y of the World War No 

The CHAIRMAN. Without 
the substitute amendment off 

ntle in from Indiana [Mr. § 
is modified as read by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ti 

‘man has expired. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Ch: in, I 
unanimous consent that the gent 
may proceed for 2 additional mir 

The CHAIRMAN. Is 
to the request of the 
North Carolina? 

There was no obje 

Mr. FOLGER. 
yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. FOLGER. Would the g¢ 
object to adding to his 
correction of the word 
change the word “injuries’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would see 
jection. I really think that she 
“injures” instead of “injuries.” 


nge tl 
PRINGER. 


olo act of 


mi: 


me of 
gent] 


2irm 


there 


gentle 


ction. 


I yield. 

ntl 

amendm 

in line 6 
’ to “inji 
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CHAIRMAN Th eves Mr. SUMNERS of Tex H \ I 
ild be better to offer t pa- voted on the comm f ame! I be ! 

11 n i ] ite ke « iri¢ ( - 
. + Fay . ‘ + } 

I olered Dy n gentieman titute qa 


Ind ana h HOBBS. That not a é 
GRAHAM. Mr Chairman, I amendment, but I 1 like t 
ke it the last word Mr. SUMNERS of Tex n 


Mr. Chairman, I think the difficult: trike ¢ in line 6. on 1 2 


ns described war m rial, imple- es 
and the like. Then the next three The CHAIRMAN. J Cle} 
ons provi i for the destructi r t the amend: ' f t 
ment. and so forth. This b n J Clerk 1 
mendment whicl is been cffere . . 
( I 1dd 1 cons} cy CiauUse Te Oo 
e sudstantive acts, and provic 10! at 
Ia e with the gentleman from ; : 
1 (Mr. SPRINGER! that in the res- Th — , 
of tl language—I will read the rhe ¢ hale 
anguage he has sought to put in SI 2. Vi 
the first part of section 102, “when ne n 
United States is at war whoevel ae Gx ; I 
ntent to injure.” That is the exact ; 
ige as I understand it f that f property intends 
to be substituted as it is, well and tion f . the 
d; but it does not include the con- dete r havin whersl Mr. REES K 


racy count, which is sought to 
ed, which provides a penalty of $10,- the manu re oF 51 I Mr. CELLER. I 
ine and imprisonment for 30 years ig, caste a5 Ree — Mr. REI {f K 
is the difference in the two, as I 
tand it. rty or thir r cau t 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle- the standard ot ecifi M CELLER 
ee 


1 yleia t with f t mmittes ! t ’ 
Mr. GRAHAM. I yield defectivene fe . Mr HOPPMAN ts 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I find in the canger the lint ety, o1 th of 1 f n amendn 
xisting section 102, as contained in the = ae Ore ed roret f the cas ( ' 

ri on page 9, also the phrase “or | fy on nance coemntin, oe 

oever with reason to believe that his | season to beliet ; 

may injure.” cause to be dé. conve 


Mr. GRAHAM. That is correct. to the Government of the 1 


Mr. VORYS of Ohio. So that both to the government of any 


es are in existing law, and under any such property or t! kK t NA = —e ar 








. he ar + e ; re . 
imendment you would use only the ecanagete Tang 
+ nhra 9 ior l€ t 
nrase;: ‘ mmit ‘ } b I 
ne ‘ commi any at ( 
Mr. GRAHAM. That is correct convictior d ‘ 
Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman, will | jife or ¢ J 
entleman yield? dir¢ ‘ fi 
Mr. GRAHAM. I yield. 0,00 r both ; 
Mr. GWYNNE. Does the gentleman — : ; 
the language “with intent to in- eer. CELLEM ae ON, 2 Wa 
: committee amendment vv : ‘ 
is substantially the same as “know- eee eee eed 
} his oa en . The Clerk read as follow ne A ; nd N 
nat Mis acts : . ete 
r DA ‘ e€ é j 1 { 
Mr. GRAHAM. Ido not : : 
oF Ci E Page 2 ine 18 trike ] f Hee 


Mr. GWYNNE. There is a difference 
re Which does the gentleman think 
iid be more favorable for the de- Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, in 

ndant? nection with striking out section 2, I 

Mr. GRAHAM. Having been a prose- want to read to members of the ¢ a lek 
r, my judgment is it would be more tee a portion of a repo't, of which I had ; ae 

ficult to prove “knowing that his acts’ a part in preparin: is . 

n it is “with intent to injure.” T) mmittee 5 ‘ ' 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the tion f the | nd e pI t fr ae : 
eman from Pennsylvania has ex- wer ( sned to protect 1 , i De 1D 








I 
d t 
The question is on the amendment ee : ” he hae Dn 44 r 
} } Lion in whl 1 tney } Lec . A l 

ffered by the gentleman from Indiana re Se : : eek ; 

Ir. SPRINGER! to the committee amend- : ; eee ; a 

, t ed i € - 

he amendment was agreed to. nent in a cl e where ¢ ; I 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is o1 neers might ¢ re t ‘ t ' on sg 


sit ama Ian ‘ y 
mmittee amendment ; nended , I ‘ ‘ : 
+1, 2 ; . on, ¥ . — . "+1 + my qd +) y ‘ , 
he amendment offered by the gentle- provided theref i 
from Indiana. fective that the 1 
ine committee amenamen amend 


is agreed to ; 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- | , vine aggre te } ; 
1, a parliamentary inquiry y eee 
CHAIRMAN. he gentlemar will 
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hour in 
lk about li 
ishment being imp 
equally foolish thou 
mum would be im} 
most extreme cas 
to the distinguished gentleman 
) York. 
from punishment We insist that this committer 
CHAIRMAN. The time of th ment ought to be defeated. as \ 


} <pired amendment offered by the 
n. IT rise in from Michigan |Mr. HOFFMAN 
offered by Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. 
an ([Mr. | Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOBBS. Iam glad to yield t 
\derstand that the gentleman from Ohio. 
ed this amendment Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Would the 
believe anvbody will tleman leave the words on page 2, 
ause. of course, | 23, “or having ownership in” in 
The pending amendment? 
isabotage bill. 2oes not Mr.HOBBS. Yes,indeed, sir. Icc 
Praver. but we are al] | not consent to those words being stric 
hat matchless prayer out, because I believe that goes to tl 
ie heart of the matter. We do not belie 
‘lude the crime of arson. that the poor fellow who pours 
‘pe. but we are in favor | Molten copper to manufacture the wi 
and enforcing the law vain: or who pours the steel, and who kno\ 
hi : nothing about its constituent element 
ee ee ought to be punished. We are tryin 
ith reference to the committer I 
ondment which would strike out sec- get at the man who in ownership or 
eer management willfully causes the war n 
terial to be so inferior as to be danger: 
and willfully jeopardizes the lives of « 
fighting men. 
Mr.SMITH of Ohio. This might bri 


1 2, may I read from the speech made 
1ey General before the 


iation in regard to 


| in I 


ri n f riking it out EE RON Re ee ee ee ee in any stockholder of a corporation. 
HOFFMAN am in fa f ween Pine ! Seep PPI Mr. HOBBS. If he willfully part 
pated in the treason he is guilty 
n should be punished according to the ex 
the Government of seriously defective war tent of his guilty participation. 
McCORMACK. Is the gentlema 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is 
the perfecting amendment offered by 
gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment was rejected. 

ii ee ee a 22, = The CHAIRMAN. The question is « 
McCORMACK. TI! gentlema ery : gine er the committee amendment to strike 
10uld | I section 2. 

The question was taken: and on a 
sion (demanded by Mr. Hancock and M 
CELLER) there were—ayes 62, noes 20 

So the committee amendment 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows 


t 
the 


se 


how rarely 
hment imp ; 
a maximum, the judge can 
nvicted defendant 1 cent and 





f Kentu 
2 minute 
make the « 


is ton 


ivy more effi 
by giving tl 
approach to the c 
My underst 


was 21 te 


e den 


ry 


n shore. 


hy 
Wile 


tI 


I mean 


le cture, Ime 


Sen #} 


ann 


no 





min 
their powe1 
world. les on th 

ve! embarked 

r, trafflicker in ‘de 
our country to a point 

rebirth or decay. 
Ve must choose between George Wash- 
ington or Hillman—the forthright found- 
er of American liberty or the sly artifi- 
cer of oppression. We are at that 
when we must choose. Yes, Mr. Speaker, 
and we must act 

The fourth term accomplished another 
step along the way and path of un- 
bridled ambition when by a narrow mar- 
gin Sidney Hillman saved it from defeat 
In so doing Hillman rode three parties 
and fragments of other schools of 
thought into his present power. What 
a sorry By his acts and his 
deeds of record, mean and false in his 
representation of himself, contemptible 
in the arts of tyranny and of smear, 
Sidney Hillman comes to power. The 
Nation that could wittingly exchange 
the leadership of such as Washington 
for the leadership of such as Hillman, 
in my opinion, would be lost beyond all 
hope. The Nation has neither wittingly 
nor thoughtfully made such a choice. 
Sidney Hillman is merely a pilferer of 
power, a noisome creature grown fat and 
lusty on contrivance, on vicious 
defamation, on petty tyranny. He stands 
merely as a symptom of depravity into 
which our political life has 

Mr. Speaker, words fail me in my most 
earnest effort to make this clear to you 
and through you to America and Ameri- 
cans. When such a creature in effigy or 
otherwise sets out to make a dictator 
over the lives of a free people, the time 
has come to turn the searchlight of truth 
upon political conditions. 

Sidney Hillman 


tiny 


t choose 


pectacle. 


qaark 


SUNK. 


as a power in Ameri- 
can politics is a violent offense to po- 
litical He is, however, but a 
symptom—an unpleasant one—of decay. 
This decay has been brought about by 
the substitution of propaganda for truth, 
deliberate confusion of public opinion, 
planned deception and corruption of our 
people, mixed with a little terror now 
and then—sometimes more, sometimes 
less. Terror, Mr. Speaker! 

Black magic has been substituted for 
statecraft. The things I shall say to 
you here today will not surprise you who 
are loyal and faithful to American ideals. 
All the things I shall say to you here 
you yourselves with care-torn hearts 


decency. 


time 
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ve said in the privacy of re- 


to say to the people the 
you now Say in your cloak- 
and your Offices. It it time to join 
. Preservation of the integrity of 
Jnited States is the most important 
in this world today, to all Ameri- 
ind to the rest of this world. The 
of parties, of leaders of party pol- 
> war effort itself can be tested 
of this major responsibility. 
free, independent, herself is 
thing first for each and every 
‘an worthy of the heritage he has. 
2 preservation of the United States 
in its complete integrity and in its ma- 
erial strength is the master policy of 
all Americans worthy of the name. 
America did not send her sons to fight 
and die upon a hundred battle fronts 
under the inspiration of those who talked 
lobaloney.” I accept the _ excellent 
( ge of the lady from Connecticut. A 
imple American named Simon invented 
process to make your automobiles more 
ting. You have all heard of—and 
ome of you have had your car “simon- 
America did not send her sons to 
war to Hillmanize America. Nor did she 
send them to write with their red blood 
America’s approval of all of the injustices 
of European and Asiatic history. She 
did not send those sons to war to make 
the world safe for Marxism and the total- 
itarian way of life. 

America responded to the call to make 
enormous sacrifice in a world-wide war 
to preserve America and the American 
Way against all aggressors. So the peo- 
ple were told and so they have believed. 

Ambitious men throughout history 
have trafficked in human blood, paying 
noble words and phrases and _ slyly 
reaping the harvests of their ambitions. 

George Washington knew this. Read 
his Valedictory Address to the American 
people; engrave it on your hearts and 
minds. It is all-important in these times 
of world-wide war and reckless ambitions 
that issues shall not be obscured by 
tumults raised in behalf of things which 
are secondary. The major issue is, the 
United States of America, the only and 
last home of liberty and justice, must be 
preserved. America’s strength must not 
be dissipated on any visionary interna- 
tional schemes. Her independence must 
not be sacrificed, curtailed, or impaired 
by any international centralization of 
power. Her self-determination, her ex- 
pression of her right to be free, briefly, 
neither the sovereignty nor the welfare 
of the people of these United States can 
properly be used as poker chips in an 
international poker game. There must 
be no reckless betting of her independ- 
ence, the self-determination of these 
United States, nor the solvency of her 
people upon any venture beyond the con- 
trol of the people of the United States 
or without their knowledge. He who 
would deal rashly with the future of 
these United States is a public enemy. 
No leader or group of leaders, though 
gifted with arrogance and presumption, 
can take matters involving such issues 
out of politics, 
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If America is to surrender her ind 
pendence or impair it and sacrifice 
economic security on the speculation tl 
the season has come in world affairs 
which the lamb is no longer meat for tl 
lion, then this rash speculation can only 
be entered into after the people 
have had opportunity to pass matur 
judgment upon the unveiled and clear 
cut issue. Only the peopvle themsely\ 
can take’‘such an issue out of politic 

The conduct of the war and the 
making of the peace cannot be taken out 
of the political consideration and con- 
trol of the people. Their consideration 
and control, despite all dramatic farce: 
among a few leaders, are continuing and 
vital factors. Their sons are fighting t} 
war; their future and freedom are in- 
volved in the making of the peac: 
America’s economic future cannot b 
recklessly wasted and unnecessaril 
given away in the conduct of the was 
with any more propriety than thess 
things can be done in time of peace 
Nor has the way been cleared to com- 
promise America’s independence 0: 
security when a loyal opposition an- 
nounces that it has removed peace- 
making from politics. 

Preservation of America and Ameri- 
cans in their independence and in their 
blessings are first of all upon the list of 
responsibilities of “We, the servants of 
the people.” Leaders who do not realizs 
this have become far too big for thei 
breeches. 

It seems to me most disquieting that 
the people have been prevented from 
voting upon fundamental issues in recent 
years Some mysterious arrangement 
has been had in the last three election 
that has affected to take fundamental! 
questions out of politics, with the result 
that the sovereign people have been pre- 
vented from expressing themselves there- 
on. 

The New Deal's first term presented t 
America many Marxist laws, such as, anc 
including, the almost complete Fascist 
state known as the N. I. R. A. These 
measures, radically changing the form 
and spirit of our free government, were 
slickly and smoothly represented to the 
people as temporary emergency meas- 
ures. They were accompanied with con- 
stant and skillfully designed prattle in 
praise of democracy. 

This Fascist state was annulled by the 
then Supreme Court, but many of th 
temporary Marxist alterations in our free 
government have become parts of what 
is now called our leftist government, still 
trending left. 

Free America now speaks in the term 
of Europe’s house of bondage. Whoeve! 
may be the real authors of this plan- 
ning—and I once asked them from this 
well to stand up and be counted—did not 
have the strength in 1936 openly to avov 
the nature of their program, so the\ 
talked much of democracy, of saving the 
American way of life, of enlarging human 
rights, and of social security. Above all 
they insisted vociferously and continu- 
ously upon the wickedness of everyons 
except themselves. Planned betrayal 
was thus kept concealed by a confusion 
thrice multiplied and confused. 
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which cheated them of 
pass judgment on 

I ol of issues that most seriously c¢ 

erned their future. Republicans the 

best known to themse 


reasons 
k domestic Marxism out of poli 
nd also stepped toward war, which 


is body know well. 
Candidate Roosevelt, 
n, furnished effective 
however, to New 
n the election 
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( ro Iment, the } 
v I 5 plan n 
a ) Ome 
T} ! lutionari are enemies of 
Am rty, 1 no mistake about 
t And most recent history 


has demon- 
trated avain that enemies from within 


are far n » dangerous than is the foe 
without. You have been warned of this 
before There is ultimate disaster, in- 
escapable, if free Americans continue to 
permit this slick totalitarian band to 
ravage uncurbed our free institutions 


here at home 

In the Congress 
lies the hope of fre 
world. Think well 


of the United States 
dom throughout this 
and act courageously. 
Beware of the war emergency that is 
cried as an excuse for each new invasion 
of the people’s rights and liberties. Be- 
ware of the war emergency as a gag upon 
free speech, today the most essential of 
war materials. See to it that free sneech 


maintains the highest and first priority. 
See to it that it be heard by Americans 


everywhere. 

Just the other day those who talk so 
glibly of ‘four freedoms” for all the 
world, while silently but effectively throt- 
tling freedom in America, by some un- 
usual and despotic use of power and 
influence, sought to banish from the air- 
ways the voice of an unrevolutionized 
American who was their critic, the com- 
mentator, Upton Close, whose fault wa 


/ 


that he courageously opposed aggression 
l nst t liberties of our Nation. I 
hear he is ne to be denied certain ail 
( re 1ich are the possession of our 





> practice of this crafty group is to 

opposition. Are American 
fichting for such liberty as this? 
There is no time in the life of a free 
people—and God forbid there will ever 
come another time—when unsuppressed 
discussion is so important as it is in this 
time of war. Wars test not only the 
stamina of peoples but also the stamina 
of their institutions Tyranny takes 
war, carefully 


sol- 


qiers 


ld in time ol aiter 





stifliz free speech. I refer you to the 
best evidence—those living humans, the 
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( ng all arrangements in c pest 
and in far places. The obj 
of our war are made more uncertain by 
vague and dissimilar definitions. The 
] r revolutionaries are insisting that 
tl of the people 


l representative 
be bypassed in the fixing of this peace. 
These several things establish the rule of 
duplicity I make no 
record presents the fact 

What are the objects of the 
in its war with the new order? Occa- 
sionally some crumbs of thought upon 
this matter fall from the lips of those who 

re planning in deepest secrecy the future 
of America and of the world. We have 
learned that we are fighting to destroy 
Berlin and Tokyo. These goals at least 
have the merit of definition. When Ber- 
lin and Tokyo are shambles, the task of 
war is finished. 

We have learned that we are fighting 
to bring “four freedoms” to all mankind. 
This opens up unlimited speculation con- 
cerning the extent and the duration of 
this war. For example, must we at long 
last fight Russia, our ally, in order to 
gain freedom from fear for the Polish 
, if there are any left? 

Finally, we have learned that we are 
fighting to gain a lasting peace for all 
the world. The undertakings involved 
in the solution of this expansive problem 
appal the very mind of man to contem- 
plate. 

Our present new system of government 
in the recent campaign was self-con- 
fessedly the most effective factor in the 
foreign field that the world has ever 
known. It had worked with might and 
main for more than 8 long years for 
world peace. Glance over what it has 
achieved. What a commentary. Does 
this mean that we must fight on forever— 
or that we mean to enter an alliance with 
Britain, Russia, and China to rule the 
world in a testy peace for a little while? 
I am asking for information, informa- 
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New Deal 


tion which we, the American peo; 
ent d to have, W ( ef th 
We have heard ( ) I 
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Such a pre] ¢ is idea of } 
cou could not b fel ubm 
the people as a campaign issue. It 
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1944. What more conclusive pr 
these revolutionary plans are contrary 
the interests of our people than this, that 
the planners fear to trust the peopl 
with a voice in their own affairs? The 
close and continuing agreement between 
the so-called party leaderships upon the 
fateful issues of Marxism and totalitar- 
ianism and internationalism wears every 
earmark of a strategy propelled from a 
single source which will betray this Na- 
tion before it can become aware. 

These are the dangers of which I warn 
This close agreement, in other word 
wears the appearance of collusion. Let 
those who now shrink from liberty shru 


s 1 

too” campaign was born. We are now 
' 
Y 


off these things—the signs of these times 

The Republicans in the campaign just 
ended once more endorsed domestic 
Marxism, the conduct of the war, and 
vague New Deal peace proposals—pro- 
posals contemplating some division of 
United States sovereignty with a world 
authority, faintly characterized by 
American architect as having the power 
immediately to arrest a people upon a 
warrant of itsown. Think that over. 

Mr. Speaker, I speak to you and to my 
colleagues as an individual, as an Ameri 
can individual, that individual whom the 
Constitution was created to protect in 
violate in his rights. I speak to you still, 
Mr. Speaker, as a representative from a 
great congressional district in the Con- 
gress of the United States. I speak to 
you, Mr. Speaker, as a Democrat who 
holds the belief that the Democratic 
Party was created to serve this Nation 
not that the Nation should be called 
upon to serve the party. 

The idea seems to be the setting up of 
an international Gestapo. The delega- 


‘ 


tion of the power of compulsion to any 
international agency, however set up by 
situate, 


treaty and wherever 


invoives 


































acK upon it or its change } 
Finally, the underlin amo} f De in 
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vinted to this Court have been of New | American statesman, was the author of ‘ ins han: maint ' 


= == ’ ‘ ad ‘ aves A I ‘ ‘ ] i 1! 
eal faction and have indulged in state- the Bill of Right rransmitting th vari States and 1 


nts such as “overs 





iplification,” re- | incomparably precious heritage of free Thi no men f 





erred to before on this floo1 America to his sons, he enjoinea them e, t f 
If further proof is needed, may I di- | follows from his wil I ¢ The Constitution n for 1 
ect your attention to some vital facts I ‘ lene ; n ioe ! ne , 


h reference to upholding and defend- xper e in life to prefer t happiness of e - Tiiitenes . ie 


ng the Constitution against all enemies epende nd a priva t to t nat mad 1 edent G 
reign and domestic. Our Constitution ruggle a vexatior - pu — aa me 
as a ving SHG GXtant Wing, alite. | 8 oe ee , , ' : . 


edent to Government, which Govern- oa as Tem ates a fo ¥ ae 
ent has borne the priceless fruits of : ; 








ble eY le the n tive f +h, ‘ A 
ntinued American liberty for the past | interest or ambition induce them to betrat er 
160) years. r the terrors of poverty or disaster or th¢ : om i } 
Let us face the facts. Every one of f < r of deat ae 
in this Congress, on the Supreme erting the liberty of } 
Court—to which I have just referred— | ‘ \ to , I y 
iding the Chief Executive and the | , ee 
Vice President, are under identical oaths. 
Face these facts. Not long ago the Chief Let no e fail the obligati ire 
xecutive sent a message to this Con- America noted in thi é I 
voicing dissatisfaction with the old me eminent {im i 
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5 force be ed to destroy op- 
port ity? God gave to man unlin 
opportunity. All authorities, until] Amer- 
i rose, have frustrated, restricted, re- 
pl a id denied tl of God to 
n } The An n the only 
Wi of | ry that has left en free to 
find their opportunities in o lier to 
God's law of liberty America was esS- 
tablished f the individual and for tl 
protection of his right It is a new 
thing of the spirit human i tution, 
designed to fulfill the divine law of lib- 
erty for humanity ler God—the first 
and only such institution in the whole 


human history America affirmed the 


dignity, the freedom of choice and action, 
the opportunity for self-development of 
the individual in these governing prin- 
cipl nd it gave substance in fact and 
in law to tl orious ideals by deriving 
government, itself, from the sovereign 
individual Hence that peculiarly in- 
spiring Am«e in term, “We, the sover- 
eign peopl 

America was established as a sweeping 
repudiation of all forms of tyranny. 


America is the incarnated wisdom of our 


Father who is in heaven. America has 
opened tl] way for each individual to 
find a self-development to an ultimate 
point at which the Golden Rule, en- 
shrined in his heart, need be his only law. 


that ever-resplendent thing 





of the s} t, took its origin from a con- 
course o yvereign individuals who made 
agreements to impose metes and bounds 
upon themselves, and so they have lived 
and so have endeavored to go on under 
the Constitution of the United States 
and und the constitutions of the sev- 
eral S 
Tl e spirit, the law, and the life 
of Ameri oa is the meaning of the 
thing we have iis thing is sacred be- 
yond bread and meat, be aoe party and 
ambition, beyond lif itself. Life with- 


out it is worthless to a true American, 





I thing is the true beacon in this 

it world of turn and confusion. 

rica is a sacred trust-free America, 
charged to us by divine Providence to 
defend to the ACER aO for our posterity 
and for all humani or us there is no 
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pea 
Th iuse for innovation, however, is 
not 1 » favorable as I I d 
There nothing in the ti ecord 
( tota u I m tnat remotely a ire 
urity Its history in the past 
} othe: f There is nothing in 
d of iternational arrangement 
t ures lasting peace. The record, 
more r. long. Both totalitarianism 
nd international peace rangeme S 
are almost as cld as governments among 
mer Hitler, Mussolini, the Mikado, and 
I re recent exponents of totalitar- 
There much to indicate that there 
re those in highest place within our 
1 who are of that mind. All of 
t have proposed to revive interna- 
t al political arrangements to ensure 
| 1g peace. To me it seems the vanity 
of vanities to gamble our precious liber 
upon the mere chance that a good dic- 
tater will provide to us, as wards of his 
government, social security. To me, it 
eems a crime to gamble our country’s 
ndependence upon the mere chance that 
an international authority might main- 
tain a just, lasting peace. 
This must be kept clear in mind. We 


cannot gamble with of our indi- 


liberties and keep the other parts. 


some 


idual 


SHAS 





he Germans recently learned this to 
thei ae er sorrow. We cannot gamble 
v 1 fraction of our Nation’s independ- 
el ‘ and manele the other fraction. Am- 
bi is men who say we can are deliber- 
ately seeking to deceive, or, have igno- 
rantly deceived themselves. 

M Speaker, let us examine sov- 


Y 
ereignty and that very false doctrine in 
ction therewith, which is indus- 
triously being propagandized and propa- 
gated to mislead America. This doctrine 
is being put forward in defense of the 
lasting 


peace that is now maturing in 
hidden places. Ambitious men are tell- 
ing Americans that we can delegate a 
part of our sovereignty and still retain it 
unimpaired. They know they lie when 
they say this, unless they are ignorant; 
and if so, they are too ignorant! Sov- 
ereignty comprehends not 2 cama of 
functions but an integral, the power to 
act without limitation cae th an that 


which is self-imposed. 

It follows that sovereignty 
broken up, delegated, or shared and still 
be possessed. Sovereignty is indivisible. 
A nation is either sovereign or dependent. 

When the member states of the Delian 
League delegated to Athens the power of 
compulsion, Athens absorbed the sover- 
eignties of all these member states. His- 
tory replete with such examples. 
American sovereignty cannot be shared 


cannot. be 


is 
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Mr. Speaker, I am Dem« ee} 
bove my all ince belor ‘ 
free Americ I honor great and f - 
ful Americans of t Democratic Pa 
I take pride in that p y’s traditio 
and I have faith in the objects that t 
trad ns have m rk d out as goals f 
Americ But today I miss this party 
infiuence in the affairs of state. Inste 
I find an almost id Marxist front 
calling itself New Dx except on electior 
days when the bulk of its vote is regis- 
tered under the symbol: “In the Demo- 
cratic column.” 

The voice of this wary, subtle, sly 
many-tongued, hydra-headed thing i 


the ce of Earl Browder, of 
man, Fel'x Frankfurter, and an end- 
less line of those whose idealism has been 
put before you as part of this revolution 
against the very roots of liberty and fre: 
man and freewoman. It is a composite 
voice like to nothing American. At elec- 
tion time it pretends to be the voice of 
Washington, Jefferson, Jackson, and 
Cleveland; but always its acts have been 
the acts that sprang from the plannin; 
of Marx, Engel, Lenin, Mussolini, and 
litler. Affirmations of the American 
way have served but as a smoke screen, 

Mr. Speaker, these things have lon: 
been in my heart, but my head has reas- 
oned constantly that such perfidy simply 
could not be true. If I may put it so, it 
has been hard to believe the things that I 
knew were true. 

It is now some time since I knew that 
I must speak or forever after hate my- 
self for failure in thy duty to America— 
for failure in my duty to the people. I 
have waited until the election campaign 
was over, that what T must say I might 
say with deliberate detachment from al 
considerations except th at for my coun- 
try. 

The time has come when our peopl 
must have an accounting. Toleration of 
betrayal within our home must be ended 
or it will result in losing the war and 
also in losing the peace. Both of thes: 
have ren to lose these objectives 
is to lose both. It is urgent today th 
all true ‘eaten exert themselves to 
the utmost to prevent these disasters. 

I say to you, my loved and honored 
colleagues, that the vital issue before 
America today is not merely the winnin 
of the war, but the making and the keep- 
ing of the war worth winning. It i 
the urgent duty of each American toda\ 
to see to it that the sacrifices of this war 
shall not become a waste and a mocker‘ 

And so, Mr. Speaker, I conclude wit] 
the prayer that Heaven may 


Vol 


Sidney Hill- 
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continue in 
alliance with you, my colleagues, in th 
defense, protection and “a erva ion of 
that most priceless c¢ ane ion of celes- 
tial beneficence—the rights to existen« 
liberty, and the peacefu I pu irsuit of hap- 


piness. 

I go from among you free of al 
of bitterness and disa 
with the everlasting 


ll feeling 


3S ppointmen 


affection, while I 















LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By nanimous consent, leave of ab- 
; granted as follows: 
Mr. GEARHART, for 2 ks, on 
nt of urgent business, pu nd 
X Sas + +} xf 
SANDRO) 1 week 
int b S 


I SPEAKER annou! 1 his na- 


hn enroied | the S 


ved June 1 1942 


LS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


M KLEIN, from the ¢ on 
led Bills, reported i com- 
e did on December 2 pl nt 





President, for his approval, bills 
House of the following titles 
H.R.86. An act t rant pensions to cer- 


nremarried dependent widows of Cit 


were n ried tc the vet 
jyuent to June 26, 190 
R. 5386. A ¢ ») al the S 
d ce A¢ fii f 
. ne wi wh - 
be made for reer yme d for 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. ROWAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
at the House do now adjourn 

he motion was agreed to; accordingly 

4 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m he 

House, pursuant to its order heretofore 

ntered, adjourned until Tuesday, De- 

er 5, 1944, at 11 o’clock a. m 
COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
MITTEE ON REVISION OF THE Laws 


T 


rhe committee will hold a hearing on 


Wednesday, December 6, 1944, at 10 a.m 
1e committee room of the Committee 
Agriculture, to consider H. R. 5450, 
revise and codify the criminal law: 
the United States and to hold publi 


ings thereon 


XECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ET¢ 
2059. Under clause 2 of rule XXIV 

from the Acting Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
ill to repeal the act entitled “An act to 
1lorize the conveyance of the old 
hthouse keeper’s residence in Mani- 
1c, Wis., to the Otto Oas Post, No. 659 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
tes, Manitowoc, Wis.,” approved Jungs 
16, 1938, was taken from the Speaker’ 
ind referred to the Committee on 

Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


EPCRTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIII, reports of 

mmittees were delivered to the Clerk 
printing and reference to the prope! 
ndar, as follows: 


Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. H 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTI¢ 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, priv 
bills and resolutions were introduced an 
rally referred as follows: Mi i 
By Mr. ANGELL: f the United § 
H. R. 5577. A t for tt relief f Geor t the S ' 
the Committee ( 


A 


E. B 
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wie 


a 


G 


G 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurne 
Hall 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Hil 

H 


Vuwwee 


Jenn 
J 
J 


I let te ieee 
Lange! Russell li 
Mr. HILL. I announce the Ser 
ator from Virginia |Mr. GLass] and tl} 
Senator from West Virginia |Mr. Kr 
GORE] are absent from the Senate bec: 
of illness. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. M 
CARRAN] and the Senator from Utah |[M 
MurpDocK] are detained on Official b 
ness for the Senate. 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pep- 
PER] is absent on important public bi 
ness, 
The Senator from Kentucky M 
BARKLEY! and the Senator from Né 
Mexico |Mr. CHAVEZ] are unavoidab 
detained. 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. An 
DREWS], the Senator from Idaho |M 
CLARK], the Senator from Nevada [M 
ScruGHAM]!, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri Mr. TRUMAN] are necessaril 
absent. 
Mr. WHERRY. The following Sen 
d States for other purpose: tors are necessarily absent: 
R. 5221. An a liminate as uncol The Senator from Maine [Mr. Brew- 
ble certain credits of the United Stat STER], the Senator from New Hampshi! 
age ¢ announced that the R. 5248. An act to amend an act Mr. Bripces], the Senator from Né 
ereed to the concurrent r ro caine wader ni- | Jersey (Mr. Hawkes], the Senator from 
"on. Res. 56) authorizing the I citure: by d bursing officers of the Oklahoma Mr. Moons, uhe Sena 
a bust of Hon. Cordell Hull, Inited States Marine Corps,” approved De- | from New Hampshire (Mr. Tosey], ar 
\ State. ember 26. 1941. so as to extend the time , the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON 
1er announced that for examination of monthly accounts of dis- The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy: 
reed to the amend- bursing officers id special disbursing agents eight Senators have answered to th 
to the bill (H. R of the Navy an oast Guard; names. A quorum is present. 
Government protection Seat ben persan ere REPORT ON UNITED STATES PARTICIPA 
and children of* deceased | tne Immigration and Naturalization Service TION IN U.N R.R. A. OPERATIONS 
World War veterans to make arrests without warrant in cer The VICE PRESIDENT laid be! 
The messa also announced that the s and t arch vehicles within certain | the Senate the following message f1 
House had agreed to the amendment of the President of the United States, whi 
the Senate to tl ll CH. R. 4$17) con- was read by the legislative clerk, an 
! state Montana au- with the accompanying report, referr 


r other lands cer- So ‘Tex. ta the U to the Committee on Foreign Relation 
1e State of Mon- | Gare ts a . 
ie T 


+t il 
LALO 


Iniversity of | ~ y R.5563. Ar act to authorize th ,. | To the Congress of the United States 
ion purpt ; trator of the | arm Security Administration America: 
rch 3, 1905 (33 | toe: nge certai i of the U I am transmitting herewith the fi 
quarterly report on U. N. R. R. A. ex 
penditures and operations in accordat 
with the act of March 28, 1944, auth: 
CALL OF THE ROLL izing United States participation in tl 
Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a | Work of the United Nations Relief 
quorum. Rehabilitation Administration. 
; The VICE PRESIDENT. 1e cler The enemy has been driven out of 
1 call the roll. or virtually all of the Soviet Un 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the | France, Greece, Belgium, and Luxe 
following Senators answered to their | Pours. Parts of the Netherlands, Yu 
names: slavia, Poland, Czechoslovakia, and N 
way, as well as the Phil ’ 
Guinea, New Britain, and Burma hav 
nall been liberated by the armed forces 
Sens - the United Nations. Those 
aa more powerful each month 
oks Yaraway Downey month before—are now 
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THE WHITE House, December 5, 1944 I cond 
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the eT g ! N 1944 
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BILLS INTRODUCED 
C 
Bills were intr ice read tl first 
t Ts 2TT a Ff FRE 
e, and, by unanimous consent, the | HOUSE BILLS REFE! 
‘ . CAI 
nd time, and referred as follow Al 
By Mr. McFARLAND he following b 
8.2210. A bill t ith iz the Secretarv twice Dy thelr titie 
the Interior to modify the provisions of dered to be place 
tract for the pur é I l ated: 
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3 ipra, which were ordered to lie on ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEI 
nted. EDUCATION AND I 


ail 


LATED OR ACCRUED ANNUAL r. THOMAS of Utah 
DUE CERTAIN GOVERNMENT lowing olution 5. 
EES—-AMENDMENT \ i 


setts. Mr. 

ndment in- 

1e to House 

lay be appro- 

and printed in 

arp; and I also present an ex- 
tory statement of the amendment 
I ask to have printed in the 


[he VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- ADDITIONAL CLERI 


Lak 
; 


n,1t1 oO oraered EDUCATION 


The amendment intended to be pro- 


by Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts to Mr. THOMAS of Utah submitted 
H. R. 4918) to provide for the following resolution (S. Res. 343), whic! 


was referred to the Committee to Aud 
and Control the Contingent Expenss 
the Senate: 


nt to certain Government em- 
accumulated or accrued an- 

due upon their separation 

1 Government service, was ordered to 
on the table, to be printed, and to be 


inted in the REcorpD, as follows: 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON EDU- 
CATION AND LABOR DURING SEVENTY- 
NINTH CONGRESS 


Mr. THOMAS of Utah submitted th 
following resolution ‘(S. Res. 344), which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expen 
of the Senate 


explanatory 
WALSH of 
amendment 


ION OF 


PAYMENT TO HOWARD B. SMITH 


Mr. AIKEN submitted the followin 
resolution (S. Res. 345), which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit an 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That notw 
of expenditures contain 
lution 197, Seventy-ei 
to December 9, 1943 
vestigation by th 
ture t 


the 
tne 


AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS— | ment Act. as amended Isc nl Sen esolution 238, Seventy-eight 
AMENDMENTS recogni he principle of permitting vongress, agt February 6, 1044, tl 
m em? t t¢ 5 SiR te s hereby au.l o be paid from the « - 
BILBO and Mr. WAGNER each | goecionate ean teonetersarmiggemniagte tingen ind ae Senate to Howard | 
tted an amendment intended to be | geath the amount to his credit in the civi mith, the sum of $2,805 as compens 
them, respectively, to the service retirement and disability fund. T : graphic rvices rendered 
Committee ] , 
reporting 
before such ¢ 
Resolution 197 


%. 3961) authorizing the con- proposed amendment would thus be in 
structic repair, and preservation of ord with that principle and also with 
certain tblic works on rivers and har- recommendation in the Sixtieth Annual Re- 

01 f the United States Civil Service Com- 
nission (fiscal year ended June 30, 1943), HEARINGS BEFORE MILITARY AFFAIRS 
eer | page 67, paragraph 38, where it is stated COMMITTEE — LIMIT OF EXPENDI- 
printec a y “38. Legislation should be enacted to per- | TURES 

Mr. OVERTON (for Mr. PEprer) sub- | mit the lump-sum payment for accrued an- | . 
d five amendments intended to be | nual leave to the estate or survivor of a de- Mr. REYNOLDS submitted the follow 
d by Mr. Pepper to House bill | ceased Federal employee.” [Italics supplied.] | ing resolution (S. Res. 346), which 


bors, and for other purposes, which were 
ordered i n the table and to be 











DOM OF H FOR WHOM 
rICLE BY CLIFFORD JUDKINS DURR 


Mr WHEELER asked 1 ot ec 


SPEE 


1 Quarterly for the f 1944 


RAILROAD ACCIDENTS 
ir WHEELER 


ed in tt [ ( ) 
e Tul Trit f 5 2 
$ edit St. Lou 
I l é S é yer 29. 1944 
iO », 1944 € 


[TORIAL TRIBUTE TO RUSH D. HOLT 
Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained le 
ive printed i he Re 


VEY OF SOUTH DAKOTA'S POST-WAR 
EXPENDITURES AND EMPLOYMENT 
M BUSHFIELD asked and obtaine 


d in the Recorp an edi- 


ve to have printe 
entitled “Taking Soundings,” dealing 
a study of South Dakota’s post-v 
expenditures and employment, published 
New York Sun of November 8, 1944, wl 


sin the Appendix 
MARGARINE TAX—EDITORIAL FROM THE 
WASHINGTON POST 
ir MAYBANK ked and obt 


ve printed in the REecorp an editorial en- 
1 “Margarine Tax.” f it W g 
I f December 5 44. % 1 appea 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


rhe Senate resumed the consideration 
the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
construction, repair, and preservation of 
rtain public works on rivers and har- 
ors, and for other purposes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
state the next amendment passed 


‘ 1} f ¥ 
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Ss ] t 
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) n i 
t if t co 
( 1 pre f 
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ponen I e | j 
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Ww ent 2 e ¢ 
e Tenne -Tomb f é 
i Se te t ed aga V 
n¢ ef re itit he 
p! le the B ive M ‘ ; 
Perso y I had noir é I 
ne e- omit ¢ mre I } 
none int Beaver-Mahoni it- 
ever e Sera determine 
whether the project sh: I it} 
or whe el I be d 
reeable to! I make 
because a number of Ser I ced 
me with r¢ to cert proj 
bill, and I have stated that I desire then 
to fo! thes ‘ 
The prop Bea Mah I 
e io on n le It 
the Ohio R at t n of Beave 
River near Re ester, Pa ] Struth- 
ers, in Ohio. Strutl the im- 
mediate vicil of and djacent t 


Youngstown, Ohio 


of the great steel-produ n rs ol 
the United States. It produce one- 
tenth of the steel that is produced in the 


United States. TI 


+ ‘ 


his project was au- 


of it in a House bill. 


thorized in 1941. There was an unquali- 
t 


fied authorization 
When in 1941 the 
to the Senate there 


Y Senate 


) de} 1 
eu UNUSL a Ota alll 





House bill came over 
was language insert- 


mend er 
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e ke 
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rates which applied to Young 
Pittsburgh were the 
the same. The railroads 
th an yStem. They ab 
this way ther by way of 
r manner they built their 
the canal routes and, as I 
sometimes laid their tracks 
along the nals. These 
ils, either on account of natural ac- 
cretion or because they were filled up by 
the rai ads, are now no longer in 
eX 

The equality of rates, or the approxi- 
mate equality of rates that obtained as 
between Pittsburgh and Youngstown on 
raw preducts being shipped into both 
steel-producing cities continued until 
about the outbreak of World War No. 1, 
and then, under supporting rulings of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
there arose various discrepancies in the 
rail rates between Pittsburgh and 
Youngstown in favor of Pittsburgh. 

In the meantime the Congress of the 
Inited States, at considerable expense to 
Inited States Government, directed 

‘ovement of the Monongahela 
Allegheny Rivers so as to admit 

sy transportation of coal and other 
it down these str into the 
urgh district. The result has been 
Youngstown pays six or eight times 
eicht on the delivery of coal into 
wn that Pittsburgh pays on de- 
coal into Pittsburgh, and it 
in this way. Coal is trans- 
ported by barge down the Allegheny and 
Monongahela and into the Ohio River, 
and when it gets opposite Youngstown, 
at the mouth of Beaver Creek, it must 
be unloaded from the barges, placed on 
the railroads, and transported into 
Younestown by rail. The ex-river rate 
on coal for this short distance of 35 miles 


same ol 


ther 


or ll ome oth 
tracks along 
understand, 
right 


1 


canai 


beds of thec 


eams 


I 
Touns 
V ol 


‘Amec ahniit 
comes about 


| 
' 


A ha ited, the Interst 
mer Yommission denied that 
tion for a reduciion of 
The President of the United State: 
inklin D. Roosevelt, tock cognizance of 
Ss situs n at one time and requested 
>» Interstate Commerce Commission to 
a study of the whole situation to 
ee What, if any, relief could be given to 
Youngstown as against the railway 
rates. The Interstate Commerce 
Commission replied that there could be 
no reduction in rates. So Youngstown 

'd to the Congress of the United States, 
“Give us water transportation. If we get 
water transportation, we shall be on an 
equality with Pittsburgh, and shall be 
able to compete with Pittsburgh. If we 
do not get it, we shall have to abandon 
the mammoth production of steel at 
Youngstown.” 

The committee did nct view this ques- 
tion from the standpoint of local interest. 
It did not approach it from the stand- 
point of Pittsburgh or from the stand- 
point of Youngstown, as relates to the 
controversy which existed between those 
two centers of steel production. The 
committee felt that steel was of general 
use and consumption throughout the 
United States. It was not a question of 
building up Youngstown against Pitis- 
burgh, or destroying Youngstown for the 
benefit of Pittsburgh. It was a question 
of facilitating the cheap production of 
steel in order that steel might be sold 
more cheaply to the people of the United 
States. 

The evidence convinced the Senate 
Committee on Commerce that if this 
channel improvement were constructed 
Youngstown would have the benefit of 
water transportation on its in-bound and 
out-bound tonnage, and steel could be 
sold and would be sold to the general con- 
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States at reduced pri 
Mr. McKELLAR. 

} Sena r vield? 
Mr. OVERTON 
Mr. McKELLAR 


navigable. Shai 

ivigable in order that 1 
into this great 

1 and its out-bound pri 
distributed, water-born 
along the Ohio and Mississippi River s‘ 
tem in order that the public may hay 
i r steel? That is the question. | 
believe that when we have a combinatior 
like that, and the engineers say that the 
project is economically sound, feasible 
and practicable, and when, in addition t 
helping one particular locality, it would 
help all the people of the United States 
we ought not to stop, as the Senator sug- 
gests. 

That question involves comment on 
the value of inland waterway transpor- 
tation throughout the United States. I 
believe that it is of tremendous value 
I have already had occasion to comment 
bricfly on it in the presentation of the 
river and harbor bill and the flood-con- 
trol bill. Inland waterway transporta- 
tion has grown tremendously. If it had 
not been for inland water transportation 
during the war in which we are now 
engaged, the United States would never 
have been able to carry out the great 
program which it has carried out. Steel 
was very necessary, and is today very 
necessary in the war effort. If we can 
produce steel more cheaply, and get the 
steel at lower prices to the consuming 
public and to the plants which use it, I 
think we ought to do it. 

I wish to refer to certain testimony) 
with reference to the difference in rates. 
According to the testimony, and accord- 
ing to Bureau of Railway Economics 
Statistical Summary No. 27, the average 
revenue per car-mile in 1942 for movin 
one loaded car 1 mile in the trans- 
portation of ex-river coal to Youngs- 
town was $1.40, while freight revenue per 
loaded freight-car-mile on all class I 
railroads in the United States was only 
28 cents. Rephrasing it, by anothe! 
method of calculation it appears that in 
1939, which is the latest year for which 
statistics are available on the cost of coal 
transportation, the average railroad rate 
for coal transportation was 7.8 mills p 


may b 
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M President, that briefly states th Mr. OVERTON Idon hink it 1 I 
n Ihe committee has approved M McKELLAR I do not think Bea M 
project because it thinks it is in the eithe! I can understand why the l 
ional interest to have cheaper steel ect might be of tremendous interest t But |] 
h the consumers, and to give this the steel companies in one loc ion, but f t be nt 
t producing area an opportunity, by I do not Know whether construction of ind Y . 
f ynstruction of this navigation chan- the project would bring about a reduc- 
to obtain its in-bound coal and oth« tion in the p yf el to ft € é Mr. OVERTO?D B 
materials at much cheaper rates count é Ss ’ ha l j pre 
1 » to send its out-bound products Iam simply ask for informatior embers « 
heaper rates to the consuming pu cause I do not know what the fas I everythin A 
The project is a matter of national Mr. OVERTON. If the price of ste and 1 eneins 
rest, not only during the present wat is an entirely wide-open matte r- project and eve I I 
fort but at all times. For that reason tainly construction of the project should and ( the pe é f ¥ ‘ 
Committee on Commerce has recom- result in a reduction in the price of steel bu en there 
ided its construction because if the steel mills can make steel mittee rep: nt I 
[ repeat what I said at the beginnin more cheaply, t! could sé more rea nd t 
ne that personally this proje a cheaply. Of course, the Youngstown f é 
er—I will not say of utter indiffer- mills might simply pocket all the profit Mr. DAVI I 


nal predilection. It is my duty to public We might be runnir me risk 


ite deems it meritorious and think Mr. McKELLAR. Of course. in } ce Mr. OVERTON 
ould be authorized, as the Commerce times there would n ye any fixing ol ! 
mmittee thought, I should be happy to prices cted in th 
ve it authorized. On the other hand Mr. OVERTON. N there would not ndustry S 
colle ues think the project is ons be any fixing of prices at all then modaitv nP 


h should not be authorized, then I Mr. McKELLAR. But it is } 1] bur nd it 


ices re not fixed on a pi ] t ' } , } ¥ ; ‘ 


i 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. Presidet will the vhich i ) important to us in the war Mi ‘DAVI 1 
tor yield to m Mr. OVERTON. I do not think they 

Mr. OVERTON. Iyield. have been, although the Senat from 

Mr. WILEY. Let me inquire what i Tennessee is just able to an that , aia 
reason why the Interstate Commerc question as I am " 

nmission would not grant a reduction Mr. McKELLAR 5 

} 





1 the rail rates there. dering about it vy 
Mr. OVERTON. I have not read Mr. OVERTON. Nothi1 : t f ’ 
ugh its report or its decision. I do vas said in the hearing 

t ki why it did not do so. All I Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Presid 


ow is that it did not. Perhaps on Senator yield further? 
the Senators from Ohio can answe! Mr. OVERTON ; 
Mr DAVIS Was infor? Lilt > 

a 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I should iven to the committee that Youngstown 


mm 1 t 


to ask the Senator whether any evi- itself had iower p1 on other mat af. SUES 
nce was presented to the committee to rials which go int the manul ture ol 7 : 
> MA 
ow that the Interstate Commerce Com- steel. namely. iron 01 and had lower Beaver-M 


ion is now giving consideration to freicht rat on on rr two or thr othe , s} 


ie freight rates by rail from the mouth tems? JI am told that is so. I do not 


{ the Beaver River to Youngstown, know what they are, and I should like to 
Uli0 have the chairman of the bcommitte 
Mr. OVERTON I think there was ons sive me hi oO; on ! irdin that I M ©) 
ement about that matter. matter | ned t 


Mr. DAVIS. Does not the Interstate Mr. OVERTON. Yes, Mr. President: in i nd 
Commerce Commission now have that ome statements to that effect were in- I D} 

matter under consideration? erted in the record. There was also | Likewise, I 

Mr. OVERTON. Ido not know that it some statement to the effect that the ion of : 

now has it under consideration, but I outbound rail rates favor Youngstown, j f 

it has twice had it under consider- as again irgh. | 

and has done nothing about it. Mr. DAVIS. That is correct. C 


beyond 
ive sources, l 
ther to the south 
only 25 miles down 
burgh. Therefore, 
‘anal up the Beaver 
Mahoning River to 
below Youngs- 
water routes 
the Ohio 
il which I am submitting is 
ie It h been repeatedly 
Vhat I am presenting is an 
to retain in the construction 
the United States a project 
ipproved in 1935 
»>amendment seeks to reaffirm, with 
minor mod fications which have been 
approved by the Chief of Engineers, this 
repeatedly approved project to reach the 
headwaters of the Ohio River by the 
lization of the Beaver and Mahon- 
tivers for a distance of 35 miles 
McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
» Senator yield? 
Mr. BURTON I yield 
Mr. McKELLAR. I am seeking infor- 
mation. It seems to me that there was 
a canal on extending between the river 
to which tl senator has referred and 
Youngst was finally abandoned 
‘The stat been made that th 
il of the canal, or 
If the canal to which the 
be an important 
asking for informa- 
1e old canal abandoned? 
lave been proper to 
ld canal and con- 
nator from 
historically in- 
akes us back to 
The canal to 
Tennessee h 
of the early 
er River. Such 
rom about 1834 to 
‘anal on many 
hen the rail- 
provided a better 
ation than could be 
inal under the con- 
existing, and the improve- 
tural water course which 
1e Was only slight. 
many things have taken 
supplied facilities 
ted by the canal, and 
S were on what is 
d basis, so that every 
hin a wide area received the 
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an equal rate. 


More recently, 


linarily high railro 
ppers today, the 
iver would result in pro\ 
uper transportation. Tl 
one of the old State 


1 <x} , ‘ ] 1 ‘ 
1 when the railroads can 


the ai in about 1875. 

Mr.McKELLAR. Ithank the Senator. 

Mr.BURTON. Lei us refer to the his- 

ry of Congress itself in connection with 

his particular measure. I believe that 
history will be a complete justification 
projec t. 
project approved by both 
of Congress in 1935. The total 
mated cost was then $47,000,000; $37,- 
€00.000 from the Federal Government 
and $10,000,000 from local inter 
However, when the project passed the 
Senate it was made subject to approval 
of the whole project from the Ohio 
River to Lake Erie by the Board of Engi- 
neers for Rivers and Harbors. 

In 1939 that approval was given by the 
Board of Engineers with the further 
recommendation that the short canal to 
Struthers, just below Youngstown, be 

mpleted separately as the first step, 
and that further consideration be then 

iven to the situation before completing 
the remainder of the much larger project, 
which would be over 100 miles long and 
would cost more than $200,000.000. 

The recommendation for the 
canal reduced the total estimate of the 
cost of the project from $47,000.000 to 
$42,400,000, but increased the Federal 

from $37,000,000 to $38,500.000. 
That is one reason for bringing the mat- 
ter before the Senate at this time, 
namely, a change in the estimate of a 
million and a half dollars, which would 
be the only change involved in the Fed- 
eral expenditure. The local contribution 
was reduced from $10,000,090 to $3,.900,- 
000. The total cost would be $42,400,000 
instead of $47,000,000, and the Federal 
cost would be $38,500,000 instead of $37,- 
000.000, or an increase of $1,500,000. It 
is to cover this item of $1,500,000, and the 
modification of some of the engineering 
features of the original plans, that the 
action of the Senate is requested as sug- 

ested by the Board of Engineers 

The action which we now ask the Sen- 

to take would not take the project to 
Lake Erie. It would confine it clearly to 
the 35-mile project. It would be more, 
rather than less, conservative than the 
action already taken by Congress in 1935. 
It would be directly in line with the rec- 
ommendation of the Chief of Engineers 
in 1935, and again in 1939. It would in- 
volve additional Federal expenditures of 
only about $1,500,000 for the improved 
project, above that already authorized. 

If the Senate wishes to sustain the 
repeated previous approvals of the proj- 
ect by various agencies it will not fail 


was 


short 
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sav “repe: 
Board of Ens 
al for con 
al, approved 1 n 
ef of Engineers appro\ 
he House Committee on 
bors approved it in 193 
presenatives pa 
rm in 1934. Th 
tee on Commerce approved it in 
form in 1835. The Senate approv 
in 1935 with > request Which I | 
mentioned, namely, for further report on 
its extension as a part of the larger proj 
ect to Lake Erie On that basis the 
Board of Engineers approved the ex 
panded provision in 1939 with the recom 
mendation that the first step to Struth 
ers, be taken separately from the re 
The Chief of Engineers approved tl 
project in 1939. It came up for consid- 
eration when the river and harbor bill 
was introduced in the House in 1941 
and in that year the House Committe: 
on Rivers and Harbors, after extended 
hearings, approved the project. 
then a new Chief of Engineers was ap- 
pointed, and in the testimony taken be- 
fore the Senate Committee on Commerce 
the new Chief of Engineers, through the 
testimony of his representative, ap- 
proved the project in 1944. In 1944, thi 
year, the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce also approved the _ particular 
amendment now before us. 

Therefore, Mr. President, this measur 
has been twice favorably passed upon by 
the Board of Engineers, three times by 
the Chief of Engineers, twice by the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors of the 
House of Representatives, and twice by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce. It 
was passed once by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, once by the Senate, and i 
before us at this time for action as a 
part of the general post-war program 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BURTON. 

Mr. DAVIS. This particular 
ment is a Senate committee 
nent, is it not? 

Mr. BURTON. It is. 

Mr. DAVIS. And it has not been 
passed upon by the House. It was not 
even submitted to the House, was it? 

Mr. BURTON. It was not submitted 
to the House in the pending bill, but 
was submitted to the House in 1941. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 

Mr. BURTON. Iam glad the Senat 
has brought out that fact. After the au 
thorization of the project in 1835, sub 
ject to approval of the long canal throu 
to Lake Erie, it was again recommended 
in 1939 by the Chief of Engineers. 

The first river and harbor bill to com: 
up after that was that of 1941. The pro- 
posal was put in the House bill in 1941 
Extended hearings were held. It was ap- 
proved by the House Committee on 
tivers and Harbors in 1941. That bill 
never reached the floor of the House, and 
it died with the Congress. 

In 1944 there again came up the pro- 
posal for a river and harbor bill. The 
question arose, Was it likely that this 
bill could pass at this session, since the 
bill in 1941 failed to get any action in the 


Since 


I yield 
amend- 
amend- 
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I d tl throu 
( ral in tne 
I i l mine cnal 
I In 194] I ject p- 
I t H cor f 
I h. In 1944 the project proved 
) e oen omm 
hist il de pment in 
} ] more etail in order that the 
at! ( arly tl a for all 
1 I 1 { f t to what the Senatol! 
n T ee referred to recently, the 
it Ul rea was iong ago a canal 
area. There were old canals in existence 
on both the Beaver and Mahoning 
I f 
In 1834 a canal was built by Penn- 
ania. It wa in operation from 
chester to New Castle, connecting with 


he towns of Rochester, Brighton, Beave1 
Fall New Castle, and Youngstown, 
which were canal towns. It remained in 
operation about 40 years 


Then we come to 


historical 


another step in 


n 
development of this project, 
1 must be understood in order fully 
l rstand its relation to the Lake 
Erie program In 1919 the River and 
Harbor Act of March 2 contained an au- 

orization for the study of different 


the 


canal routes between the Ohio River and 
> Great Lakes system. This act au- 
t) da survey of “the Miami and Erie 


! Ohio, including a branch canal 
connecting the Miami and Erie Canal 
with Michigan, and such 
tween Lake Erie and the 


ouner 


routes be Ohio 








River as may be considered practica 
by the Chief of Engineers, with a view to 
ecuring a channel 12 feet in depth with 
Suitable widths, or such other dimen- 
iol as May be considered practicable, 
including any recommendation for co- 
operation on the part of local interests 


This has been 
He e Document 
Conere 

Followin that authoriz 


quoted from 
178, of th 


page 1 of 


Sixty-sixth 


ation for a 
general examin n of Lake Erie and 
Ohio Canal made in 1919, came the re- 
port of the engineers of February 16 
1922 his was published in House Doc- 
ument 188 of the Sixty-seventh Con- 
ere That report recommended sur- 
veys of three routes. First, Pittsburgh to 


Ashtabula via the Beaver and 
Rivers. I ment 
tion for the Beave1 


gram now before us 


Mahoning 
ion that as the founda- 


and Mahoning pro- 


from Portsmouth to 
the Scioto and Sandusky 





rhird, a route from Cincinnati to To- 
ledo, via the Miami, St. Marys, Anglaize, 
and Maumee Rivers, and for a branch 
canal from Defiance connecting with 
Lake Michigan, 


September 22, 1922. This marked still 
plan for a canal 

( River to the Great Lakes. 

i a preliminary examina- 

i report on a wate 1y from a 


! , Pa., by way 
Pa., to the Allegheny 


River and the Ohio River Survey re- 
I ts of these first three routes came in 

Meareh 19, 1925. The Board of Engi- 
ne ater recommended a new survey of 


three Ohio routes and also a sury 


( e additional Pennsylvania route, 
king four routes. This recommenda- 
nv dated April 25, 1933 
The next step in the history came when 
in plication was made for an addi- 
ional railroad on this route. This cc- 


curred in 1927 
Pittsburgh, Lisbon & Western 

made to put in a new 
nd to lower the rates between Youngs- 
town andtheriver. This application was 
denied by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in 1928, and a further decision 
in 1929. The discussion of this may be 
found in the 1941 hearings before the 
House Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
at page 114. I may say that this litiga- 
tion with the railroads in several forms 
consumed about 7 years, with never any 
relief resulting from that approach to 
the problem. 

Mr. President, the next step was the 
and Harbor Act of July 3, 1930. 
act in 1930 authorized a preliminary 
examination and survey of the Beaver 
River, Pa.; Shenango River, Pa.; and the 
Mahoning River in Pennsylvania and 
Ohio. The survey recommended covered 
all three rivers, extending up the Beaver 
to its junction with the Shenango and 
the Mahoning, and up to Greenville, 
above Sharon, Pa., on the Shenango, and 
up to Warren, Ohio, on the Mahoning 

When the final report came in, it cut 
out the canal to Shenango, it cut out the 
Mahoning Canal to Struthers, below 
Youngstown, but it expressly approved 
as the foundation for the present pro- 
eram the Beaver-Mahoning Canal from 


the 
Railroad 
railroad line, 


The application of 


River 
This 


the Ohio River up to Struthers. This 
revised project therefore was based upon 
th 


he River and Harbor Act of July 3, 1930. 


That brings us to the official report of 
March 3, 1934. This was published as 
House Document 277 of the Seventy- 


hird Congress. 


ham 
i dal 


Maj. Gen. E. M. Mark- 
then Chief of Engineers, approved 
the report of the Board of Engineers, sub- 
mitted on January 30, 1934, by Col. W. J. 
Barden, the senior member of it. 

Mr. President, the report of 1934 is 
vitally important today. I therefore read 
from the report of the Board of Engi- 
neers for Rivers and Harbors, at page 5, 
the syllabus of the report. This syllabus 
bears on the situation today. It reads 
as follows: 

The Board finds that the Youngst« 

under a material handicap as compared 
with competitors in the matter of higher 
freight rates and that some relief is necessary 
if t is to be allowed to prosper and 
its future welfare is to be secured. While it 
appears that substantial relief could be 
cured through lower ex-river rates, which 
would still be at a ton-mile cost greater 


wn area 


he district 


Se@- 
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nan ublfect to ce condi ns of ! 
operation. The Board further recomme 
that the exact location and details of « 
s of all structures be left the ¢ 


of the Chief of Engineers 


That, Mr. President, 
4 years’ study 
of t! 


is the result of t! 
which is the foundati« 
le amendment presented toda’ i 
still further modified form based on fur 
ther study. 

As the next step in the history of th 
project I call attention to the report 
the Chief of Engineers himself, also 
cluded in House Document No. 277, Ger 
E. M. Markham, who says at page 4 
the report the following: 

After due 
I concur in 
Board 
tially 
into 


trial 





rin 





consideration of these rep 
the recommendations of 

The proposed improvement is ess 
a canal extending from the Ohio Rive 
the heart of a highly developed indi 
district 


The next step in this historical reco. 
of this project consists of the hearin 
which were held upon that report fror 
March 19 to 23, 1934. Those were ex 
tended hearirgs before the Committee 
Rivers’ and Harbors of the House < 
Representatives. 

The next step came when in 1935 t! 
House of Representatives passed Ho 
bill 6732 in the Seventy-fourth Congr« 
That was the first rivers and harbors bi 
that had come up in about 5 or 6 yea! 

The next step—and I call attention t 
these steps to show how fully this proj: 
has been considered at every point, ar 
how the favorabie action has been 
peated time after time—the next st 
came in the hearings in the Senate Co! 
mittee on Commerce from April 22 
June 4, 1935. 

The next step occurred when the S 
ate committee made a favorable rep 
following those hearings. This report 
known as Report No. 893 of the Sevent 
fourth Congress, a Senate committe 
port to accompany House biil 6732, and 
read from that its brief statement givil 
its conclusions, still being directly in lu 
with the proposals now presented 
appears at page 39, as follows: 

The improvement proposed extends 
the Ohio River at Rochester, Pa., up 
Eeaver and Mahoning Rivers to the Youn 
town industrial district. In this dist 
there is a population of 800,000. It cont 
60 mills with a total annual capacity of « 
30,000,000 gross tons. It is reported that 





rail traffic from this district amounts 
74,750,000 tons per annum The pr 
adopted will provide annel 12 feet « 


ac 
from the mouth to Struthe 


rs, Ohic 


edging and the constru 


secured by dr 








than the one on 
honing. They all selec 
and Mahoning and As! 
the through route, and they recom 
mended the building of 
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steps They recommend 





efore the Senate 





b £ and that a further e¢ 
nomic survey be made after its comple 
ti before proceeding with the rest of 


Tiese two projects, 


must not be confused. The throu 
canal, which is not under considerat 
he would be inclusive, howe’ er; of t! 


1. But instead of being 
mi would be nearer 
lon Its cost to the 


ection 


ject, is estin 


cost for the lon: 





hrough canal would be $240,066,000 
gainst $42,400,000 for the short car 
The annual cost to the United States f 
maintenance and operation ¢ 
rough canal would be $1,730,000 


( itrast 


000 for tl 


+} 


d with an annual cost of 
e short canal. 
engineers that there 
l excess of benefits 


canal, as well 


as On the sin 


( 


av is 


rough canal be built 


Mr. President 
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vil 


over co oO 


recommendation 


ua 


t the first step be the short canal nov 


would be $225,910,- 

The < t to 
$3,.900,- 
lated 
6.000 


as 
$630,- 
It is found by 


would be a sul 
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ator I! 
through lir id tl 
sepal but one 
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not be ifficiently 1 
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son I thu appl 
vould ce nl n 
route would be navig 
Mr. CLARK of Mi 
dertaking to dispute 
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r. BURTON. I yield. 
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It is also important to nc 
point express approval is ¢§ 
vhief of Engineers himself, 
2 a he Board. Maj. Gen. J. I 
uld be dertak i his report of May 23, 1939, as 
und advisable i specifically upon the short 
t a mew! separate step justifiable in and 
apart from the final cecision 
completion of the through canal, n 


cooper 


reco! I ion i Xl 
unv bridges spanning th a statement. His statement ap] 


page 10 of House Document No. 178 
is material and important. In pars 
24 of the statement General Schl 

Beco use 


act of Au 
oved, and still stan 


e Beaver-Mahoning : sneinee 


of that statement by the Board 

rs, we are here endeavoring 

ure the additional consent of Con- 

ress to conform to the specific recom- senile ieee 
mendation of the Board steps, the first 
‘agraph 13 the Board continued provement of 


Federal pro} the Bo 


Rivers as described in 
nend tep-by- eid, ; 
n of the waterway extending 
Oh River through the aver, 
and Grand River Valleys to Lake 
th minimum depth of 12 feet and 
‘ ¢ ex > siy YY ; widt?t nwt mr : . 
lready taken in 1935 erally 250 feet wide (minimum width 200 Then he added: 
ureaay taken 1n ivoo f at a cost to the United States of about : j : 
subject. I therefore $207.000,000 for construction and $1,730,000 Extension of the waterway, in par 
» “ 5 ull. to Lake trie shoul be un nat o teas 
the Board of En- nnually for maintenance and operation, ‘he | TU, = a Erie should ee eee 
: I avisabdie alter lurther ad 
ince with that express | exact alinement, location, program ee en oe ee 
: ’ m < >conomi ty 
and direction of the truction, and details of design of all zee i ies ti n ioe 
e198 ¢ . left to the s'or € th ‘ ynsideration ra 
of louse da cu- ires be lef 7 the deci yn . I a i that result ft 
. f ! I s subiect to yndition tna “* . : : 
he repol a a ee . and after the Chief 
and 4} before y construction on any par h ; 
, we find the assured that adequate 


of $38. 0 
proved and $3,990,000 t 


( omplete lv 


ill} 


ne a ts | a. mC ——-, periaries constructed by lo¢ 
aaa i » Unitec 26. I concur wi 
Pittsburgh-Ashtabula route 
for a waterway between Li kK 
Ohio River, and that the 
portation charges and o 
sufficient to warran 
project at this time 

27. I also concur with the B 
struction, if authorized, should st 
the canalization of the Beaver i 
Rivers to Struthers. This part of 


sh free of cost 
o all lands required for rights 
and south of the city of Warren. 
d ec to furnish free of cost to the 
e Document No Inited States suitable spoil-disposal areas for 
, i rk and for subsequent maintenance 


juired for the section in and south of 


secona 


(c) Agree to hold and save the United 
States free from claims for damages in con- 
nection with existing water rights for power 
development and other purposes, and for posed project is economically ju 
other damages that may occur due to con- independent improvement and 
struction of the waterway would become an important arm of 
inal as pr d) Agree to operate Milton Reservoir River waterway system. The 
on of the | under the supervision of the Chief of Engi- | ®vailable consists largely of bitumin 
Lake Erie neers for the primary purpese of increasing which now moves fron ints in th 
und advis- the low flow in the interest of navigation River Basin by barge to, and near, the 
truthers has (e) Agree to make at their expense altera- | Of the Beaver River, where it I 
further tions, as required, of existing highway and | to rail lines for a short hau 
tak- steel company bridges spanying the Beaver the Youngstown area. Afte 
result and Mahoning Rivers, and necessary road | tion of this section of t 
the changes in connection therewith. movements could be compl 
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me rep n ul tted 
President to this Commi n and resulted in 
it report cited P ed Lake E -Oh 
River Canal.’ 

It was that rep whic i 





tained the statement indic: 
Commis: 
those 


ion was unaware ol 
carriers pecting the de 
making a voluntary reduction 
The Youngst interests undert 
develop what t itude was, with I 
ticular reference to the all-rail and ex-river 
on bituminous coal to the Youngstown 








wn 


att 
act 


rates 


district. Negotiations were had between rep- 
resentatives of the Youngstown consumer 
interests and the traffic vice presidents of the 


Baltimore & Ohio, the New York Central, and 
the Pennsylvania Railroads, commencing in 
Youngstown on March 29, 1940. No definite 
proposal was made by the carriers in the 
of that conference The conference 
with the underst at least on 
part of the Youngstown interests, that an 
> proposal would later be made by 
railroad representatives. That, however, 
did not eventuate 


course 
ended 


the 


the 


Three months later, there was a further 
conference between Youngstown representa- 
tives and the same traffic executives of the 


three trunk lines, at which time the latter 
stated that they had not intended to make 
any proposal with respect to voluntary re- 
ductions. A further and last conference was 
had on August 5, 1940, at which time the 
carriers’ position was stated about as fol- 


low: 

“After a great deal of discussion and after 
giving the subject very full consideration and 
acting on the advice of counsel, that no 
change could be made in either the all-rail or 
ex-river coal rates to Youngstown without 
ely affecting coal rates over a very 
territory, and particularly due to two 
irtant adjustment cases now 





adver 
wide 


imp coal-rate 


‘ 








I ti ] found pages 128 
o 153 of tl I nes b re the House 
C R and Harbors held 
Se ye! October 6, 1941. 
B t of the Interstate 
G ! ( as to the 1} Sl- 
I of 1 rec on of rail- 
road rates on the basis of potential water 
tr yortation on the through-canal was 
No. It was stated, in effect, that under 
t present law potential water compe- 
tition is not enough, but apparently 
1 water competition might be 
el h to secure reductions based upon 
C petitive condition 
[The report does not deal with the 
hort-canal issue, but solely with the 
ugh-canal issue. It however, of 


great value for at least two reasons. The 
report from the Interstate Commerce 
Commission demonstrates the futility of 
seeking rate reductions in the absence of 
actual water competition. Secondly, it 
demonstrates the general soundness of 
engineers’ report in estimating the 
benefits to be derived in savings from 
water transportation on the basis of the 
through canal. The report of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission therefore 
reflects favorably upon similar estimates 
previously made by the Board of Engi- 
neers on the short canal. 

Therefore, the statement from the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission has two 
distinct values to us. First, as indicat- 
ing the futility of competitive reduction 
in rates based on potential water compe- 
tition, and therefore looking toward ac- 
tual water competition as the only means 
of securing the reduction; and secondly, 
as an expression of opinion from the 
Interstate Commerce Commission as to 
the reliability of the Army engineers in 
their estimates of rates and savings. 

On the first point, that of the futility of 
seeking a reduction in rates on railroad 
transportation based on potential water 
competition, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission points out that the rates it 
approves for railroads do not depend 
wholly on costs, but evidently include also 
historical and actual competitive factors. 
It points out clearly that the railroad 
rates are not based wholly on costs. 
They are based on a multitude of things. 
Therefore, in many cases, as in the pres- 
ent one, it is clear that the rates do not 
depend in any substantial measure on 


the 
the 











the cost of transportation bet 
Ohio River and Youngsto l 
what the traffic will bear dt 
to ¢ from 1 i 








merce Commission, 


not have the right to modify 


de li 
railroad rates because of potentia 
petition, but when actual com} 


occurs the situation is different 

I now read from the opinion ot! 
tate Commerce Comn n. I 
ytations from the opinions 
ommission as reprinted in the ht 
held by the Committee on River 
Harbors of the House of Represen 
from September 30, 1941, to Octcb 
1941. The first ouotation is on p: 

of those hearings. It bears upon th 
tility of action by the Interstate C 














merce Commission. The Interstate C 
merce Commission says in its repo! 

Section 4 prohibits the charging of 
rates to intermediate than to more ¢ 
points over the same line or route 
under the conditions specified in tl 
we have authorized such rates. We 
give such authorization if, amon C 
things, the adjustment sought is jus 
Only potential water competition 

A little later in its report, on th: 
page, the Commission said: 

In implementing the general standar 
up in these four sections, we have nevei 
sidered it practicable to mé I 
wholly with relation to the costs of 
porting particular commodities between | 





ticular points. The reasons 
difficulty of ascertaining such costs but! 
importantly the fact that the rate struct 
with which we have had to deal have 
the part and continuing efforts of th 
roads to cope with competition and t 
serve and to promote the traffic in wh 
are individually interested. 


I may say, Mr. President, that we 
there confronted with the situation t! 
in this particular area we are han 
capped by a lack of actual competiti 
in railroad transportation and we th 
fore pay a higher rate for transportat 
costs because we are not in a position 
provide the competition which wi 
force rates down and the traffic is m 
to bear a high charge merely becaus« 
is unable to escape it. 

Again on the same page 133 the Co! 
mission says: 

The rise of motor transportation and t 
extension of water and pipe line competi 
have undone many of our efforts, and 
rate structures of the country have be 
more complex as a result. 


That certainly does not give us a | 
for saying that the Nation should ste} 
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Ini¢€ nea i 
i rs” now proposed 
e committee found in favor of it, and 
ound in favor of it with this language. 
I quo from ]} e 84 
i 
B i M I I f 
oO oO} Rit 
( i the | € 
Hi \ 1935 
t rt t 
I I ri I H } 
1 in | D N 17 Sey- 
XK ( t 
pl m plan of im- 
nen l I ¢ ind M 
I Pennsylvani 1 1 Oh itl 1 
e |} iH AC ol ISD | 
t et pee ( - 
I I plan 
t nt ¢ I t f the Lake I 
& O ( mm ed | the B i 
1 Chief of Engineers The modified plan 
will provide channel 12 f deep and 250 
feet wide by he cor ru n of ¢ lo 
each 56 by 720 fee from the Ohio River to 
} Oh id nee of 35 miles The 
( erent in this authorization and that au- 
horized in 1935 is that the canal width is 
increased from 200 to 250 feet 
This stub-end canal is economically justi- 
fied as an independent improvement and as 
uch would become an important arm of the 
Oo} River waterway system The commerce 
available consists largely of bituminous c 
which now moves from points in the Ohio 
I r Basin by barge to and near the mouth 
of the Beaver River, where it is transferred 
to rail lines for short haul to points in 
the Youngstown area After the construc- 
tion of this section of the waterway the 
movement could be completed by barge with 
a considerable saving in transfer and line- 
haul « ts 
Other commodities which would move on 
lis stub-end canal in large quantities are 
coke, scrap iron, fluorspar, sand and gravel, 
cement, pyrites, gasoline, fuel oil, pig iron, 
limestone, and manufactured iron, steel, and 
other products 
rhe extension of the waterway, in part or 
in full Lake Erie, should be undertaken 
only if found advisable after the first section 
to Struthers has been opened to traffic and 
after a further determination of economic 
advisability takir g into conside1 n 
changes that result from the work already 
finished, and after the Chief of Enginecrs 
has been assured that adequate terminals 
be constructed by local interests 
I quote that as the last action from 


the House of Representatives, taken in 
1941, by the House Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. I believe that it is a suf- 
ficient guaranty that if the Senate 
adopts the pending amendment it will be 
accepted by the House committee, and the 
representatives of the House committee 
on the conference, and later by the House 
itself. 
Since that occurred, in 1941, two reser- 
voirs have been constructed in this area 


for flood-control purposes which have 
made the pending project more economi- 
cal as a canal, and also have improved 


its feasibility. 

Under the Flood Control Act of June 
28, 1938, the Berlin Reservoir, costing 
$7,250,000, was constructed for flood-con- 
trol purposes, and under the act of June 
28, 1938, there was also authorized the 
Mosquito Creek Reservoir, costing $5,- 
550,000. Both these have been built, and 


I understand both of them are now in 
operation. 





The result is that the water in the 
Beaver Mahoning Rivers is under 
better control, through this flood control, 


and therefore the previous proposal for 
pumpin ter up the river in order to 
provide this canal flow is not necessary. 
The ing point of this is that 
when the House committee approved the 


interes 


project, in 1941, it approved it in the ab- 
sence of these reservoirs. These reser- 
voirs being there now eliminate a sub- 
stantial part of the difficulty from both 


! neering and a cost standpoint, 
and therefore it is a much more attrac- 
tive n the House had 


» proposal than wh 
ill before it in 1941. 

Mr. President, this brings us to the 
r 1944, and to the pending bill, House 
3961, before us today, which wa 
passed by the House of Representatives 
n March 22, 1944. It did not then in- 
clude any reference to the Beaver-Ma- 
honing canal, nor was that matter dis- 
ed any stage in connection with 
because, aS was pointed out here pre- 
viously, it was thought that presumably 
it should start in the form of an uncon- 
troversial and smaller measure, and that 
the House would not have to take the 
time to go over those controversial mat- 
ters unless there was probability of pas- 
sage of the bill before the end of the 

present Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HATCH in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? 


S 


cus 


it, 


at 


Mr. BURTON. I yield. 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senator mentioned 


two reservoirs. 
tion of them? 

Mr. BURTON. They are the Berlin 
River Reservoir and the Mosquito Creek 
zeservoir. If the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Vi 1 will turn to the little map which 
he has before him on his desk he will 
just above Youngstown, the Mos- 
quito Creek Reservoir directly north of 
Youngstown, and he will see to the west 
of Youngstown the Milton River, which 
is a local reservoir, and below that the 
Berlin Reservoir. All of them are in the 
upper reaches of the Mahoning River, or 
its tributaries, and therefore are helping 
to control floods and the flow of water 
through the steel areas, and, incidentally, 
they affect the canal. 

Mr. DAVIS. Are any of those reser- 
voirs used as sources of water supply by 
the people in the neighborhood? 

Mr. BURTON. I understand the peo- 
ple in those neighborhoods draw some of 
their water supply from that river, and 
therefore incidentally there is a benefit 
from it for example at Beaver Falls and 
in the areas below it helps to control the 


Will he give us the loca- 


ni 
inl 


see 


steady flow of water. 
Mr. AIKEN. Madam President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
Caraway in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from 
Vermont? 

Mr. BURTON. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. In looking at this map, 
there is one thing which puzzles me 


somewhat, that is, that the canal just 
goes to Youngstown and stops, or I would 
say goes not quite halfway to Lake Erie 
and stops. Iwas wondering why, in these 
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ol 


dollars, almost 
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without giving mu 


thought to it, the canal was dead-end 
there, instead of going through to La 


Erie? 


Mr. BURION. That 


matter I have been reviewing, 
state the answer in a few words 


u 
Cungre 
serted an 


Erie. 


route to the east. 


gested this 
to the 


west. 


amendment, 
proval by the Board of Engineers, | 
through-canal to Lake Erie. l 
sulted in a 4-year study of routes to La 


is 


prec 


and at least two oth 


The Board of 


‘isely 


In 


vay. When the proposal came b 

s in 1935 for the short cana 
uthers, the Senate, on the floor, 
subject 


to 


That 


The Pennsylvania people urs 
The Ohio people 


x se 


Engir 


analyzed all the routes, and concl 


that the one I am now referring t 


Oo \ 


the route to be followed if th 


e any route through to Lake Erie. 


{ 
i 


and I « 


t 


) 


l¢ 


1 


recommended such a route, and rec 


mended its approval at a cost of $240 
They then recommended tl} 


000,000. 


the canal as here suggested—and w 


is before 


Mr. 
then that 


the Senate 


AIKEN. The 


eventually 


Senator 
the 


through to Lake Erie? 


Mr. BURTON. 


of that. 


Mr. AIKEN. 


be doubtful? 
Mr. BURTON. Because there doe 
seem to be the same urgency for that 


exists for the shorter canal. 


now—should 


can 


I am rather 


Why would the 


al 


Ss 


( 


Tl 


YY 


1h 


completed as the first step, and that thx 
should be a further survey of the 
nomic conditions at the time of its « 
pletion, before proceeding with the 
penditure of the rest of the money 
cause there might be quite an econon 
readjustment based upon the consti 
tion of the short canal. 


1 


é 


exp 


Will 


has been raised from time to time 


specting the two proposals. 


the shorter canal on the basis of the 
omendation of the Board of Engi 
and in any event this is a valuable c: 
tribution to a through canal, and it 
valuable contribution independent of 


on its own feet. 


} 


{ 


I 


doubt 


lid 


valuable contribution, as pointed out 


the Interstate Commerce Commissio! 


there is actual water competition v 
rail transportation, which might 


the high charge for the railroad tra: 


ry 


portation no longer justifiable, and « 
though the railroads have noi yet off« 
to do so heretofore, they might then 
duce their rates in the light of thac act 
competition. 

Mr. AIKEN. How is the ore br« 
into Youngstown, Pittsburgh, 


places in 
time? 
Mr. 


that 


locality at 


BURION. The 


ore 


the 


and o 


iron 


north comes down largely by rail 


it 
Erie. 


reaches the southern 


Mr. AIKEN. By rail? 
Mr. BURTON. The ore does, yes 


cause 


sho! 


it cannot come down 


Mr. AIKEN. From where? 


lake side? 

Mr. 
along the 
down by 


lake. 
boat from 


tl 


) 


ic 


1rol 


e Ol 


pri 


T 








when we are appropriating billior 


Controve!l 


I am urgi 


There may well be 


otherw 


rom 


BURTON. From differen 
I mean the ore 
mins 


Col 
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trar 1 from Duluth to t 
f about 9) cen 1 ton, « 
10 } cent of t rail ci It 
ymet f iter transportation 
en thro 1 to Ul e ot I 
for instance oungst n and 
t h, it would mean a de led sav- 
d owering int price of 
BURTON. That is precisely t 
ment that wv presented in full in 
erestll report of the engi 
Seventy-sl Congress, in which 
iy they feel that the t oucn canal 
ld result in an annual vin in 


portation and economic benefits of 
$8 000,000 a year 
AIKEN. I think it might even 
in business being done which 
wise would not be d 
BURTON. When 











nce seaway prep ‘ wherebd\ 
I t ore would con tnrol 1 the 
wren¢ eaway to tn ike port 








r 
St. Lawrence waterway ould § i 
’ toward : rin eificient na 
om i] transportation to Cleve nd 
( er | cities 
Ir. BURTON There isa Teren f 
on as to that on the part of t 
ple of Cleveland and other citie 
thank the Senator fron mont 
01 out the impor! of the 
can and the shorter canal] Botl 
na on ] r ¢ n feet t - 
y on th a of the report of tl 
’ 
Mr. President, brit me then t 
( rir n t Ss Com- 
on Comm ( j t is t { 
that been taken on mat- 
e Conert Lhe ril ere 
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OO 
H ( 
66. 000 
+ ) 
‘ ‘ é 
4 ( 
Total 626, VOU 
I f 
I lr i brid k 
cnal € 5. 642. 000 
Highw bi ¢ d 
nh 1, 525, 000 
Water! t 780. 000 
I it-ol-way flow 
in f 430, 000 
I ] ss " 8,377, 000 
G I ce truction 
( t 39, 000, 000 
NOTE Allowance for contingencies, engi- 
neering, and legal expenses is made in each 
item 
28. The district engineer states that con- 
truction prices were based on 1931 figures 


The Board is of the opinion that if the work 

were to be undertaken under present condi- 

tions, the total cost to the United States 

would be increased to approximately $37,000,- 

000, and to local interests to $10,000,000, mak- 
a total of $47,000,000. 


Mr. BURTON. These figures show 
that the capital cost to the United States 
would be $30,626,000, and the Board of 
Engineers added a 20-percent safety fac- 
tor, making it $37,000,000 in order to 
cover the increase in costs between 1931 
and 1934. 

In 1939, we find the Chief of Engineers 
stating in his report, on page 17, that 
the first step, modified, would cost 
the Federal Government about $38,500,- 
000. In the 1941 hearings we find Col- 
onel North estimating, even as a wartime 
measure, aS a measure to be constructed 
at the high cost of wartime operation, 
that it would cost $48,179,000. In the 
present hearing we find Colonel Feringa, 
at page 103 of the 1944 Senate hearings, 
again stating that the cost as a post- 
war project would be $38,500,000. This is 
highly conservative, particularly in view 
of the elimination of the reservoir which 
was referred to in the earlier estimates. 

As to the capital costs to local inter- 
ests, we again find these well within con- 
servative estimates. At page 12,in para- 
graph 27, which has already been placed 
in the REcorD, we find that the estimated 
to the local interests, as found in 
House Document 277, for 1934, is $8,377,- 
000. The Board of Engineers, in order 
to afford a thorough safety factor, in- 
creased this estimate to $10,000,000, in 
view of the possible increase in labor 
costs from 1931 to 1934. But today we 
find that it will not cost $10,000,000, be- 
cause a good deal of the cost has now 
been transferred from private interests 
to the Government, and the Government 
costs have been otherwise reduced. To- 


as 


cost 


day the capital costs to the local inter- 
appear in the 1939 report as $3,900,- 
0C0, and that is where they stand in our 
pre 


cfc 
t : 


ent estimates. 
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We come no. to the question of the 
n rates of transportation. These 
are the annual savings based upon the 


high railroad rates aad the lower water 
ites, and allowing for a fair return upon 

» various capital investments which 
have been made. That is to say, in order 


bring about the estimate which re- 

1 in the recommendation of the 

Board of Engineers, there is not merely 
a I son between what the water 
rate would be and what the railroad rate 
would be, but in addition there is in- 
cluded a computation of what the full 


cost to the public is, including interest 


on the investment and the other items to 
whichI shall refer. So there is a fu:! and 
fair comparison between railroad rates 


and water rates, and other costs to the 
public besides what it pays in .. ater rates. 
Madam President, there are two gen- 


eral kinds of cases in which wate” trans- 
portation is well justified. One is even 
more clearly justified than the other. 


The case before us belongs to the clearer 
and more urgent class. The first class is 
a case in which the railroad rates are 
based largely upon cost and a fair profit, 
so that the rates cannot be fairly reduced 
without going below cost and a fair profit, 
perhaps resulting in the transportation 
company going out of business. On the 
other hand, there is the other class of 
rates—and this is one of those cases—in 
which the railroad rate is far above the 
cost of service, and is based upon what 
the traffic can be forced to bear, and the 
railroad refuses to reduce its extraordi- 
nary rate. 

Much of the coal which would be 
brought in by way of the canal would 
come from the captive mines owned by 
some of the steel companies in Youngs- 
town. The railroad really “hijacks” 
the load, because it forces it off the river 
at the Ohio River, and onto the railroad 
as the only means of transporting it, 
and charges what the traffic will bear, 
which is so high a charge as to be far 
out of line with other charges for rail- 
road services. I shall show later that 
the present rate is more than twice the 
average rate for such service, and the 
earnings per car-mile are about five times 
the average earnings per car-mile. 

As the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
OVERTON ] has stated, the rate being paid 
to Youngstown is $1.23'2 a ton, whereas 
it would be about 40 cents a ton by water. 
The railroads refuse to reduce their rates 
to any degree whatever in order to meet 
this situation. The Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, in a hearing dealing 
with the whole situation, declined to re- 
duce the rates, in view of potential water 
competition. 

In such a case the answer, which has 
been given so many times in this Nation, 
is actual water competition for the bene- 
fit of the public. Neither the railroads 
nor competing interests now enjoying 
water rates can justly oppose the rights 
of the rate-paying and tax-paying pub- 
lic, who are entitled to reasonable rates, 
not only in this case but in other and 
Similar cases. 

The contrast in rates is easily shown 
in this manner: The Youngstown coal 
rate is the highest per ton-mile or per 
car-mile paid by any steel-producing dis- 








trict 


es el 
per ton-muie, 


in America. It is 21.3 n 
and the average revenu 
the United States per ton-mile in 1942 { 


abou 


1} 


all class I railroads was 9.32 mills. T 
Youngstown rate is, therefore two 
one-third times higher than the gen 
rate. Furthermore, the ave: 
rate in the Nation for coal is even low: 
than 9.32 mills. It is only 7.8 mills. § 
the Youngstown coal rate per ton-mils 
about three times higher than the a\ 
rate for coal. These figures 
taken from the 1944 hearings before 1 
Senate Committee on Commerce, 
pages 116 and 127. 

On page 116 we find that the aver 
earnings per car-mile in this service 
$1.40 based on the Youngstown cha 
by the railroads. This five tim 
greater than the average earnings of 
class I railroads in the United States | 
comparable service. The average is 
cents. These figures are-~taken fro: 
Statistical Survey No. 27 of the Bure 
of Railroad Economics, a department 
the Association of American Railroad 

The Senator from Louisiana referrs 
to the economic history of this area 
showing how it came about that Youngs- 
town suffered this disadvantage. When 
Youngstown first went into the steel busi 
ness, aS he so well stated, there was coa 
nearby. When that was used up, the 
coke was produced by the beehive procs 
at the mines and transported by rai! 
However, when the by product cck: 
process was developed instead of the bee- 
hive coke process, it then became pos- 
sible for the Pittsburgh interests to brin 
their coal by water transportation to th 
coke ovens at Pittsburgh, for coal, un 
like coke, was suited to such handlin 
On the other hand it was necessary for 
the Youngstown people to carry thei 
coal to Youngstown by rail or partly b 
water and partly by rail. The advantas 
to Pittsburgh due to water transporta- 
tion, as against a part-rail or all-rail rat 
to Youngstown, became increasin 
great as the rail rates went up. 

Even that was not so bad, so long 
the rates were equalized. But when thx 
system of rate adjustment in the count! 
was changed, and the equalization o! 
rates between areas was abandoned n¢ 
rates were sect up. Then Youngstowr. wa 
put at a disadvantage. If the differen- 
tials had been based upon cost for ser 
ice, there would have been less basis ! 
complaint. But when the differenti 
was put upon the basis of what the traf 
fic will bear, then there developed t! 
extraordinary result which has bet 
described. 

It now means a contrast of this kin 
It costs, to transport coal to Pittsburg 
somewhere between 10 and 20 cents 
ton; whereas if the coal goes to Youn 
town, the water rate ‘vhich must be p: 
to the mouth of the Beaver River is 2 
cents a ton. Then the coal must be un 
loaded and placed on railroad cars, at 
loading or unloading cost of 5'2 cent 
ton. Then it is moved by rail iuto t 
Youngstown district, at a rail rate of 9 
cents a ton, so that the total Youngstow! 
river-rail rate on Monongahela coal 
$1.235, as compared with 19 or 20 ce! 
in Pittsburgh or the 40 cents which 


averag 
average 


ast 


is 
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means of the available waterways. If the gahela and the Al n aterv bal ‘ ne che 
waterway were built or were available, Materials adapted to water transpor- via e! t econon l ex meal 
t cost of assembly at Youngstown still tation, such as iron ore and oO r ore of trans} tion. be railroad, 1 
would be higher than the ct of assem- limestone, raw chem) , uel l truck, pipe | ( Sin 
I h; but ir d of bein s logs, lun PY od nt transportation ¢ rs 
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minority consisting of the tween water } and it 1s not 





n m f tk n- 
» } Rail i f 
f ( n! n do not 
( ¢ I 10 to 
{ of ¢ ! ( T y are 
\ T pig { } re¢ - 





f hippel ( Ly 

] ! ariven to seek som iter- 
Y ol TY nsport 

nd. That railroads pay taxe One 


of tl essential characteristic of rail 


portation is that the carriers own, 
( i and put to exclusive private use 
f nsive areas of valuable real property, 
A otherwise could be put to differ- 
ent useful purpose of a tax-yielding 
! ure On the other hand, one of the 


advantages of transpor- 
; that commercial carriers do not 
occupy or need exclusive roadways for 
haul operations, | 

other craft, and for o 
purposes, the natural, 
water courses, improved by 
1 belonging to the Nation at large. 
not pay taxes on those water- 
ys because they do not own or monop- 


( them, and their occupancy does not 


water 


v those channe from any pos- 
b alternative use that would bring 


I many 
rates Water 








em 
ca { he skilled labor 
! d f ions on well- 
regul d and at liberal 
i ac wage rate 

Four Phat rail carriers move freight 
at higher speeds than do water carriers 
T d of barge transport is, like its 
( much more moderate than that by 


other goods re- 
normally 
in pref- 
However, a large 


ra Perishables and 
quirit speedy delivery 
Vay highways, or 


Lerways. 


ceeak 


nation’ 
raliways 


proportion of the Nation's freight burden 
do not need such expeditious han- 
ali but is suited to barge transpor- 


an be moved economi- 


( ind efficiently; and where the de- 
red commodity movements are so 
d ed, the savings in transportation 

( are genuine and substantial. 


render indis- 
The fact 


Fifth. That railroads 
pen ) rvice in wartime. 


t l oads concededly render essen- 

val rvice should not in any way 
preclude recognition of the essential 
( ract of waterway transportation 


ent 


neces 


ice in war. The pre emergency 
hown the vital ity for both 
of transportation. Utilization of 
ver boat yards for the construc- 


itely 1,700 seagoin 





fighting shi heir movement down- 
eam to t ‘for placement in com- 

n on, V tal shipyards wel 
( ing at capacity, made a contribu- 
the war effort sufficient by itself 
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Senate I ask unanimous 
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rem 
otatior from t 


he minority view I 
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Y ; 1% . ] 
comn ents upon the quotations involved, 
and I wilk supply a copy of them to the 
Ss itor from Wyoming M ROBERT- 
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1INORI REPORi 
I t the tral r ! f f 
é I raffic, 1 considerat i ven 
t l a ot 1! ol {a I eX- 
i Feder G me vt li- 
I the waterways and 1 consideration 
é to the millions of dollars of annual 
enance cost paid by the Federal Gov- 
nt The only item taken into consid- 
ratior n arriving at the estimated freight 
rates of water-borne traffic is the « t, maln- 
enance, and operation of a t k t and a 
t f barges. On this } is the ) lied 
benef of water transpor tion are rrived 
The great cc s for the cor ruc ! d 
n of watery Oo x ers 
] mitte 
COMMENT 
I ; 1t ti transpor ‘ f 
v rne traffic the onl tems take nt 
nsiderat 1 are the cost, mainten 
é and profit on the ope 
f e only ite it enter the € - 
] ent of water rate Tl > rate I - 
eve nstitu ly one elen t in we - 
I the jus on of wate vy } jects 
I correct to say that the « for con- 
nd maintenance f the erways 
€ tax} € re te 1 t 





vi erway i ud € ten 

but 1 necessarily f ted 

ra y I the dlr Cc I be- 

V r? ‘ ¢ y nd 

\ erway imr vement <¢ t See River 
and Harbor Act ap} ed March 4, 1913.) 
The water carrier operating cost clude the 
capit cost, mainte ince, and pera yn ol 
towht s nd trin of barge as stated 
in e minority rt The Interstate Com- 
me e Commi mn col irs ll é et i of 
col util these < l€ C a tea 
s analysis of the Army Engineers’ Lake 

E Ohio River re rt, 235 I. C. C. 790, Oc- 
tober 3, 1939, where it is concluded hat the 
line- l and terminal costs seem t have 
been reasonably determined in the light of 
the various contingencies to be considered.” 


estimated cost for that improvement, 


which includes the construction, operating 





and maintenance cost of 1 i way is 
t n on page 17, House Docume! ». 178 
Seventy-sixth Congress, first sessi By 
me is of the segregation, water-cCarrier opera- 

n costs are reflected in full i eno e-line 
rat and the costs of the waterway improve- 
ment is set up against the savir in trans 
sortation charges. By the Army engineers 


of cOst are taken 
the justification of the 
is deemed lly 


ymmilcall 


favorably 


1ethod a items 


account 


project. 
J 


f 

ll the 
in weighing 
A project 
and recommended 


econt 





ustified 


if the annual savings exceed the annual 
costs. Within the annual costs are included 
1 public costs such as interest, amortiza- 
tion, maintenance and operation of the navi- 
n facilitie well as costs to local in- 

terest which result from provision of the im- 
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INORITY PORT 

The Ser I ni this 1 
is not opposed to inland-wat¢ 
portation, but does insist on a fair 
table comparison of rate based on ¢ 
construction and malnte cE 

pera n of the tr tat 1 
quest 

The minority is given to und 
I C rges of any kind what ver I 
t e owners of tgwboats and barge 
tri on and maintenanc f these 





pensive federally owned navigation cha 
Government gets no return or 


nvestment, and no arral 





+ et tizal ref 
vVenvUal Tel 
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COMMENT 
owners of commercial towt 
are not legally nor 
the cost of iproving na 
because acquire no ex 
their use, but merely 
occupancy with the rest of the pub 
other uses, and pass the benefits of their 1 
along to the general public in the form 
lowered transportation costs (See D 
Locklin’s standard treatise Economi 
Transportation, chapter on Freight 
and Prices, p. 98). The public thus 
adequate return in its reduced transport 
bill on commodities in most 
In weighing the justifftation of pr 
the Army engineers always include wit 
the annual cost figures, interest and a1 
tization on the investment sufficient to r 
the facilities within period of the 
ul life The refunding of 
idered to be a 


parges 


' properly charge 
with in ural pu 
channels they 


sher t! 


rights to 


on 





vene! 


the 
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the public « 


con mplished by the 
iving it transportatio1 charg 
mu be great enough to offset all ite 
( tT 
MINORITY REPORT 
This demand for an equal basis of con 


inland W 


wh 


aterway tral 


ich there are a nu 


son applies to all 


ti n projects, of 


in th bill. One illustration alone w 
sufficient, as it applies equally to all 
The Beaver-Mahoning Rivers: This } 


truction of a 12-foot 
Beav 
f 


the States of O 


envisions the con 
nel, 200 to 250 feet wide 


Mahoning Rivers 


in the 





in 





Pennsylvania. It was the original inte 
that this project should connect the B 





Mahoning Rivers with Lake 
idea been abandoned, at least f 
present time. In this bill the project 
for the constri } ac 
from the point where Beave! 
Rivers enter the Ohio River, to a p t 
miles north at ithers, Ohio, in t 
Youngstown area main obj ( 
project is to provide a navigation chat 
from the Ohio River to Struthers 
to enable the large 
Youngstown area to obtain their coal su} 


has 


the 


Str 


TY} 
sne 


steel 


by water transportation, in contrast 
present method of unloading the coal bar 
at a point on the Ohio River into railt 


? 
freight cars, and then hauling by railroad t 
35 miles north to Youngstown rhe 
mated Federal cost of this project is $38 
000 and with an annual n 
$630,000 for th 35-mile-long 
canal. There is a further 
mately $30,000,000 to be-borne by local 
tributions. In all, this project will 
$70,000,000 for construction, and an estin 
$630,000 for yearly maintenance. 





of 


cost of app 





COMMENT 
The main object of the Beaver-Maho1 
project is to afford means of moving ch 
by water, instead of expensively by rail 
materials essential to the industrial lil 


the Youngstown area. Rail char 





movement of fuel and some oi 
necessary raw materials into this : 


n-mile far in € 
s for the servi 


industrial re 


levied at 
the 
and 


rates per t 
average charge 


other general 
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nprovement 


to the estima 





tion charges for the ex- 


carrying charges for the new 
the carrying charges for 
ld include only the incre 
replaceme1 


The present value 


ducted from the non-Federal 


Where the impr 









Tt 
iv 





Ae. 
t + 
l f a 
r ) r ad 
t ( { I 
I ex ‘ 
e € r tne “ 
I \ “ I nelt d 
d 1 I } 1ioul¢ t 
ion tl l be - 
( erv On 1 
wnen a pl i il ro\ 
v j 1 } exte ( MV erway 
€ j C V pea, < - 
h ult from th ex of the 
nts ould be is a benet 
part of the i be 
I b movem t on the existir water- 
1 be included as a benefit f the nev 
ement 
In the final analysis, the probable 


portation charges by water should be 
compared with the present transportation 
charges actually paid by the public. Since 
present transportation charges presum- 

vide for a reasonable income on the 
total investment of present carriers, the esti- 






mated charge by water should likewise pro- 
vide for a reasonable income on the total in- 
vestment of the water carrier. All terminal 

d transfer costs and any storage e 
while awaiting transshipment 


‘ hould be in- 
cluded. The estimated water transportation 


cl ges should be fully checked against the 
actual charges under parallel conditions. The 
adequacy of the proposed waterway for the 
transportation of commodities at the costs 
set up in determining the benefits must be 


carefully verified 

(1) A favorable recommendation will be 
warranted only when the estimated bene- 
fits show a substantial margin over the total 
estimated carrying charges, due regard being 
I intangible and collateral benefits. 
Li ‘gin should be sufficient to absorb the 
arrying charges which may accrue during 
he development of commerce on the im- 
provement and leave a net return to the 
public because of the improvement. 


Mr. BURTON. Madam President, I 
now direct my attention to the demon- 
strated benefits which would be experi- 
enced from operation of the proposed 
canal. Inthe engineers’ report of 1934, at 
pages 12 to 14. the Board of Engineers 
states that the saving would be $3,120,- 
400. That sum represents the difference 
between railroad costs and water trans- 
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the estimates made 


people, The result is a conse 
For example, in the estimate ol 
I which would be m« by 

T 


he Youngstown Chamber of C 
ited 9,180,700 ton ! 


estim of f 

United States district engin 

5 605.000 tor Colonel Barx 
iq hn inacepenaent mve ] 

m d 6,350,000 ton 


In order to be conservative, tl 
of Engineers made an estimate fa 
that of the Youngstown Chamli 
Commerce—cven below that of t! 
pendent investigator—and estim 
amount to be 5.970.000, or 
6,000,000 tons, which, under the ci 
stances, is an extremely 
estimate. I again refer to the con 
made Interstate Commerce ¢ 
mission that the reports as related 
through waterway indicate that the 
mates as made by the enginee! 
probably be doubled. 

Furthermore, as appears on the 
page of the pamphlet on the ad 
Senators— 

The above estimate is bas 
during the years 1929 and 1930. Ci 
the rate of growth of the 
1900 to 1930 it seems 
that by 1940 the tonnage and savil 
not less than 125 percent of that « 
above or 7,500,000 tons with savin 
$3,500,000 to $4,000,000 annually. 


by the 


t ed on cx 
steel indu 


reasonable 


The trend since then has been uj} 
down. 

As further bearing upon the con 
tiveness of this estimate, in estim: 
what the cost of water transpo 
would be, the Board of Enginee! 
5 mills per ton-mile as the cost of 
transportation on the Ohio Rive 
715 mills per ton-mile on the Bea 
Mahoning Rivers, whereas the I 
Corporation, which is actually c: 
on this kind of transportatio 
present time, does it for 3 
mile, 

As bearing still further upon the 
servativeness of the figures I cit 
fact that in 1941 Colonel North, 1 
senting the Board of Engineers of 
Army, when asked what 
would be if the canal were built in t 
year, estimated them not at $3,1 
but at $4,618,000. And in the 1944 t 

u 





mills pe 


the sa\ 


mony which was taken before 
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A } C 
ir f v \ der t 
ed ! 1 ( eve he ex- 
te f 10 € be f lit 
« I e \ ~ t A I I 
' ¢ i throw 
( i = I ( € 
d « cré Ww pI 
re { oO l I A I dis- 
(stee work here la ¥ 4 ‘ 
) dl} to k of 25.00 Y 
lo the hom 
I wish to add also that there t ified 
before the Senate committee in 1944 rep- 
{ ¢ of o1 nized labor in the 
ills and in the community at large 
yn. They strongly endorsed 
er and Mahoning Canal. 
Some reference has been made, in the 
literature on this subject, to whether o1 
not the National Rivers and Harbo: 


Congress has endorsed this project. I 
may point out that the president of that 
distinguished body is JoHN L. McCLELLAN, 


the distinguished junior Senator from 
Arkansas. Its national vice presidents 
e the senior Senator from Louisiana 


Mr. Overton!, and three Members of 
the House of Representatives, Mr. WHIT- 
TINGTON, of Mississippi; Mr. PETERSON, of 
Georgia, and Mr. Ciason, of Massachu- 


etts. The chairman of the board is 
Representative Snort, of Missouri. I 
may say that the National Rivers and 


Harbors Congress has endorsed this proj- 
ect. Iread from a letter of November 16, 
1944, addressed to me by William H. 
Webb, executive vice president, contain- 
ing the following statement: 

The Beaver-Mahoning waterway project 
was considered by the projects committee 

mposed of a waterway expert from each of 





the engineer.:ng divisions of the United 
States, at the first meeting after its organiza- 

1 in the year 1935. After careful consid- 
eration of the project the committee recom- 


mended unanimously that the project be put 
I which means the com- 
mittee is convinced that the project is sound 
needful, and sufficiently advanced in status 
and should be promptly constructed in the 
public int t The congress in convention 

embled thereupon unanimously ap 


in cla endorsed 


- 
i¢ 


proved 


the recommendation of the committe 

At the several conventions of the Congress 
ubsequently held, including the most re- 
cent session held in New Orleans, La., July 
27-28, 1944, the Congress reiterated its pre- 

ous endorsement of the Beaver-Mahoning 
waterway) 

Under our procedure a project once en- 
dorsed by the Congress upon the recommen- 
dation of the projects committee retains its 
status until finally constructed, unle the 
Congress in the meantime rescinds su 
i ion 

Project Nos. 1 and 2 having been con- 

ucted, the Beaver-Mahoning waterway re- 

iins its statu the No. 1 d first project 
our h é fir 1 d ed 
) 1ec 


Madam President, I wish to conclude 
this statement as I began it, by saying 


that this proposal to retain in the 
program of the United States for its post- 
war program a project which has been 


repeatedly and soundly approved. The 


project has been approved by two boards 
of engineers, by three Chiefs of Engi- 
neers, twice by the Committee on Rivers 
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ind Harbors of the House, and twice by 
the Senate Committee on Commerce. It 
has once passed the House and once the 
Senate It is before us now in a form 
which reiterates the previous authoriza- 
tion, modifying it only in accordance 


h ti} 


with the recommendation of the Chief 
of Engineers increasing the Federal cost 
by a million and a half dollars, and 
making the money available in accord- 
ance with the final recommendation, for 
future ‘use, greatly needed, as demon- 
trated in this statement. It is a fair 
and reasonable part of any post-war 
program that may be passed by this Con- 
gre and in view of its repeated en- 
dorsement ‘n the past, I trust the Senate 
will again endorse it today. 
AMENDMENT OF MUSTERING-OUT PAY- 

MENT LAW MENTALLY DISABLED 

TERANS 

Mr. REVERCOMB Madam Presi- 

dent, on behalf of the Cominittee on Mili- 


tary Affairs, I report back favorably with- 
out amendment House bill 5408, to amend 
the Mustering-Out Payment Act of 1944, 
to provide a method for accomplishing 
certain mustering-out payments on be- 
half of mentally disabled veterans, and 
for other purposes, and I submit a re- 
port (No. 1313) thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the report will be received and 
the bill will be placed on the calendar. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration and passage of the 
bill. 


Mr. GUFFEY. I object. 


Mr. LUCAS. What was the unani- 
mous-consent request? 

Mr. REVERCOMB. For immediate 
consideration of the bill. I shall be glad 
to make explanation of the bill if the 


Senator desires it. 

Mr. LUCAS. I think we ought to have 
some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. OVERTON. Madam President, 
may there be an explanation made of the 
bill before it is to be considered by the 
Senate? : 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Iam proceeding to 
do that now, I may say to the Senator. 

Mr. OVERTON. Madam President. a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. OVERTON. The subject matter 
before the Senate at the present time is 
an amendment to the river and harbor 
bill, and my question is: Can there be an 
explanation of another bill which is not 
before the Senate? 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Of course, if there 
objection, I cannot proceed. 

Mr. OVERTON. Madam President, I 
am forced to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be placed on the calendar. 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes, 
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which authorization has 
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in Pennsylvania 
a distance of 
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bi 


dept 
One of the arguments used to cony 
these 6-foot channels to 9 feet has | 

that a 6-foot channel on a 9-foot 


Sy 


Yall 
broad-gage 
in assuming 
12-foot channel on the Beaver-Maho1 

Rivers would throw the rest of the M 
sissippi canal system, that is the 
channel, into the category of a nar 
gage railroad, or is it notice that 

the intention of the promoters of inl 
waterways to convert the entire syst 


If that 
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The total cost of this canal to the F 
eral Government, and to the local c 
figu 
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will 
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in 


proposed Federal contribution. 

Why is this proposal being mads 
prop 
By tl 


to what 
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will the 


canal, if constructed, be put? 
mean what is the type of freight to 


be 


hauled over 
beneficiaries? 
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As the Senator from Ohio 
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Beaver-Mahoning project originally « 
visioned a canal going through to La 
idea has apparently 
abandoned in favor of this 35-mile de 
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Madam President, one very important 
tot into consideration in con- 
n n with this project is the fact that 


ilroads operate year in and 


f ut, this stub-end canal would be 
ubject to ice, fog, and high velocity wind, 
) there would be a limited opera- 


of not in excess of 9 months. In 


other words, for 3 months of the year, 
and probably more, this means of trans- 
portation could not be utilized, and the 
big steel companies in the Youngstown 
rea would again have to revert to use 
of the railroads to haul their coal. That 
would mean that the railroads would 


have to maintain their property and have 
locomotives, coal cars, and 
rating units, in order obligingly 
to take care of the Youngstown steel 
companies during the period when their 
dead-end canal would be frozen up or 
out of use. But during the 8 
or 9 months when the Federally subsi- 
dized transportation system would be 
‘ ilable, the railroads, with their em- 
ployee their plants, and their equip- 
ment, would be teld to stand aside. 
BURTON. Madam President, will 
nator yield? 

Ir. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Ir. BURTON. I merely wish 
ure that Senator apprecl 


in readines 


otnerwise 


to make 


the ites tne 


fact that the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors in its final reports 
on the project has overruled the district 
and division engineers on the original 
report, and h pointed out in the final 
re rt that the lov be 


er canal would 
the year, and therefore 
woulé not be any necessity for the 


ut-down which is indicated by the au- 


open 350 cays of 


the) 


t ty to whom the Senator from Wyo- 
mil has referred. Furthermore, the 
type of freight which would be carried 


would be the type which could easily be 
and therefore the railroads 





would not be under the necessity of 
maintaining stand-by service for the 
short canal. 

The long canal to Lake Erie is some- 
thing else, but the short canal would be 
much more open in winter than the 


1ern end would be, and the traffic 
uation is such that the materials could 
readily be stock-piled. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Madam President, 
ted in what the Senator from 
Yhio has said. I hold in my hand a 

izazine entitled “The Taxpayers’ Case 
Against Youngstown’s Beaver-Mahoning 
Dead-End Canal,” and in this connection 
I am interested to see in the magazine a 
photograph bearing the cap- 


The Beaver River at Beaver Fa 
I ry 6, 1940, where skaters are 
the thick ice to enjoy 

During periods of this 
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the Senator also knov 
Lakes are froz 

the coal which 
shipped during 


vs that the G 
n during winter, bu 
s to the Northwe 
. 


a much shorter pe 


eo 


ni ly, a period of 9 months— 
steck-piled when it is delivered. 
So, it seems to me that the very 


period when the Beaver-Mahoning C 
would be frozen is certainly no ¢ 
tion. There is no question at all tl 
coal cculd be transported during the 
riod when the canal would be open 
the case of transportation on the G 
Lakes 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Madam Presid 
if this canal were for the general 
interests, the project would be in a b 
position. But even at that it 
an unsound project. It is a plan for t 
financial betterment of a few lars t 
companies 

According to testimony presented 
the hearings by Mr. Percy Tetlow, 1 
resenting the United Mine Worke: 
America, the Youngstown Sheet & T 
Co. at Youngstown is the only pl 
Youngstown of the great steel compa 
which could use that waterway, anc 
waterway alone, for transportation. 
Tetlow further said that the Rep 
Iron & Steel Corporation has 
coal resources that can be moved ¢ 
the Monongahela River and the (¢ 
River, and by this canal to Struthe 
it would not reach the Republic p! 

Mr. Tetlow continued as follow 






wouid 
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Tetlow tl 
was insistent in reg: 
of coal that— 


Tl hipn ( S ( 
ov hat waterway { 
il s I dt A 1 
© & Tube } © € 


What new towage or new wealt! 
these subsidized inland waterways 
duce? They produce non 


certain. Their only function is to 


away business, during a portion « 
year, from some other transpol 
system which is well able to take ca! 


that business. The railroad, asac 
mon carrier, must at all times be 
pared to accept shipments weighing f1 
1 ounce to a million tons. It is on 
job in winter as well as in summer, 
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embodied sound rea- 


struction of thi 


$70,000,000 


opposition 


ild benefit no one outside the Youngs- 


xrstown district 
companies 
$70,000,000 

preposterous. 


mpetitors upon 


equality. 


Senator mi 
Ss as a $70,000,000 


‘ that was the 


anal we are dis- 
a canal to Youngs 
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cost thirty-eight and a half mil- 
] 1t $70,000,000 


Mr. DAVIS. N I understand it will 
( t $2,000,000 a mile, and i te- 
} nt I ide the rec ra li elf 
} it would « t $70.9009.009 
M TAFT The Sen O! rir 
) I I Of tl » La ( 
I nd h the Penn nia } re 
I LA Vi the cal \ ( 
to I c-e¢ Erie woul ( 200.- 
( I ink the Senator is no 
( 
RTON. Mr. P I he 
=. i m Pr I 1? i 
YAVIS I ( 
I TON I 1 e 1 i 
le t ! of t 
f f ( 
I I expel e on 1 Ca 
l be tl ¢ I ore mil- 
( d l¢ ii ¢ ( 
pe } 909.000 : a { na { 
n Pent l lia el ure esti- 
m d there would be dd nal 
f nditures, but I do no no t 
f They e not of t! F il 
( n! Dut Wel O1 10¢ ] ir 
Mr. GUFFEY Mr. Presit t, I uld 
) Senati from ¢ Oo a 
q on 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. D the 
Senator from Pennsylvania yield in orde1 
his colleague may ask the Senator 
I Onio a au on? 
M D TS I vielc 
Nv GUFFEY Were not ] f 
Senator quot the § 000 
I 1 on costs in 1938 
Mr. BURTON. That is correc 
Mr. GUFFEY I ¥ much ! y 
iy ) they 


e ait ai 
Mr. BURTON. The commiitee went 
into that in detail. It was pointed out 


that all the projects in the bill are post- 
ar projects. They based the figures 
on the 1938 and 1940 rates ol and 
ts, which are the ones on which they 


have based their post-war estimates. 
When this matter was up for considera- 
t in 1841 as a wartime project, it was 
i ted by the engineers t 

ect would cost, at the wartime rates, 
about $48,000,000, but all through the 


entire bill 





+} 4 


l 1 the rates are on the basis of 
1938 and 1940, which are accepted by the 
Department of Labor as being substan- 
tially the same in both those years, and 
they are the basis of all estimates in 
connection with every project; we have 
had this project before us as a post- 
war project. not a wartime project 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I agree 
with my colleague that the figure 
$70,600,000 is nearer being correct than 
$38,500,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, there 
must also be taken into consideration 
the expense that will be placed on the 
people of Pennsylvania after the work 
has been completed. County after 
county will be bankrupted in attempt- 
ing to pay the cost of this canal. I do 
not think $70,000,000 would cover the 
cost of the canal. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield. 


- 
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Mr. BURTON. Ido: want to t 
ie Senator’s time, but it is 1 
pla i that any count ( 
bankrupted. If the local public ir 
do not ir the exp tne pro] 
n¢ ahead unl oO al _ 
uaran n ¢ f 
Governn t to be pre j nd 
1e ] 1 public in ould n¢ 
af ed | it 7 local cor 
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M BURTON TI Senator 
l ? I Y tT iT | there 
loc ex! con! j 1 they 
{ ) \ t I ralG 
ment can the commu! 
} up t ; 
Mr. GUFFEY In other words, M 
P ( } 1e | posal that the G 
ern! build the can and find « 
lé the 1 communit 
p é 
Mr. BURTON. I think it is pe 
clear t e Government will not } 
ceed u l t m y provided 
nteed. That is very clear in 
condi by the enginee1 
r. DAVIS. Mr. President, Isha 
bir from where I 1 off 
third. The per-mile cost of over $ 
000,600 a mile would be several ti 
ereater than that of any inland wat 
ever authorized or seriously consid 


in the United States and should of i 
condemn this project 


Fourth. The Army engineers h 


— 


clearly indi¢ d they never have | 
atisfied that the project is economi 
justified 


Fifth. The cost of assembling raw ma- 
terials for the making of steel is no highe 
at Youngstown than at the plants 
most of its competitors, many of whi 
do not have Youngstown’s other advan 
tages 

Sixth. The contention of the Youn 
town steel companies that their frei 
rates are unfair cannot be substantiat 
inasmuch as the Interstate Commer: 
Commission repeatedly has held that 
their rates are reasonable and nond 
criminatory. However, these rates 
again under investigation at the prese1 
time by the Interstate Commerce Con 
mission and all action looking to t! 
canal’s authorization should cease, 
least until the Commission has han 
down its decision. The Commission- 
and it alone—should pass upon the p! 
priety of these rates. 

Seventh. This is a bold and inexcu 
ble attempt to circumvent the findin 
and decisions of the Commission, whi 
is invested by law with exclusive jurisdi 


tion in such matters. It is an attempl 


to use the Army engineers both as 
threat to the Commission and as a Col 
nc 


3 


of appeal from its findings and decisions 
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n the railroad, mot 
ver coal-mining 
be considered mos 
‘obable post-wal 
yment. It woulc 
to build a 


nal would destroy c: l 
therwise would be permanent 
teenth. The proposal in eff 
nsible and wh 
y. The taxpaye 
! ked to provide a priv 
onal toll-free waterway for 
companies which do not propo 
on any of their savil 
costs to anyone othe 


10iaders. 


Seventeenth. The 
'd not be started dur 
ir conditions will 











( f eel compa! 
I ( l ( p eC T ( 
de} tment of e Gov- 
( } I and to ! 
( ) at ) ! $28,509,000 
of } I ep of 
I Cor ha » to recu- 
Li Dé n 

I the In Comme Com- 
n { 

J con out th perfect f kK- 
n qa < ire the testim 
of the ding proponents of the Beaver- 
Mal Canal project before the sub- 
committee which conducted hearings on 
this | 

I su t that any Senator who is in- 
te! ed should read the testimony of 
Mr. Lloyd, cretary of the Mahoning 


of Commerce, who ad- 
peaking primarily 
for the two steel companies of Youngs- 
town, end whose testimony is found at 
pages 113 to 125 of the printed hearin: 

tirely plain from the testimony 





ne was 


of Mr. Lloyd and other witnesses that 
this Beaver-Mahoning Canal project is 


not intended to make any contribution 
to the development of our great system 
merely an 
ailroad rates on 
e Youngstown steel companies, 
in view of the refusal of the Interstate 
ion to grant them 


but is 


that of 
practically all the other witnesses for tl 


proponents of the project is devoted to 





the question of freight rates 

He refers to the fact that the Youngs- 
town steel compani which are farther 
away from their coal supply than the 


and around Pittsburgh, 
naturally have to pay more for hauling 
their coal than do the producers who art 
nearer to the source of supply. 

Incident vy, however, he ys nothing 
about the fact that the Youngstown 
St l com] L1¢ are nearer to the sup- 
ply of hich comes in from the 1 
} i ( equently, with re- 
1 ! s, the Youngstown com- 
pat enjoy n advantage over thel 


> a 


this fair competitive situation. 

They of course wish to go on enjoying 
lower rates on ore and on their 
oducts to the Detroit market, 
‘ he same time they want lower 


th 
} 
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n of the Interstate Commerce 
( 1m) n I is not a Wa Vay 
( n at all 
I manner in which the w ay 
C n was interjected into the contro- 
is shown byt report ¢ e Inter- 
a Commerce Comm n on tl 
( project, which was made by the 
Comm non Oct r 3, 1939, in re- 


ch is printed in volume 235 of the 
n sion’s reports, at page 753. 

In that report the Commission very 
points out that the reduction in 
ites, Which the Youngstown steel com- 
lies are demanding, would have a dis- 
‘riminatory effect on other localities, and 
hat Congress, in section 3 of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act, has prohibited such 
aiscriminations 

juction in the rates to Youngstown 
ording to the Commission, re- 
sult in far-reaching disturbances in the 
competitive relationships of industrial 
communities throughout the whole steel- 


clearly 


Au, al 


producing area, and would not be eco- 
nomically justified merely by the private 
benefit that would result to the two 
ei 


youngstown companies. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 


J 
= 


F <3 
! i to ask 
the Senator whether it is not true that 
lecision by the Interstate Com- 
mmission related not to the 
inal, but to a question raised 
through canal which would in- 
a different rate question, of 
1an the short canal would raise. 
Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I shall 
t whole report into the REcorD, so 
t ryone may understand to what 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
referred. I am not in agreement with 
v-hat the Senator from Ohio has said. 
The Commission then went on to say 
that under the law the t 


merce C 


snort c 


course 


only authority 


that it would have for authorizing such 
a reduction in rates would be for the 
I of meeting water competition. 


In other words, unde if there 


J ,« 
tne act, 


Wi water transportation to Youngs- 
town, there would then be a legal ground 
on which the Commission might, in the 
} of economic justification, give 
the Youn own steel con nies the 
ywer rates which they want. Th is 
re on why the Youn vn come- 


now asking Congress to con- 
sti this Be i 

is solely for the purpose of enabling them 
to go to the Commission and get 


the ground 


back 
their coal rates reduced on 
of water competition. 

This was frankly admitted by Mr. 
Lloyd in his testimony before the sub- 
committee, to which I have already re- 
ferred. He said, in effect, that every ave- 
nue for the two Youngstown steel com- 
panies 





- Beaver-Mahoning 


to obtain lower coal rates from 






right to ask the Governmen I 
$38,500,000 on a canal for the pur 
of reducing the company’s coal rate 

Since this is the admitted pur 
and the purpose alleged, for 
canal project wt 
is contained in the bill now 
sideration, it seems clear t l ! 
clusion expressed before the subcom- 
mittee by Mr. Percy Tetlow, speakin 
for the mine workers, is thoroug] 
sound and justified. 

Mr. Tetlow used following lan- 
guege with respect to this project, 
found at page 186 of the hearing 


only 








the 


The great benefic'ary would be 
Youngstown Sheet & Tube * * * 

ivestment of money, either post-war 
now, o! a time, to my mind it 
economical, unsound, and will 1 be be 
ficial all of the people in the comm 
tle reached by th canal. 


I should also like to bring to the at- 
tention of the Senate the following state- 
ment by the city solicitor of Pittsburg] 
Miss Anne Alpern, who Said at page 178 
of the hearings: 

The problem involved I 
whether cr not you can ask tax 








Miss Alpern elsewhere in her testi- 
mony made the following point, which I 
submit is thoroughly sound and prac- 
tical: 








A bill of this character I ud 
utllized aS a meal ot supé eding t 
tion of the Interstate C Comn 
sion, which is established te-n 
body There are too n r proble 
involved 1 a rate cas¢ ion of 
ch cter, the fixed chargé e poir 
C n d the point of de nation 
ce p tea inherent cn i I 
rate case, and this method of appealir 
is unsound and untenable (hearings, p. 177 


Therefore, I say that this Beaver-Ma- 
honing canal project ought to be elir 
inated from this bill by the Senate 

It has no place in this bili. 

It is not a real waterway project at 

It is nothing but a way of : 
the policy of the Interstat 

nission. 


nothing but 


Iiiiil 





a proposal to spen 


$38.500,000 for the purpose of reduci! 
rates of the Youngstown She 


public Steel Cor- 





attempt to get Congress to bu 
ion for those two corporations 
500,000 of the public money 
that the project com 
, it is entirely u sary to 
mplicated matters of figures abot 
of the canal, the 
ly, the construc- 
tion of reservoirs, and the prospect 


ra Ff . 7 > ’ _™ ~ > trhai 
traffic volume, largely imaginary, which 





intoc 
the depth and width 


source of its water 
r 











he compe 


e position of ¢ rent industrial areas 
The whole economic argument ad- 
anced by the ¢ i in supposed 
stification of ver-Mahoning 


roject rests upon the assumption that 

e present f1 it rates are t ! 

d should be reduced, although the 
Interstate Commerce Commission the 
yody charged by Congress with determin- 

xr the reasonableness of ra has held 
xpre ly to the « trary 

The whole argument of the enginee! 

it the const} t of the canal would 








too much fot 
the transport heir coa 

Certainly if not m that the 
Army engineers are the proper agency 
f the Government to determine that 
question. It is a qu : for the Inter- 
tate Commerce Commissicn, not fo1 
tne I ineers ind between tl two 
Congress he aa I the vie ¢ +} 
Commission 

There are many que on of det 
ith respect to which the adoption of 


this project would 
vhich have not been adequately 
ind which would entail embarrassin 
expensive and inconvenient 
quences for the ] 
ties through which the ca 

Thus, the municipaliti 
posed route discharge their sewage int 
the rivers which are proposed to be 
placed by the canal, and they would fin 
themselves faced with the 
spending millions of dollars for the con 
struction of new f 
the canal would become 
} dangerous to the public 
This matter was developed to some 
tent, but 


been before the subcommittee, but I sha 


to elaborate 
mijiy menti 


nd 





ill-considered way in whi 





necessity Ol 


- a9 eS : 
open up aulificuities 


faced, 


con - 
people of the communl- 
nal would pass. 


ilong the pro- 


dis- 


1 


ewag lacliities or else 
an open sewer, 
| health. 





not as fully as it should have 


to lose by this project hile tl ( 
benefi é ild be the You te 
Sheet & Tub Co ind the Rey 
St ( r) n Cert t ( 
not to a orize for a I pe 
f hich ild 338.500.0000 

t ixpayers’ mone 

Mr. MEAD and M TAFT f 
t Cha 

rl PRESIDING OFFICER I 
qu ion 1 yn agreeing to the comn 
{ end! at the top of page 2 

M GUFFEY. M President, d 
not have the f ) I wish to ask t 
Senator in cl! e of the bill whether 
wishes to ¢ lete cor el of 
bill today « t it over uI on 
rov 

Mr. OVERTON. I wu 
\ nd-nay vote has be request 
If we re to take a vote a quorul 
first have to be developed 

HILL. Mr. President, I u 

stand that the distinguished Senat 
from Ohio |Mr. Tart 


+} 


c} 


or about 











10 minute 
Mr. OVERTON. I understand 





ere Wl1l De no iurthe) eec! ( 
mendment after the S itor f oO 


7? 


hall have concluded 


Mr. GUFFEY. Vill the Senator f) 
lisiana enaeavol O tL a VOLE 
+9 

Mr. OVERTON Not under the 

mstan¢ which I hi 


HILL. I do not 


take the Senator 


K MaLOL 


= 





Mr. Gurrey! to conclude his addre 
Mr. GUFFEY. 
top right now. 
Mr. HILL. 

rom Pennsylvania were 


yng, and if the Senator 


Ld bic 





peak brieff: 


I believe that if the Senat: 


— 

























] pe 
j j 
‘ 
4 
_ 
{ 
i¢ 
¢ 
\ 
\ 
~ 
I 
‘t 
( , I y i 
A 





| ( f | 1 itn the ¢ 

\ ( ] yer { 1all th \ 
throu from the (¢ » R to La! 
I because they fi that the ex- 
pen e would give them some slight 
advantage in the reduction of the price 
of their ore. They are opposed to thi 
project, not because of any particulal 
economic opposition to the canal, but be- 


cause they think it would enable Youngs- 





town steel compani to compete more 

iccessfully with the Pittsburgh steel 
( Lit That probably is true, but 
it would not be an exclusive advantage 
to the steel compani in Youngstown 
It would affect every one of 150,000 peopl 
who live in Youngstown. It would af- 


of Youngstown, and 
s endorsed it, 
town ha 


labor union 
union t 


and every interest in 


fect the 


every labo. 


endorsed it 

The opposition to the proposal is not 
based merely on a desire that we not 
spend the money, but it is based on the 


fact that because this kind of extension 
can be made, and can be made with eco- 
nomic justification, it is going to give 
some advantage competitivcly to those 
who are reached by the extension as 
against others who already have the par- 
ticular advantages of water transporta- 
tion. I submit that is not a proper 
ground for opposition to a project which 
can in and of itself prove economic justi- 
fication 

Mr. President, I wish to submit to the 
Senate that if we are to proceed with a 
billion-dollar public works program deal- 
ing with the rivers of this country, cer- 
tainly we cannot exclude from the pro- 


gram a project which has more economic 
justification, which is better designed to 
carry the peculiar type of traffic for 
which water transportation is designed, 
than any other project in the bill. 

Mi President, I submit that the 


amendment of colleague should be 
agreed to 
Mr. HILL. Mr 


nd th the § 


my 


President, I under- 
nators who desired 
peak ) ! amendment 
have now all been heard. So far as I 





can ertain, th the situation. We 
ron et lake much progress as pos- 
: » on the bill, and to dispose of the 
pencing amendment the first thing to- 


orning, if possible, and as we 
are about to go into executive session 
l ike a recess, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate vote on the 
pending amendment and all amendments 


thereto at not later than 12:30 o'clock 


LOmorrow. 








I K \ i r the am I 5 
0 1 yvotea upon 

Mr. REED. e Se! fro 
Kansas will say wil 1 gehnerai appilca- 
tion to the bill. As a matter of fact, t 
Senator from Kansas expects to vot 





nst the pending ame 

Mr. WHIIE. Mr. Pre 
no personal desire to discuss the amend- 
ment, but it has been suggested to me by 
at least one Senetor who is vitally inter- 
ested that 12:30 is a little too early. A 


quorum call will consume a substantial 
part of that time, and I suggest as a com- 
promise that the hour be set at not 
later than 1 o’clock. I think there will 


be no objection to that 

Mr. HILL.* Mr. President, I modify 
my request, then, and ask that the Senate 
vote on the amendment and all amend- 
ments thereto at not later than 1 o’clock 
tomorrow afternoon. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Reserving 
the right to object, Mr. President, to the 
unanimous consent request, I want it 
understood that the Senator from Kan- 
not going to deliver speech 
azainst the Army engineers in this hour 
v.ithout my requiring at least a half hour 
to reply to it. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator 
from Kansas to state just a few minutes 
ago—and if I am in error, the Senator 
from Kansas will correct me—that he 
will delay his remarks until after the dis- 
position of the pending amendment and 

ll amencments thereto. 

Mr. REED. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then that is 
all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Alabama that the Senate vote on 
the pending amendment and all amend- 
ments thereto at not later than 1 o’clock 
p.m. tomorrow? The Chair hears none, 
and the order is entered. 

ADDITIONAL REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. WAGNER, from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (CH. R. 5062) to authorize 
certain transactions by disbursing officers 
of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment 
é submitted a report (No. 1311) 
thereon. 

TRIBUTE TO JUDGE KENESAW 
MOUNTAIN LANDIS 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I wish to 
pause in the course of Senate business to 
pay tribute to the passing of a great 
American, Judge Kenesaw Mountain 





1 
Sa 1S nis 


) 


made 


yea Commissioner Landis was auth 
20d to rule the destiny of baseball 
aniron hand. There were some who 
considerable misgivings about reposin 
such great power over this Americ 


sport in one man for fear that the powse 
abused; yet during each su 
term of Judge Landis as com 
niss_oner, his honesty, integrity, and fai 
Cealing with baseball players and ch 
owners alike recommended the judge f 
succession in himself as commissioner. 
That confidence in professional base- 
ball was shaken before Judge Landis took 
ohice cannot be denied. Today it is o 
the highest ievel it has reached since its 
founding by Abner Doubleday. Ther 
are some who say that the “Sultan of 
Swat,” Babe Ruth, saved the game, whilk 


would b 
Cé S ive 


others credit Judge Landis. There 
plenty of room for glory for both of! 
them. The incomparable Babe pleased 


the crowds in the stands and made the 
turnstiles click. Judge Landis main- 
tained the integrity of the game and kept 
the machinery of baseball functionin 
smoothly. 

n the global struggle in which y 
are now engaged we in America have 
created the mightiest Army in history 
American competitive sports have playe 
a great part in conditioning our yout! 
and in filling them with the spirit to win 

Baseball has made its contribution t 
the war effort. It provides wholesom¢: 
recreation in those theaters where tl 
boys have a few leisure hours. In my 
trip around the world I attended baseba! 
games in the “land of the midnight sun 
as well as in the islands of the Sout 
Pacific. In all theaters we found th 
boys hungry for sports. They look fo! 
the baseball scores eagerly each day just 
as they did here at home. 

Organized baseball has neither aske 
nor received preferential treatment f 
baseball players. Those who have an- 
swered their country’s call are serving i! 
all branches of the armed forces. Whil 
the ability of the players in organized 
baseball today may not be up to the pre- 
war standard because of the loss of man} 
of the stars to the armed forces, never- 
theless, the great American pastime 
carrying on and is furnishing amuse- 
ment and recreation for our war worke! 
here at home. 

We all iook forward to renewed activi- 
ties and expansion in this great Ameri- 
can sport when the terrible conflict in 
which we are now engaged is brought t 
an end, 








John 


ana 


imm 
le Ruth 


cr 
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I i no ra peels The following favorabl por 
f ) hle accurancs hat a 
eal ! nie a la nominations, conventions, and prot 
5 , eve efiort ¥ pe maaetos urea labor were submitted: 
the n 1 it of crook- | 1Orc By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the C 
f ! in th fidence Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- on Military Affais 





his point in the ular Army, under the provisions 
I )F marks undry officers for appointment, by t 
. oe ee eee There being no objection, the letter | in the Regular Army, and sundry off 
t hin i all tnat d ol! ’ ; } . temporary appoint ant in the Army, 
: : was ordered to be printed in the REcorD, warns : Ppolintment an wat Arn 
l H e i named, h a United States, under the provision f 
} t t x } a IOLLOWS. > ro ’ . 
} f ! equal that will be yme- : By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Commi 
{ rth « lat DECEMBER 5, 1944 on Post Offices and Post Roads: 
Ion. HAROLD D. SMITH, Director C} ive mnatment 
MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE AMONG KLAM- | } fir vee | a re 


Bureau of the Budget, By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Comn 


H AND MODOC TRIBES AND OTHER State Department Building on Foreign Relation 
INDIANS Washington, D.C. Sundry officers for promotion in the I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- DeaR Mr. SMITH: May I not invite your lomatic and Foreign Service 


> 9 
t 
1 ention to the imperative necessity of an “executive Seventy-eighth Congre 
fore the Senate the amendment of the im} 4 ne \ Exec e J, Seventy-ei 1 Congr 











; m liate appropriation for farm labor for ond session, a prctocol dated in Londor 
House of Representatives to the bill ‘S. | the year 1945. The War Food Administration ust 31, 1944, which has been signed 
267) relating to marriage and divorce is emphasizing the need for rge plantings lf of 16 governments, including the 1 
among members of the Klamath and ar beets in 1945 in order that, if pos- States of America and the Comnrorwealt 
Modoc Trib and Yahooskin Band of sible, the production of beet sugar be in- | the Philippines, to prolong after 
Snake Indians, which was, on page 1, | creased. At this moment conferences are -n 1944, the international agreement 
line 10, after the word “marriages”, to p! ess here in Washington with represent- the regulation of production and 
insert “with members of said tribes men- atives of the growers for the purpose of can- | of sugar signed in London May 6, 1! 
tioned it ction 1” assing ways and means of expanding the forced and prolonged by a protocol date 

planting of beets in 1945. London July 22, 1942; without amend 


Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, with A great obstacle to the expansion program (Executive Rept. No. 5) 
the consent of the chairman of the li n the fact that it is difficult t ecure By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committ 
Committee on Indian Affairs, the Sena labor for harvesting the beet crop and the War Foreign Relation 

















tor from Wyoming |Mr. O’MAHONEY], I | Food Administration has been obliged to con- Exccutive G, Seventy-eighth Congre 
move that the Senate concur in the tract for the importation of workers from ond session, a convention between the 1 
amendment of the House Mexico and elsewhers At least 60,000 work- States of America and Canada for the 
The motion was agreed to. ers should be brought into the United States ance of double taxation and the preventi 
next year, but with the funds it is proposed fiscal evasion in the case of estate taxe 
RELIEF OF ARMY DISBURSING OFFICERS to make available through the pending defi- succession duties, signed in Ottawa on J 
Ci cy appropriation bill the War Food Ad- 944: Vitho1 amen 1ent ox 
The PRN CORNED tebe be- | Gaenten tees bee ees ec ees 1 “ 
fore the Senate the amendment of the than 15,000 Executive 1, Seventy-eighth Con 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. Obviously this will be a serious obstacle ond session, a convention and prot 
218) to autnorize the relief of disburs- to any expansion program. S r-beet farm- tween the United States of America 
ing officers of the Army on account of ers must have some assurance now that labor France, signed at Paris on July 25, 1939 
lo or deficiency of Gove rnment fund vill be available during the harvest; other- t voidance of doul taxatior 
vouchers, records, or papers in their 1 hey « ke the risk of planting establishment of rules f reciprocal adn 
eS cae a enact eae igar bee harvesting of which requires trative assistance in the case of incom«s 
charge, whic was, on page 2, line 3, to so much lab« The result wiil be the pro- other taxes; without amendment (Ex« 
rike out all after the word “Offic duction of less domestic sugar than the War Rept. No. 4) 
down to and including “War:” in line 6. | Food Administration deems necessar} 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. The estimate of November 27, 1944 (H THE STATE DEPARTMENT! 
President, I move that the Senate con- D N 783) provides for the postpone- Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, f 


cur in the amendment of the House. Ment Of ® specie estimate for & compete | the Committee on Foreign Relation 





Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, during ; et aaa ' wari ol - Se aie report favorably the following nomi! 
the afternoon I have endeavored to con- be a serious mistake. The appropriations for lions: 
tact minority members of the committee farm labor have heretofore been made on a Joseph C. Grew, of New Hampshir 
from which this bill came. I have found | ‘ r year basis. To delay the full appro- | be Under Secretary of State; 
no objection on the part of any of thos¢ priation until the regular appropriation bill Nelson A. Rockefeller, of New York 
Senators to the motion of the Senator | 1° the fiscal year 1946 would mean that sugar- | be an Assistant Secretary of State; 
from Colorado . I ! uld ul W. L. Clayton, of Texas, to be an As- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER THE } tian os sistant Secretary of State; and 
question is on agreeing to the motion of | undert Archibald MacLeish, of Virginia, 
the Senator from Colorado. re an Assistant Secretary of State. 





[The motion was agreed to. mate now for the calendar year 1945 The PRESIDIN OFFICER. I 
’ ica cla Very sincerely yours nominations will be received and p! 
PARI LABOR SROGRAM JOSEPH C. O'MAHONEY upon the Executive Calendar. 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, th« EXECUTIVE SESSION Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Pr‘ 
deficiency bill is now under consideration Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate | Gent. lest my acquiescence in the r 


+ f 


; : * Ff the ninati ) . h ld } 
ives. proceed to the consideration of executive | ©! the nomination ol Mr. Archibal¢ 
tofo the close of the calendar year, 8 Leish, the famous poet, supposed Lib: 
several years, the Congress has made ry ae 
. ess ; The motion was agreed to; and the : ; 
~ 7..,3 mav ne consic ‘ed Tf amol » m\ 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of speed . f — — o a 50 - 
\y ‘ {OMIT Io PS}! 
executive business. proval of that nomination, I d 
a calendar-year basis. This year the — tention, when Mr. MacLeish’s nomi 
Bureau of the Budget has requested that The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. tion is called on the calendar, which 
seems to me t uch a policy would Senate messages from the President of | nomination be recommitted to the C 
have a rather disadvantageous effect the United States submitting sundry mittee on Foreign Relations witt 
growers of sugar beets. I have written appropriate committee. qualifications 
letter to the Director of the Budget (For nominations this day received, see Mr. WHEELER. Did the Senator f 


DUSINeESS e . . 
ian of Congress, which he has never | 
; rive notice at this time that it is m} 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
it be made on a fiscal-year basis. It WHERRY in the chair) laid before the probably be tomorrow, to move that 
upon the recruitment of labor for the | nominations which were referred to the structions to hold hearings as to 
urging that an estimate be submitted the end of Senate proceedings.) Missouri have reference to the poet? 





































WHEELER. I never s: ny of 


h I could make I 
PRESIDING OFFICER. If thers 
further reports of committees, tl 
ls the r natior I 
; 
ARMY—NOMINATI( PAS O* 
I erk é j to re 
Y minoaft ns n A mt 
! ons had been previously pa i 


wr. HILL. Mr. President, in view of 
‘t that the Committee on Military 

Affairs today reported a number of nom- 
ns in the Army, which will be on 
Executive Calendar for action tomor- 

I ask that the nominations in the 





my now on the calendar be passed 
er, so that all the nominations in the 
Army may be considered togethe to- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
ction, the nominations in the Army 
ye passed over. 

OSTMASTER—NOMINATION REPORTED 
ADVERSELY 


eported adversely 
Mr. WHITE. I ask that the nomina- 
tion be passed ove! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
jection, the nomination will | ( 


THE JUDICIARY 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
n of Aloysius J. Connor to be Unit 


States district judge, district of 





} PRESIDING OFFICER 
bjection, the nomination is confirmed. 


POSTMASTERS 


< 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
suncry nominations of postmasters 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
postmasters, be confirmed en bloc 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
e confirmed en bloc 


THE NAVY 


ol 


The legislative clerk read 
n of Capt. Frederick W. McMahon to 
nodore in the Navy, for tempo- 
rary service, to continue while serving as 
chief of staff and aide to commander, Ait 
rce, United States Pacific Fleet 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With 
objection, the nomination is confir: 
The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Capt. Howard B. Mecleary, United 
States Navy, retired, t 


+h — 
ne nomi 


be comr 


ii 


rary service, to continue while serving 
commanding officer, United Stat 


naval advance base, Espiritu Santo. 





o be commodore in 
the Navy, on the retired list, for tempo- 
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me¢ it 1l a.m 

plain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 

D. D., offered the followin 
God, Thou who didst come h 
rd, we pray that our civili- 
vy not wander between two 
e dying and the other strug- 
bor! Let there come such 
h of crificial and patriotic 
our country that our wearied 
ll feel the mighty impact and 
tch redemption from the throes 
Let there be heard again the 
hope and cheer which in the 
arti they left amid tears, and 

b] ed fellowship renewed 
Ss the nd whose God is the 
lift ul to pure air and 
If we are to exalt the cross 


d and Master, we must follow 


} } 


fy 


\ 


i\ 


CE 





and good will 


the relief of Sigf1 


t t 


i.» » A} 
R 


on its amename! 


909 $3 
2629) entitled 


ied Olsen, doing busi 


ill (H 


Sigfried Olsen Shipping Co.”, dis- 
igreed to by the House; agrees to the 
conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeil votes of the tw Houses 

ereon, and appoints Mr. O’DANIEL, Mr. 
STEWART, and Mr. WHERRY to be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. CO AN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


CHR 
nanimous consent to extend my own 
marks in the REcorD and include an edi 
torial; also to extend my remarks in the 
ReEcorD and include a statement made by 
the gentleman from California Mr. 
Vooruis] before the Committee on Rules, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
he req of the leman from 


re 


uest gent 
issouri? 


There was no objection. 
(Mr. ANGELL aSked and was given per- 


mission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix and include a newspaper ar- 
ticle | 
PRIVATE CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the 
first bill on the Private Calendar. 


ELIAS BAUMGARTEN 


The Clerk called the first bill 
ivate Calendar, H. R. 2148, for 


the 
re- 


on 


the 


Elias Baumgarten 
being 


bill, 


et ol 
no objection, the 


re 
as follows 





Be enacted, etc., That in the 
t ligration laws, relating 
nigration visas f 
e tates for permanent 1 
£ re ng to admission at ports of entry 
of ens aS immigrants for permanent resi- 








The bill w ordered to be read 
time, v read the third til anc 
and motion to rect ide Wa 
he tak 

FILIP NICOLA LAZAREVICH 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4 
for the relief of Filip Nic« I re 

There being no objection e ¢ 








read t bill, as follow 

E enadac Cc f I 
tr f the imn ! } 

\ the Att € Gene } 

ed and directed to cance I 

rrest 1 deportation here é 
ag Filip Nicola I evi D 
M ( rround he nit 
committed a feiony or othe € 
demeanor involving n l l 
to entry into the United St s, t 
jury; and that hereafter he l 
be subject to depor m % 
heretofore commit n1 t W 
endeavor t be ¢ ! U 
Ss es For the purposes « the im: 
tion and naturalization ‘aw uch al 
be deemed to ! e been fu Y 
the Ur ed States for per f I é 
of May 23, 1938, the date wl 
imitted to the United S L¢ 


The bill 
and read a third time, wa 
time, and passed, and a 
sider was laid on the t 

RELIEF 


The Clerk called the bill 


for the relief of certain Basque 


There being no objection, 
read the bill, as follows: 
Be it ©? a ; 


eral of the United 


OF CERTAIN BASQUI 


H 


was ordered to be eng! 


1 Ul 

to re 

ALIE} 
20 

R. 262 

aller 


the 


Cle: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUS| 


A 












CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE DECEMBER 5 


gt ee eaten oe heehee NANCY FRASSRAND 
ee ? Al wit in < bil 2042 
e: Prot That | the relief of the legal guardian of N 

















































1«s 





r } . t l xX I nt t! eol i be 
{ I of M Sophia Tannenbaun t F They ng 


no objection, the C 


as follows: 


a minor 
he sum of $2,000, in full settleme 
claims against the United States 
(1) compensation for personal injuries 


tained by her as the result of an accicde 











al aie Saale a cellaiai The bill was ordered to be read a third 
; died iia west of inte sustained time, was read the third time, and passed, | nich occurred when an Army vehicle stri 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on | a mail box in front of her home. on Jun: 
the table. 1943, and (2) reimbursement of medical ex- 
JACK STOWERS, B & O STORE, AND | on eee bed oe anes 
“We - ‘ ‘ } her benalf as a result of such injuries 
pl Li n COTTON COUNTY POULTRY & EGG CO vided, That no part of the amount app: 
. thereof be paid or delivered to or re- The Clerk called the bill (S. 1997) for priated in this act in excess of 10 perc: 
ceived by any agent or attorney on account | the relief of Jack Stowers, B & O Store, | thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re- 
\ re! e! I inecti ( 1 ; ‘ + | -elve y any agent or attorney ccou 
and Cotton County Poultry & Egg Co, | C@!ved Py any agent « eee ee eee 





fo 








( i the same lL be mr : of services rendered in connection with t 
he “2 I > o ( biect ha lerk i i 
c | . * bill. & . lo a claim, and the same shall be unlawful 
A v t he } ; | read the bill, as follows: | contract to the contrary notwithstand 
e deemed guilty of a misdemeanor | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of | Any person violating the provisions of tl 





¢ 
conviction thereof 1all be fined | the Treasury is authorized and directed to act shall be deemed guilty of a misdem«s 

t out of any money in easury not and upon conviction thereof shall be fin 
wise appropriated, t wel of in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 
tooB & | 


I 
Carter, Okla., the sum of 
C sum of $240, 








) Store, of Temple, Okla., th _ The bill was ordered to be read a thir 
ion to reconsider was | and to Cotton County Poultry & Egg Co., | time, was read the third time, and passed 
on the table. | of Walters, Okla., the sum of $26.74, in full | and a motion to reconsider was laid ¢ 
satisfaction of their respective cl ns against t able 
DR. E. S. AXTELL | ac uu ie Ge eee ee 
he as Se eee ee MORGAN CREAMERY CO 








1ims 
ily) 








The Clerk called the bill (S. 1942) for amounts erroneously collected from them by 
f the relief of Dr. E. S. Axtell. the Office of Price Administration on account The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4224 





























There being no objection, the Clerk | ©f alleged VICIAUIONS OF INSEHAUM prict res- | for the relief of Morgan Creamery Co 
read the bill, as follow ne EP semen isdn sgt ee a to There being no objection, the Cl 
Be it ¢ ted, etc., That the Secretary of | ated in this act in excess of 10 perc nt there- | read the bill, as follows: 
t I y i 1 1 d directed to of shall be paid or delivered to or received se it enacted, etc., That the Secretar 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not by any agent or attorney on account of serv- | the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
‘ . ppropr i, to Dr. E. S. Axtell, | ices rendered in connection wi | ized and directed to pay, out of any m 
of Rantoul, Il., the sum of $398, in full satis- | claims, and the same shall be u1 y | in tl appropri 
1 m inst the United States contr t to the contrary notwithstanding. | the ran Cream 
for « e nf ervices rendered the Any person violating the provisions of this | Co., 
l { { ng r Office, Louisville, Ky., act ill be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor claims 
J pi examinations of pros- nd upon conviction thereof shall be fined the excess cost al 
} ve cit -— a the United in any sum not excee $1,000 bv the United States bv r¢ of the f 
by t Compt: r General on the ground The bill was ordered to be read a third | ‘ : ny mace on Sree : pe ; 





t t f ich examinations v not time, was read the third time, and passed, 
by wil d, That no part of and a motion to reconsider was laid on 

















{ n tl ct in ex the table. | 
i be paid or delivered | ae 
f é r ! ( HERMAN PHILYAW , 
; On Bae. eneneae - The Clerk called the bill (S. 2008) for June 30. 1943: P ded. Tl 10 part of 
\ mre } 1] } mlawe ‘ . s ‘ s 
es ee the relief of Herman Philyaw. amount appropriated in this act in ex 
. W - _ . . ge ea : : 5 
; " There being no objec l the Clerk of 10 per é [ s 1 be paid or ¢ 
he deen ‘ ; read the bill, as follows: ered re Dy al ent ¢ 
' on at ( f ( lered in conne 
* . 7 Ti ol wi s claim i same shall be - 
t l < di. the Tre ) } to se ‘ 
\ x il ] l a I C i li l x C ) h C rv 
ves } out of money in tne n¢ w C Al erson violating th 
‘ 7 + a. 4 
| é ) ito} readat ( I € Opt ed, > H W, \ ° : ‘ be deen 1 u 
rin 7 ot i s < the n ¢ $650 - : . ; 1 
? ] tin Wana in ( neé I nda upon ¢ \ n tne 
1 1 , anc S f of claim nst the l ed State a lei A aptgapettren 
and I n to reconsider was laid on for comps on for personal lries sus- 1 oor 
>i 
l { t ed by him when 1 was l I 1 
( DON LEWIS COPPAGE A vehicle as a result of an accident which The bill was ordered to be engros 
A/S ‘ ae vy a i = aie . 


and read a third time, was read the thi! 
| time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the tabl 


_ u 1 T January 23, 1944: 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1987) for Pr d, That 1 art of the a t »pro- 
the relief of Gordon Lewis Coppag priat this act in excess of 10 percent 
There being no objection, tl lerk | “© ull be paid or delit 
read the bill, as follows: COVER BY GRY AOS Sr Seeeney oe ere MARJORIE E. DRAKE AND OTHERS 
of services rendered in connection with this 

and the same shall be unlawful, any The Clerk called the bill (S. 1740) con- 


tl I ury is authorized and directed to contract to the contrary notwithstanding. ferring jurisdiction upon the Unitea 








ered to or re- 
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bill was ordered to be read a third irt ha irisd n under the prov , wW8¢ -— % t 


L 
n vas read the third time, and pa a i } C. Lo 
¢ ) 1p) ] } ( l 
aq a motion » re s1a¢ va alia on ; ' ' 
nee I 
table 


WILLIAM LUTHER THAXTON JR AND time, was 1 a ll ne I 
WILLIAM LUTHER THAXTON, SR nd a motion to reconsiade! 4 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 1756) for the tab 
e relief of William Luther Thaxton ESTATE OF BERTHA L. TATRAULT a 
J and William Luther Thaxton, 8S! ; 
fhere being no objection, the Clerk ‘ 


Se States District Court for the D'strict of wae 4 E. 1 


+ T 
é icted >t I] e & f } ' 
acted, € ina ‘ Ma icnuUuselts to Near, ¢ mine ul 
I I ed lire d ( ; : ; ] ‘ 
i isu l au Ga ¢ ren judeme!i pon t Cl ol K NA 
aad ‘ yn \ the t l t ‘ ¢ t 
. ’ estate of B iL. Tatr ‘ 14 
; There being no ol rY ( t 
; at read the bill. as f oO’ 
; F ¢ I ” 
‘ y ; I F 
‘ ferre¢ D I l 1 
t I N I 
; S ¢ e D t M ¢ 
Me t 
M ‘ ‘ ! é i é 

















: i 1 the cl n i le € f B ha I 
Civil Aeronautics Administration civili Tatrault. late of Westboro. Ma t the 
ra y program, as a member f 1e United States for the d h « i B 
t « nd ») 
Reserye ( _ (2 L. Tatrault. as the result of p 
. ? ~ f a 
} xtor ( Hous . u ed bv he when the e-draw ig- 
f > eO4 02 le f a 
ol 4.93, i fu I n in which he w rid g r - 
f hi . im gainet the yy it States s , 
f his claim agai! he United State ; truck by a United States ¢ t Guard 
eimbursemen f medical, hospital, an ehicle on route No. 9. east of Park 
( er ex] incurred by him on a ul Westbor Ma n Septer 7. 194 
ich 1al injuries ined t c » Int inti 
tne uid William Lu Thax + 1 7 ‘ 7 } 
l edS ‘ € 4 } ’ 
, 'T?y t Y , t 
J Pro dea, Thi pa I ne i d f \ cts « n ted t ; wes - 
: 3 Re ee te eee ee ee eee eee its officers or employees, t he me ex , ed in 
nt thereof shall be paid or delivered to or a the United States were nrivate ne : 
ceived by any agent or attorney on ac- : : 7 . : ia1Q O! ¢ Dif 
: , Sec. 3. Suit upon such claim may be ir . 
unt of services rendered in connecti FIIZARFPTH A 
: 4 ‘ i + .Y time within 1 vea fter + FLiacAt! 
h these claims, and the same shall be un- 
f19) ‘ € e! f 2 nd Clerk ; 
wful, any contra o the con y J - aint pp ¢ . 
5 n 101 ne - ‘ er f ( E ’ B 
I ceedil S deter I 
1 ¥ ipe ] f T 
pe aeemed gu y i l ne 
clain d t ( I me 
1 ut convikt nm tne 5 I ; . 
7 t f . ne ? ‘ ‘ 
y m I exct g 
- ner f ( I « er WwW F 
F tert jur , 1¢ the yr 


The bill was ordered to be read a third paragraph twentieth of section 24 


read 





tne thira time and } ( 
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I é Tl the Secretary < , at b ao : ae 
the Tre id t propriated 1 thi mn excess of the 5 ‘ of War as required by Revise 
: yo q : ‘ y . . 9 - 
} 1 I é the Tre Y 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered Svatute 3528 (44 U. S. C. 324) Pr¢ j 
4 wT , vw, . 
t the « ¢ to or received by any agent or attorney on That Maj. Neil R. McKay, Corps of Engineer 
Jost B. G } $6.040.80 t of services rendered in  ¢ ne hall not be held pecuniarily lial for 
{ P : suc ‘ , V t ( m nd the same l I in- 
( ( é ( é = contr to the « rv not- the Tre 
f e 8 i J B ‘. nf Any person \ la he pro- and dire 
{ bu f ( ineral , t ict be deemed guilty of Treasu 
ri f i ed in there t le nd co! thereof Josep! 
for ¢ for dan t er- e fined it ! 1 I e> i f $140 
d Jose i 3. gal Ss 
result of an accident which occurred rm = . while 
: 2 rhe bill was ordered to be read a third m pel 1ds 
‘ \rmy air} ne crashed near George 7 : : : . ' ’ 

Fie I December 30. 19 ’ imi wes read the third time, and a shortage which developed when, on at 
t e ¢ e of R V. Gowe um of passed, and a motion to reconsider was of adverse condition it was neces 
$ him t from a bank pay-roll f 





1S laid on the table. ae 





’ t rt t} es (@) | RELIEF OF LIEUTENANT COLONEL APGAR | verific 
Ruth V. Gowen, and (b) for reimbursement AND OTHER DISBURSING OFFICERS OF 


: ae as ; : The t vas ordered to be read a thir 
HE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES rhe bill v r¢ 








therewith, as. ot wast nt: Pro- time, was read the third ‘ime, an 
1erey 1 a re l ol uch accident O- " T ] i. 2 > . 

aah 8 caida nd Aaa ia meeea a The Clerk called the bill (S. 2168) for passed, and a motion to reconsider \ 
} exct 10 per the relief of certain disbursing officers of | laid on the table. 

an be paic ; yered to or re- the Army of the United States, and for MRS. MARY VULLO 

ceived t any agent or attorney on account other purposes. 


ndered is nnect with ¢ r he Clerk called the bill (S. 616) 
ri ¢ é endered in connt ion with these There being no objection, the Clerk The Clert C led tl vil 5. t 
clair 1 the me shall be unlawful, any read the bill. as follow the relief of Mrs. Mary Vuilo. 

QU Uli 44k, Ae JA >. “) 
contract to the contrary notwithstandi1 There being no objection, the Clerk 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller 





A vi ng t I isi 3 Pi pee aes es read the bill, as follows: 
pe na aeemed ilty of a misdemeanor General of the United States be, and he is . ae +} c 
ie f shall be fined ir hereby, authorized and directed to credit in pe He Cnacree, Cr Tha eee ee 
not exceeding $1,000 the accounts of the following disbursing offi- the Treasury be 
cers of the Army of States the and directed to y 
The bill was ordered to be read a third amounts set opposite : Lt the Treasury n 
i Theodore B. Apgar, Quartermaster C um of $2,000 to oe 


time, was read the third time, and passec 
: : was laid on $3.38; Col. E. F. Ely (deceased), Finance . , 
partment, $351.15; Maj. J. W. McManus, | against the Uni 





“inal > epartment. $9.7 Toi q f ju Ss su ined y 
J. A. DAVI Finan ce Department, $9 4; Ma E. A J es & vs 
Finance Department, $127.73; Col. M pit ind other expenses incurred | 
The Cle rk called ne bill (S 2006) for Oliver Finance Departme nt $94.30; wi the utomobil n W ‘ ew 





g st, Finance Department, $3.0 
k Col. E. F. Rea, Finance Department 












Yead the b follows Spe il Disbursing Agent Clarence W 2u- mond, La on August 8, 1941: Provided rh 

land, Jr., $3.36; Col. John L. Scott, Finance no part of the amount appropriated t 
f That the Secretar f Department, $21.66; ¢ K. E. Webber, Fi- act in excess of 10 percent thereof s! 

tl I l 1 and dirt dt I Department, $30; the said amounts paid or delivered t received | \ 

} n e Treasury 1 rey enting erroneous payments of public or attorney < ( t « ¢ re 

c ppro} ed, to J. A. Davis, of funds for which these officers are account- in conn n W s clain the 

Chandler, Ariz., the sum of $2,000, in full able, as listed in letter of September 19, 1944, shall be unlawful y ¢ to the ¢ 

: t ( il C im again the United of the S cretary of War to the Sp aker of the trary n itwithstanding Any person V it 

States for ¢ pel n for personal injuries House of Represent such erroneous | the provisions of this a shall be 

s1 d by him wi he was struck by a payments having resulted from minor errors | guilty of a misdeme rand up 

{ ~ Art vehicle which crashed in- in determining amounts due shall 
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time, W read the 
1, and a motion 


on the table 
Mr. Speaker, 
{ the bills 


A 


OF REMARKS 

















B ( 1 
am eé 
Aint col f ition 
r ( i i $30 a month 
4) or ld from $38 
I } mon eacl 
No but one « 1 
i $15 ne idow but 
a I m $22 to 8 
! I children i 1ised 
) $ W he He bill 
| be $3 f 
S late rx ¢ t i ) 
\ l the House | p al 
of 6 in r wile ind cnil- 
( 1 the i ( to $74, with t 
n tha ich benefits would 
othe e exceed $74, the amount of $74 
| ’ ner the Director of 
I fi may prescribe; that i 
the a e number of dé 
L a n 
I I] l H. R. 484, which 
I providing that a veteran who 
1 vit onnected disability at the 
of death the dow and orphans 
iid receive the compensation pro- 
: 1] The Senate bill amends that 
pre ion so as to put nonservice con- 
! don a parity with them 


Mr. SMITH of Ohit 
the gentleman yield 
Mr. RANKIN. fF viel 


id 


Mr. Speaker will 


M SMITH of Ohio Let us take a 
fic case, that of a veteran who was 

eiving a tatutory pension for ar- 

ted tuberculcsi 

Mr. RANKIN The gentleman mean 


rvice conneci ) 


ed’ 


Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Service connect- 


ed: ve of course He dies, howeve! 

from a disea nor.service connected 
nd leaves a widow What would be he 
Mr. RANKIN. She draws compensa- 

tion under this bill of the amount pro- 


vided here, $35 a month to the widow. If 


1¢ has one child she would get $45: and 


then it $4 additional for each addi- 
tional child 


MILLER 
Speaker, will the 
Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Connecticut Unde! 
this bill there is no requirement that the 


of Connecticut M1 
entleman yield? 


veteran must have any service-connected 
disability whatever; that is done away 
with 

Mr. RANKIN. That is correct, but the 
widow must have been married to the 
veteran prior to the enactment of this 


law or else have lived with him 10 years 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. There 

no requirement that the illness caus- 

death must be service connected 

Mr. RANKIN. No; this puts all those 
widows on a basis with the widows of the 
Spanish-American War far as that 
element is concerned 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. But 
if the widow has an income of over $1,000 
loes not get this? 

RANKIN. That is right. 


SO 


Mr 


she ¢ 
M1 
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r pea f 
ROGERS O! 


C pen 10n or insurance payme! C 

M RANKIN. In other words 
r t have been dependent on him 

M1 ROGERS of Massachusett 
7 dependency clause in the bill 
If he ! me is over $1,000 if she has 
no child or if she has an income of $2,500 
if she has children she does not receive 
ne pension 

Mr. RANKIN. That is right 

M SCRIVNER. Mr. Speake ill 
the gentleman yield? . 


Mr. RANKIN. I yield to 
man from Kans 
Mr. SCRIVNER. 





yn: This is justice too lon 
Mr. RANKIN. I agree \ 

tleman from Kansas in that statement 
M The Members of 


SCRIVNER. 
1 should bear in mind the fact 
that most of these widows now are past 
the middle and in fact many of 
the children who might have been ben- 
efited in earlier years are now fighting 
in World War No. 2 Most of the widows 

be benefited are no longer employed. 
This, as I say, is real Justice which we 
hould have provided for these widows 
ind orphans many years ago. 


forties 





LO 


Mr. RANKIN. I agree with the gen- 
eman from Kansas I feel that way 
now and I felt that way in 1932, espe- 
cially after the so-called Economy Act 
of 1933 

There were a great many of these 
men who came out of the service with 
incipient diseast such tuberculosis, 


, and creeping paralysis, that did 
velop until after 1925, when it was 
too late for them come under the 
presumptive clause of the original Vet- 
Act. There were many olf 
who die not know rights 
erefore did not make application 

was too late. There were many 


to 
erans’ also 


them of their 


and tl 


men who thought they could overcome 
he disabilities and who did not want 
to apply until they finally broke down 
and then it was too late. Then when 
1ey broke down they found they were 

precluded Under the presumptive 
clause, those men who did come undet 
lause in many cases were stricken 


from the roll by the Economy Act of 
1933 and placed back on the roll later at 
a smaller compensation as non-service- 
connected cases with the net result that 
when they died their widows and or- 
phans got nothing. 
I agree with the gentleman from Kan- 
Mr. SCRIVNER] that this is not only 
justice now but it is belated justice. 
Many thousands of these widows who 
dragged their children through two de- 
pressions and struggled along to rear 
them as best they could now see those 
same children fighting on the 
battle fronts of the world 
Mr. ANGELL. Will the 
yield? 
Mr. RANKIN. 
man from Oregon. 
Mr. ANGELL. 
the widows and 
War No. 1? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes. There is a pro- 
|} vision in here that covers the veterans 


Sas 


various 
gentleman 
gentle- 


I yield to the 


7 


only to 
Wor ld 


This applies 
orphans of 


ISE 





of World War No. 2 
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That is where 
veteran is discharged for disability ar 
dies from some other cause. For j 
take a blind veteran di 
ed from this war. He starts ! 
the street and is run over by an aut 


You 


tance, let us 


chal 


he died of 


mobile. cannot say 
rvice-connected disability b 
idow and crphans are taken care 


i 
under this bill 


Mr. ANGELL. I want to commer: 


the gentleman for his action in bringi1 
this bill up. I have had many inquiri 
from my own district, and I know m 


‘agues have, with reference to tl 
legislation. We are doing a service 
have this done by the present Congre 

Mr. RANKIN. Ihave done everythi! 
I could for the last 12 years to get tl 
bill passed 

Mr. TARVER. 
yield‘ 

Mr. RANKIN. I 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. TARVER. Iam in hearty acco 
with the views the gentleman has ex- 
pressed, but in view of the fact this sub- 
stitute for the House bill was adopted 
the Senate only on yesterday and mani 
of us have not had an opportunity t 
read it, I think the gentleman should 
make a little more clear the provisio! 
of the Senate substitute. Particularly 
I would like to know just what the dif- 
ferences are between the rates of com- 
pensation for dependents of veterans of 
World War No. 1 who died from 
ice-connected disability and the pensior 
rate for dependents oi veterans of World 
War No. 1 who died of non-service-con 
nected disability. What are the diffe: 
ences in the rates of compensation and 
pension? 

Mr. RANKIN. he rates are the sams 
under this bill for the dependents of ons 
who had a service-connected disabilit) 
but who died of some other cause. 

Mr. TARVER. There no distin« 


coli 


Will the 


gentlemal 
) 


yield to the gentle 


sery 


1S 
tion: 

Mr. RANKIN. No: not as to them 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. W 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gent 
woman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
I understood the gentleman correct! 
he asked what the rates will be for sei 
ice-connected disability, did he not? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Th 
is $50, if he died from 2a serv.ce-connect 
disability and the compensation is mo! 
for the orphans. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is true, I mays 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. An 
the rate for the orphans is also highe 

Mr. RANKIN. This does put then 
on a parity with the widows and orphat 
of men who had service-connected dis- 
ability and died from some other caus¢ 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
a man dies from a non-service-connecte 
disability but had a _ service-connected 
disability at the same time, it raises the 
widow and orphans to the same level. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. 

i man yield? 


Will the gentle 
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ility ict Who are in re ne and | I WHITTI M ¢ I 
RANKIN. Yes received no recognition or | from the ! t that Comn 
McCORMACK. Will centle- Government for the pri tion of ] n al R 


- ra9 +} ce veterar ffered their — ‘ : 
vield Ui e \ rans onerea their 1 l H 


te TEZIN ld | 1 Mr. Sneaks t ; me hone * 4} 
Mr. RANKIN. I yi id to the gentieman Mr. § Peaner, i 1 m No} nl me 
m Massachusett Measure will pass in the House without The SPEAKER The ( r will enter- 
fr . ‘Tr a dissentir t The H i ’ , ad 
Mr. McCORMACK. May I congratu- a dl ntl T j 


late the gentleman from Mississippi for | S!™lar legisla ; 

his many years of consistent work and | It is long overdue. I deem it a pleasure | mitted to sit only e the Houst 

leadership, and also the members of his | #4 4 duty to do somethi —_ tin general e, which will | 

committee who during those years co- | ™@de’s widow and his children 3} 

operated with him in bringing about the The SPEAKER. Is there objection t Mr. WHITE Then, Mr. Speaker, I 

final passage of this bill. the request of the gentleman from mer he } 
It has been a hard fight but finally a 
uccessful one. I remember throughout 

the years the argument was advanced 

that direct service-connected disability 


sre > } yy = 
2 eee 6 eee ; rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
1e Senate amendment was concurred ; ‘ 


causing death was a contributing factor. | , ne — Se Ther is n 

- LDIe 
We started by a certain percentage of EXTENSION OF REMARKS PERMISSION TO ADDRI THE HOUSI 
ervice-connected disability that might 


: ite ‘OOPER ! Sneaker k M MURRAY f W ! M 
not have caused death and used that as Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask I Y isi M 


: mn nim C or st ¢ ’ ‘ = Y ; vt na st K n ’ y , + +) 
basis for compensation, and g ally | Unanimous consent to revise and exten I 
t} 


I radu 
it got down to 10 percent, as I remember; ne remarks , 
| ht? today on the bill H 





Mr. RANKIN. That is right include certain excerpts and material, a l ny l o7 t re en- 


a cata sae ‘ ‘ well as the d nting views of certain te 1,1 may } tt addre t 
Mr. McCORMACK. The particular ob- | | C ; Ww 1\# ' 
: members of the Committe n W nd l 
ervation I desire to make is this: In ainas - PEAKER. 1 
ddition to the Federal Government do- ” The SPEAKER. Is the ae ol ' 
ing something that it should do at this saan = ai ili ‘ I hae 
e request of gentleman from Ten- WV 
time, if not prior to this time, the passage ees 
. } } 1 t et ] 
of his bill will take off the shoulders of | ™ eaen — : 
local government a ser:ous financial obli- a" aaa” rAX UN 
: Mr. SLAUC ER Mr. Speake I 
tion that local government has been a LAUGH ; CONTRII 
\ sk unanimous consent to ex 11 - 
mir for many years; is that not ; 7 ADATIT WM 
) f . marks in the Record and include ( M SABATH. I! f I 
++ rial TI ™ nm § 
eC UOlidl ri i su I 
Mr. RANKIN. That is right, and the ic. eae 
: Paes pe a pce The SPEAKER. I 
] ove men S ) ail ve a “ 
: . wovernm n A i ill the reauest of the entler n fror Mis- I ( 
Mr. McCORMACK. The Federal Gov- Tr jan iinet hee 
i@le Lit D je U I 
ernment ould have hac it all t time oes . . é 
. Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
it 1S lr to be ol invaluable a L- u n a ‘ 
Inanimous consen Oo extend my re- 
I eto l government ro he Lt tine . 
“ ! mark lr REc¢ ) ad i 
eI re “ : ry Ve Vv } il ( ( 
Mr. RANKIN. That is right. Let m« are ne ot 1 Secu A 
another thin This bill has the ap- AT | ( 


Bud nd the veterans’ organizatior oa 9 
May I say in this connection with refer- There no ¢ 
ence to the members of this Committee Mr. KEEFI M c I 
World War Veterans’ L« lation, that an sia aaa + 4 , ’ ( 
has never been any poli 1 divi- f nani a } cl] I o m ' 
on on that committe Every met the Committee of the W 1 co! “ 
( he com) ¢ was in favor of tl eA chs Obes ao : 
I of tl bill. Every mem of tn sentient certain poll a a 
that comn h we id tly The SPEAKER. Is the : 
LO e that the d G pnan the request of the gentleman f 1 Wis- the ( 
] prope cared for CO n 
M1 CARLSON « Kat Mr I e was no obie 
Speaker, it es me eat pleasure to M JUDD. Mr. Speak I k 
upport H. R. 1744 which pri Gov- nanim« consent to extend m - 
ernment compensation to widows and marks in the Recorp and include an 


1 

Children of deceased World War No. 1 editorial 
veterans Yertainly those who will ben- The SPEAKER. Is there objection t Mr. SABATH. M I 
efit by this legislation have just claims to the request of the gentleman from Min- \ 01 


compensations as provided by the act. | nesota? from N York [Mr. I 
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M1 BNO * SON. Mr. Speaker, will th: mitte nd the distinguished gentleman 


















































































der « deration of H. R. 5564 bill itleman yield? from Indiana |Mr. HALLECK! a most in- 
{ ze the rate of tax ler the Fed- Mr. | SABATH I yield. fluential member of the Rules Commit 
Ir rance Cont ite Act on em- Mr. KNUTSON  AsTI understand, the tee, to explain to us how there is goin 
I id emp] es for the calendar rule does not place any limitation on the to be an opportunity for such great ce- 
1945 at ly mt, tl postponin time that may be consumed under the bate under the 5- minute rule, when the 
rr the { h tin 1 increase of 2 5-minute rule rule itself provides that no amendment 
| of pay re 1 employ and em- Mr. SABATH. No, not at all. The shall be in order to the bill except 
I me it i nerally known gentleman from Minnesota should know amendments as relate to the rate of x 
» Men r what this bill aims to that also for the calendar year 1945. 
namely, freeze the social-security tax Mr, COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the Mr. SABATH. That is all the b 
that was p ds ye ago gentleman yield? provides for. 
pur} of providing old-age and Mr. SABATH. I yield. Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will t 
irvivol benefit for the d rving Mr. CCOPER. Mr. Speaker, the gen- genileman yield? 
peo} tleman from Minnesota is entirely in Mr. SABATH. I pom 
I, myself, hope we may soon extend the erro! 7 me rule limits amendments to a Mr. MIC HENE a The language of tl 
al Securi Let, bec the country very re icted and narrow channel. Of rule is exactlv wl t the | gentleman from 
favor of it being broadened to cove course it does affect debate under the Tennessee [Mr Cooper]. and his com- 
e deserving peop -minute ruk mittee asked for. The Rules Committe 
Personally, Iam placed in a rather em- Mr. KN UTSON. Not as far as debate hesitated to grant a liinited rule of t 
barrassing position again this morning. is concer? kind, but at the request and the behe 
My policy has been at all times to give all Mi DI? NG ELL. The gentleman from of the entire Ways and Means Commit 
committees the right generally to bring Minnesota will be the first one to raise tee, the Rules Committee conceded, gavs 
fore the House practically all the objection to any extended debate under them the type of rule they wanted. No 
I itorious bills they report I feel that the 5-minute rule. He is not deceiving why complain about it on the floor? 
each end every Member should, generally anyone What I would like to ask is, Mr. COOPER. The gentleman is 
’ ng, have the right to pass upon any } the Committee on Rules assumed error, because the gentleman from Ten 
worthy legislation agreed to in commit- that 2 hours is so important as to solve nessee did not even appear before the 
However, at this time, as chairman all the prob ems of Members going home Rules Comunittee. The point I am mak- 
of the Committee on Rules, I have the for their Christmas vacations on an im- ing is why talk so much about libera 
“pleasant” duty of reporting this rule— portant matter of this kind? I think time under the 5-minute rule when the 
ind I unsuccessfully offered that oppor- the action of the Committee is just plain rule itself prohibits it? we you want ti 
tunity to several members of the com- arbitrary and that they disregarded the grant 3 hours general debate, say so, but 
mittee—notwithstanding the fact that importance of the legislation when they do not get up here and talk about libera 
I am not in favor of the legislation that clipped off 2 hour: debate under the 5-minute rule, becauss 
proposed in the bill whose considera- Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, the un- the rule does not permit it. 
tion would be made in order. fortunate part of this is that you gentle- Mr. SABATH. It does under the pro 
Mr. COOPE R Mr. Speaker, will the men who signed the minority report and visions of the bill. There should | 
gentleman yield who desired more time, did not appear formality. 
Mi SABATH. I yield to the gentleman before the Committee and press for si Mr. DINGELL. There is not goi1 
from Tennessee 5-hour general debate. And thou the be anything said in this debate that 
Mr. COOPER. rhe Committee on Chairman suggested 5 hours, in view eo going to change anybody on that side, b 
Ways and Means unanimously agreed to the fact that zenerally more time than cause this was decided in caucus by y 
request the Committee on Rules to grant ner arv is asked for by Committees, we people the other day. You are not goin 
a rule allowing 5 hours of general debate thought “by redi cing it to 3 hours no to kid the country about that. 
on this bill. I see that the rule provides harm would be done. Mr.SABATH. That was another re: 
for only 3 hours of general debate Can Mr. DINGELL. The chairman of the son. 
the gentleman advise us why the 3 hours Rules Committee did not so think, did Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolin 
was granted instead of the 5 hours the he? Will the gentleman yield? 
Committee on Ways and Means had Mr. SABATH. Well, I am not so much Mr. SABATH. I yield to the chair- 
agreed to request? civen to general debate. I have been man of the Ways and Means Committe 
Mr. SABATH. Yes here so many years, and very seldom Mr, DOUGHTON of North Carolina 


Mr. DINGELL. And at whose specific have I observed that general debate adds I understand the Rules Committe 
request, if the gentleman will be good a great deal of light or changes the end granted precisely the type of rule that 


enough to state? result. What I favor is a liberal allow- | the chairman asked for, other than a 
Mr. SABATH. The chairman request- ance under the 5-minute rule. the time allotted. 

ed 5 hours. Anyway, the Committee on Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the Mr. SABATH. That is true. 

Rules felt, in view of the fact that there gentleman yield? Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolin 


are so many other important matters Mr . SABATH. I yield. That was the only change. 

pending, and having in mind the desire Mr. HALLECK. I would like to say, as Mr. SABATH. The Committee < 
of many Members, after nearly 2 years one member of the Committee on Rules, Rules always grants requests of commit- 
of hard work, to visit their homes for a that I endorse what the chairman has tees wherever practicable. 


few days before being called back here said in respect to the attitude of the Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. M1: 
for another 2 years of hard struggle, we Rules Committee. I would like to add Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
came to the conclusion that 3 hours | just this word: We have all had an op- Mr. SABATH. I yield. 

houl d suffice, be cause it is believed by portunity to read about this proposition. Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. A 
he Committee on Rules that general de- We have heard it discussed before. We | long as there has been so much talk ab 


rat as a rule, does not add much en- | have all been studying it. Iam quite sure | the matter, let me say there was no action 
ligshtenment on a bill: but itis better that | that with the enlightenment we will get taken on this bill in the conference held 
a chairman be extremely liberal when a | during the 1-hour debate under the rule | by the minority. We discussed it, bu 
bill is taken up under the 5-minute rule, | and the 3 hours of general debate and | there was no action taken binding an 
so as to give each and every Member an | then any debate under the 5-minute rule, | member, and there was no discussio) 





opportunity to be heard. Moreover, | all of us will be fully competent to pass | about the rule. 

nearly all of the Members are present | on the merits of the controversy. Mr. DINGELL. Oh, well, we will get 
when a bill is considered under the 5- | Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the | a few votes over there. I know that. 

minute rule and very few of them are | gentleman yield? Mr. SABATH. Ido not knqw whethe! 
present during general debate. In short, Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle- | there was a conference, or caucus, 01 
the Committee on Rules is responsible | man from Tennessee. any other meeting. I do not have time 
for fixing the time provided in this pro- | Mr. COOPER. I would like for the dis- | to follow all the activities of tl 






posed rule, | tinguished chairman of the Rules Com- | minority. 
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if l I l 
J An agalr 
l n 
{ i 
| 
U ) » vO 
it 1 { tl I ! l 
M K I} 1 
m New Y Mr. FISH 
UV Le to ! 
n tin { 
I I i M : i € y i 
) u 
M Speaker, Ila in entire accord with 
chai n of the Rules Committee 
\ n he upheld the action of that con 
ee in regard to limiting neral d 
bate on tl bill to 3 hou Tl ( - 
ti 1 one of tl iple issue 
I ever come before the Hot of Rep 
f f L VE clear-cut i It 
i m} whether you want fi 
( l-security tax at 1} cent o1 unt 
iutomatically to be incre d to 2 pe! 
( Janu 1945 1 to 2 recent on 
uary 1946. That is the ue befor 
e House You may t t it until 
( d but you will wa et back 
tha ame qu on: I you or qo } l 
I want to fi t at 1 percent o1 
it increase on January 1 to 2 percent? 
I to me tl 1 hour on the ni 
nd 3 how neral d are al 
tl LO id l lon < ich a 
I tel M I o the chairma f 
the Rules Commit ind to oth ntle- 
n who raised tl ie that the Repub 
| n their ¢ rence kk no definit 
( n Any Repudlican Memb I 
\ h fit upon this bil 
Mr. Speaker, I confess I am guided in 
my opinion mainly by the action of the 
W ind Means Committ one of the 
m¢ able committees in the Congress 
headed by that great American, perhaps 
e greatest of them all, the gentleman 
from North Carolina |[Mr. DOUGHTON] on 
the Democratic side. Under his able 
eadership that committee has recom- 
mended this bill to the House freezin 
the tax at 1 percent, and asking the 
H e for time to study the issue further, 
to find out what the financial resources 
e, what the requirements are and, if 
ry, in the next Congress come 
back with a report on what should be 
dont vbe increasing the tax at that 
time But at least they have the right 
to ask for time on such a vital issue as 
social security and to study our resources 
and to know exactly where we are and 
where we are going and what is exactly 
and precisely needed for the future 


Therefore, on that basis, I propose to 
support the bill introduced by an over- 
- whelmir on 


Wa 


ng majority of the Committee 
vs and Means. 


} 
iil 








CONGR 


election is over, I hope 
is and Democrats will put 





aside their partisanship and combine and 
( erate on great fundamental princi- 
pl i issues. One of those issues is 
social security. That has been accepted 
by e American people; all the peopl 
R ans and Democrat A great 
n f th 


em not only want the existin 


irity law but they want it ex- 
fo include the farmers, to in- 
the hospitals and those 
! l I am in favor of the ex- 
rit 
I SMITH O Mr. Sp 


ut 
} TH Oh W 

( pi Lo ( - 

I t it th } 

[ P] ER pro tempore The 

! th man f N York 

n eX d 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I 3 my- 
) itional minut 

ir. S er, there no qu on in 

tb hat the f 1ers of Amer- 

j i mentation and love freedom 

| ips more so than any other group 

merica. But Iam inclined to think 

cial security is no longer re- 

£ ed by the American people as part 

1 program of regimentation. They 

é that it runs parallel with free 

f rprise, with private initiative and 

é l opportunities, and they believe, now 

t the rest of the country are provided 

th social security, that they too should 

included. I am qui re that if 








th rmers do not want ey will not 
t. I am sure, on the other hand, 
t who are employed in the 
ools and in the hospitals want it. I 
m certainly in favor of giving it to the 
mers if the farmers desire it, b 1S¢ 
I tl < it is a matter of right if the rest 
f the country hav 
h tifying 
tl farmer him: ; 
representatives directl a 
districts who will speak for m, and 
1 assure the gentleman that if the 
farmers are opposed to it, and if they do 
not want it, they will not get it 


Mr. DINGELL. 
gentleman yield? 
I yield 
higan. 
DINGELL. The gentleman has 

i an int in behalf of those 
als. I take it the gentleman’s 
on that are liberal enough to 
people who are in need of hea 


Mr. S 


peaker, wi 


to the 


erest 


h 


in 
ciudae if 
insur 


ance, 


Mr. FISH. I freely predict that in the 
not far-distant future the Congress wiil 


include health insurance and hospitali- 
zation. It is probably inevitable. I am 
not expressing my views right now as to 
what should be done today or next month 
or in the next Congress, of which I will 
not be a Member, but I am inclined to 
believe that in the course of events it is 
inevitable that the Committee on Ways 
and Means in a future Congress will rec- 
ommend health insurance and hospitali- 
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zation, which have been in eff 
older nations of the w 
many, for the last 50 or 69 1 
many other countries not 
or liberal or as rich as Am 
that day is coming. But it 
cussing it now because we | 
simple issue before us ! 
unt of the tax on social secu 


oria ( 


aY 
ais 


a ry) } ] 
cluding old-age and unemp!l 


May I ¢ 


lavor € ii 


ynclude by sayin 


irely of the C i- 


ram as it exists today I 
all the people. Of c 

ided and it will be e> 
may I pr out that it i 
no a 1ial of free e} 
not a deni of private 
et l op l nities, or the p li) 
which have made this country 
rich, and free nation. There i 
tion that all people hate and 


mentation and are o 


time re 


for the day to come to get rid of 
get back to freedom and fre¢ m 
n¢é initiative. But I do not tl 
American people have any idea « 
quishing social security. Sccial 
has come to stay and will be « 


as the years advance and the n 
quire. 

In the meantime, Mr. Sp 1 
favor of this bill as it stands lar 


cause the experts and the m i 
Committee on Ways and M 
who have devoted their lives to 
of these questions and th 

in on these hearings, | 
mended this bill to us in its pre 
and have stated openly that ps 
the future when they have t 
into it and study the details and 
the 
may 


sat 


recommend 


financial status of the count) 
something d 


So, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of 


++ 
] 
aul 


as submitted and will vote fo1 
hope the rule will be adopted. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speake 
minutes to the gentleman frot 
an [Mr. DINGELL 
Mr. DINGELL. Mr. 
ing the limitation of time im 
the rule, which will doubtless 


I am constrained to say at this time v 


I might otherwise have said 
bill is being considered. 


I think it important that t 


tax freeze and its dangerous effect 
taken into account, particularly by 
business interests of this country 
visions such as are intended unde! 
Social Security Act with regard to « 
age insurance are a safeguard 
stabilizer for business in that they 


our aging citizens. I think it ¢ 
out saying that anything we < 


Speaker, 


eliminate the age-old fear of th 
house from our midst is the be 


insured 
progres 
realize 


world for the 
I think 
businessmen 


in the 
business. 
sighted 


DECEMBER 


when 


he prop 


po 


Y 


} 
vide freedom from fear on the part 


wes V 1t 
nda 
t 

t tl 
and 





Pr 


peated tax freezing tends each time 
undermine the social-security struc 


My principal objection to the propos 


is one which I have raised in com 


| ° 
| time and again. In the first 


pi 


at the present time, of freezing the 





But the f rd i pay t - 
( } f nec 1Sé 
} ¢ t em- 
‘ nount 
r p int f I 
t mount p if +} 
t ¢ ! f t iad 
i | 
> é ‘ I ¢ 
m I ( her not 
! ( 1 be fits of 

i ( I j to om of 
t I ( f » tne vh e-CO I 

rs e! ) f b t Ne] a l 
I eral G rnm They have top 
the ¢ ra p t! lust 
t I m lab ( 

» the au tior n i WV ao 
somet e in tl future aet to inclu 
farm | v 1 the } n ra 
law, How we can best d¢ It canr } 
py to i m ) as € ly ¢ if 
can to those l na factory. It 

da icuit LO y it to com hie 
wl work only 1 or 2 « av k L'ke- 
] l ( l t to yj ya grass 
cutter or to one \ » v S r himself 
is a plumber or a revairman 

N ed hall t e to face all the 
matte 11 WV e to be absolh y fair to 
ill. As TI have 1d) d, m« farm 
f are opposed to extending this cover- 

e to farm help and n lf-emy] loyed 
p ople ( opposed to it 

In 1939 we amended thi tion of the 
original Social Security law, the section 
Tam now t 1g It was not well 





‘ not have been 
ll put together, because we had had 





no experience from which we could chart 
our course. We made a good start and 
expected to learn by experience and we 
did le 1 and in 1939 the Ways and 
Means Com ecommended and the 
House ps d very striking amendments 
to this section. I cannot go into these 
extensively at this time I refer you to 


the law. The 

were to the effect 
made more 
» beneficiarie 
curity law 
tion to the 


principal amendments 

hat the benefits were 
acceptable to the families of 
The orig 
did not give sufficient protec- 
wife and children of those who 


inal social-se- 








paid in their money It was loosely 
drawn because it was experimental 
] slation. I make tl » statements to 
show you that this rislation is very 
important and very far reaching. I 
think our Ways and Means Committee 
took a very wise course when a few days 
ago it ado: a resolution to the effect 
that the whole committee would, when 
time permits, enter upon an exhaustive 


From that 
ay find the solution of 


tudy of this whole matter 
idy I hope we m 


me of these important problems. 

For instance, it is not wise for us to 
requ our wa earn to pay into the 
Treasu of the United States the great 
urplus of $6,000,000,000. The Govern- 
ment takes in about seven times as much 
as it pays out under this law. No in- 
S nee com} y would do that, no pri- 
vate individual setting aside a trust fund 
would set aside seven times as much as is 
necessary 

It has been said that in prosperous 
tim we ought to collect these funds to 
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hue r¢ rv a iT + V¢ pre = 

p ls tin I think we oucht not to b 

} g up a surplus at the ¢ of t S 

worke! to b paid to meb iy 40 V s 

from nov The Congress will be just as 
mart and patriotic 40 years from r 
The workingman who } 


paid into this fund has a surplus nov 


1 and one-half times any rea 


ol 


a ae 
onaobpie 


that may be made uponit. Mr. 
{ enthau, at the public hearings 
x to develop facts in 1939 said that 
ir} of three times was enough— 
three times any reasonably anticipated 
( ipon the funds. Three time 
( it to be enough, but we now have 
n times the nece ry amount 
Why should the man who is now 
\ ing be called upon to pay nearly a 
billion dollars more each year than is 
necessary? Andif this is raised to 2 per- 
cent the workingman of this country 
be called upon to pay over one bil- 


nang arly a hillir « j 
mand nearly a Dlliion and 


fund that 


a half extra 
is already 
en and one-half times too large I 
moved to make this statement be- 
cause I do not want the man who works 


money into ‘his 


am 
cAlil 


be misled into the belief that this 

e is necessary for his security. It 

is n necessary. Every person who 
testified at our hearings, including Mr. 
Altmeyer, stated that the present surplus 


h the present payments 


und solvent for 10 years. 
Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Spe 


man yield? 


would keep 
the 


le - +7 + 
ker, Wil the 


Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. DISNEY. And this do not af- 
fect his benefits 

Mr. JENKINS. No; I was just go- 


If we increase 


j to come to that. 

this rate to 2 percent from the employee 
and o from the employer it does not 
give the employee any more money in 


case of death or accid 
get any more benefits; 
just as they are 

Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely unfair 
to compel those who labor to pay these 
exorbitant surpluses if there is no ad- 
ditional benefit to them. If we are go- 
ing to increase these rates we should by 
all means increase the benefits 


nt 


He does not 
the benefits stay 


From a standpoint of economy some 
iy that we should not raise the benefits 
now in these prosperous times. The 
time they will need greater benefits is in 
less prosperous times. I say this just to 
show how confusing these arguments 
can be. I still say, however, that the 


Gt 


benefits must be raised if the payments 
are raised and the big are 
maintained 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the balance of the time to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GIFFOrRD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do 
10t wish to enter the field assigned to 
the committee inasmuch as those mem- 
bers will explain this bill and they will 
have sufficient time to do it. I suppose 
Members on both sides of the House 
will be bending and torturing statistics 
to bring about the desired result of an 
opinion they have predetermined, I will 


1 ls . . 
surpluses 


~ 


| 
| 





not enter int 





you wish Ss \ be 

but let no on e t I 
again real social security, be l 

all ought to be for that. Itis then 10d 
I may \ tion in the ve 


minute and I wish l 
you some fears that have been ex; 
to me. 

Blessed be the man who expeci 
ing because he will not be disappointed: 
but the man who expects something and 
does not get it might well 
pointed. 

Are we entering into a system of swin 
dling posterity on a huge scale? Are \ 
really collecting this money and spend- 
ing it for the general purposes of 
ernment and not treating it as a tru 
fund? Can the Government spend tru 
funds for general expenses without chal 
lenge I have here a letter that came t 
my desk this morning from a chamber of 
commerce, calling this method a swindle 
because we are spending these funds for 
the general expenses of the Government 
I expect a reply to this on the floor thi 
afternoon. I have spoken along this li! 
several times before. I am frankly wo) 
ried as to whether or not the Govern- 
ment is so different from individuals 
the custodian of such contribution ] 
you as an individual hold my trust fund 
do not buy an automobile for yourse 
Iam worried about the many comment 
of wise men who are critical of the ro 
we are traveling. It is stated that 
foremost superstition in the Unite 
States today is that we think that we c: 
get social security by voting for it. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Will the 
man yield? 

Mr. GIFFORD. I yield to the gentk 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I just want 
call the gentleman’s attention to the 
that the majority report of the 
mittee, which all of his Republican c: 

there defi 


} 


Y) 
Sno 


ye dais 





gent] 


con 


leagues signed, states that defi 
nitely is a trust fund amounting to ov 
five and one-half billion dollars. Th 
is a trust fund upon which the membe1 
ship who voted to pass out 
depend. 


this bi 


Mr. GIFFORD. It is indeed a tru 
fund. Should it be spent for gen 
purposes? This has been question 


Maybe you will be able to reassure the 
critics. Here is a Government faced 
it is with many billions of dollars to 
paid out for subsidies and pensions 
various forms after this war. Our G 
ernment is traveling fast in those dii 
tions. I have been giving as mu 
thoughtful study as I can to post-v 
problems. We are told that wages n 
be even higher. Then we mu 
the wage earner. We must cont 
subsidize the farmers on a 
number of their products. I 
$290,000,000 have been 
the price of eggs, alone. 
Let us take into consideration the 

of subsidizing wheat, cotton, and ot! 
large crops. We are told that we mi 
allow great quantities of goods to ¢ 

into the country in order 
our exports and the 


much grea 
read th 
ed to supp 


to be paid 


loans we mt 


prepared to make. 
























Tt i 
t { f i t i = 
f benefit f on of cover- 
e undel he Soc De ( A Nei- 
t er ¢ fT } oid é 
) i on ol It efi nic } qa 
nnua ypropriat nm < Li I 
und « e Trea n ( 1 
0—50 D1 5 { It ma 
nu C PUurpost 
The i lt have placed jua y i 
I n Hou whethe t res 
n the trust fund is adequate at the pres- 
e} I and that it can be maintained 
within the reasonabl limit of ail yt 
etaining the tax ly cent url! the 
i |! 45. 
In 1939 the law wa revised and the 
b of the trust fund was changec 
ifter long and deliberate study, from 
o-called full reserve to a contingent re- 
rve to meet unusual conditions ol 
emergencies. At that time the Social 
Security Board, with the help of experts 
ind actuaries, estimated that the trust 


fund would be $3,000.000,000 at the end 


2 of 1944. They estimated that it would 
be only that amount if the tax increa 
as written into the law should become 
effective. However, without the in- 


instead of only $3,000. 00,000 we 
have, or will have at the end of 1944, ap- 
proximately $6,000,000,000 in the trust 


creases, 


fund—cor 100 percent more than was esti- 
mated. In other words we will have 
double the amount it was estimated we 
would have and we have built this re- 
erve at a lower rate of tax than the 
ocial-security experts and actuaries 
used in their calculations for securing 
only $3,000,000,000. Today, mark you, 
we are collecting more in taxes at 1 per- 
cent than it was anticipated we would 
collect at 2 percent, which amount we 


were told would be adequate to fully pro- 
tect the system 

The opponents of this bill will contend 
that this is all due to the war, which we 
deny. Some of it is probably due to the 
war, but the estimates of receipts be- 
fore the war were far from accurate 
We have always collected more, both be- 
fore and since the war, in taxes and paid 


out considerably less in benefits than 
was estimated. The Social Security 
Board estimated that in 1944 benefits 


paid out would be $667,000,000, but actual 
benefits paid will amount to approxi- 
mately $209,009,000, or less than one- 
third of the amount anticipated. 

The opponents of this bill also contend 
that the claims or liabilities against the 
fund have increased greatly. In the re- 
port they use the figures $50,000,000,000 
which as far as I can determine is the 
most extreme possibility that the human 
mind could imagine and not within the 
realm of any reasonable probability. 
Apparently they are assuming that every 
person who is now contributing to the 
fund will die within a short time. But 
surely no one, not even Dr. Altmeyer, is 
expecting this to happen. Also they for- 
get to state that the : urvivorship benefits 
expire in a comparatively short time 
after a person who is covered by social 
security leaves employment. But we are 
undoubtedly going to see large numbers 

i the system after the war. 
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The estimates on receipts and dis- 
ments and the growth of the trust 
fund made by Dr. Altmeyer and his ex- 
perts have fallen so wide of the mark up 
t the present that it is difficult for 


nyone to view with any reliance what- 
ever estimates they make as to many, 
man ears hence, which must neces- 

k based upon economic condi- 


ons and human factors that can only 
—and so far they have been 


u fu a 


l uessers with whom I have 

ever attempted to work. I know that I 
cannot personally look into the future 
d ll what economic conditions and 
iman factors will be 20, 30, or 40 years 


from now So how can we, on the basis 


of such estimates and when the fund is 
1dequate at present or within the rea- 


onably near future, just'fiably increase 
the already high tax burden on workers 
employers. Even opponents of the 
bill admit that a tax of 1 percent will be 
late for 10 years, and I have no 
doubt it might be sufficient for 20 years. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, who is 
also one of the trustees of the old-age 
and survivors’ trust fund, and doubiless 
speaking with the knowledge and ap- 
proval of the other trustees, testified be- 
fore our committee in 1939, as follows: 
fically, I would suggest to Congress 
an the financing of the old-age in- 
stem with a view to maintaining 
» in contingencies an eventual reserve 
to not more than three times the 
tl e 


aqaeq 





surance sy 


rospective annual benefits 


el in o years 


The Congress incorporated the Secre- 
tary’s recommendation into the law; at 
the same time instructing the trustees 
to report immediately whenever they be- 
lieved the amount in the trust fund to be 
unduly small. The Congress put an 
alarm bell in the law, but to my knowl- 
edge the trustees have not rung that bell, 
warning us that the trust fund was un- 
small for the very obvious reason 
that the fund is twice what they esti- 
mated it should be. The highest esti- 
mated benefits for any of the ensuing 
5 years were from four hundred and fifty 
to seven hundred million dollars. So, as 
a matter of fact, the amount in the trust 
fund is now from 8 to 12 times the high- 
est prospective annual expenditure in the 
next 5 years—8 to 12 times, instead of 3 
times as recommended by Secretary 
Morgenthau, who must surely know, or 
should know, whereof he speaks. 

If the Morgenthau rule is sound, and 
it has not been repudiated by the Secre- 
tary as far as I know, we then have a wide 
margin of safety. Under these circum- 
stances and in view of the extremely high 
tax burden the people necessarily are 
carrying, how can we justify doubling the 
tax at this time? Remember, the trust 
funds is 100 percent greater than it was 
anticipated it would be and is from 8 
to 12 times instead 5 times more than 
the highest anticipated benefit pay- 
ments for any one of the ensuing 5 years, 
which was considered by Secretary Mor- 
genthau to be necessary to maintain the 
system. SolIrepeat: How can we justify 
an increase of 100 percent in the tax at 
this time? 

In the recent campaign, not only the 
platforms of both political parties, but 


duly 











also the candidates and spokesm 
promised the people of the country re 
from heavy tax burdens at the ea) 


possible moment; each trying to ou 
the other in such promises 
is clearly evident with the mounting ¢ 
of the war, the taxpayers c 
little or no relief in general F i 
in 1945, but they certainly are f 
in opposing any unnecessary increase 
or increases that have not definitely bs 
demonstrated to be necessary. They wi 
in my opinion, judging by the letters an 
telegrams that I received from all pai 
of the country and“from people in 
walks of life, resent any increases in ti 
burdens which ere not proven to be ab 
lutely necessary. Based on previous t¢ 
timony and estimates of amount 
quired to keep this trust fund sound 
100 percent increase in tax for this pu 


y 
He wever, 


an 


iOOK 





pose can, in nowise, be justified. 

We have taxes here, taxes the 
taxes everywhere. Hundreds of thi 
sands of small businesses have ber 


forced to close as a result of the war ar 
taxes, and thousands of white-collar peo- 
ple have not had their salaries increa 
commensurate with the increased cost of 
living. Upon these people a 100 percent 
increase in this t:x would prove a grie\ 
ous burden. It should be remembe! 
that this tax is not a tax upon profil 
but a tax on costs of the employer an 
must be paid even though the employs 
is in the red or just breaking even, and 
by the employee it must be paid out of 
sweat and toil of daily earnings, althou 
such earnings may not be sufficient 
provide a comfortable subsistence fon 
wage earner and his family. 

Before any increase in this tax is pr 
mitted to become effective the entire sub 
ject of tax rates and the adequacy of 1 
trust fund should be reexamined in 
light and upon the experience of 9 ye: 
of operation of the law to date, as ¢ 


committee proposes to do if this tax 
frozen for the year 1945. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
gentleman from North Carolina has ex 
pired. 

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Caroli 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 5 ad 


tional minutes. 


Mr. COLMER. Will the gentlem 
yield? 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolin 


I yield to the gentleman, although n 
time is very limited. 

Mr. COLMER. Do I understand it 
the gentleman's view that business wou 
find it more difficult to increase jobs 
the post-war period if this bill were 1 
enacted? 

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Caroli 
Well, I did not make that statement, b 
I do say there are hundreds of thousan 
of small businesses that have alrea¢ 
gone to the wall as a result of the w 
conditions and high taxes. Upon thi 
this tax increase would be a very griev: 
burden. This is a tax not on profits, | 
a tax on the costs of business so far 
business is concerned, and a tax on swe 
and toil of daily earnings so far as thi 
employee is concerned. 

Mr. COLMER. I should like the bens 
fit of the distinguished gentleman's go 
judgment on that question: What eff 








ice and 


e—identical 


recely 
messa¢g 
ters Oppos- 


indus- 





opjyection 


rei: 


the enactment of 





tft of the cou rece ed oO 
lentical post cards, all propaganda, op- 
Sing it As you can see by these tele- 
rams I hold in my hand, hundreds and 


received i 


have 


them, I 
} 





or of freezing the tax and passage of 
s bill. Here are hund hun- 
eds of letters, none itical 
om men in all walk from 
sections of the cour in 
types of business, from labor, capi‘al 
dustry, employer and employe This 
s not propaganda This is a free ex- 
ion of the will of the people on this 
portant subjec nd should ha great 
l in my judgmet It is an expres- 
n of the en tened timent of thi 
ntry opposed to tnt crease Ol tnis 
x 
In m dgment the s rity and sta- 
lit ot tl S ten I ne i\ ye 
oparalize )} en ment ¢ { 


The CHAIRMAN. The tim f th 
N , 
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A ding to Dr. Altn Cc I I 
+ +h . 7 » . 7 +} , 
f the Social Secu y Board, the reserve Mr. COOPER 
fund on January 1 ll be $6,000,000 ,.000 : . 
The annual benefit payments art H 
running around $200,000,000, and the t 
highest estimated ant | payment int D A ( 
next 5 years will be between $450,.000,.000 
and $700,000,000. Thus the existing re- J ] 
serve is more than 8 times, ra ! Mr. MILI ( 
2 tims ¢ } ; nr } f : ; 
0 UN e nlignest ann 0 ti - M KNUTSOD 
ments in the next 5-y¢ period i 
or. the highest estimate of payment It 
is 13 times the highest annual } ment 
based on the lowest estimate « 
payments 
2 
Curren re ni f ‘ - ’ , 
A I } i iT) i A 
percent tax re approxi f $1.- 
300,600,000 annually, or n f 1 
tiry “NIYPrTont + . tT} . 
ies fil ( A iit } 
f Ve S QO time tire T ? 7 9 "YT 
s ‘ Ai’ 
p { i Vv l ? ~ ( 
nder the 1 percent 1 f é Ir. KNUTSON 
to | ( tinued f a numbel I f ‘ 
I era ir 1 to ‘ DOUGHT* 
2 t er o! } tn ¢ I t - AT 
! CeS ( Jar v 1 nex ! : 
nd unnece roof § ).090 000 1 
ry Mr. KNUTSON 
il ) hi ( 
+} + ; , y 1 y + y 
Li f pit i A i — ' 
: ; I rH Tt 
( Ai uid A 7 
pre 1 in the bill: V — 
and Meat ( ! ; 


























nh l 
( ¥ An 
Mr. LYNCH. Is it not also a fact tl 
T I ( l ) 
y } y 
{ snel 
ind 
. ‘ I if i 
| A ‘ Las 
17 Tt 
i} f 
( VW yin l f = 
, ( 7 & m 7 
( \ i M but also b the 
( of the Senate, so t 
} \ out VY co yt tt 
( e aone T e { e nm ot 
l ! not a debatab ( 
\ 4 ni y W ! f 
( f pon how ! ich of a tax w 
1 le | 101 It po Ol 
ria in wl { ould be d ie that we 
pro a ntleman, who is an 
este ed and \v ib member of tl 
( ! ee on Ways and Means, knows 
to hol h rin fter the first of 
i I We f tl t tne p ent rate 
luld be frozen until we have hac n 
opportunity to go into the question com- 
pl ly from all angle 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yie ) 
Mr. KNUTSON I vield to the gentle 


North Carolina 


! 1 lrom 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Cart 
( the solvency of the fund « - 
min DY re r\ 
Mr. KNUTSON Precisely 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
I € i 100 perc more tha 





Of « 1 ’ y would not increase 
1 it s cil t t \ b ly k 1ioW tn t 

M <NUTSON The reserve is ¢ t- 
€ ( Vu ler t] l-p cel tax t n ie 

ctuary said we would have in 1948 unde1 

a 2-percent levy 

M DOUGHTON of North Carolina 
So an increase in the tax te would not 

nec sary 
I LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, will the 


n vield turther? 
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<NUTSON. I vield to tl entle- 
. aa 
I 


LYNCH. I 


? 


$6,500,099,0 
y D 


na it l m e nave 

ut only $200,009,000 
I <NUTSON. That is a juicy mor- 
¢ l wht re continually p] d- 
e poor cd itred 1. pu no 
n what you do iy you are not 
to increase or dec by one 
! e benefits th x paid 
CHAIRMAN. T tim of the 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. € n 
Vie 

Mr. KNUTSON. I t en- 
m Arkar 

Mr. MILLS. In order to prevent any- 





t Recorp, based upon the hearings, I 
f on page 12, called to my attention 
I he ntleman from Tennes Mr 


COoopeE! that in response to his ques- 
Altmeyer indicates a different 


result from that stated in 


re e to the question of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. This is the testi- 
mor 
Mr. Ce E Now, Mr. KNUTSON’Ss qué s 
( indicated that he thought the prese 
tax < em! ver id € I ee 
he uff PY ( * Th + 





Mr. Cc E Tha n hen if the 
p nt Xx now provided by N per- 
i efle < Janu ] e 
A € d b I é 
20 
A MFYT Ve 
Apparently Mr. Altmeyer misunder- 


1 


f the gentleman from 
or else there is a difference 
in his mind as to what the conclusion is, 
but I put this in the Recorp nevertheless. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Altmeyer may 
have changed his mind between the time 
I interrcgated him and the time the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee interrogated him. 

Mr. MILLS. My point is this: In view 


of the erroneous conclusions that 


a 


ne 


have 


In oraer that revenu may C 





scheduied for next January 1 
Let me again remind Tre H 


if the increase goes into eff ( 
uary 1, you are, in effect 
C00,0CO0 out of the ps enve 


Am 


unwieldy proportion 
oI the moneys 
scheme 
mind that th -called resei 
ing more than a paper reserve 
event, since the Treasury 
curity funds to meet curre 
expenditures, lea 
fund. Thus, th 
more the Treasury \ 
and the more must ever 
when the IO U's come du 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Ch 
the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KNUTSON. I yield 
Mr. DONDERO. Did the 
committee have before it act 
life-insurance compani Vv 
many years of experience, 
what is reasonably necessary 


to the acvive n¢ ol tne pi m 
our requiring nnual action bv C 
> , . P e172 ¢ 
Pendin uch a StUuGacy, ll iV) 

t+ « ide th . v} lix rnne ‘ } 
SEL aS1Qe le WHOLLY UNnNEC n 


In fact, it must b 4 


to testlit 








serve? 
Mr. KNUTSON. I yield to the 
man from New York | Mr. REED! wh 


be able to answer that ques‘ion 

Mr. REED of New York. Ye 
testimony from several of then 
can get time later 
testimony of one of them 

Mr. DONDERC D'd they say 
serve fund was adequate to t 
the needs of the reserve fund? 

Mr. REED of New York. Y« 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Cl 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I vield 


ke 


I may quote fr 
e 4 


Mr. EBERHARTER. There has 


no testimony before this « 


mmitt 
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e point tl nece rr’ to Te elve a ( i 
Mr.COOPER. There wil 


ions to this fund, there 


































. ~ . T it is in the law to nd so time people o into covered em 

' icerned, will continue they build up benefits. .E y tir 
he 1ayv increase the size of the fund you 
P 1p» Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair- creasing the burden, the lia 


? f ne i? ; -- 
ae e ee m2! he gentleman yield? benefits that are provided. 
; _ ; eae Mr. COOPER. I yield to the gentle- Under leave granted to exter 
no need ; ’ 


- man { Nebrask marks, I include the dissenti f 
LE Nebraska, I am look- certain members of the Comm 
f Ways and Means: 





| Government 


, ' ents only tne Maou Bear in mind that in 1939 the Congress | * 
‘ I ral Government h as- wy) : into the law urvivors’ benefits to sociai insurance 1s ¢ 
. , : ee ws and orphans and dependent par- - seeps aoe 4 ys ee ; 
ies ts, wince the reserve tund on | ents in lieu of lump sums that were then ; sviypses Moe rer cet a : 
1945, will be $6,000,000,000, | provided. I would like to point out again, a cemeatine eel aii “dak ak ee 
only one and one-Nail buon as I stated a moment ago, let it be re- usual sense of the term. The C 


n 1 rve f ind to me ile membered that we do not now have a the United States in 1935 took a 














which the Federal Government | normal situation due to this emergency, | forward in unc su 
ned for the payment of benefi due to the manpower situation, due to | hit-and-miss me ving 
69,000,000 persons who have ac- | this war. We have thousands of people | through a G : 
( Ve ( ts but have not vet . 1 : eile 3 ate long-range method known as < 
: eee ee : who have remained in covered employ- | oo0c) i; Page Soci 
. os ’ seus ' ment and thereby are paying in the tax | triputory social insurance, benefi 
nt to invite attention to the fact | and continuing to make contributions to | as a matter of right without 
must have been } nized that the fund who are already of retirement needs test and are related in 
of the tax in the bill whicl 4 When this emergency is over, which | manner to the length of time 
be aw over the veto of the P |- we all hope and pray will be soon, thou- been insured and the amount 
dent early 1 } endangered the fund sar of those people will stop paying | ©@™mne An essential characte 
( \ why did the Senate, afte the tax, stop making the ccntributions, a eee ae a : 
adopting Senator VANDENBERG’s amend- | and thereby the size of the fund will de- | The Penehts are Mnanced wa 


ment to i en § pt sen rease, and at the same time they will 


‘olls for benefits to be paid, of a social-insurance 's] stem as 
raw from the fund these suran t hat i 
s. That is the practical the certainty and sou 
} i am situation we have presented today used to finance it In financi 
inadequate? So I say to you with all the sincerity of | tOTY Social-insurance system it is ne 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of tl my being that, based upon the actuarial cata on eee hte in the ful 
gentleman has expired. information presented upon the author- will b . fulfilled. Ur der a st 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina, itv of the Social Security Board, upon the system providing old-age ann 
I ( rman, i yield the gentleman 5 | authority of actuaries not associated with | upon the length of time insured 


ul minute the Government, there can be no doubt are low and ultimate costs are 
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( fir t Phe 
yet n the diver- 
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I ( r Oo - 
gu f ( tl re- 
\ il i 1 tl 8 orivty rom tl 
( I rate It uld | 
ipT € to ¢ I t r l 1 tl 
{ ) I aeverr on ol 
I oO tl cetermin 1 of t , 
| n of the 1i0unt of re f 
i Lo <¢ 
d par ph of the mir it 
¢ is he d he cost of benefits 
I ml l i L € of the « tribu- 
nb ( ( d.” With all due de- 
feren nony of the Chairman 
f tl Securi Board before our 
omn to tl effect. it is on f 
»p out that in the past he h been 
1V u inv € imate on ¢ ¢ 
l or aisou I nts that have 
i rate No one ¢ in 
illed experts for b ) 
ff r ¢ mat 9 ye: a 
( t f any experi » with the 
m. Me of them frankly admitted 
I tne estimate were ju piain 
t might be at least 50 percent 
G rccuracy Was expected 
n 1939 but f to materialize. Gov- 
ern ( in that ar | licted 
rve would reach the sum of 
> 22. C00 020 1 1944 ii 1 4-per Tf 
rate i been in effec for 3 of t , 
rhe facts are that with a 2-per- 
( throughout that period the re- 
} n approximately $6 .000.- 


will approx 
nd of 1945 


ame rat 


$7.250,000.000 by the « 


n er words, in 1939 the Government 
f missed their guess on what a 
ven schedule of rates would produce by 
109 t In 1939 Government ex- 
| ( ned to commit themselves to 
ific contingent 1! rve fund, al- 
he ) oO if them frank .dmitted 
at conti nt reserve fund of forty- 
nine or fifty billion dol is contem- 
! by the original act, was not ne - 
y to keep the system sound and on a 
utory b rhe Secretary of the 
Tr M1 nthau, gave it as his 
I opinion that the Congress would 
fe in planning a cont nt reserv 

vhich at all times would be not 1 
3 tin the highest } pective 

I S 1 the ensuing 5 yea 
rl} 3] ( on which f 
Cx poned the statutory 
incre in } 1 taxes have not only 
been in k i with that formula but 
that test of safety has been far exceeded. 


committee 
fre 


‘ted . > 
eq annua 


( ‘ is now 
y } } 1 ) 
10 times the highest exp 


the next 


expenditure Therefore sub- 
heading of the minority report which 
‘The cont of the present 





ll tax rate \ 





juire an eventual 


oS 





dv” ic 


Gor ment subsidy,” is a definite re- 
pu of the Morgenthau formula 

It ji nificant to me that the section 
of the minority report dealing with the 


to the 


( t of bent does not refer € - 
te of the Social Security Board, which 
lally made in keeping with the 


M hauformula. That last estimate 
of the Board is to the effect that the - 

annual expenditure will be between 
$450,000,000 and $700,000,000 in the next 


53 rhe difference between the low 


and hi tim 
hat the average layman is forced 
to the conclusion that tl 20ard is just 
n In the in section of the re- 
port, referrin ») the unexpected and un- 


1id 


ted increase in receipts, it is s 





t the liabilities assumed by the in- 
surance system have likewi ‘reased. 
That, of course, is true, bi the 
Si Security Board nor anyone else 
undertakes to tell our committee how 
much the liabilities have increased. 
7 y certainly have not increased as 
the assets because of several fac- 
, among which may be enumerated 
the fact that young people must be in 
8) d employmen ic total of 10 
y s before becoming entitled to an- 
n benefits; thousands of employes 
h come into industry who otherwise 
would have retired, and when they go 


, $ eay 
ernment Save 


back to retirement the Gov 


the millions of dollars they would have 


S 


+t 
} 








re ved in retirement benefits but did 
not receive during the war; many have 
vorked at higher wages during the war 
than they received before the war but 
their annuity benefits have not been 
m urably changed maximum 
benefit with respect to taxes paid is at 
the $50 per month level and ends at the 
$150 per month level. Covered employees 
making more than $150 per month are 
profitable accounts. It is true that the 
Ss 1 Security Board now recommends 
that the benefits should be increased but 
that action as yet has not been taken by 


the Congress. The net result has been 
that the contingent reserve has increased 
faster than the contingent liability and 
the difference may properly be called a 


r windfall. 
Section 4 of the minority report says: 
A major argument that has been made by 
in favor of the tax freeze is that it 
( not make any difference to the xpayers 
1e future whether they are required to 
I xes ce I the interest « n Government 
t 1eld by the reserve fund or required 
to pay taxes for an outright Government sub- 
sic this insurance system 


argument and 
this bill have 
To me, noth- 


T never have made that 
few who to report 


argument. 


voted 


ever made tnat 


ing is more absurd than to say that a 
Government bond in the reserve of a 
private insurance company is a good 


safe investment for the re- 
fund but that a similar bond in 
the trust fund of the Social Security 
Svstem is nothing but a worthless IO U. 
Those bonds are of equal dignity, of equal 
value, and are the safest investment that 
can be made either of premiums paid 
on private insurance policies or premiums 
by way of pay-roll taxes paid on Gov- 
ernment insurance policies. In each in- 
stance the interest paid by the Govern- 


bond and a 


serve 
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ment on thi 


a valuable addition to the 


If our Gove 
no ne 


ing 
iiis, 


the 


I 


point might 


onds is g¢ m«¢ 
rnment had no 
) eI in ¢ 


should not force the G 

into debt through the in tm 
lions of pay-roll tax in Gove 
bonds. But our Government 1 
outstanding, mostly in the hand 
vate investors, ove! 


bonds, and 
in deficit 
lon 
ernment 


dent 
t} 


oO s 
to 
e j 
issuance 
on 
curil trust 
intel 


y 


I 


hliocat y 
opliigation 


Government 


f 


$200 ,090,0 


our Government is ¢ 
financing on a lar 
s there is a necessity for t 


sorrow money and 
for that n 
of bonds, the int 
bonds in the 


und is just that 1 


‘st to be paid to pri\ 
The Government pays the 


on its total debt only once, and t! 
ple of the Nation are taxed 

for the payment of that total 
debt. So far as the general t 


concerned it 


to him whether 
for the payment of interest all 


is a matter ol 
the taxes he co! 


ine 
AiiUl 


private holders of Government b 


a part 
the trust 
fund. 

T! 


e 


to private he 
es 


CHAIRMAN. 


yiders and 


of the ial-s 


soc 


The Lime¢ 


gentleman has expired. 


Mr. KNUTSON. 


5 minutes to the gentlen 


ginia | Mr. 


is making a splendid sta 
*, ROBERTSON. 


My 
iVii 








tleman very much 


Mr. Cha n 
f 
fr 
ROBERTSON | g 
I thank 
But it makes a lot of diffe: 
whether it receives 


st fund 


or 


tru 
terest 


and it 


does 
makes 


not 
a lot 


receive any 
of diff 


general taxpayers if, after payin 


Ly 
payments 


under the Social Security Act. 
contention, and it is the contention I 
lieve of every member of our committ 


that the 


social-security 


1 


to carry the interest on the total 
the Nation, they must also p: 
help support the 


system 


; 
| 


to be 


T 
It 


+ 








Y 
I 


i 


be self-supporting and that we sh 
have a pay-roll tax and a conti! 
reserve fund sufficient to make conti 


tions to the system from ge 
tion unnecessary. 
about the fact that we now have 


system, and there can be no do 


the fact that the freezin 
roll taxes for another year v 
system 


the 


of eur? 


unsound. 


Ino 
Th sts 


neral 


There can be no d 


contained in paragraph 7 of the min 


report that we defend 
the ground that only suffici 


the fre 


ntc 


tions should be collected to cover 


of benefits currently being paid 
not justified. 


There may be 


favor that plan but they are not 


of our committee. 
our committee last year a labor 


At the hearin 


r 


S 


sentative based his opposition to th 


posal to freeze the pay-roll t 
existing rates on the 


l taw 


nd 


gro 


labor organization wanted to se¢ 


increased in order that it might be ju 


sC 


fied in asking for larger benefits 


Mr. 
the gentler 


KNUTSON. 
lan yield? 


Y) 
i 





Mr. Chair: 


th 


ne 
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an from Minnesota Government Benefit inder the . 
Ir. KNUTSON. If for any reason age and survivors insuran m . : 
ponents of freezing s|! i | finances y an equal rate of tax on 
ho vote to increase the tax employer and the employer They C c 
ff vote t i iit D 1 ¢ emy N CA . : 
t tax o1 ! k - f amou in e? of $3,000 re- ’ ' 
ceived in 1 —and the em : 
ROBERTSON. I I I I O al & ‘ 
t I thank my cx ) A 
ly yields min- tax 5 7 
es, for his sugg Y I : ; 
During the he: i pointed } eenaths ‘i ‘ ; 
to Dr. Altmeyer the best way for | #194042 ............... . 2 5 : 
Social Security rd to prevent a 1 asin - 2 Y os : 
i on what might appear to be an oee-ae - -- - ar 
nnecessarily large contingent 1 rve eee ae ” 
nd would be for the trustees of th Thi he of rates w hanged by geal 
nd to set up on their books a liability an amendment to the l : 
int along with the account of asset adopted in 1 to meet the cha Te 
So far that has never been done, and I | benefit structure. It 1 at :; 
one reason it has not been done is that tl l percent tax rate for th : — . 
the trustees do not Know with any years 1940, 1941, and 1942 as elim- 
ree of accuracy what figure to ente1 inated 
their ledgers as the liability account The 2 percent rate was to have bev 
But that is information that th effective in 1943. but a provision in 
o voted to freeze the pay-roll tax Revenue Act of 1942 p stpon i the in- 
another year earnestly desire. W: crease until the followin eal Thi 
been proceeding in the dark. We Congress froze the rate at 1 percent fot 
that an additional 100 percent of 1943 and again l pe! ent for 1914 
y-roll taxes in 1945 will fall heavily Un! this bill which i now bein = 
yn many small business enterpri ; sidered i dopted the 1 of 2 percent 
We are told that 500,000 small enter- will take effect January 1. 1945 I estimated f 
es have already gone to the wall dur- Why h the 1 : fort m { ; ha i 
the war effort. Some months ago a frozen at 1 percent and why freeze tl fi year endil June 30. 1944 
1! was introduced in the Senate callin rate again at 1 percent? It is to preven he fore ie ra , “ous 
for the payment of millions of dollars | jmposing an unnecessary and an unjust that year would t $1.185,900,000 
} verance pay to war workers on the tax burden upon the emplovers and the ‘ ¢] ula th. 
ound that there would be great unem- | emplovees alik: There is no 1 fund recnit f 
yment and great hardship in war in- | to increase the tax in order to protect | over dichurcement 
tries when the war with Germany _ the solvency of the old-age and survivo! : 765 100. I 
nded. We hope and we believe the wai insurance system. Secretary of th non | 


ith Germany will be ended before the Treasury Morgenthau presented the for- ‘ —" 
1 of 1945. We believe that the pres- ms 


ent imposition of an additional $600,009,- | fy) protection to the beneficiaries of t : eo . — 
000 of pay-roll taxes principally system. I quote f1 ly i . nis eel nae ’ 
kers will touch off either a mendations made by S rv M ma rie 
for legisla : 














innece ary tax | den either on small Said cretary M tl — t f 
isiness or on workers during 1945. Be- that it plan the f old- f 
re the end of 1945 we will get the ad- | insu e tem wit view t t to } for I 
of the best experts in the country ing tor use l i is title 
what is necessary to put thi il- — - au ' mel 
urity system on a sound ba ind will — sala a pa al I ! 
t accordinglv = : heal — ' 
The CHAIRMAN The time of th Now then, the testimony presented t ( 
ntleman from Virginia has again ex- _| the Ways and Means Con ee in th , 
pired riz on tl bill, shows « ly that 
Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield he highest expendit nef 
ich time as he may desire to the gen- der the old-age insurance and iv : 
nan from New York [Mr. REeEp] ystem will not ex 1$700,000.000 ar . : 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- lly during the next 5 3 t ; } 
man, I really feel it is entirely usel nd connection t test i “ 
only drawing in the patience of a tired that t rve last Ju i . . ‘ 
House for me to take the floor to disc $5,.450,000,000. There is no ! ! : 
1e, which reduced to its true pro- why a reserve should be buil ti A 
portions is simply: Shall we tax or not the preter of protecting the old- i 
tax? Shall we freeze or not freeze? I and survivors insurance benefit when in 
have prepared a few remarks which may truth and in fact the reserve will be sy { a ; 
ful at some future time when the to finance Government expenditures and , A; tp} 


q tion of increasing the social-security war. Let taxes for war fall upon the Une int ae} 
tax in pay rolls for old-age insurance is public generally, and not upon the y ved annu 
a n presented to the Congre rolls of employees and employers. Thi upon at n Dp 


Mr. Chairman, the problem of freezing money collected as a pay-roll tax for old I 
the social-security tax relat ige benefits should not b i into t 
old-age and survivors insurance pro- General Treasury to be spent f tion and ¢ 
gram, which is the only one under the act ever fantastic scheme may be incubated I t10% 


xXC——558 
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In lit ith these recommendations of 
the ¢ ncil and the views of other econ- 
n ni actuarie includins the 
C nan of the Social S2cu Board 
the employment-tax-rate structure was 


full-reser\ 


modified and the idea of a 





1 ibandoned. The 1959 amend- 
ments continued the 1-percent levy on 
oii employ 5 ind employees from 1939 
Pi, | through 1942. The new rates were: 
-roll a 
from I 
ally, ( 
t d —— eee — maciliaaen 
] 
brut . 
According to estimates made in 1939— 
report of Ways and Means Commit- 
an | vee, 1939 amendments, page 15—the re- 
naan erve fund on January 1, 1943 was ex- 
f pected to reach the sum of $2,441,000,000 
- v benefit payments for the calendar 
year 1942 amounting to $350,000,000. 
T actual figures were: Trust fund, $3,- 
é 27,184,000 as of June 30, 1942; benefit 
: payments $110,281.000 as of June 30, 
1942 
nits I ubtedly tl nfluence of the war 
{ ped the past estimates to place the 
s and t fund many years ahead of its 
ever. scheaulea proportions Actin on tne 
d ( is fact that the fund was sound 
ern- ! ioroughly adequate, Con S ain 
] poned y increase in the rate of 


and in an amendment to the Reve- 


1942 establi 


> 


A \ - 
1 w rate structure: 
c 4 I 1 4 
‘ » } > } 
t ! © were ex ned; their fina t I 
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( S 

The fund continued to increase f 
more rapidly than original estimate 
war production swung into high 


Annual benefit paym 


the diminishing 


nts likewise re- 
flected number of u 
employed and fewer retirements by old 
workers with the result that again 
1943 Congress froze the 1l-percent rate 
setting up the following rate structure 


an amendment to the Revenue Act 
1943: 
| Pe 
. 


On June 30, 1944, the reserve fund h 
reached the sum of $5,446,000,000. F 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, bens 
fits paid amounted to $184,597,000. A 
the end of the calendar year 1944 it h 
been estimated by the Social Securit) 
Board that the reserve fund will approx 
mate $6,000,000.000, with benefit p 
ments reaching the approximate sum 
$200,000,000. 


As I have already pointed out, whe 


the social-security tax was frozen fo1 
years at the 1-percent level in 1939 upor 
the 


the recommendation of the Secretary 
he Treasury, he said: 


We ld not accumulate a1 
y t j ne to 
en tu fo ¥ ¢ ’ 
nue I r the vv l Se « 
payment s f ws i su 
C s tl it | for fi I 
l-age il I € ystem wW 1 a 
n 1 for use in ¢ t 
t reserve mou! ») not ! € 
three tin he |} p! nect 
be fits in tl ensuing 5 ar (I 
1 ) ¢ W nd M C 
e€ yl. 3, 2113-2114.) 
comp 8 
a | 
S i 
2 1,8 





ial benefits. 
Third. The continu 


go to 2 pere 


nocit 
‘ AX 


v Lf 
stent. 

1 unt 
Board and 
iive°rs whoo Sl 
ws, that the id 


yr 


on the reserve funds, anc reformers and dre 


out of the ’ ry \ ing the increase of old- 
the d ] 
ent on the 
will adversely affect t 
m is diff to under: 
Seventh. It is said tl ! 
only ir tl rate is not consistent with general con- ( 


¢ ‘ y ‘ 
5 : 


) is to say, e g I ressional policy as evidenced in the en 
add assistance t policy of Congress with respect to na- | der old- 
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will aken as blanket 
motives have 
distinguished chairman and 
om- 
this tax 


pect for their 


anl- 
other members of 
ho have voted to freeze 
However, with all ré 
ent and integrity, I 
ve not fully 
tect of the action 

on the success ol 
ontributory, social-insurance system 
hich has barely gotten under way in 
this country and which all of us hope 
will be extended, expanded, and strength- 
ened with all possible speed. I say this 
at the very outset because I shall be com- 
pelled in the course of my address to 
point out that most of the opposition to 
the automatic increase in the contribu- 
tion rate now provided by law comes 
from the same individuals and groups 
within without Congress who op- 
posed establishment of this great 
conti social-insurance system in 
1935 and who have opposed it more or 
less openly ever since its establishment. 
I realize that this is a serious charge and 
hat it locumented and I pro- 


the ¢ 


‘ 
apprecia 


and 
the 


iputory 


it should be 


to document it in the course of my 


the 


Members of 
they 


that 
overburdened as 
ing war duties, cannot 
expected to study all of the 
tions that are in- 
is before us 
in. However, I think it would 
‘al of misunderstand- 
the Members of this 
part of the public if 
1 mind constantly that 
scussing is not merely a 
i certain tax rate shall 

illy a question of what 
necessary to finance the 
under this great 
ocial-insurance system on 

isis. If all of us thor- 

tood that it is an insur- 

» premium and not a tax in the usual 
of the term that we are discussing 
would be and could be only one 


this 
are 
pos- 


siaers 


the question that 


reat di 


ravided 
yrOVIadea 


ion; namely, that this contribu- 
must be permitted to increase 
ary 1, 1945, if this insurance 
to be maintained on a self- 

is. I say that there ca 
conclusion, because not a 
n before the Ways and 
mmittee has contended that it 
han 4 percent as an a' 


iver- 
finance the bene- 


,dlbic 
cd under this insurance system 
taining basis during the 
head of us. Irepeat,1 
has denied that at least 
iry. 


1Ut 


robably confused a 

is the fact that thi 

the present time 

in contributions than it 
ut in benefits and that the 

collected in contributions 

twit much as was originally 

1. However, there uld be no 
if it were thoroughly under- 
any old-age annuity system 

vs benefits in accordance with 

h of time insured is bound to 

annual benefit cost in the 
years of operation and tremen- 
high annual benefit cost in the 
rs of operation 
we average the cost of these 
over a long period of time it 
ins that the beneficiaries who retire 
in the early years will pay far less than 
the actuarial value of their benefits and 
the beneficiaries who retire years hence 
will be required to pay much more than 
the actuarial value of their benefits. 
M. Albert Linton, president of the Provi- 
dent Mutual Life Insurance Co. and a 
foremost advocate of this freeze, ap- 
parently took the position that it is not 
necessary in a social-insurance system to 
collect premiums high enough to cover 
the cost. He insisted that there was a 
“great difference between voluntary in- 
surance and a compulsory Government 
plan where everybody has got to come in 
and to stay in and pay taxes.” These 
are his exact words. However, when the 
time comes, as it will inevitably come 
unless we collect adequate contributions 
in the early years of the system, that the 
Government would be faced with the 
necessity of collecting a premium higher 
than it would cost to obtain the same 
insurance from a private insurance com- 
pany, I am sure that Mr. Linton and 
private insurance companies generally 
would not be slow to exploit that fact 
in making comparisons between the cost 
of the protection provided by the Goy- 
ernment and the cost if the protection 
were provided by a private insurance 
company. Since it would be manifestly 
unfair to make future beneficiaries pay 
more for the Government insurance than 
they would have to pay for similar pri- 
vate insurance, if Congress does not col- 
lect sufficient premiums now it means 
that Congress is automatically pledging 
itself to provide a Government subsidy 
out of general revenues later and is 
thereby abandoning a self-sustaining, 
contributory social-insurance system. 

I submit that the Members of this Con- 
gress have not been fully informed as to 
the seriousness of the effect on the con- 
tributory social-insurance system of con- 


em at 


nore 


benefits 


me 
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tinuing to collect less in insurance con 
tributions than the cost of the benefj 
promised. I submit that the Membe) 
Congress have not been sufficient 
warned that in continuing to collect 
in insurance contributions than is ne 
sary to finance the benefits promised th 
are pledging this Congress to provide 
outright Government subsidy out of gen- 
eral revenues. I believe that if the Mem- 
bers understood this fully they would not 
hesitate in permitting adequate insu 
ance contributions to be paid as provid 
in the present law. 

I am sure that all of the Members of 

} gress have had the same experi- 
iat I have had, namely, that they 
een able to get a good idea of thi 

merits and significance of pendin 
egislation by the respective individua 
and groups who support and oppose 
legislation. Since it is impossible for ths 
Members of this House to study thor- 
oughly all of the technical questions in- 
volved in the financial operations of 
contributory social-insurance system, I 
suggest that it would be worth while fo: 
them to at least consider who are sup- 
porting the necessary automatic increa 
in contribution rates and who are op- 
posing this increase. After all, this con- 
tributory social-insurance system ¥ 
created to protect the workers of thi 
country against the hazards of 
wages due to premature death and old 
age. Are these beneficiaries urging that 
their rate of contributions be kept at the 
present inadequate level? By no means. 
On the contrary, the two great labor or- 
ganizations are urging that Congress per- 
mit the rate of contributions to increas 
as provided by law, just as they have 
urged that this be done on the three oth« 
occasions when Congress has prevented 
the automatic increase provided by law 
from taking effect. We all know that 
people do not like to pay any more taxes 
than they have to and that they do not 
like to pay any higher insurance pre- 
miums than they have to. Therefore, is 
it not significant that the beneficiaries of 
this system feel that it is necessary that 
this rate be increased and are prepared 
to pay their fair share of the increase a 
provided by law? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DINGELL, I yield briefly for a 
question. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not recall that the great labor organiza- 
tions asked to have the increased tax go 
into effect. It is true that Mr. Mille: 
of the trainmen, did appear but upon 
interrogation it was conclusively show: 
that Mr. Miller’s information on the sub- 
ject was very, very limited. 

Mr.DINGELL. Mr. Miller said he dis- 
cussed the matter with authorized rep- 
resentatiives of both the C. I. O. and the 
A. F. of L. and that they assured him 
they opposed the pay freeze. Howeve1 
I will insert in the ReEcorp, a statement 
from Mr. Hutcheson of the Ameri 
Federation of Labor and a copy of a 
letter which was sent to the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
I am glad the gentleman brought that 
question up. In that letter the presi- 
dent of the American Federation of 


Var 


loss of 





nt le man + 


Mr. KNUTSON. U 
ers speak for themsel 
organizations. 
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1eld by 


and other 


t 
t permitt 

irance contribution 
I said at the outset 
would undertake 
opposition to the | 
te insurance contributions 
from the same individuals 
and groups within and without C 
who opposed the original establishment 
stem. I shall 

ment that charge 


oneres 


ocial-insurance sj 

eed to docu 

o back to the establishment of 

m in 1935. One of the groups 

opposing the automatic increase in 

yn rates is the National Asso- 

{f Manufacturers. Just what at- 

itude did the National Association of 

\lanufacturers take in 1935? It opposed 

both th inemployment insurance and 

old-age insurance provisions It ques- 

tioned the constitutionality and urged 

; insisted upon taking ac- 

it defer action for further 

A great amount of the vresent 

tion to the automatic increase in 

the contribution rate comes from the 

Ohio Chamber of Commerce and its af- 

filiate What attitude did the Ohio 

er of Commerce take in 1935? 

Perhaps it is well for me to quote the ex- 

act language of the statement submitted 

by George B. Chandler, of the Ohio 

Chamber of Commerce, to the Ways and 

Means Committee. Here is the state- 
that Mr. Chandler submitted: 


buti 


ment 


against the cc 
he Federal Gove 


the as 


will not permit me to discuss all 
individuals and groups who op- 
he contributory social-insurance 
mS in 1935 and who now 


ary increase in the 


oppose 


contribu- 


Way 


and Means Committ 


the employe! 
et by a1 
ax. The 

tion of big business to this increas 
10t be explained on the basis of hard- 
but upon continued op- 
position to the fundamental principle of 
contributory social insurance. However, 
in the case of small business unquestion- 
ably there are many instances of indi- 
vidual hardship. But, even so, I believe 

mall-business men would be more 

to pay their share of the contribu- 

if they themselves could also enjoy 

the protection of this great contributory 

social-insurance system. And I for one 

shall do everything in my power to extend 

its protection to them. In many small 

businesses the proprietor is just as much 

exposed to the hazards of premature 

death and old age as are his workmen, 

and I see no good reason why he should 
not enjoy the same protection. 

Now, let me turn to the opponents of 
contributory social insurance in Con- 
cress. What attitude did the minority 
party members of the Ways and Means 
Committee take in 1935 toward this old- 
age insurance system? So that there 
can be no question about the attitude 
that the minority party members took, 
I think it is best for me to read the exact 
language they used in a report which 
was signed by all and only minority 
party members of the committee: 

Title II provides for Compulsory 
nuities, and title VIII provides th 
by which the money t 
the expense thereof 


These two titles are interdependent 


ship to busines 


raised t 


is to be 


ther is of any consequence without 
Neithe1 them h l 


substantive title of the bill Neither 


relation to any 
f Ne 
Therein lies one of the 
for our opposition to them 
Federal Government has no 
this system upon private industry 
best lega! talent that the Attorn 
il's office and the “brain trust’ 
l for weeks applied itself 


power to 


to bring these 
limitations Their 
plain circumventi 


the pr 


t 


oposition 


brief 


offic 


ito consiaerae- 


exists 


reat { 


which 
in the 1 which and 
sonably 
assume that the :s ial ity bil 
acted into law, will probably be upheld 
nstitutional.” 


sO oppose 


roOlng aiscu 


these two titles 
ntribut 


conditi 


they would not in any way ¢ 
re] f present econom! 


in fact retard economic reco\ 


vw 


€ provi 


e ntemplated under title II 


Some of the gentlemen who were mi- 
nority members of the Ways and Mean 
Committee in 1935 are still members « 
that committee. I Know that in 193 
many of the minority members 
with the majority members in the fin 
vote that was taken on the Social Secu- 
rity Act. However, some who did not ar¢ 
still members of the Ways and Mean 
Committee. I know that by 1939 the: 
had abandoned their open opposition t: 
this contributory social-insurance sys 
tem. Perhaps they benefited by the fact 
that their Presidential candidate in 1936 
chose this contributory social-insurancs 
system as a focal point of attack on thi 
Democratic administration and wa 
overwhelmingly defeated as a 
Mr. Landon, you may recall, alleged that 
this contributory social-insurance 
tem was “a fraud on the workingman 
and “the saving it forces on our worke! 
is a cruel hoax.” 

Let me also remind you that during t] 
last 2 or 3 weeks of the 1936 campaig: 
the industrial division of the National 
Republican Campaign Committee, unde: 
the chairmanship of A. R. Glanc 
formerly vice president of the Genera 
Motors Co., sent out millions of pay-en- 
velope inserts, a photostatic copy of 
which I hold in my hand. This pay- 
envelope notice is headed “Deduction 
from pay start January 1,” and reads a 
follows: 


1olne 


result 


SVS- 


Beginning January 1, 1937, youn } 
will be compelled by law to deduct a cert 
amount from your wages every pay d 
This is in compliance with the terms of t 
Social Security Act signed by Preside 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, August 14, 193 

The deduction begins with 1 percent 
increases until it reaches 3 percent. 

To the amount taken from your wa 
your employer is required to pay, in 
tion, either an equal or double amount 
combined taxes may total 9 percent 
whole pay roll. 

s is not a voluntary plan 


must 


make this deducti 
are published by— 


And then in large letters at the botton 
of the page— 


Social Secur ity 


Board 

Apparently in order to give the im- 
pression that this was an Official notic« 
sent out by the Social Security Board in 
Washington. AS you may also recall 
the Chairman of the Social Securit; 
Board at that time was John G. Winant 
three times Republican Governor of the 
State of New Hampshire and at present 
Ambassador to Great Britain. M1 
Winant was so outraged that he resigned 
from office in order that he might be free 


Washington, D. C 
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a of 


‘nere- 


m 
oO} i paul “ 


rhe CHAIR 


MAN 


nan-trom 


Chairman, I ask 
Oo proceed out ol 
period 


t 


there objection 


gentleman from 


>in the 
on a major 
and Means 


pe 
is a member of the Way 
‘ommittee, I therefore take this oppor- 
nity to pay my respects to the Speaker 
e of Representatives, to the 
my Ways and Means Com- 
and all my colleagues thereon, and 
» to all my colleagues in the House of 
ives of the United States. 
ly that my fellow citizens 
ir land during these trou- 
knew with what honesty of 
and what industry, with what 
1 mindedness you cared for their af- 
affairs of the country. It 
one of the greatest honors 
its most pleasant 


so closely 


nd the 

lalways be 

of my life and one of 

memories that I 
y : : 


could work 


iirman, in this matter that is 

committee there has been a 

f talk pro and con as to a 

Let me say without any 

1atsoever that I, as I be- 

ou, am squarely behind 

vivor insurance 

y. The only thing 

re attempting to do is 

i in every respect. 

f the 

ty systems em- 

countries. I under- 

had old-age 

and even more 

might be 
experience. 

ses before the Com- 

and Means, Mr. Albert 

nt of the Providence Mu- 

surance Co., of Philadelphia, 

referred to an Englishman who has given 

great study to old-age pensions and social 

security, Sir William Beveridge. In re- 

ferring to the requirements of a reserve 

fund, Mr. Linton quoted a statement 

made by Sir William Beveridge, and I 

will read that quotation: 
In providing for actuarial such as 


age, or sickness, it is nec- 


SYS- 


speakers 


ries have 
60, 70, 
Ve therelore, lit 
ler their 


itne 


fo) 


1 
TISKS 


| 


| 


¢ 


I am convinced 


ntingent reserve. 
low employment 
om the tax on 
may be the rate. 
your attention 
some of my col- 
and Means Com- 
a comparison, between the 
insurance of our great 
contingent 


old-age in 


no matter \ 
to direct to 
because 


reserves 
companie 
under Fede 


and a 
ral ur- 
» is this difference: When en in- 
e company writes insurance 
contract it does but one thing. It prom- 
ises to pay back the number of dollars 
mentioned in the insurance policy to the 
insured. It has no obligation whatso- 
the insured with reference to 
what kind of a dollar it does pay back— 
hether that dollar will buy 1 bushel of 
as it does today or will only buy 
of corn 10 years hence. As long 
as it is a soundly run insurance company 
it meets its cbligation by returning legal 
dollar 

When we enter into a contributory in- 
system, such as set up under 
social security, we have a double obliga- 
tion to the beneficiaries. Under the pres- 
ent law they, like the insured under an 
ordinary insurance policy, will receive 
a number of dollars of benefits, but we 
must go further, we the Congress, and 
we must see that those dollars are either 
kept stable so that they will at all times 
buy the same quantity of goods or we 
must be prepared to change the benefit 
to compensate for any decline in the 
purchasing power of the dollar. 

Hence I am not so sure that any re- 
fund we may set up today would be 
adequate. I do know that over the years 
the actuarial accountants have made es- 
timates up to the year 2000. Who can 
tell what will happen in the year 2000? 

NV} ill happen 10 years 
It was only in 1939 that Mem- 

this House and the other body 
ered and amended the act. We 

the difference in prices and the 

he dollar today as compared 

ago when its gold content 

ced. How do we Know what 

the price level after terrible 

r, With the rise in wages, the increased 

sand so forih? Will the benefit pay- 
ents remain the same. No. They will 
» changed and brought up to the 
f future values. 


LULU 
So in speaking 
o 


an 


ever to 


surance 


serve 


.y 1] s*}+ u 
‘an teil What W 


level 


I here today and in 
speaking in favor of this freezing of the 
tax at 1 percent for another year, I do 
not think it will in any way harm the 
system, nor do I think we are doing any- 
thing but upholding the best principles 
of social security. Even if the people 
covered are fully employed and capable 
of paying, it is unwise to take that extra 
1 percent until we know a little bit more 


DECEMBER 5 


vel of values is going 


about what the I g 
transition period 


be after the 
peace. 

From the arguments 
various speakers, it is evident 
present fund is adequate, m 
times adequate to pay any possible ¢ 
there may be for benefit payment 
when peace has come, and we may 
forward to what is ahead of us, then ws 
can set our tax rates and decide what 
should be the reserve fund for a fo) 
able period. I think then we will ha 
more honest and a sounder system of 
social security for old-age retirement and 
benefits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The t 

‘ntleman from Illinois has expired 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I yiel 
the gentleman an additional 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEWEY. I yield to the gentlema) 
from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Is this not an 
additional distinction between this sort 
of insurance and insurance by a private 
company, that a private insurance com- 
pany is not permitted to invest in its own 
obligations? What is happening her: 
is that the Government is investing in 
its own obligations, and therefore the re- 
serve is illusory, because the only securit; 
behind the Government promise to pay 
is the solvency of the Government itself, 
wholly aside from the particular specific 
obligations that are placed in this so- 
called reserve. 

Mr. DEWEY. I think the gentleman 
has made a very important point Not 
only is what the gentleman has stated 
true as to the policy of the private com- 
pany, but politics might enter into the 
use of Federal reserves. It has been 
known that there have been raids on 
swollen Federal funds, and that may oc- 
cur again. 

Mr. LYNCH 
gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEWEY. 
from New York. 

Mr. LYNCH. What higher 
could there be than the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? 

Mr. DEWEY. None whatsoever: the 
gentleman is perfectly correct. Yet the 
dollars represented by those bonds ar‘ 
subject to the will of political bodies, and 
this is a political Government. Further, 
those who set up the restrves might de- 
cide possibly to use what they may con- 
Sider excessive reserves for other pur- 


bac K t J 
made 


reserve 


ime of the 


nNiniit 
minute 


Mr. Chairma: 


Mr. Chairman, will the 
I yield to the gentleman 


security 


poses. 

Mr. LYNCH. Despite all politics, ha 
there ever been any default on Unite 
States Government bonds? 

Mr. DEWEY. There has never been a 
default on United States bonds and I 
hope and pray that there never will be 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Is not th 
promise of the United States Govern- 
ment to pay a legal and binding contract 
just as valuable as a Government bond? 

Mr. DEWEY. Of course it is. The 
Government bond, or the contract made 

ut it might be that if we should build 
up reserves running, as has been men- 
tioned in the testimony, as high as $50.- 
000,000,000, now deemed necessary to 
meet beneficial payments 75 years hence, 













rice them later on 
CHAIRMAN The time of the 
eman from Illinois has again ex- 


Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina 
ir. Chairman, I vield 10 minutes to the 
ntleman from Georgia |Mr. Camp 
Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I deeply 
et that I find myself at variance with 
majority of the able ntlemen on the 
Ways and Means Committee and that I 
not concur in their recommendation 
this bill pass. 
like most of us, have had a very large 
mber of telegrams, letters, and tele- 
ne calls from my constituency urging 
to vote to freeze the present rate of 
1 percent on the employer and 1 percent 
n the employee as the premium to be 
lected for the old-age and survivors 
nsurance as provided under the Social 
Security Act. I have talked to many 
ywners of small businesses, retail mer- 
ints, automobile garages, and other 
inesses that employ a small number 
men, and I realize that the amount 
lected from them is a burden on them 
especially at this time when taxes of 
every kind are at such a high 1 
Then, too, these smaller businessmen 
e not embraced within the provisions 
f this act, and that upon reaching the 
of 65 they will not draw any annuity 
their employees will although they 
bably will needit asmuchormore. I 
h that the present premium rate of 
2 percent was sufficient to pay for the 
nnuities guaranteed under the act, and 
no Member of this Hou would derive 
more genuine satisfaction from a vote to 
freeze this rate than I would. However, 
er giving this subject the most careful 
yucht and study of which Iam capable, 
I have reached the conclusion from the 
timony of expert insurance actuaries 
d men experienced in the administra- 
tion of this act that a premium of 2 per- 
nt will not cover the cost of the benefits 
ranteed to these workers under the 
Social Security Act and that even a rate 
of 4 percent will be insuficient. 
All of us who have had any experience 
1 life insurance know that the cost 
insurance can be figured and is figured 





ft 


mathematically correct by actuaries, who 
e their computations upon the Amer- 
n experience table which is worked 
out from the data obtained each decen- 
im from our census. We all Know 
t these accountants and actuaries 
e been so successful in figuring th 
costs that the American life-insurar 
companies are the marvel of the b - 
ness world and art ronger than any 
er like companies in all the world. I 
lieve that th cost of this « l-age and 
irvivors insuran¢ uld be borne by 
the employer and employee and that 
fficient premiums should be collected 


to meet any and all pay- 

guaranteed under the law to these 
ficiaries. If sufficient premiums are 
not collected and the fund at some future 
date is not sufficient to meet the demands 
upon it by those legally entitled to re- 


ceive annuities and payments, then, of 
} } is 


S we go alon 
m nrc 
bene 


rse, under the amendment which wa 
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n ns ft vnen = tne peak - 3 
re 1ed b née ited b I 

ries to b Ou 196€ 
children and ou nd ( will 1 
De ixed to make up > aell 

nall I have reac it - 

sion that we have alré y | d d 
passed on to our posterity sufficient pub- 
lic debt. They will do well to pay the 
taxes to take care of our dis ed veter- 
ans of this tremendot nd vast war in 
which we are engaged, and to pay that 


part of the war which we do not pay ; 
we go along. I shudder to think of the 


load that Ve I ive aire piacea ul! n 
tne oulders ¢ our comi! ! 

and regardless of the clamor that is be- 
ing made at this time for the freezing of 
these insurance premiun my con- 


c . . 1? + \ 
science Wlil not f{ 


posterity any part of the cost of this vast 


insurance system, 





In the beginning of these ren I 
stated I have received a large n er of 
telegrams, letters, and phoné calls from 


my constituency Ki that lese pre- 
mium rates be frozen at the present 
rate During the rece 
these businessmen to personally 


1 tl d t au n: do 1 
think the general tax} € shi 1 } 
anything into tl fun W X- 
ception ¢€ rv or oi t Du ) 
answ 1, “No; I think t pre ! 
should be ¢ ected from the worker j 
his employer and if the p nt 1 
in lncient to pay the < ol eit 


trates my point better than any a l- 
ment I can give. 

We will take the case of a young man 
beginning work at the age of 20 and re- 
ceiving a salary of $250 per montl At 
the present rate of 1 percent, he would 
pay into this fund $30 each year and hi 
employer would pay a like amount, Mak- 


ing a total of $60 per year. 
tinued in employment without diminu- 
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am op- 
the 


the 


ri country 
the benefits cannot be 

at I than 6 percent, and all 
agree on a minimum of 4 
When payments to benefici- 
ed income, then the meager 
1aAr will either be fur- 

, or the Congress must make 
ficit by appropriation. ‘That 
»end of the social security as a 


right, and the beginning of a 


le now 


national income 
the hist 


today is the 
‘ ory of the country 
and ou iat income, industry and 
employees should now make adequate 
provision for the old age of employees, 
and not put that burden on the 11,000,000 
men and women who today are in the 
armed forces of the United States, but 
who will be the taxpayers 10 years hence, 
That is cactly what we will be doing— 
we will putting the burden that should 
be carried today by industry and em- 
ployee ho will be the tax- 
payers 10 years hence, if we maintain 
tl rate ercent. 

It has been stated that we should study 
this ma r further; th ve do not know 
the r facts about the ise. If we do 
not know th il cts about the 
why t 


upon those w 


he law as it 
hat it is wrong 
ake of 
it because a 
I other Con- 
law wilt further 
definitely, as I said 
rity has 
benefits 


hout 


1aintained at le 
; the Government 
tion to make up the deficit. 
heory of social security has been 
n an annuity a matter of 
by the needs test. Yet as 
ve get into a position where the 
rovernment must make an appropria- 
tion to make up the deficit, you can rest 
assured that the needs test will be put 
into effect, because certainly a poor man 
is not going to pay a tax, if he can help 
it, in order that a man more wealthy 
than he may get some benefits from the 
soc_al security, 


The 


ventlen 
Cl1vieill 


CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
un from New York has expired. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
would the gentleman like a little more 


time ? 


Mr. LYNCH. 


1 4 


One minute would be 
KNUTSON. Mr. 
2 minutes to the 


x ¢ 


ey 


LYNCH. I thank the gentle 
Minnesota. 
Chairman, when this 
ogram was put into effect 
a 


if they could 


pl 


ren , fy 
premiums firs 
r 


ercent afte 3 Yé 
til 1848, when the rate was 
d to be 3 percent upon employee 
Yr. the fund would be self- 
that with the income that 
> derived from taxes and the in- 
the reserves there would be 
te funds to pay the benefits that 
Those benefits were 
proinised by the United States Govern- 
ment as a matter of law and it was in- 
tended that those who were to receive 
those benefits shculd receive them be- 
cause they had paid into the fund sufii- 
cient to obtain an annuity for the years 
that were to come. It was never in- 
tended that they should be the recipi- 
ents of a dole, and I doubt very much 
whether the American people want a 
dole. I believe they are firmly sold on 
the idea that they want a self-sustain- 
ing social-security fund that will pay 
back to them in their old age an annuity 
based upon the amount they themselves 
have contributed or which has been con- 
tributed in their behalf. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
vieid 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
sas [Mr. CARLSON] 
. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Chair- 
I think the debate here this after- 
yn and the hearings before our com- 
should convince any and every 
nber of this House that this matter 
further study. Very able argu- 
have been presented by both the 
and the opponents of this 
r bill. I for one—and I believe 
k for every Member here—wan 
und social-security prcgram; 
re are some things I believ 
ld | lied. 
been a little amazed today to 
» that everyone who seems to speak 
icreasing the rate say they are doing 
nefit the laboring people. I won- 
der about that. I was interested to note 
that not a representative of the C. I. O. 
a] ed before our committee, not a 
repl ntative of the A. F. of L., not a 
representative of the United Mine Work- 
ers appeared before our committee and 
asked that this bill be defeated or that 
the freeze be not granted. Only one 
representative of labor appeared, a rep- 
resentative of the Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, and their organization is 
not covered under this program; they 
have their own, the one set up by the 
Railroad Retirement Act. I wish to call 
the attention of these folks who are al- 
ways coming to the defense of labor to 
the fact that the situation this year is 


> 


were promised. 


DECEMBER 5 


different than it was in 1935 and 1939 
When these rates were adopted in 1939 
for instance, I think I can safely 
that not a single one of these folks w! 
are paying social-security taxes today 
paid a Federal income tax. How can 
say that? In 1940 only 3,000,000 peop! 
paid personal income taxes in the Unit: 
States, and today there are 50,000,001 
personal income-tax payers, and the 

est rate they pay, each and every on 
them, is 23 percent. Yet you I 
double the curity tax on the) 
I hope the Members will think about t} 

a little. Let us take the employee wl 
makes $1,680 a year,$140 amonth. H 
much tax is he paying to the Fed 
Government today? He is paying $337.- 
$0. I contend that is a real tax burd 
He is paying $16.80 social-security t 
yet you today want to make it $33.69 
We seem to speak here today as thou 
we were going to double the tax wit 
scarcely any burden on the employs 
the employer. Coming from my distri 
I certainly should be the last one to o} 
pose it, but I believe in all fairness to t 
working people of this country somebod) 
ought to take the floor here this after- 
noon and talk about the burden th 
people are carrying, 

It may be that some of you folks thin! 
a withholding of $330 on an individu 
with an income of $1,680 is not much of ; 
tax. It may be that the doubling of th 
tax does not amount to much. But I 
contend these folks are having a ve) 
difficult time, especially the millions of 
white-collar workers of this Nation. anc 
I am not going to let this go throu 
without speaking a word for them. 

I was interested to learn since I cam 
on the floor this afternoon, and this wi 
appear in tomorrow’s ReEcorp, that 
employer in Iowa, with a small fact 
presented two petitions to his employer 
He put it where they could sign it wh 
they went in and came out of the fact 
He asked them to sign whether thi 
favored an increase in the social-securit 
tax or they favored freezing the rat 
An analysis of this expression of opini 
will be in the Recorp tomorrow. 

how many 
crease the 


i} le «¢ ] 1 ah 1 +) 
tO tNINK @ littie about thi 


social-s 


} 


n there is another angle. 
iss it from the farm stand 

because I represent a farming distri 
It was stated by Dr. Altmeyer that 
000,000 people are paying into thi 
every day and that 12,000,000 of then 
people who left the farms and wer 
war work. Millions of 1 
back to the farms 
are going ba uncovered pl 
and they are not going to get 1 
benefit unless they later get back 
covered employment. Now, you 
men want to doubie the tax 
people. 

The hearings on the pending la 
the debate in the House this aftern 
emphasize the confused thinking th 
is prevalent over the various aspects ol 
social security. 

The country needs a clarification of 
the various ideas presented by pro- 


ck to 
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ss and the country a thor- 
nd r I t ly I ct r 
years of experience with - 
ty should develop trends that r 
idy. We should re Xamine our ¢ 
l-security program. t should no 
e possible to secure information on: 
First. The cost of social security. 
Second. The true significance of th 
erve fund. 
Third. The distinction between insur- 
nce and the relief of need 
It is my contention that the present 
al-security program is so unfair to 
nillions of our people that it cannot hon- 
y be called national in scope. Yet 
llions of people must pay d‘rectly and 


lirectly for a social security which 
ted in coverage. 

Years ago the battle cry was, “No taxa- 

n without representation.” mod 

ion might well be, “Taxation 

thout benefi 


rn Ve} 





In addition to this group, we have mil- 

is who contribute indirectly to t 
nd through increased cost of commodi- 
they purchase. These people cannot 
efit from the program we are consid- 
ytoday. Shall we double the tax on 

9) 

We need to analyze the social-security 
program from the standpoint of accrued 
bility. All actuaries which have )- 
red before our commi eem agreed 


that at point in the future 


hen 


some 


the 


efits will exceed the incomé There 
no unanimity as to when this will 
“ur. 

In 1939, when Congress changed the 


basic policy of individual concept to 

roup or family concept, it practically 
troyed the original program. F 
people realized what happened at the 
time, and many do not understand the 
change as yet. It is for this further 
reason that I believe we must make a 
thorough study. 

The freezing of the present rate for 
another year will in no way affect social 
security payments to those who are re- 
ceiving benefits under title 1, or the old- 
age assistance section. These payments 
are made through grants-in-aid by the 
Federal Government in cooperation with 
the States. At the present time this 
amounts to about $700,000,000 annually. 

The freezing of the rates under the 
pending bill will in no way change the 
payments or benefits under title 1 or the 
old-age and survivors insurance section. 
This fund has a reserve of about $6,000,- 
000,000, ana in 1944 increased one and 
one-quarter billion dollars at the 1-per- 
cent rate. 

When Congress overhauled the Social 
Act, and adopted a re’ d fi- 
lan, it was estimated the re- 
e, with a 2-percent rate for 1943 and 
244, the fund would be $3,122,000,000. 
It has now reached $6,000,000,000 at the 
l-percent rate. 


Qs 


‘ ul ity 


Y 
£ikiiLial pi 


The war and unexpended revenues, 
plus a conservative estimate in the first 
place, were responsible for this. In fact 
if Congress collected no social-security 


taxes for the years 1945, 1946, 1947, and 
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I spoke and voted, } vid t} b - 
ning January 1, 1945, the 
their emp I tax of 4 per- 
cent, 2 percent « for the empl 
and 2 per< t for the em} ees, to! l- 
tain the Federal insuranc r the em- 
I S as provided in ac I 
present X, collected irom th I 
and employe is 2 percent, 1 pe n 
paid by the employer and the other 1 
percent by the employe 

H. R. 5564 re us f nsideration 
do one t } nd one t n only nd 
that mends the € 1s ! Act 
and é s and ) ! he | I 
tax at 2 perce for t f l year 1945 
This bill does not ine1 e or decr f 
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provided for the em- 


ployees as set forth in the Social Secu- 


rity Act. This bill does not amend the 
Social Security Act in any particular, ex- 


cept, and only, that it continues the pres- 


ent tax rate at 2 percent, one-half to be 
borne by the employers and one-half by 


the employees, as provided in said act 
The one, and only, important question tc 
be determined is, Will this 2 perc 
be sufficient to provide a reserve that wi 
fully protect the employees under said 
Social Security Act. There is no good 
reason why the tax should be incre d 
from 2 to 4 percent at his time. This 
increase would double the tax. It would 
nean a hundred percent increase. The 
Ways and Means Committee that initi- 
ated this legislation in 1935 and has had 
of it ever since decided that this 
increase Was not necessary, and by a vote 
of 17 to 7 favorably reported tis bill to 
hold the tax at its present level, 2 percent, 
for the year of 1945. Not only an over- 
whelming majority of the committee 
voted in favor of this bill but a majority 
of the Democrats, including the 
chairman and all of 
voted favorably. Knowing the chairman 
e 16 other members of the com- 
who voted with him and their 
est in social-security legislation, I 
am led to believe that there is no good 
reason why we should double this tax on 
the workers as well as the employers for 
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h uture be paid in 
create and maintain a 
fund to be paid out to the 
their claims to part of 
All of the taxes 
ave been paid by the workers and 
the employers into this trust fund up to 
this time and including the $6,000,000,- 
000 of reserve have been from day to day 
transferred to the general fund in the 
Treasury and in the place of the tax 
money is placed the I O U of the 
Federal Governmen and the money 
paid out of these funds has not been 
limited to the beneficiaries, but it is ex- 
pended by the administration for al- 
most every and any activities of the 
Federal G rnment. This social-secu- 
rity tax money May be spent, and part 
of it subt, has been expended for a 
lot of the boondoggling projects of the 
Government, and other parts of it have 
been squandered and wasted. It is han- 
dled t! same as Other tax money paid 
into tl ury. 
that 
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This surplus reserve fund is already 8 
to 12 times as much as the estimated 
outlay for benefits to the workers for any 
1 year for the next 5 years, when Secre- 
tary Morgenthau stated that this reserve 
should not amount to more than 3 times 
the highest prospective annual benefits 
in any one of the ensuing years. The 

ial Security Board and the adminis- 
tion now urge that this tax must be 
ed. We cannot give too much 

‘ight to their prediction. They told 
the Congress some years ago that under 
the tax as provided in the act we would 
have a reserve or trust fund of $3,000,- 
600,000 at the end of 1944, when, as a 
matter of fact, we have $6,000,000,000 in 
this reserve or trust fund. They also 
predicted that in 1944 we would be pay- 
ing out approximately $667,000,000, when 

a matter of fact in this year of 1944 we 
will pay out in benefits less than $200,- 
000,000. This Board was 100 percent 
wrong in estimating the reserve or trust 
fund that would be on hand in 1944 and 
267 percent wrong in estimating the 
amount of benefits that would be paid 
out in 1944, 

There is quite a difference of opinion 
on a number of these important matters. 
We are told by the Ways and Means 
Committee that by unanimous vote they 
agreed at an early date in the Seventy- 
ninth Congress to launch a thorough 
and searching investigation of this whole 
subject. Some persons talk as if today 
is the last day that this or any Congress 
will ever meet. The reople have already 
elected the Seventy-ninth Congress and 
will elect other Congresses. We have 
amended the Social Security Act hereto- 
fore and as the years come and go it will 
likely be amended in other respects that 
will be necessary and helpful. I have no 
doubt but what the Congress will watch 
this reserve or trust fund carefully so 
that so far as it is practicable under the 
present administration the rights of the 
beneficiaries under this legislation will 
be fully protected. I have no doubt but 
what it is protected today so far as the 
amount of money that has been paid in 
and no harm can come to this reserve 
fund during this investigation in 1945. 
If this reserve fund is weakened, it will 
be due to the improvident spending and 
wasting of the present administration. 

It is generally <dmitted that our na- 
tional debt will be three hundred billion 
or more at the end of the war. Only a 
few years ago the number of income tax- 
payers was less than 3,000,000. Today 
they number 50.600.000 or more. With 
the 20 percent withholding tax and the 
many concealed Federal taxes the work- 
ers of the Nation as well as the em- 
jloyers are carrying a heavy load. This 
oad should not be increased unless it is 

learly necessary. Firmly believing that 
t is unnecessary to increase this tax 100 
yercent to the workers as well as to the 
mployers, I feel constrained to cast my 

ote in favor of the bill to hold the tax 
for the vear of 1945. If this 
and searching investigation 
10uld disclose the necessity for an in- 
ise in this tax in order to preserve the 
its and benefits of workers under this 
islation, I shail be very glad to support 
such increase as may be necessary, 
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Mr. MILLS. My). Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsy]l- 
vania (Mr. EBERHARTER]. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
to me, the main issue is whether or n 
we want to continue the policy that was 
decided upon in 1935 and again in 1939 
when we established this Social Security 
System based on a contributory basis: in 
other words, it is not this aftern 
merely a question of fixing the rate of 
taxation for the year 1945 on both the 
employer and the employee, it is a ques- 
tion of whether we want to get away from 
the policy of operating the Social Secu- 
rity System on a full reserve basis and 
not on a contingent reserve basis, or « 

a basis of annual subsidy out of gene 
taxation. 

I call your attention to the fact th 
we have in operation now four or five 
surance systems by the Government. 
have a national insurance system 
veterans of World War No. 2. We hav: 
Government life-insurance system f 
veterans of World War No. 1. We have 
civil-service retirement fund, we have t 
Foreign Service life-insurance fund, an 
several others. In all of those funds | 
are operating on the basis of a full and 
adequate reserve, and that is the poli 
this Congress decided on in 1935 and 
1939 with respect to the Social Securit; 
System. If we today do as we did la 
year, we are going to be getting away 
from the adequate-reserve, full-reserv: 
principle. 

They say that the reserve now is suf- 
ficient. There has not been a single bit 
of testimony before this committee by 
any actuary and there has not been 
single actuary who has either publicly o1 
privately stated that a tax of 1 percent 
is sufficient to carry the annual cost. We 
must remember that we have been work- 
ing under abnormal conditions in this 
country since 1940. Naturally the reserve 
will be somewhat larger than we con- 
templated it would be 3 or 4 years ago. 
But when the actual cash reserve is 
greater at this time, it also means that 
we have increased our liability by just 
so much, because millions of persons have 
become entitled to receive benefits; in 
other words, the Government promises 
these people that when it taxes them they 
will receive certain benefits in the future. 

It is well known by everybody familiar 
with insurance that the initial costs of 
any system are low and that the ulti- 
mate costs are quite high. We are only 
in the initial stages of the operation of 
this Social Security System. It has been 
said that the ultimate cost may run as 
high as fifteen or twenty times what the 
early costs are. Every actuary who sub- 
mitted any figures whatever did not deny 
the fact that it would at least take a 
4-percent tax. We already know that 
much, anyhow. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. Is the gentleman satis- 
fied that the present rate of annuity pay- 
ments and benefit payments under title 
II is sufficient? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I certainly am 
not satisfied that it is sufficient. The 
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contingent reserve may be Sufficient for 
6. 7. 8. or even 10 years, but it certainly 
not sufficient for the future, when the 


( will be high. Az it was testified, the 


cost will ultimately be perhaps 15 or 20 
nes as much, 

Mr. KEEFE. The gentleman did not 
geet my question. My question is, Is the 
gentleman satisfied that the annuity pay- 
ments provided under the social-security 
law today and the survivors’ and benefit 
payments provided under the law are 
ample and sufficient, or is the gentleman 
of the opinion that the Congress will be 
called upon within a short time to raise 
the amount of these benefits? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. It may be possi- 
ble that we will be asked to, but we are 
basing our figures and our decision today 
on the benefits that are already prom- 
ised under the present law and not tak- 
ing into consideration the extension or 
broadening of the benefits. 

There is no time better than the pres- 
ent to create an adequate reserve. Isub- 
mit it would not be a hardship on either 
the employer, nor on the employee. Just 
remember that the employer is allowed 
to deduct as a business expense what- 
ever amount he pays to the Government 
in pay-roll taxes to the Social Security 
Board. Furthermore, it is estimated 
that the value of this insurance to an 
employee is on the average from $3,000 
to $10.000, and for some families, valued 
at $15,000. This is the time to strengthen 
the social-security srstem instead of 
weakening it, and I submit in conclusion, 
Mr. Chairman, that those who believe in 
a strong social-security system operated 
on a sound basis will vote against this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania IMr, 
SIMPSON 

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I think that anyone who 
thinks about social security and the 
question of the reserve must recognize 
hat we are worrying about a situation 
hich may arise some 40 or 50 years 
rom now, in 1990 or the year 2000. It 
s probable that it will approach that 
date before, on the basis of the present 
tax payment and the tax payment we all 
agree must be made by way of increases, 
following the examination into the 
matter by the Committee on Ways 
and Means, there will be occasion to 
worry about the reserve. We forget, 
however, that between this year and that 
distant year many Congresses. will 
change this law, year after year, increas- 
ing the benefits and coverage, for 
pointed out but a moment ago, it 
doubted that the payments being re- 
ceived by many today are far less than 
necessary to properly maintain one’s 
livelihood. So, I think as we are in the 
war, and as we face the reconversicn 
period in this country, we can, with en- 
tire safety, consider the facts as we find 
them today and determine on the sit- 
uation today—whether we cannot with 
safety delay this increase next year. It 
is unquestioned but that there 
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ALS( the lact ti imposition 


today by the Vs and regulation 
Government which prohibit incre: 
their pay. I refer to the 
worker, the man who i 
others, pinched between the rising « 





of living and the limitation which h 
been placed upon his chances for 
pay increases whatever. Though hi 
employer wants to increase his pay, hs 
dare not do so. It is the man who 

today living at just about the margin 
between income and outgo who crnn 

afford to pay the additional 1 percent 
The proposed increase to him is not a 
trivial one—it is a serious matter. I 
think that until the period of reconver- 
sion is over we should delay this in- 
crease on this tax 

Then I am thinking too, of the return- 
ing soldier, the man who upon his return 
to this country, will, I believe, solve the 
question of reemployment of his com- 
rades of today. As we think of reem- 
ployment in the post-war years, of th 
returning soldier, we all too often forget 
that there are some millions who will 
become the employers of that day The 
man who returns from the Army an 
becomes an employer by opening a small 
store or gasoline station, who hires one 
or two of his comrades, will in my opin- 
ion, take up a large part of those w 
would otherwise be unemployed. But 
when that returning soldier considers the 
question of whether he shall become an 
employer in that future day, he is all tox 
apt to consider the tax burden which 
would be placed upon him as an em- 
ployer as being too great, and he might 
take the course of least resistance and 
simply not provide the jobs for his com- 
raaes. 

So I think that inasmuch as the re- 
serve fund is today ample to take cal 
of any possible contingency which m 
arise within the coming 10 years, without 
any increase in tax, we would be fooli 
in this day, to impose a further burden 
upon the small businessman, the em- 
ployer of today. 

Five hundred thousand small busi- 
nesses have closed their doors in recent 
years. They could not make end 
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or Government l I it 

to shut down. ill they reopen 

the war, or is their pla to be t i 
permanently in our econ 

the lai employer? 

Only as we 1 n the burden of fix 
charges on the small | n « 
we insure his succe in the competi 
business world, and only as he succes 


can there be reemployment of all re- 
turned soldiers. 

Until there is proof of the need for in- 
creased social-security tax collections t 
meet the fund’s obligations we only hin- 
der and delay peacetime en 
the collection of unnecessaz Xes, 

We must not forget that this tax is an 
“income tax.” It comes from the income 
of every covered worker, and is tak 
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I al with some 
figures for a little while. Dr. 
Lutz, of Princeton, a well-known 
nected authority, at the instance 
lax Foundation estimates that in 
will have 2,498,000 people in the 

, With receipts of $2,306,000,000 
rand expenditures of $268,000,000. 
calculates that in 1969 there 
6,500,000 people in the System, 
annual receipts of $3,600,000,000 
xpenditures of $1,716,000,000. 
‘t, and they 
source, is there 
until a 
He calculates 
have 11,900,000 
with receipts of 
54.077.000, 000 per year and expenditures 
$3,435,.000.000 a year. And yet a re- 
Member of this House today 
statement that the fund now 

a deficit of four and one-half bil- 
Why, if everybody in the Social- 
security System should die today, there 
wceculd, of course, be a deficit. Likewise if 
ery insured person in a private insur- 

> company died the insurance com- 
would be in a bad fix; but why 

it mare’s-nest when we know 

of that kind is going to happen? 

ise assertions are not argument, 


. lation: 
peculation 


reliable 

to raise these rates 

tudy is made? 

iat in 1980 we hall 
ecvle in the System 
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Sponslbpi¢ 


is made in the Lutz re- 
as very seriously 


ve to 

ate without 

ind employers will pay in 
37,836,000,000 more by 1980 than the 


ve after meeting the ad- 


so enormous a 
quoted from an authority 
might designate is a private 
Let me tell what Mr. 
said on this subject. Here it 
rings; 


fund? 


you 


idea 


be during 


ve us some 


$35,000,000,- 


reserve probably 
is $35,000,000,000, 


f 20 years if the 


» rates 


do not freeze 

it let 1t rise to 2 per- 
percent in 1946, 1947, 

‘rcent in 1949, and 

nefits, at the end of 20 

to Dr. Altmeyer there 

1et of $35,000,000,000 in the 
it amounts to thirty- 
billions. Do you 
»>afund? The advocates 
lefinite 


that size have one 
in mind, the raising of the 
Do not deceive yourselves on 
t: that is the objective, the 
benefit That is for future 
to determine. It may be 
may be wrong; it may be prac- 
l or it may be impractical when the 
1e comes. We could safely say today 
that if the Ways and Means Committee 
did not in good faith intend to pursue a 
study of this subject, we could go blindly 
ahead and let the rates become accel- 
erated. But the history of that commit- 
tee does not justify such assumption. 
The only landmark we have now is that 
Secretary Morgenthau said the fund 
ought to be three times an average 5- 
vear-cost of benefits. That is the only 
landmark we have now, and it is time 
to take stock of how things stand at pres- 
ent and what to expect in the future 
So the study by the committee is the 
answel 
Gentlemen who had apparently never 
read the Social Security Act have made 
the assertion that all the new war work- 
ers who had come into the system and 
paid in benefits, paid in taxes for say a 
year or a year and a half, that all down 
through eternity they and their posterity 
would be entitled to that money back 
with interest. Not so. To be perma- 
nently entitled to a share in the insur- 
ance under this system you have to work 
for 10 years; you must have a backlog 
of 40 quarters of covered employment. If 
you work 5 years in covered employment 
and then never return to the system, the 
taxes you paid into this fund are gone 
forever; you never get them back, nor 
do your survivors get them back. 
Mr. KNUTSON. That is 65 years of 


ays 


Mr. DISNEY. I have tried to be very 
careful about the statement I am now 
going to make. I shall read it. This I 
prepared after communication with the 
social-security organization and _ it 
seems to me this is definite and perti- 
nent. There are millions of dollars in 
this fund that will remain there to the 
benefit of the other taxpayers coming 
from those who go back to the farm, back 
to housework, back to uncovered em- 
ployment. 

If the worker has been employed in 
covered employment for 40 quarters, he 
has a permanent insurance status. If 
the worker leaves covered employment 
for a period greater than he spent in 
covered employment he loses his insur- 
ance status unless he has worked for 40 
quarters. Recurring to my statement, if 
he works for 5 years and drops out, all 
he put into the fund belongs to the fund 
and the other people in the fund. He is 
out and his heirs and survivors are, for- 
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ever. However, if this worker returns to | must work from when he is 20 years old 
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| covered employment, and this is 


well safegua r ii lis insu 
ance status provided he works for a 
period equal to half the number of 
quarters previously spent in covered em- 
ployment. In other words, the question 
whether an individual at any given tims 
has an insurance status is a question of 
whether the time spent in covered em- 
ployment equals or exceeds the tim 
spent in uncovered employment, 

If he works 40 quarters in a covered 
employment he has an insurance stati 
for full benefits; however, if his employ- 
ment is intermittent, even though 
keeps his insurance status, his benef 
are measurable by his actual covered em- 
ployment. His average monthly earn- 
ings are the basis upon which his insur- 
ance benefits are computed and he ha 
got to work at least half the time. H« 
cannot come in once a year and work a 
quarter and still stay in the system. He 
has to devote at least half his time to 
covered employment. After the worke! 
has acquired 40 quarters of covered em- 
ployment, he has a permanent insured 
basis to the extent that he need not work 
further in covered employment, but still 
his benefits would accrue to him. If hi 
reaches 65 years of age and desires to 
work in some other covered employment, 
he can work at that other employment 
provided it does not exceed his benefits. 
If his job pays him less than the benefit 
he is entitled to keep his job; also to 
draw the benefits. If he has a job that 
pays more than the benefits he is not 
entitled to have the benefits accrue to 
him. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. 
man yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Say that a man 
works 5 years, then dies; what happen 
to the money he pays in; does that accrus 
to him then? 

Mr. DISNEY. To his heirs. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Not il 
he dies at the end of the 5 years while he 
is still working on covered employment, 

Mr. DISNEY. That is right. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. If a 
man is receiving this retirement annuity 
and earns over $14.99 in any 1 month, 
he loses his annuity status? 

Mr. DISNEY. Statedin general terms, 
yes; that is correct. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. He loses 
it for that period, but he does not lose it 
permanently. 

Mr, DISNEY. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
yield? 

Mr. DISNEY, 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. We are talking about 
these benefits. Is this not the fact: Un- 
der the present law in order for a man 
to get the full maximum of $85 a month, 
which is the maximum sum, he must 
commence when he is 21 years of age, 
he must earn at least $3,000 a year, he 
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Will the gentleman 
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} s 65 years old in order for him 
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The 
tax bill last year 
this practically mandatory upon 
Committee on Ways and Means to 
k toward a revision of the Social Se- 


tee on Ways and Means 
proviso attached to the 


One further suggestion, and then I 


and, both party plat- 


> 
nl 
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very earnest and feverish 
( t for votes this year require that the 
C ss, as Representatives of the 
people, shall place farm help and do- 


mestic help in the 
probably social 
luded. 


covered statu 
ized medicine 
In every law there is 
ry place where you have 
ny men at 17 years of age al 
I le of voting as men 
arbitrary status for suffrage, 
so in many, meny other laws arbi- 
trary standards are set. In this we stop- 
ped at the origin of the Social Secu 
System, at the threshold of farm help 
help. Think well before 
you fly into the patience of the agrarian 
element of this Nation by reaching into 
the farmer and re- 
support farm help in 
] r years. Consider seriously the im- 
plications of an extension to domestic 
help. Go slow on socialized medicine. 
At some place you have to stop. 

I see no good in a nation, in a nation 





heen the 
en tne 


ritv 


and agomestic 


a 
the pocketbook of 
fuiring him to 


already distraught with domestic diffi- 
culties, by choking tedious and burden- 


ine things down upon the throats of the 
American people. The benefits do not 
justify it, and the trouble, and the diffi- 
uty, and the annoyance of providing 

‘ial Security to farm help and domes- 
c servants are a Pandora’s box of prob- 
ems, not in the long run, conducive to 
the personal or political contentment of 
the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
itleman from Oklahoma has expired. 
time has expired. 

rhe Clerk will read the bill for amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as fol 

Be it enacted, etc., That 
(2 (3), and (4) of se 


NC 


+ 


1 Insurance Contributio1 Act (secti 
1400 of the Internal Revenu ( relating 
to the rate of tax on employees) are amended 


ad as foll 


OWS: 
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into effect. My reason for offering tl 


amendment is partially because it is t 











only way I know of to say some of tl 
things I h been wantin n 
to say here this afternoon 
nize the pr t 
ys and Mea 
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thev consumed. | 
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minori repc poi! j 
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study of th hole Social Security S 
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provement. 
I do not personally believe t pe 
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for a short period of time l 
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a Wa! 


entlemen goit 


bond 


rtain amount ot! °c: 


John Jone name 

down here ¢ he Tres 
h John 
redeemed? No; 
not. You are going to pledge 
redit of the United States and make 
good on that bond when it becomes due. 
And the United States 
oing to be good then. It is 
ame proposition with reference to the 
ial exactly the 


credit of the 
exactly the 
social-security obligation 
ame 

The CHAIRMAN The 
gentleman has expired 

M1 VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 4 additional minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman 
California 

There wa 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very 
the Committee for this 
The credit of the Unit 
the obligations that are accumulating 
under Social Security and the bond 
that are deposited to the credit of the 
old-age insurance trust fund are Just as 
any bond this country 
And that means they are good and 

ng to be paid. Now, it is ar 

kes no difference \ 


erve or not Let 


time of the 


to irom 


no objection 


much obliged to 
additional time 


ed States is behind 


sood issues. 


are 
ued that 


defeated, or if my amendmen 
adopted, that you would accumulate $4,- 
000,000,000 of additional reserve. I do 
know that figure is 


would be $4,- 


whether 01 


nean \V \ 

t $4,000.000.000 we 
interest on that 
we would be, at 

ne, supplying money to pay 
pension obligation we have 

Now, if we do not in- 
erve, what iation would 


ne re 
we have That would mean that we 
more money now 


hy, , 
h cil 


would have to borrow 
from banks, insurance companies or any 
other place we could get it and then we 
will have to pay interest on that portion 
of the debt, and will also have to raise 
money by taxing the American people to 
get the money to discharge the obliga- 
tions under the Social Security Act. If 


we do not accumulate the reserve we 


Ney } 
NMempDe! 


the di 


ow 
dollars of 


"oO 


$78.000.000.000 


y-one billion dollar 


} 


lion dollars to mutual 


savings 


other 


$78,000,000 ,000 
that debt be- 


n words, only 
out of $200,000,000,000 of 
individuals or to nonfinancial 
corporations. If this bill is defeated and 
the social-security tax is allowed to be 
ised, what we will be doing will be 
mply shifting a portion of this na- 
tional debt so that we would actually 
owe it to the people of this country, who 
will have retired from active employ- 
ment in the future under the Social Se- 
Act. Let us spread the holding 
of this tremendous debt to as many peo- 
ple as we can instead of concentrating 
the indebtedness in the hands of a few 
holders of the national debt in a way 
that is not a sound policy. And that is 
our choice here today. The question 
is whether we are going to raise the 
money now or whether we are going to 
increase the taxes later, so that we will 
have to levy a heavier tax than the ben- 
efits justify, or whether you are going 
to repudiate the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment under the Social Security Act. 
Iam sure you are not going to do the lat- 
ter of the three possible courses that I 
have mentioned. Therefore, if this bill 
passes today, what it amounts to is that 
you are shifting a portion of that bur- 
den to make good the obligations which 
this Nation and the Congress have 
umed under the Social Securi 
to some time in the future when 
be very much more difficult 
money than it is today. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the 
ance of my time 

The CHAIRMAN. The question 
l amendment offered by the 
nan from California |Mr. VOoRHIS 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
*hairman, in view of the fact ths 

of my amendment would be ex- 

ly the same as the defeat of the bill, I 

k unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 


iong to 


incre 


curity 
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Mr. KEEFE 
cial Security Act 
August 14, 1935 
ments were made 
10, 1939. The law 
known as chapter 7 
United State Code 
of 11 titl o! ibchapters 
to understand this in viev 
posal now before the Hou 
our thinking in relation to 
proposal may be accurate. 

It will be observed that the Social § 
curity Act makes provision for two se} 
rate and distinct sorts of benefits fo 
aged. Title I of the Social Security 
sets up a program of old-age assistar 
to provide for those already past 65 at t 
time of the effective date of the act a 
for those who could not establish a re- 
serve account under title II that wo 
permit the payment of a subsistence ai 
nuity. Under title I, the organization and 
management of the plan is left directly 
the States, and the Federal contributi 
consists of grants of funds to match Stat 
funds up to $20 per month. The Feda- 
eral contribution to these matchin 
funds is secured from direct appropri 
tions out of the Treasury of the Unite 
States. It should be borne in mind clea 
ly that the aged people of this count: 
who are receiving old-age assistance fron 
the States under title I are in no wv 
concerned with the proposal now pend 
ing before the Congress. Whether tl! 
pending legislation is passed or not, t] 
assistance rendered to this class of ou 
aged citizens will remain the same. N 
increase in the amount of monthly assist- 
ance given to them will accrue. 

Under title II of the Social Secu 
Act, provision is made for Federal old-a 
and survivors’ insurance benefits. T 
system is managed entirely by the Fed- 
eral Government, The schedule of ben 
fits and annuities is specifically provid 
for in the law. The program contem 
plated that those workers covered by th 
act and their employers would be tax: 
to provide the funds out of which bene- 
fits would be paid upon retirement 
age 65. 

Title 8 contains the 
respect to these taxes upon employe 
and employees. It is interesting to n 
that section 1001 of title 42 is entit 
“Income Tax on Employees.” Thi 
provides— 


provisions 


The law further provid: ! 
spect to employment during the cale! 
dar years 1937, 1938, and 1939 the rat 
shall be 1 percent. With respect to en 
ployment during the calendar years 194 
1941, and 1942, the rate shall be 1!2 } 
cent. With respect to employment d 
ing the calendar years 1943, 1944, an 
1945, the rate shall be 2 percent. Witl 
respect to employment during the calen- 
dar years 1946, 1947, and 1948, the rate 
Shall be 2!5 percent. With respect to 
employment after December 31, 1948, the 
rate shall be 3 percent. 


that witl 
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1d, domestic service in a private home; pl 
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thir casual labor not in the course of began 





e employer’s trade o1 1, | ployee 
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1942 


facrew of a vessel documented un- 


der the law of the United States or of | the pl: 


ny foreign country; fifth, service per- The t 
formed in the employ of the United and, < 
States Government or of an instru- | pense 

ity of the United States; sixth, 
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ducted, the Government used 





vice performed in the employ of a for ge il Government act 
State. a political subdivision thereof o1 reimbursed the trustees of tl 
n instrumentality of one or more States Governmen ligation I 
political subdivisions; seventh, service fund began to grow rapidly 
ploy of a corpora- year there | ccumulated 
t, fund, or founda- fund large blo of Gover 
tion, organized and operated exclusive- until the trust ount has re 
l for religious, charitable, scientific, $5,600,000,000. It wi 
rary, or educational purposes, or for year after year, unt 
the prevention of cruely to children or mated that there wv 


nais 





te shareholder or individual. ; age! 
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> committ 
bill was jammed through Congres 
The Amer 
rity, wh ci 
5S cial sc 


Mr. Vin 


must be remembered that this st 
nent was made in 193 9, before the Na- 
on was confronted with the tremendous 
ceficit financing incident to the war. I 
wonder, in view of present conditions, 
whether the President uld have been 
sold on the idea of the giant reserve plan 
when faced with the prospect of a na- 
tior - debt of $300,000,000,000. It seems 
cl to me that when the workmen of 
th is country realize that they are to be 
asked to contribut e a 100-percent 
crease in pay-roll taxes with no resultant 
increase in the annuities to which they 
and their families will be entitled under 
present provisions of law, they will begin 
to ask some questions about this pro- 
gram I am a firm believer in social 
curity and have long advocated the 
ension of coverage, not only under 
Iso under title 3, providing for 
he States for unemployment 
There is little doubt in 
ut that as the years go on, 
nds will be made, very properly, for 
uses in the annuity and benefit pro- 
yns under title 2 and for compensa- 
increases under title 3. It seems to 
in view of this almost over- 
demand for revision of the 
Security Act, that we should at 
time reexamine the whole 
involved in the reserve tru 
and that the present rate of tax, 
which will provide ample funds for years 
to come, should be maintained until op- 
portunity is had to reexamine and ex- 
plore the possibilities for revision of the 
entire Those who will be forced to 


ate- 


in- 


i) 


am sm 


—_— 


aha 


nD 


same 


a 


sonhv 
wily 
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func 
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> next 15 years will 

f the pitiful annui- 
will be required to 
to me that common 
his whole progran 

‘ 2, and 3, be re- 
‘apprais nk now in the 
‘experience under the system 

We should reexamine the 

lved in the accumulation of 

of Government bonds in 

sent fiscal situation of the 

we must raise taxes to take 

ed and to pay suitable and 

proper annuities and unemployment 
compensation, directly 
income taxes in- 
t income paid 
upon 

guise of 


tin 
Orv1or 


should do it 
tem ol 


we 
w 


em will be po 
Ways and Means 
will go into this whole rabie ct 
ain and bring before the Con- 
ompleted and rounded piece of 

1 that will attempt the solution 
complexities an d problems that 

en as a result of our experience 
ith thi since . 1936. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under ths 
Committ e will rise. 

Accordi ingly y the Committee rose; 
the S; having resumed the 
Mr. McC : ee of the Commit- 
tee of th Whol > House on the sti 
the Union, re oiated that that Cor 
tee, having had under considerat 
bill H. R. 5564, pursuant to House Reso- 
lution 667, had reported the same back to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there 
were 2 nays 73, not voting 94, 


the 


law 


rule, the 


and 
chair, 


ite of 
nmit- 
ion the 


Under the rule, the 


—yeas 262, 
as follows: 


Abernethy 
Allen, Ill. 
Allen, La, 
Andersen 


Colmer 
Cox 
Cravens 
Boykin Crawford 
H. Carl Bradley, Mich. Cunningham 
Anderson, Calif. Brehm Curley 
Andresen Brown, Ga. Curtis 
August H Bryson D’Alesandro 
Andrews, Ala Buck Day 
Andrews, N.Y. Buckley Dewey 
Angell Buffett Di 
Arends Butler Disney 
Arnold Canfield Dondero 
Auchinck Carlson, Kans. Doughton, 
Balawin, Mc Carrier Drewry 
Barden Carson, Ohio Durham 
Barrett Carter Dworshak 
Bates ass, Cas: > Eat 
Beall Celle Elliot 
Beckwort Chs pman Ellis 
send Chiperfield Elisworth 
Bennett Mich, Church Elmer 
Bennett, Mo, Clason Engle, Calif, 
Bishop Clevenger Fellows 
Blackne Cole, Mo Fernandez 
Bland Cole, N. ¥. Fish 


Bonner 
Boren 


weg 
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Fisher 
Folger 
Fulbright 
Fuller 


Goodwin 
Gossett 
Graham 
Grant, Ala 
Grant. Ind 
Gregory 


Gwynne 


yin Arthur M 


nard W. 
Halleck 
Hancock 
Hare 
Harris 
Hays 
Hebe 
Heidinger 
Hess 
Hil! 
Hobbs 
Hoeve 
Hoffman 
Holmes 

imes, Wash, 


Mass. 


Calvin 
Johnson 
Johnson, 

J. Leroy 
Johnson 

Luther A 
Johnson, Ckla. 
Jones 
Jonkman 
Judd 
Kean 
Kearney 
Keefe 
Kerr 


Ind. 


Anderson, 
N. Mex. 
Bates, Ky. 
Bloom 
Bradley, Pa. 
Burchill, N. Y. 
Burdick 
Camp 
Cannon, Mo. 
Capozzoli 
Cochran 
Coffee 
Cooper 
Crosser 
Dawson 
Dingell 
Eberharter 
Enge!, Mich. 
Feighan 
lannagan 
Fogarty 
Forand 
Gale 
Gordon 
Gorski 


DECE 


ant ry 


Larcade 


42O®@ 
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om me om on ee 
oO 2 oh 
ARQOCO 
Oeaas 


be 
a 


h-hh oe a ol od 


sfield, Tex. 


ore Iowa 

artin, Mass 
Mason 
May 
Merrow 
Michener 
Miller, Conn, 
Miller. Mc 
Miller, Nebr. 
Miller, Pa. 
Mills 
Monkiewicz 
Mott 
Mundt 
Murray, Tenn, 
Murray, Wis. 
Newsome 
Norman 
Norrell 
O'Brien 
O'Hara 
O’Konski 
O'Neal 
Pace 
Patton 
Peterson, Fla 
Peterson, Ga 
Philbin 


Pittenger 
loeser 
Piumley 
Poulson 
Powers 
Pratt 
JOSE 
Prix e 
Ramey 
Randolph 
Rankin 
Recce, Tenn, 
NAYS—73 
Granger 
Harless, Ariz. 
Hart 
Hoch 
Hull 
Izac 
Johnson, 
Lyndon B. 
Kee 
i 
Kell le 


tine 
in 


Kirwan 
Klein 

Lane 

Lemke 
Lesinski 
Lynch 
McCormack 
Madden 
Marcantonio 
Monroney 
Morrison, La 


ph M. 


Morrison, N.C. 


Murdock 


MBER 


Reed, Il 
Reed, N.Y 
Rees, Kans. 
Richards 
R.vers 


tee 
o a 
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Wolcott 
Wolfenden., Pa 
Woodruff, Mich 
Woodrum, Va. 
Worley 
Zimmerman 


Murphy 
Myer 
Norton 
O'Brien Tl 
O’Brien, Mich 
O'Connor 
Poage 
Priest 
Rabaut 
Ramspeck 
Robinson, Utah 
Rowan 
Sabath 
Sadowski 
Sauthoff 
Smith, Maine 
€nyder 
Spence 
Tarver 

10mas 
Soothes 
Weiss 
Wel ich 


NOT VOTING—94 


Baldwin, N. Y, 
Barry 

Bell 

Brooks 
Brown, Ohio 
Brumbaugh 
Bulwinkle 
Burch, Va, 
Burgin 
Busbey 


Byrne 
Cannon, 
Cheno 
Clark 
Compton 
Cooley 
Costello 
Courtney 
Daughton, Va. 
Davis 


Fla. 
weth 


Delaney 
Dickstein 
Dies 

Dirksen 
Domengeaux 
Douglas 
Ellison, Md 
Elston, Ohio 
Fay 

Fenton 
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Sca n W erton, N. J 


I nal appointed '§ the f ’ t ee brief me I 
So the bill was passed conferees: Mr. O'Connor. Mr. FERNAND! Appendix of the Ri 
The Clerk announced the following Mr. MurbDocK, Mr. MuUNDT, and Mr. GIL- The SPEAKER I 
CHRIST t ; ‘ ‘ 
7 
On this vote: WATER-BORNE EXPORT AND IMPORT M 


Mr. Elston of O fol Mr. O ! FOREIGN COMMER‘ 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 





imous consent that the proceedin ; aa 
+ . l ¢ I 
: Lhe -ommittee on the Merchant Marine . a 
Gal ier f with Mr. Wasiele ki Co : _ Merchant Mari bill, H. | 1744 
nd & q } +t} ™ } | 
and Fisheries by whnicn ne Dlil H I col ‘ t ’ 
I c Wwe \ M 038/, Wa rdered to be reported t ¢ ‘ 


M B n f Ol f with M Barr } Sladering proposed amendment The SPEAKER t ; ’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection t¢ 


+ nt ’ y fy m j\ 


he request of ( 7 , 


At lied hd Sa ae inia 
sie Mamie See ett Sle Meee an: ie Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. M1 


f N a , M PETERSON F 1 
k i Speaker, reserving the right to object S) I ' on 
Mr Jeffrey f with Mr. Torrens against what is the request of the gentleman tet y ema Ry nd 
Mr. Fenton f with Mr. Root ainst. | Mr. BLAND. It is a bill amendi: ec- io thar fort 
Mr. McGr t with Mr. Delane | tion 101 (a) of the Merchant Marine Act The SPEAKER. 1 , 
| of 1936 The purpose is to \ te cer- 


Mr. Rizle Mr. Dickste A P — ( . ; w - mr é I 

M Griffith for. wit M 3Vrn ‘ iz ‘ Ol on ec _ oil al rLed ; I 

ite Seietiatin: le bain Selig inendiia enacts The SPEAKER. As the ¢ | 
M K f wit Mr. Hefte ! stal the committee orders N 





; ead wit ; peewee OF se M) ‘OFFER Mr Sneak: 7 
Mr. Burch of Virginia with Mrs. Luce _ Mr. COPPER. Mr. © , 


Ir. Sh * Mr. Wad imous consent at the conclusio1 
Mr. Kennedy with Mr. Hartley the legislative busine today and any B im 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Wolvert f Nev other special orders I be perm ( ( ite 
J address the House for 12 minut To Mr. HartTLey N J 
M Kilday with Mr Thon f New The SPEAKER. Is there ol tio} t of Mr. I sr) 
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‘ eyuut > Vi Lit ead iW ili«c | Aad ‘¥ = ? i 
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Mr. ¢ ; ; a 
Ir. ( ey with Mr. St ! - I | . 
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sar ¢ ' N Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, 1 
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Mr H ‘ inanimous consent to extend 1 re- : mi 
Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Lal ee Se ee Wessensen of Pens : Bis acs 
Mr. I x with Mr. Scott narks il Oil es; one clude 


hort adare by Gilbert Montague nd WARD JOHNS 


r 7 . } 7 o o © » 7 af ae ' 7 
The result of the vote was announced snother by Edward J. Meem f the PLOESI 1 M MI V1 


as above recorded Memphis (Tent Pri -Scin ' é 
A motion to reconsider the vote bs The SPEAKER. Is there ob ion t a SPEAKER. | 
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EXTENSION OF REMARK There was n 


Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask CALENDAR WEDNESDAY BUSINES 4 COM) 


lanimous consent to extend as part of Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
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CONC 


ill threatens that the 
ive Greece relief supplies 
’ guns provided for use against 
lans are now used in an attempt 
se by violence a Communist dic- 
hip without the people being able 
to express their wishes.” 

Every word of this statement can be 
disproved. It is sincerely hoped that 
Winston Churchill, although he has had 
ample opportunity to learn the facts 
from members of Parliament, who 
sought to correct him many times; is mis- 
informed, instead of something worse. 

Churchill speaks of guns being sup- 
plied to kill Germans, instead of being 
used to impose by violence a Communist 
dictatorship. The first guns used in the 
current struggle were, according to re- 
ports from two American eyewitnesses— 
M. W. Fodor, Chicago Sun correspondent, 
and the United Press Athens correspond- 
ent—used by Greek police against un- 
armed men, women, and children, who 
were attempting to demonstrate peace- 
fully against the Greek Government’s 
unfair edicts. 

Unfortunately, some of the guns used 
by the Greek police may not even have 
been Allied because these same police 
who fired on Greek people Sunday Kept 
order for the Germans in Nazi-occupied 
Athens. They were the ones used to 
keep down the Greeks who dared dis- 
agree with the Quisling ruler, Rallis, or 
his Fascist overlords. The guns which 
Churchill pledges the British to support 
may, in fact, be German lugers. 

As to the attempt to establish a Com- 
nunist dictatorship by force, authorita- 
tive reports state that no more than 10 
percent of the E. A. M., national libera- 
tion movement and its military adjunct, 
the E. L. A. S., is Communist. The E. A. 
M. is strongly democratic; members of 
the Popular—Democrat—Party, the Pop- 
ular Democratic Union, the Republican 
Union, the Agrarian Party, and 
liberals and loyalists are also repre- 
sented. Furthermore, John Chabot 
Smith, writing for the New York Herald 
Tribune from Athens, and Frank Gervasi 
of Collier's, specifically state that the 
Greek Communists are not Similar to 

merican Communists but more like our 
Democrats or even our Republicans; they 
are, in the term Stalin applied to the 
Chinese Communists, “margarine Com- 
munists.” 

In any event, only 10 percent of E. A. M. 
are Communists of any sort. Of course 
they are a politically alert minority, or- 
ganized and able to operate more effec- 
tively than others. But every action of 
the E. A. M., up to the very present, 
shows that they did not want to take over 
the Greek Government by force. 

After Papandreo, the Greek Premier, 
publicly insulted the E. A. M., representa- 
tives of that organization, of their own 
volition, came to Lebanon to confer with 
him, willing to lay aside their pride in 


some 
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the best interests of the Greek people. 
They joined his government although 
they only have 5 ministers out of 23 in 
the cabinet—totally out of proportion to 
their actual political strength. 

Several days before the British landed 
in Greece—using, by the way, colonial 
troops usually reserved for action in 
British colonies, instead of British regu- 
lars—the Germans had cleared out of the 
Peloponnesus and Athens. But the water 
works of Athens, the streetcars and elec- 
tric power works were not blown up by 
the Germans as they left. Was this due 
to a sudden change of heart by the Ger- 
mans? Did they decide not to blast 
Athens to shambles because they did not 
want to inconvenience the Greek people? 
They did not scorch the earth behind 
them because the people of Athens and 
the E. A. M. prevented them from doing 
it. They killed the Germans assigned to 
blow up the works or removed fuses after 
they left. The E. A. M. patrolled Athens 
and kept peace and order after the Ger- 
mans left for almost 4 days before the 
British troops arrived to liberate the al- 
ready free city. 

A secret report by a British agent to 
the foreign office last year revealed that 
the Germans were deliberately fostering 
fear of Communism and I quote: 

They (the Germans) have deliberately 
stressed the Communist bogey and instilled 
moderate opinion with the fear of a Com- 
munist coup on the liberation of Greece. 


Has the British Prime Minister suc- 
cumbed to this German propaganda? 

Every report from Greece stated that, 
except for two small sections of the 
country, the E. A. M. was in full con- 
trol of Greece. But the E. A. M. did 
not try to keep this control when the 
British and the Government in exile 
moved in. The National Liberation 
Movement, confident it could win a 
Democratic victory in a free election, had 
no reason to fear the Government in 
exile, so they willingly relinquished their 
power. 

What did the Greek Government in 
exile, encouraged by a British Army, 
backed by a prime minister who spe- 
cifically stated he wanted George II to 
return to Greece, do? Fearing E. A. M.’s 
strength, the reactionary members of 
the Government, some of whom had been 
connected with the Metaxas dictator- 
ship, tried to abolish the E, L. A. S., mili- 
tary wing of the E. A. M. 

In France, de Gaulle had to incorpo- 
rate some of the guerrilla movement into 
his regulax army, and Belgium is hav- 
ing to do that this very moment. But 
in Greece, where it had been agreed 
previously by representatives of the 
E. A. M. and Premier Papandreo that 
E. L. A. S. forces would be integrated 
with the Greek Regular Army, the 
Papandreo Government tried to sidestep 
this agreement. 

When the Greek people tried to dem- 
onstrate against this lack of faith, Greek 
police backed up by British patrols, fired 
on them. That brings the entire story 
up to date. 

The whole tragic mistake is pointed 
out by Frank Gervasi, former I. N. S. 
foreign correspondent, who was in 
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Greece recently, in his recent article f 
Colliers wherein he stated: 

Even more disastrous to the future st: 
ity of Europe is the self-evident misr« 
ing of popular democratic upsurges 
France, Italy, Yugoslavia, and now in 
as manifestations of a Bolshevik or 
munist trend linked to dark mane 
of the Comintern. 


And what is our own State Depart- 
ment’s role in this drama? 

The State Department Says that the: 
are taking no part in the present Gree 
crisis. In a statement issued today, th 
reiterated their policy to have countri 
of the United Nations “work out thei 
problems of government along dem 
cratic lines without influence from out- 
side.” This statement is not enough— 
it must be implemented by telling Gres 
and Great Britain, as President Rox 
velt said in a letter to the editor of th 
Greek National Herald, which censor- 
ship probably kept out of Greece, th 
the American Government will not re- 
fuse to aid Greece because of the gov- 
ernment the people choose 

Democracy all over the world must 
have active support of the greatest d: 
mocracy of the world, the United Stat 
of America. 

PERSONAL ANNOUNCEMENT 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House fo 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the: 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, a few mo- 
ments ago, when H. R. 5564 was pass 
I was absent from the Chamber on 
matter of important official busine 
connected with the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. Had I been present, I 
would have voted in favor of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gent! 
woman from Massachusetts [Mi 
RoceErs ] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

SHORTAGE OF WAR SUPPLIES 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. M 
Speaker, I have repeatedly urged, 
home and abroad, that the Americ: 
public be told the truth about the situ 
tion concerning the battle fronts. It 
obvious that both the Japanese and t! 
Germans have known very much mo: 
about our condition of supplies and wv 
matériel than has the American pub! 
Only by securing the whole truth, to m 
mind, will the manufacturers of Ameri 
and the workers of America give us full 
wartime production. 

May I read, Mr. Speaker, from an arti 
cle which has the date line Decem! 
4, by Noel Monks, London Daily M 
correspondent with the United Stat 
Ninth Army in Germany: 

I wish some of the 
workers, who, thinking the war has been vy 
have quit their jobs to take up peace 
occupations, could have been beside me 
a forward regimental command post t 

American infantry, launching the final 
tack on a German-held town from the o1 
skirts, were counterattacked by the last Ger 
man tanks remaining in the area. 
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I have as! 
come before 

» floor of the Hou 
come here, but to 
to tell us exactly 
U yn is. It is horrible to 

re is any loss of life becau 
has not produced. I know 
; vy so well. I 
ke any sacrifice in 


ty 
i 


CALVIN. D 


*, will the 


JOHNSON. Mr. 
I gentlewoman yield? 
ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. I under- 

stand we have been lend-leasing war ma- 

terials to some 35 divisions in India. I 

do no cord of that many 

divisions fighting inthat area. Thereisa 

rials that have 

n used to better 

k were made, in the 


of Massachusetts. I 

aid repeatedly. I know 

ling was verified that 

lete check from 

what is being 

ilso from our own 

he gentleman will 

lend-lease was 

; should have 

; end-lease in 

to have i ve away too many 

plies to other countries and thereby 
isen our own, 


IN D. JOHNSON 
7,198,000 tons of st¢ 
, and of that am 
correctly, 830,000 
and mu 
entlewoman is referrin 
d, being wire in exports 
tant c 
GERS of Massachusetts. Ye 


10se American paratroopel 


America, 
untries. 


y towed by other airpl 
tragic Arnhem dis- 
d the necessity 
I watched 1 
not to return 
very front 


jront, 


oY 1 
aud 


n 


l 
INGELI 


iv 


t nan vield 
irs. ROGERS of M: 
Mr. DINGELL. I do not 


on tne gentiewoman s 


re talking about ordnan 
e of shells, and heavy ins, 
which we are all deeply in- 
the present time, I am won- 
hat action the War Department 
Var Production Board are going 
ith regard to the utilization of 
till available plants. I saw tl 
y where Mr. Krug said it may be 
‘to go on with the construction 
nal plants—a plant-expansion 


ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
ding new plants. I saw that myself, 
and I cannot understand it. 
Mr. DINGELL. I submit that there 
re still plants available that could be 
to that purpose, almost immedi- 
When the amortization plan was 
ore my committee, I submitted a list 
of plants then available. I was assured 
on more than one occasion by the War 
Department officials, including Mr. Pat- 
terson, that this could be done, and yet 
it has been unfulfilled so far as one great 
big plant is concerned in my district. I 
refer to the old Studebaker plant, where 
perhaps 15,000 to 20,000 men, and nec- 
sary machinery, could be installed im- 
nediately for this purpose. It still 
stands for a great part idle, and yet they 
are talking about building additional 
plants in order to manufacture ord- 
nance. It seems to me that Mr. Patter- 
son and the War Department ought to 
find out first whether available plants 
are being utilized before talking about 
spending more money to build new 
plants. 
Mrs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. Ev- 
erybody over here ought to realize, 
that the fighting that is being done 
now is the most severe and the most 
difficult figshting done. The enemy is ex- 
tremely fanatical. I saw a lot of Ger- 
man prisoners and they are very fanat- 
ical. Isaw a lot of the German wounded, 
and those boys are fanatical looking. 
Now the Germans are fighting on their 
homeland. They know every inch of the 
way. They have been preparing it for 


> 


— 


le have a boml 
icn in l way OL a 
em. You have toh } 

over there myself in th ! 

and I was down in the 

I know the construction of t! 
the Germans could liv 

iths underground if they have 

Probably they have many supp! 
in those underground tunnels n 
wish everyone could see the construc 
of the tunnels, and the fortification 
pill boxes over there, 20 feet deep, 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. D 
gentlewoman feel that the fanat I 
caused by the statement made that th 
country as to be turned into s1 
farms? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachuset 
That may have had something to do \ 
it, but I think the fanaticism was tl 

en befor that. Everyone 

rseas must know 


n 


2% 


the 


~ oe 


i 


SHO Aa 
; 3 


added to thei 
not want just 
country. 

But 


m because t 


a farm-] 
hen withou 
in their fighting. 
every inch of the 
The Siegfried line 
dreds of underground fortifi 
These fortifications make it very dif 
ficult for our men to break throu 
Then there is the Rhine River. 

And I repeat as I close, the importa 
of being told the truth. We shal 
all the production we need if the ti 
be told and told us at once. The Arm 
now is begging and begging for produ 
tion. I was at a dinner where G 
Somervell spoke the other day at am 
ing in Boston, and I myself spoke at t! 
same meeting. Everyone agreed w 
me that we should be told the truth 
the whole truth; that that was the im- 
portant thing in order to have the pro- 
duction that would save human liv 
We are losing many lives because Vy 
have not the supplies. 

I said at Boston last Friday at tl 
associated industries: 


vv 


14 
7 1i¢ 
WOULG 


ul 
= 
A 
r 


You industrialists here today would c 
tinue war production if you felt there 
need. 

You have sons and daughters in the 
ice. You would not sacrifice them. TI! 
equally true of the workers in in 

are not cruel either. They, t 

; and daughters in the service. It 

merican and in srehensible tl 

r or industry should st var ' 

the life line of war su; ‘ 
: ng of that life line means the ! 
thousands and thousands of lives. Alre 
there have been many casualties because 
delay of suppiies at the front, because < 
false optimism about the end of the war 
accredited leaders at home and abroad 

There has not been perfect frankness : u 
war equipment, and now it is claimed ther 
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hould 


I 


wise out 
the 
hear 
Na- 
and 


raw fallauy tha 
lay 1oO1llOW Lit 


spirits 
with 
may 
upon ou! 


of counsel 


where 


j we 
A N ¢ 


} iatinn 
; to a future 
‘ 


h 


t of Mr. HILL, and by unani- 
t, the reading of the Journal 
ceedings of the calendar day 
December 5, 1944, was dispensed 
and the Journal was approved 
PRESIDENT 


il FROM 


THE 
in writing from the President 
i States submitting nomina- 
ated to the Senate 


r, one of hi ecretarle 
MESSAGE THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
nt by Mr. McLeod, one of it 
clerks, announced that the House had 
pa d without amendment the following 


bills of sen 


FROM 


Lhe senate 


Ss 6. An act for the relief of Pedro . 


ng jurisdiction upon 
ct Court for the Dis- 
ar, determi 


he relief of Fire D 

h ol Cr chester Vi . 

n act for the relief of Clifford E 

nd Laura C. Lor g; 


S.1968. An act for the relief of Elizabeth 


for the relief of Gordon 
1993. An t for the relief of the estates 
ph B. Gowen and Ruth V. Gowen; 
1997. An act for the relief of Jack Stow- 
B & O Store, and Cotton County Poultry 
" Cc 
r the relief of J. A. Davis; 
or the relief of Herman 


for the relief 
Frassrand, a 
or the 


of the 
min 


legal 


relief of Richard 
d for the relief of 
fficers of the Army of t 
nd for other purposes 


certain 


United 


The mess also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2185) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
in carrying out the purposes of the act 
f May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 137), to pur- 
I logs, lumber, and other forest prod- 
asked a conference with the 
on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
O’Connor, Mr. FERNANDEZ, Mr. Mur- 
pock, Mr. Munopt, and Mr. GILcHRIST 
were appointed managers on the part 
of the House at the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence Of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 2148. An 
Baun rten; 

H. R. 2626. An act for 
Basque al 

H.R. 3614. An act for 
Q Brewing Cc 


Queen Ci 
H.R.3639. An act for the relief 


age 


cnase 
ucts; 
Senate 


ic 


the relief of certain 
liens; 


the relief of the 


1.R.4224. An act 
in Creamery C< 
H.R. 5564. An act to fix rate of tax 
der the Federal Insurance Contributions 
1 employer and employees for the cal- 

r 1945 


and 
the 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message alco announced that the 

Speaker had affixed his signature to the 

following enrolled bills, and they were 

ened by the Vice President: 

S. 1471. An act for 
gene W. Randall; 

An act for 


the relief 


the relief of the Stat« 

S. 1645. An act relat 
tion of the Gl 
ery, at Crest 
p S 


ing to the administra- 
cier National Park Fish Hatch- 
t., and for other pur- 
S.1710. An act to 

C vey 


authorize the sale and 
f certain property of the estate 
of Jackson Barnett, deceased Creek Indian; 

S.1877. An act to transfer Georgetown 
County, S. C., from the Florence division to 
the Charleston division of the eastern ju- 
dicial district of South Carolina; 

H.R.4366. An act for the relief of 
Wylie, and the estate of James Evans; and 

H.R.4917. An act conferring upon the 
State of Montana authority to exchange for 
other lands certain lands selected by the 
State of Montana for the use of the University 
of Montana for biological station purposes 
pursuant to the act of March 3, 1905 (33 
Stat. 1080). 


ance < 


Alex 








DECEMBER 6 
CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of ; 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, 
the following Senators answered to 1 
names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 


The 


ai 


Green 
Guffey 
Gurney Reed 

Hall Revercomb 
Hatch Reynolds 
Bilbo Hayden Robertson 
Buck Hill Russell 
Burton Holman Shipstead 
3ushfield Jenner Stewart 
Butler Johnson, Colo. Taft 

Byrd Kilgore Thomas, O} 
Capper La Follette Thomas, Utah 
Caraway Langer Tunnell 
Chandler sucas Tydings 
Clark, Mo. {cClellan Vand 
Connally fcFarland Wagner 
Cordon McKellar Walsh, Mass 
Danaher Maitoney Walsh. N. J 
Davis Maybank Weeks 
Downey Mead Wheeler 
Eastland Millikir Wherry 
Ellender Murray White 
Ferguson Nye Wiley 

Gerry O'Daniel Willis 
Gillette O'Mahoney Wilson 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Ser 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass] is al 
from the Senate because of illnes 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. M 
CarraAn] and the Senator from Utah |M 
Murpock] are detained on official bu 
ness for the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pepr: 
is absent on important public busin 

The Senator from Kentucky [M 
BarRKLEY! and the Senator from N 
Mexico |Mr. CHAVEZ] are unavoidably 
tained. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. A» 
pREws!, the Senator from North Car 
lina [Mr. Bartey], the Senator 
Idaho [Mr. CuiarK], the Senator 
Iowa [Mr, GILLETTE], the Senator 
Georgia [Mr. Greorce], the Senator 
Nevada (Mr. ScrucHam], the Senat 
from Utah [Mr. Tuomas], the Sen: 
from Missouri |Mr. Truman], the Sen 
tor from Washington |Mr. WALLGRE? 
and the Senator from Massachu 
(Mr. WatsH] are necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHERRY. The following S 
tors are necessarily absent: 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Bri 
STER], the Senator from New Hamps! 
[Mr. Bripces], the Senator from Illi 
{[Mr. Brooks], the Senator from Ok 
homa [Mr. Moore], and the Sena 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Tosrey 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-f 
Senators have answered to their nam 
A quorum is present. 


SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA— 
CREDENTIALS 


Mr. ELLENDER presented the cr‘ 
tials of JOHN H. OverTON, chosen a § 
tor from the State of Louisiana fo1 
term commencing January 3, 1945, w! 
were read and ordered to be filed, as fol- 
lows: 


Overton 
Radcliffe 


berg 


STATE oF LOUISIANA, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT 
the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THES 
UNITED STATES: 
This is to certify that on the 7th d 
November 1944, JoHN H. OvERTON wa 


To 






















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE S869 


Ll OF COMMISSION ON LICENS : PERSON EMPLOYFI mw aA TT 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES By Mr. ELLENDER. from the Committee on By M 

Che following reports of committees - 
ere submitte 191 ll f he relief of l \ \ . 
‘ bm d Hill; without amendment (Rept. N 1323 Bary ; N 
By Mr. RADCLIFFE, from the Committee H.R. 3414. A bill for the relief of Ed d ] : 
Commerce C. Robbins; without amendment (Rept. N H.R. 2543. A | ( f M 
H. R. 4968. A bill to amend section 511 (c) 1345 : Ne | ' 


5 and for other purposes; without Brannen; with an amendment Re} N H.R. 4367. A f the elief f Mi 

endment (Rept. No. 1315 1350 Ju } 

By Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee H.R. 4451. A bill for the relief of John Mc- 1334 

H.R.2150. A bill for the relief of Diemer 
n Coulter and France Andrews Coul- 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1316 


1.R.3218. A bill f e relief of E M ‘ é I N m4 pK 
f withou ime (Rey N ] 
7 for e re f HW 
! H rm n OF — . ® NT AT 
1.R. 3484. A bill for 1e relief of M Pear] ment (Re b ] E : BS reine ' 
W. Peterson; without amendment (Rept. N from the Commit CIETY OF DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERI 
1218 CAN REVOLUTION DOC. Nt 





1 for the relief of Rose B Mr. HAYDEN, from the Comr 
ndment (Rept. No. 1 Printing, reported an original 1 


6): without amendment (Rept. No, 13% 
H.R. 4588. A bill for the relief of Robert I H. R. 4549. A bill for the relief of yc 

Whiddon;: with an amendment (Rept. No. | Brown; without amendment (Rept. No. 

1338): and } 1329); and f Jackson B ( J 
H.R. 4631. A bill for the relief of John L. | H.R. 4962. A bill for the relief of J i 

MacNeil; without amendment (Rept. N | Springsteen and John Springsteen; wi it S.1877. A G 


337). | amendment (Rept. No, 1344). | Cour C., from i division to 
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S. 2212) 
which 


referred 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
AND SURVIVORS 
FUND 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. Pre 


unis 


ON OLD-AGE 
INSURANCE TRUST 


ident, I ask 
to have printed in 
‘s of questions and an- 
swers on the old-age and survivors in- 
trust fund. I believe these 
questions and answers will be of help to 
Senators in considering the problem of 
the social-security freeze, which now is 
pending before the Committee on Fi- 
nance 

There being no objection, the ques- 
tions and answers were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE OLD-AGI 


r consent 


1mous 


the RECORD a seri 


Surance 


AND SURVIVORS INSURANCE TRUST 
FUND 

Question. What is » Federal old-age anc 
survivors insurance trust fund? 

Answer. It is a fund composed of amounts 
accumulated under the old-age and survivors 
insurance program, The fund is held by the 
board of trustees under authority of the 
Social Security Act The three me of 
this boar ach of whon TS i in an ex- 


are the Secretary the 
f Lé r, an the 
cial Secur 


y of the Treasury serves as 


the Secretary ¢ 
n of the S 


n. From what sources do receipt 
the trust fund? 
Receipts c } 
ns paid by covered workers and their 
‘rs toward and survivors in- 
A secondary source of receipts is 
received on investments held by the 
hird potential source of revenue 
t fu vided in an amend- 
ty Act in 1943, 
overnment contribu- 
pri to the trust fund of 
sums out of general revenues 
to finance the benefits 
and payments provided under the Social Se- 
curity Ac 
Question. Can the money in the trust fund 
be spent for any other purpose than to pay 
for old-age and survivors benefits and ad- 
ministrative expenses? Could money from 
the trust fund be used to pay out unemploy- 
I benefits, for instance, if 


me primarily from con- 


old-age 


men insurance 


compensation were 
N The sums in the trust fund 
ed for no other purpose than to pay 
nd survivors benefits and the ad- 
ve expenses of the program. There 
n whatsoever bet 
urvivors insurance trust fund 
ployment trust fund, except tha 
te under the Social Security Act 
Does the man 


tributions 


ween 


the old 


He invests that port 


_ } y + 
id whic! 5 


lired f 
ai . Aiit¢ A 4 


expenditures for benefit 


and intere 
The reason for thi 
tments are the saf 
tandard practice for all t 
the Federal Government. 
investment feature of the trust fund 
procedure similar to that followed by 
ness concerns Banks, insurance 
, and others do not store i It 
money they receive. The money not 
tly needed is put to work—invested so 
it will earn interest 
Question. What investments were made 
for the fund during the fiscal years ending 
June 30, 1943, and June 30. 1944? 
Answer. During the fiscal year 
cial Treasury notes were bou 
amount of $1,434,000,000 and Treasury} 
to the amount of $125000.000; during 
fiscal year 1944, purchases of special Treasu 
t $342,000,000, purchases 
sury bonds, $450,035,880, and Treasury 
indebtednes $380,000.000. 
How much does the interest 
tments amount to? 
The total amount of interest re- 
investments of the trust fund 
through June 30, 1944, was $404,658 876. 
Question. Doesn't investing sums from the 
t fund in Government bonds mean that 
old-age and survivors insurance contributions 
are collected to pay for other Government 


) 


na 


totaled 


ificates of 
Question 
from inves 
Answer 
ceived on 


activitie 
knswer. No. The money is loaned to the 
Federal Government for use in the same way 
as money the Federal Government borrows 
from banks, insurance companies, individuals, 
etc. The loan must be repaid with interest. 

Question. Are not workers covered by O. 
A. S. I. taxed twice to pay for their benefits? 

Answer. No. The contributions are de- 
posited in the trust fund and invested in 
Government bonds, i. e., the Treasury bor- 
rows them. It uses the money just as if it 
had been borrowed from banks. Later, when 
benefits are to be paid, the Treasury may have 
to get money by taxation to redeem the 
bonds held by the trust fund, so the trust 
fund can pay the benefits. These later taxes 
are not for the purpose of paying O. A. S. I. 
benefits. Rather, tney are to pay for the cost 
of the war and the general operating ex- 
penses of the Government. If the trust fund 
were not there, the Treasury would have to 
borrow that much more from banks. Then 
in the future we would have to pay just as 
much in taxes to pay off the bonds held by 
the banks, and in addition we would have 
to be taxed to support the aged and survivors. 
So a contributory social security program 
which builds up a trust fund through pay- 
roll contributions now is really a device for 
getting wage earners as a group to finance 
their own future security by lending some of 
their present earnings to the Treasury, to be 
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repaid when needed. To this extent it 
duces the amount of taxation which 
necessary in the future to meet 
obligations. 

Question. If amounts from the trust f 
ire invested, does it not mean that when 
oney is needed to pay benefits it m 

be there? 

Answer. The investments of the trust 
may be converted to cash at any t 
over, every year the board 
mits a report to Congr 
and status of the trust 
ceding year and on its expecte 
status during the next 5 
if there were ever any dang 
too little money in the tri 
ments, the deficit would 
enough so that remedial 
taken ; 

Question. Is there enough in the fur 
to take care of the liabilit 
due? 

Answer. No; there is not. At present 
system is not self-supporting. T he tots 
bility which has accrued on a level prem 
basis for the payment of ins 
is several times in excess 
the existing trust fund. 

Question 
been raised? 
Answer. No; the contributions h 
kept at the original rates—1 percent 
able wages for both employer and em, 
The original act provided that the r 
should rise to 1144 percent on January 1 
to 2 percent on January 1, 1943, to 2!4 | 
cent on January 1, 1946, and to 3 percent 
January 1, 1949. The social security ame: 
ments of 1939 modified this original sch: 
ule of contribution rates to provide that 
rate of 1 percent each on employees and ¢ 
ployers should continue in effect thr: 
1942, but left the remainder of the schec 
as originally enacted. The Revenue A 
1942 provided that the 1-percent rates sh 
continue through 1943. Public Law 21 
the Seventy-eighth Congress extended 
percent rates further through February 
1944, while the Revenue Act of 1943 exte: 
the same rates throughout 1944. As it st 
now, the 2-percent rates are to go into eff 
on January 1, 1945, the 2!4-percent rates 
January 1, 1946, and the 3-percent rates 

January 1, 1949. 

Question. Why was a graduated sche 
of contributions incorporated in the 
Social Security Act? 

Answer. It was incorporated in order 
give employees, employers, and the econ 
generally an opportunity to become adju 
to the imposition of the pay-roll taxes 

Question. As time goes on, are benefit 
bursements under the program expected 
increase? 

Answer. They are expected to 
markedly over a long period. The reason 
that for many decades the number of per 
aged 65 and over will be increasing and t 
an increasing proportion of such aged } 
sons will be qualifying for benefits under t 
old-age and survivors insurance system 
the beginning of 1940 there were about 9 
000 persons aged 65 and over, equivalent 
6.8 percent of the total population. Ac« 
ing to carefully developed estimates, the n' 
ber of persons aged 65 and over may incre 
to about 22,000,000 or 14.4 percent of 
population within 40 years. Moreover 
proportion of aged persons eligible to rece 
benefits under the program will be constant 
increasing over the same 40 years 

Question. How much do present 
payments total? 

Answer. Present benefit 
around $200,000,000 a year, 

Question. Has the volume of benefit p 
ments increased or decreased on account 
the war? 


ies when they 


Have the rates of contril 


incre 


benef 


payments 
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CONGRESSIONAL REC 


orkers 
are these good Am 


hree hundred thou 


are ex-members of the home 
rial army, or workers who hi 
yet been in war production at all. The 
members of the group of optimist 
already guessed that the war is 
They have drifted away from the I 
American Armies alone expen army of 10,400,000 war workers h 
liv 1,300,000 round f tar an taken a furlough or have come to be 
Proof that our kind of we ays Off, lies in nunition They fired re mortar shell: their term of enlistment is over 
n who will come home again as well as very y than were used in a month ir Over three hundred thousand is the 
ground wo! At A 1en, for instance rica And there are 1 arn ber of additional workers our critical 
were able, with the help a y gre: ighting on this same front. grams need to get up to schedule. We 
ntration of fi f n 5-millimeter h ther day a cable requisition came to | need more later on. 
zers and air mbing ipture the Service Forces Headquarters in Wash- | So, we must reach these men and w 
at a relatively t in men ington from a general in the field He asked now. We must get their help to tur: 
Let me explain what L 2 ur O} for 80 different types of ammunition, 4,000,- | the weight they can add to the balance 
d forward, th wn was divi i into 000 rounds of one kind; 10,000,000 of another; If every one of these workers decides t 
Each area, just ahea f the tr 5,000,000 of a third, and so on for four closely | to go back to work on the production f1 
mothered with shell fire to keey 1e typed pages. That wasn't the only big am- this week it won’t be long before Eisenh 
pinned to wha r shelter ey coul munition order we were handling on that | and MacArthur will feel their support 
With the lifting of that fire another day. either. Add to the needs of this general | Won't be long before there will be an uy 
ur infantry moved forward to kill or | those of others in Europe and throughout the of short items needed on the fighting f1 
ture the Nazis as they crawl it of thei world and you get a fair notion of the in- | To date, we've had half a million casualt 
Iters dustrial job ahead of us. Thank God not one has been because 
We saved manpower by taking the town | The more weight we can have, when we | Short production! But, if we don't 
that way. We did n ive artillery shells. | need it, and where we need it, the sooner we | this extra weight of production into 
We didn't try to shall be able to knock over Germany and | Scales now, right now, we may have to 
At Aachen alone we fired 300,000 rounds of Japan lives tomorrow that we never should 1 
105's It is just a case of simple arithmetic. The lives are those of your sons and 
And the same general tactics are working | More matériel equals fewer casualties, a brothers. 
fn the Pacific. To date 1e Japs have lost shorter war You see now what I mean by the im; 
over 277,000 men to our 21,000. One Ameri- | What weight do we need? We need all the | tance of this speech. 
can soldier and his tons of supporting mate- weight we can use. What additional weight | If I fail, if you fail, if these needed worker 
riel to 13 Jap soldiers must we have right now? How do we stand | fail, we face the justly accusing eyes 
Today, both in Europe and in the Pacific, | right now? the men who are willing to die for us 
we are fighting with millions of men in the | Make no mistake about our situation. who ask us only to give them the powel! 
combat lines instead of the hundreds of They have supplies at the front right now. carry the fight to the enemy. 
thousands of last year and the year before t’s the future we must provide for. Our pro- How much is enough? 
There will be many Aachens ahead of Us | gram is not lagging on all items. Even on the There cannot be too much weight : 
on both fronts; spots where we will throw | ¢ritical items many manufacturers are In a little over 3 months after D-day, t 
verything America has at a groggy enemy, | abreast of the schedules we have given them. First, Third, and Ninth American Arm 
never letting him rest, never letting him get | purther, some of the demands are so recent | ‘2 France fired 300,000,000 rounds of sm 
his head up day or night; throwing fresh | that you could not be expected to have | ®!™S ammunition, 4,426,000 rounds of 11 
men with fresh material at him from the | . ; 1,248,000 rounds of 155’s, 3,500,000 round: 
front while the Air Forces batter his supply | that has elapsed. That very fact merely em- | ™0'tar shell. And I remind you again, tt 
lines and factories in the rear. phasizes the urgency of our plight. — four other armies on this front as 
Until we are heavy enough on our side of It is on these critical items, some of them as still others in the Mediterranean 
the balance to fight such battles with all | new ones, that we must concentrate our | te Orient. 
armies on all fronts, we aren't ready to call efforts. Twenty-seven percent of all the Since October 20, General Eisenhower 
the war in the bag programs are in this critical category. It is | ®Sked us for two-thirds of all our pr 
This is the way, remember, America elected to this 27 percent we must give our thoueht mortar-shell output. Yet, General M 
to fight this war. Our generals and our and bend our energies. Though individual Arthur, not to mention the other Pacific: 
G. I's are carrying out the strategy America | yanufacturers can well take pride in their | Mediterranean fronts, has used more m 
ee ee ae a a oe position if they are on or ahead of schedule, | Sells on Leyte than in all his previou 
aan industry, labor, the W. P. B., the | ©" ® broad front we can find no comfort par tpg . he vs ntit 
; oe a ; unless these critical shortages are met. For I told you earlier of the vast quantiti 
W. M. C., and the Army Service Forces are example. though all else may be up te material you have delivered already 
on the spot. We, at home, are squarely up atid what ‘good . « track without tires me give you another reason why we 
= ae ssp ones — . —_ oo | or a gun without ammunition or, for that make more, and still more. 
a a aad uae is oa th Saceean eames pa | matter, 50-caliber ammunition in abundance | In 1 month those same three Ameri 
rs nin cas Saal  ficht, can deliver these | £ ammunition is needed for big guns? We | Armies in France lost from all causes 83 
soods wherever they are needed, whenever | ™USt have balance and to make our problem cent of their dump trucks, 50 percent of 
they are needed. and in whatever quantities harder that balance is constantly shifting. mortars, 14 percent of their scout car 
they may be needed. When you compare the | We must meet these shifts; we must meet percent of their light and medium t 
ac cand aie Sige s | new and unforeseen demands. We must Multiply such losses by 12 months and 
weight we swing today with what we could 7 
muster 3 years ago today, the balance is un- | Meet them when they are needed and con- can see that our manufacturing output 
ieniably shifting ; tinue to meet them until the last shot is far from being net gain in the weight we | 
Had we been able, however, to have reached fired. in the balance. ta ; 
tor s weight on December 6, 1943, we We have explained our need to our two I have had quite a little to say about 
n t be celebratiz total victory now. | great labor organizations, the A. F. of™fL, and Way we are using up the weight of our 
Gre as is our capacity, it was beyond our the C. I. O., and both have responded whole- tériel in Europe—at an ever-increasi 
al y to do that | heartedly, with prompt organization of re- | We have two wars to fight. We are p 
Instead, we are just now coming against cruiting services to assist us in plugging the not yet in the full fury of the one in E 
the full might of the concentrated weight | holes we need to fill. We are certainly not yet full-out 
which a desperate Germany and an even | Government agencies involved in our pro- Japan. 
more desperate Japan can use to pit against duction programs, especially the W. P. B. You may be looking toward V-day in Eu- 
u |} and the W. M. C., are acutely aware of our rope as a day of let-down, a time to 
I will give you a few figures for compari- | need. We are in complete agreement as to | Burn this thought into your minds. It 
s0n between our strength in 1942 and in 1944, the urgency of our situation. Together we more tons, hauled more miles by far 
But don’t forget that Germany with its un- have outlined the steps we must take. stroy a Jap than it takes to dest 


reached your maximum schedules in the time 





c 


troy a N 
deniable fiendish skill and efficiency is right In a few minutes, Mr. Krug, who I am We will only transfer our energies after I 
now training thousands of fresh troops and mighty happy to have in here pitching with ler’s Germany falls. We may even have 
turning out millions of tons of equipment me, will discuss these measures and the pro- increase our output in many categories 
for them, grams where extra effort is needed today. materials. For instance, there are new v 


we 
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jection, the excerpt 
iews was ordered to 
ORD, as follows: 
z Rivers: This project 
f a 12-foot chan- 
the Beaver and 
f oO 
.e 1 4 
connect the B r- 
ke Erie, but t 
i, at le for f 
1 the proje ( 
i constru ( ua dead-end char l 
fr point where the Beaver-Mal I 
R é er the O River, to a poil 5 
m ! h at = Ohio in l 
= ares I 1 object of 
I » provid I ation ch l 
f e Ohio River ithe pparent 
to ble e 1 el cor nie in t 
Y i area to n their coal sup 
by r spor n ¢ trast to 
pres¢ me od of u ! t coal barge 
ait p ( R t ) ra r d 
frei i then hau I ral d the 
a h t Your wn The esti- 
mi i Federal cost of this project is $38,500,- 
000 and with an annual maintenance charge 
of $630,000 for tl 35-mile-long dead-end 
cal rhere is a further cost of approxi- 
mately $30,000,000 to be borne by local con- 
tribu 1 In all, this project will need 
$70,000,000 for construction, and an esti- 
n d $630,000 for yearly maintenance 
In figuring the estimated subsidized water 
transportation rates as compared with t 
existil railroad rates, it must be borne in 
mind that the railroad rates—as pointed out 
earlier in this report—are based on total con- 
truction ct and maintenance of railroad 


bed { 


operat 


nd tracka plus equipment costs and 
ng charges, whereas the rates on sub- 
sidized water-borne traffic are based solely on 


floating equipment cost and their operating 
charres. 

The minority is reliably informed that the 
cost of a new double-track railroad from a 
loading point on the Ohio River up the 35 
miles to Your wn would be between fif- 
teen and twenty million dollars, and it must 
be evident to all that if the Government built 
this railroad for this sum and maintained it 
at an annual cost of not exceeding $130,- 


000. that some $50,000,000 would be saved in 
construction costs as compared with the wa- 
terway, and some $500,000 annually in main- 
tenance costs, and if the railroads were per- 
mitted to operate their equipment ov 
federally built and maintained railroad with- 
out any charge, as in the case of the water- 
way, the per-ton freight rate would be con- 
siderably le than that estimated the 


er this 


for 


water rne transportation system with posi- 
tive, dependable operation all the year 
round 

It 1ust be clearly understood that the 
signe f this minority report is not advo- 
c the col uction of this federally 
owned railroad, t merely using the sug- 
gestion as a Cor n to illustrate the in- 
equality of the basis of calculation for freight 
rates as between the two systems. The mem- 


ber of the Commerce Committee submitting 
this minority report holds no brief for the 
railroads, but does hold a brief for the tax- 
payers of the country. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


q ion is on agreeing to the committee 
nt on page 22 beginning with 


l 


Mr. GUFFEY. I ask for the yeas and 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll 

Mr. WHITE (when Mr. WILEY’s name 
was called). I am asked to announce 
the necessary absence from the Senate 
on Official business of the junior Senator 


from Wisconsin (Mr. Writer]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

h HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia {Mr. Gtass] is ab- 
ent from the Senate because of illness. 

The from Nevada [Mr. Mc- 
CarrRAN] and the Senato. from Utah [Mr. 
MurbDockK] are detained on official busi- 
ness for the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida [ Mr. Pepper] 
is absent on important public business. 
I am advised that if present and voting 

> would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BarRKLEY!] and the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. CHAveEz] are unavoidably 
detained. 

The Senator from 
ANDREWS], the Senator from 


T+ 
ivil. 
or 


Senator 


—~ 


Florida Mr. 
North Caro- 


lina (Mr. Bartrey], the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. CtiarK], the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the Senator from 


Georgia |Mr. Greorce!, the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. ScruecHam], the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. Truman], the Sena- 
tor from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN], 
and the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. WALSH] are necessarily absent. I 
am advised that if present and voting 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. ANpREws] 


and the Senetor from Georgia I[Mr. 
GEORGE! would vote “nay.” 


The Senator from Utah (Mr. THomas] 
has a general pair with the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. BripGEs]. 

Mr. VWHERRY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripces!}, who is 
necessarily absent, has a general pair 
with the Senator from Utah ([Mr. 
THOMAS]. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Brew- 
STER!, the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Moore], and the Senator from New 

Iampshire [Mr. ToBey] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
HAWKES] and the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. THomas] are necessarily detained. 
If present these Senators would vote 
“nay.” 

The Senator from [Illinois [Mr. 
Brooks] is necessarily absent. If pres- 
ent he would vote “nay.” He is paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD], who would vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, 
nays 52, as follows: 

YEAS—16 


Ball Ellender Nye 
Burton Gurney O'Mahoney 
Bushfield Hayden Overton 
Capper Holman Taft 


McClellan 
Millikin 


Connally 
Downey 


NATE 








Aiken Hall Re} 
Austin H h I 
E chead H I 
B ) Je r Ss 
I c J Colo. Tt 
Butler K € -Tu 
Byrd La F r Tyd 
way lL ’ V 
er M nd W 
C k, Mo McK : W J 
( I V 
I r I W 
Da Mead Wl y 
E nd M y W 
Fer son O'Daniel W 
G R le WwW l 
G Reed 
Guflt Revercomb 

NOT VOTING—27 
Andrews iillette 1 
Bailey s i 
Ba y Hawkes T I 
Bi J n, ¢ r. =e l 
Br S L r T y 
B McCarran Truman 
Cha Moore Wall 
( Idaho Murdock Walsh, \ 
George Pepper Wiley 


So the amendment of the comm 
as rejected. 
PURCHASE OF LOGS, LUMBER, AND 
OTHER FOREST PRODUCTS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BANK in the chair) laid before the S 
a message from the House of R 
announcing its disa: 
the amendments of the Senate to tl 
(H. R. 2185) to authorize the Secrs 
of the Interior, in carrying out the 
poses of the act of May 18, 1916 (39S 
137), to purchase logs, lumber, and « 
forest products, and requesting a cot 
ence with the Senate on the di re 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. I move that 
Senate insist upon its amendm 
agree to the request of the House f 
conference, and that the Chair ap 
the conferees on the part of the S 
The motion was agreed to; and 
Presiding Officer appointed 
O'’MAHONEY, Mr. Tuomas of Oklah 
Mr. WHEELER, Mr. LA FOLLETTE, and 
SHIPSTEAD conferees on the part of 
Senate. 
APPOINTMENT OF TWO ADDITIONA 
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF STATE 


Mr. CONNALLY. I ask unanin 
consent that the unfinished busine 
temporarily laid aside and that the S 


aT 


Sten 
atives 


appointment of two additional Assi 
Secretaries of State. It is rather 
urgent matter, and I do not think it v 
en‘ail any discussion. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is it a noncontrovel 
bill? 

Mr. CONNALLY. It is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thi 
objection to the request of the Sen 
from Texas? The Chair hears no! 
The clerk will state by title for the i 
formation of the Senate the bill refer: 
to by the Senator from Texas. 


The Curer CLerk. A bill (H. R. 4311 


to authorize the appointment of two 
ditional Assistant Secretaries of S 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is th 


objection to the consideration of tl 


bill? 





There being no objection, the Senate 


proceeded to consider the bill, which h 
been reported from the Committee 
Foreign Relations with amendment 


Oo! 


5, OF 
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c 
5 
I 
I mendmer f 1 to 
I ents ( ed to 
1 I d the b U¢ 1a Ulili¢ j , 
I bill 1 read tl ! ! J 
I 
VER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 
The Senate resumed consid ion 7 “ . : 
ill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
iction, repair, and preservation of , a 
in public works on rivers and r- M OVERTON In . s 
, and for other purposes , iment. I off 
T} PRESIDING OFFICER. The t} ’ re of mad Mr. HATCH 
k will state the next committe: i the ¢ aces 
ere eee eters PRESIDING OFFICER. The | in the | I 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 35, after EES 
23, it is proposed to strike ou of d bv t I I IDING : CT 
4. The exce i} f to the commi , ( 
re l - t l c N M ) 
1 W . ; 
‘ valle aaa _ The CHIEF CLERK I - 
nitte ; 4 l 
farbor A pproved A 1s 26, 1 - I 36 . : 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ora a 
to make a brief statement in con- a a 
n with the pci y amendmen ee I P ( M 
I believe the committee is to be com- I ! 
! 1 for having stricken the nguage 
1 as the so-called Elliott ride 
Lhe que on in ed is one ot itu 1 
mental change in thi nd policy of t 
United States, which goes back in an un- : 
1 record to the Preemption A % 
i ( n of the committee is in con- 
n with the ; cn en by 
l in Ieé¢ d to ! 
rigation ws in cont ion 
fl i-control bill. Th am 
I I were reierret to t > Comm P , 
I nm and Recl ation, wl 
could have the idy of con 
which has Juri tion « i 
n. I believe the Se e fe ’ 
I of that a n, t n 
: ¢ 
Ss yn of 
VI - . 
per- 
er 
con- The PRESIDING OFFICER I 
ferer ( on is on . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The ment lt e 1 ol a [- 
( n on agreeing to the committee ferred by the Senator from I 
mendment on page 35, beginning in Mr. HATCH Mr. P! er Mr. ¢ 
ne 24 t ubstitute v first off l I e 
Th mendment agreed to. day,I1 ed some question about it, be- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The cause it had just been presented fron I P] ID + OFFICER rhe 
k will state the next committee the floor and I had not had an oppor- n ment int f ibstitute, 








8876 


offered by the Senator from Louisiana 


to 
the mittee amendment, will bestated 

The Cnrer CierK. In lieu of the com- 
mittee amendment on pa 37, beginning 
in line 9, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
iowing: 

Sec. 6. Electric power and energy generated 
under the ce 


ntrol of the 
M Depart t and 


d in the opinion of the 

ecre f War required in the opera- 
tion o ich projects shall be delivered to the 
etary of the Interior, who shall transmit 

i dispose of such power and energy in such 

er to encourage the most widespread 

Ist é f at the lowest p ible rates to 
sumers consistent with sound business 
principle the rate schedules to become ef- 


fective upon confirmation and approval by 


the Federal Power Commissic Preference 
) the saie of such power and energy shall be 
ven to public bodies and cooperatives. The 
retary of the Interior is authorized to con- 
ruct and jul only such transmission 

es and related facilities as may be neces- 


iry in order to make the power and energy 


nerated at said projects available in whole- 
quantities for sale on fair and reasonable 
terms and conditions to facilities owned by 
the Federal Government, public bodies, co- 
peratives, and privately owned companies. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, since 


I have offered the substitute amendment 
I have consulted with two or three Sen- 
ators and with the Department of the 
Interior. It is desired that an exception 
be made in respect to the Umatilla Dam 
and the Snake River project. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, I am 
unable to hear the Senator who is speak- 
ins 

Mr. OVERTON. I assure the Senator 
it is not my fault. There is too much 
confusion in the Chamber. 

I was aking the observation that 
since I submitted the substitute amend- 
ment a request has come to me from the 
Department of the Interior and from 
several Senato to make an exception 


™m 
ill 


with respect to the Snake River project 
and the Umatilla Dam, so that the provi- 
sions of this section will apply to all 
dams, except as may be otherwise pro- 
vided in this bill in respect to those two 
dam 

I do not think the substitute amend- 


Dam and Snake River project, and I have 
o advised the Secretary of the Interior 


and the Senators who are interested. 
However, I have no objection to the sug- 
gested modification; and therefore I am 
modifying my amendment, in the begin- 


, after “Sec. 6” and before 
Electric’, by inserting: 


r 


the word 


Except as may be otherwise authorized by 
ther sections of this act relating to Umatilla 
Dam and the Snake River project, 


Then the section as recommended will 
apply to all dams, except as may be other- 
wise provided for the Snake River project 
and the Umatilla Dam. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, 
Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. As I understand the 
amendment, it means that the Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to construct 
and acquire only such transmission lines 
and related fac ies aS may be neces- 

ry Suppose the existing facilities 
agreed to transmit the power at thei! 


ail 





regular rates, but the Secretary of the 
Interior found that by constructing the 
lines the power could be transmitted for 
a considerably lesser cost to the con- 
sumers. Would he then be authorized to 
construct a line? 

Mr. OVERTON. He could construct 
transmission lines for the sale of current 
from the dams at wholesale prices. I do 
not think there is any particular limi- 
tation to that authority, except as con- 
tained= in the language ‘wholesale 
prices.” He is also instructed to do so in 
order to bring about as wide a distribu- 
tion of electric current and energy as 
possible. 

Mr. AIKEN. And on fair and reason- 
able terms, I believe. 

Mr. OVERTON. Yes; 
sonable terms. 

Mr. AIKEN. And if any existing line 
attempted to hold him up on the price 
for transmitting it, then he would be at 
liberty, would he not, to go ahead and 
construct a line himself? 


on fair and rea- 


Mr. OVERTON. That is my interpre- 
tation of it. 

Mr. AIKEN. That is what I thought 
the interpretation would be, and what I 


hoped it would be. 
Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I should like to ask 
the distinguished Senator from Louisiana 
how the amendment would change, if it 
would change, the language of the com- 
mittee amendment on the subject as it is 
contained in the bill. 

Mr. OVERTON. ‘he language of the 
substitute would be changed in the form 
which I have asked to have modified. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Yes. 

Mr. OVERTON. I have asked to 
modify the substitute amendment by in- 
serting after “Sec. 6.” the words “Ex- 
cept as may be authorized by other sec- 
tions of this act relating to Umatilla 
Dam and the Snake River project.” 

Mr. MILLIKIN. The exception would 
apply to the substitute. 

Mr. OVERTON. Yes. The _ reason 
why the insertion was made in the orig- 
inal committee amendment is that other- 


President, will 


wise there could be, under its terms, an 
interference with the distribution of 


power from the Snake River and Uma- 
tila Dam. My substitute amendment 
would not interfere whatever, because it 
would permit the Secretary of the In- 
terior to build transmission lines for the 
sale at wholesale rates of power gener- 
ated at the Snake River project and the 
Umatilla Dam. 

HILL. Mr. President, I under- 
stand the amendment is practically in 
the language of the one which the Sen- 
ate adopted with reference to the con- 
struction of transmission lines under the 
flood-control bill, with the exception that 
the amendment would not apply to the 
Umatilla Dam and Snake River project. 
It would carry out the policy provided in 
the flood-control bill, namely, giving to 
the Secretary of the Interior the right to 
build transmission lines where they may 
be necessary in order to afford prefer- 
ences to municipalities, public agencies, 
and farmer cooperatives in assuring a 
fair and equitable distribution of power 


ry. 
Mr. 
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at the fairest and most reasonable rat: 
I strongly favor the adoption of t} 
amendment. 

Mr. President, the power policy of t 
Federal Government has not been devs 
yped capriciously. It has been hamme; 
out by the Congress in bill after bill 1: 
lating to the Federal construction of y 
ter control and conservation projects ar 
the regulation of interstate stream 
The core of that Federal policy is that t! 
benefits of power development at Fede) 
projects shall not be monopolized by lin 
ited groups but that those benefits sh 
be widely distributed. This policy re 
specting the disposition of the peop 
power property on the basis of the gene 
welfare has its roots in the earliest h 
tory of our country. There were thos: 
the early days who sought to sell the p 
lic lands in the public domain to 
highest bidder, to the men or compar 
that could put up the most ready c 
That policy bred land monopoly and | 
monopolization of the resources deri\ 
from the land—both on and unde! 
earth. That policy was repudiated in t 
homesteading policy of selling our pub 
land and resources for the benefit of 1 
greatest number. Upon the policy 
homesteading our Nation has grown | 
and great and our resources have b 
kept from being monopolized by the } 
erful few. Under that policy the N 
west territory, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, t 
great Middle West was settled—sett 
by farmers who work the land and r« 
its benefits. 

So, too, with our power resources 
have sought to assure that they will 
become enmeshed in the empires of t 
monopolists but that they will be av 
able to develop the industry and ag: 
ture of our Nation and to lighten 
burden of the housewife. We hav 
acted into law again and again a p 
of giving preference to public ag 
municipalities and ‘cooperatives in 
of the people’s power res 
developed at Federal dams. TheS 
from Kentucky [Mr. BarKitey] rem 
on Wednesday that the first such pre 
ence was started in an amendment tot 
Reclamation Act in 1906. It wasr 
ated in vigorous language in the R 
Act in 1913 which gave public lan 
the city of San Francisco for use in 
nection with a water and power de\ 


sale 


ment. It has in recent years been 
acted in the reclamation laws, in 


T. V. A. Act, the Bonneville Act, and t 
Fort Peck Act. This policy has re 
from the efforts of the Congress to c 
bine the sound tradition of our Nat 
to foster business, aid the farmer 
make the benefits derived from Go\ 
ment expenditures available to all of t 
people. 

There are two sound policy reasons ! 
combining this policy of giving pref 
ence and priority to public agenci' 
the distribution of federally devel 
power and for building the nec 
transmission networks to implement t 
preference and priority and to mak 
effective. 

First, it is sound business for the Gov- 
ernment to sell its power to more thar 
one distributor. If the Governm 
required to sell merely to the one la 























in the vicinity that can afford to 
i a line to the Government’s 
utility will be able to dictate 
s upon whic! p r may 
by the Government. It can dictat 
price at which the power will be sold. 
businessman would want to be in 
h an anomalous position. 

in business would want 
n a single outlet for the distribution 


remain in busi- 





No whole- 


to depend 
is product li he wouic 


The sale of power through public agen- 
und nonprofit organizations, m 
means the sale of more power. It 

ns the fuller and speedier develop- 
of the power resources of the Gov- 
nment and the consequently greater 
payment to the Treasury of the costs 
the projects. It means this because 
lic agencies and nonprofit distributors 
power on a basis that results in the 

t use of power and its heavy con- 
mption in the home and on the farm 

1 in the factory 
power on 
istrated 


V.A.h 


yre- 


he eff c of 
consumption has been 
again and again. The 
as given us an outstanding ex- 
the greater use of power 
rough the reduction in its price. Sim- 
in the Northwest the results of t 
power, at Bonneville and 
Grand Coulee, are 


iOW- 


D> 


-cost 


shown in the tr 


; per capita use of elk 
I me state this in figures. Ishall use 
uverages of both public and priva 

panie so as not to confus the point 

I am making that Ik r costs, whethe1 
or private, m Sf t use of 

The average residential use of 

r in the Nation as a whole in 1943 


1 od, 
from the Edison 
titute, was 1,070 kilowatt- 

5s 3 


price wa 








uchout the Nation from } d 
e ! In the St n- 
> hp ite and pub reta 
1,672 k tt-hours to the av: 
r at a cost of 2 ce M 
lf n much use of power in 
OV avel l 1 
l than two- t 
In the § Wa 
i ¢ >and Bonne > Dp S l 
| I } lic < 1 
: . 
1 trans?! yn grid, the i 
| r by the don ic Cc u I 
27 kilowatt-hours or more ft it 
! onal average—the co f f 
the consumer is 1%4 cents or ] 
1 half of the ave er ‘ l f 
i e the fig s | a InK 
lent to the point th the u ( 
r go lt ul p ( a A 
r extension of this point may | 
ind in Winnip Canada ? { 
ge use of } r is ab f t 
average in tl count nd 
e price is about a ft f ou 


A ‘ > ¥ > wv ¢ 
\s long as power can pay 


of multiple-purpose 


ents; as long as our rivers are uncon- 
lled and lay waste lives and property; 

ac long as navigation and irrigation a1 
the building of America—we 


I d in 


combine 


xC——560 


the policy of giving 











ball of a policy that w i hamstri: 


ap yul licy 
money to farmers’ rural el 





power have enabied our patriotic A 


food-and- 





history of this or any other nat 

to do so with fewer farmers and f 
h 
t 


ha n + ff a 


te 


V 
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for decentralizi industry and for | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
‘ ! 1 balance tween the town clerk will state the first amendment of- question is on agreeing to the ame: 

and country, between riculture and in- fered by the Senator from Maryland. ment offered by the Senator from Cali 
dustrial production. The day of indus- The CHIEF CLERK. On page 42, after fornia. 

trial concentration with i lums, it line 5, it is proposed to insert the follow- | The amendment was agreed to. 

neaithn ! rds, 1s poor ivi tanaarad n Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President 

is re n t it Th availability ( field Harbor, Md | ask to have the attention 


of the ; 
scien ti eaiguiiie: Minka des acelabniieaiia The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | S@?ator from Louisiana, I offer 
pt nae 1 its trom th oe question is on agreeing to the amend- | #™endment with which he is famil 
a See ment offered by the Senator from Mary- and W hic *h would remove certain obsta- 
new ¢ i : a : maa cles in the St. Marys River. The am 
{ { _ ney ; The -mendment was arreed to. ment is based on the recommendatic 
‘J S TWniamaaae dha, Siena The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | the Chief of Engineers dated Septem 
3 BP eae — ee lerk will state the next amendment ie anak. ehdeicaeienas acer the Sen- 
¢ oe oul var ee fered by the Senator from Marvland. | 2%¢ Comiittee on Commerce had con- 
= — - _ eae ind ce The Curer CLerK. On page 42. after cluded its consideration. I am in 
d civiisetion. Teierd 10, it is proposed to insert the follow- | tO believe that the sble Senator 1 
a ee Ul ne : . Louisiana agrees with the amendm 
ae : } Ove Cre I ( h and that it will be taken to conferer 


: Peres Ere aii can One ante A ee it Mr. OVERTON. The Senator is « 
COUNUTY Will pros! na Ove! ae be The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rect. I understand that it is very em 

dS cas eS ae eee question is on agreeing to the amend- gent. I have been so advise 
: t offered by the Senator from Mary- engineers. So far as I know, the 
ae land conceivable objection to it on the } part 


d by 


( ? ( ( j pe ; 10 a .— 4 4 
' s : Si The amendment was agreed to. anvone. 
rie rivu n of powel prod ea a rT ‘TT? : mar Tm / 
Red pice a , The PRESIDING OFFICER. The The PRESIDING OFFICER. 17 
ae SCY CAE eaeee clerk will state the next amendment amendment will be stated. 


B e it is ood business and food ffered hv 1a Sana rarviand | or % . ‘ 
cea aderalie aeodauced | we. by the Senator from Maryland. | The Curer CLERK. On page 23 
ners yaa ae ee eee ence The Cuter Cierk. On page 43, afte 


I lina 15 + ) r wm nee + +h ‘ 
; ; s St ae s ea : line 15, it is proposed to insert the fol) 
power In a manner that wul prevent 1 line 13, it is proposed to insert a new ins 
mon l tion and that will spread it paragraph. a aia Ale 
sOEL i } agrapn, as Iollow ‘i 
t \ l ng the peor I ; . ; f St. Mar Rive I Sou C 
( rs Run, Calvert Countv, Md., with accort ce ¥ report of the ( 
O} ) j , ! in n t at yuld : sd a ; an ; é l a Wits n I I n 
1 ‘ providit 1 harbor for small boats Engineers dated August 14, 1944 
l l lf ol 1 ( to th ite of the et D ‘ 67 
, 5D - tained in Hou cument } 579 
dam I favor giving preference to mu- Phi PRESIDING OF! spr agee The hth C ; aad a 
elgnthn onegres econ session 
nici} ‘ publ wwencie ind farme! question is on agreeing to tl amend- 
cooperative Where it is née ury for ment offered by the Senator from Mary- The PRESIDING OFFICER 
the ( ernment to construct transmis- land. ° question is on agreeing to the ame : 
1 lines for ch preference to be en- The amendment was agreed to ment offered by the Senator from Mi 
joved. I strongly favor such construction Th -PRESID! NG OFFICER. The igan. 
by the Government I v very much clerk will state the next amendment The amendment was agreed to 
prati er ti tion of the Ser ( off d by the Senator from Maryland. Mr. WHERRY Mr. President. or _ 
} + yey +} + ] ‘ Yrrrer ‘; pow » A 4 ss = 
in providing for ch con ction in The CHrEF CLERK. On page 43, afte half of the Senator from New Je! 
the f i-control bill and I ure similar ilne 3, 1t 1S proposed to insert a new Mr. HAWKES who is nece sarily } 
( iding bill } p- paragraph, as follow , alte he 
- a eo ee , mere re from the Chamber, I offer an amendm 
? f the nain men nt hetwee} Pamcer 3av nd Chesa- } , 
tion olf the pending amenamen ( el between Rar y Bay and Chesa which I ask to have read. I und 
T PRESI NG FFICER The } C say d other measu for the pre- 4 ‘ . 
ii i IDING OFFICER if : eee : a : : —_ that the amendment is not controv: l 
question on agreeing to the modified ; acar une 


aint dell by the Senat lio ! f South River, Anne Arundel County In any way. 


RRCREIREES ONEES Uy tue Genases ro | iM Mr. OVERTON. I have no ot 
Louisiana |M1 O71 ERTON in behalf of 


ea cate . sails . to the amendment. cnow what it 

the committee, in lieu of the committ rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The sige coco or oe 
amis t on page 37, after line 8 question is on agreeing to the amend- The PRESIDING OFFICER The 

The modifi amendment to the ment oifered by the Senator from Mary- — 7 — nt will be tated. 
™ et aa ; a a! land The Curer CLERK. On page 41 
< 7 me I - { Va F eK » . ) , 7 . i, gg i+ +< . " ~ . 

Tl mmittee amendment mend The amendment was agreed to. line 5, it is proposed to insert: 

Lic UA 1idii Call LlUTMe Lit « AlMNCiUugG= aes - s 5 2 i 7 . 

ed ¥ be Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I have Sandy Hook Bay, N. J., with a view 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President. 2} an amendment lying on the desk affect- | viding a channel to, and navigatio1 

Mr. O . N Mr. Presiden ir'- aia ak oe aaa 
\ a i I } ing two survey items only, one on the | ments at, Leonard 
liamen nauir c 


7 ee PRESIDING OFFICER. The Napa Rive r, Calif., and one on the Noyo The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1 

Senator will state it rg! ogee I ask that they be read by | question is on agreeing to the am 

Mr ves that complet a eee aa ex | ment offered by the Senator from N 

sacar aanel “OVER aa ( eee ii sp rege ee The | braska [Mr. WHerry] on behalf of 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That "The C Cuier CLERK. On page 55, after Senator from New — Mr. HawkKE 

completes the committee amendments. | Jine 10, it is proposed to insert: The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill is before the Senate and open seinen Sidiniees: eaehd Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I offer 

to further amendment. ; S | amendment which would merely author- 
MR. TYDINGS. Mtr. President, with- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | ize a preliminary examination and 

in a few minutes I shall have to go to a | Question is on agreeing to the amend- | survey. It isan amendment about whi 

physician, and I should like to offer ment offered by the Senator from Cali- I have spoken to the distinguished sen 

veral small amendments which would fornia. Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Overton], 

merely authorize surveys to be made on The amendment was agreed to. | and it is perfectly agre aad e to him. 

five small streams in the State of Mary- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

land. I should appreciate it if the next amendment of the Senator from | amendment will be stated. 

amendments could be considered at this | California will be stated. The Cuier CLERK. On page 49, 

time and disposed of. No appropria- The CHIEF CLERK. On page 55, after | line 23, it is proposed to insert: 

tions are asked for. The amendments | line 10, after the amendment heretofore Columbus, Ga. to Pensacola, Fla.: waterway 





merely provide for examinations and | agreed to, it is proposed to insert: via Chattahoochee, Conecuh, and Escai 
veys. i Napa River, Calif. Rivers, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1 r) 
mendment was reed t sme will tx 
) BYRD. Mr. P t. I offer an ( } - J — 
ir p! ng f rvey. I 55 9 
l i the am ’ ith the f 
or from L Mr. OVER- , 
i} I no opiec to it 





Curer CLERK. On | 45 I I ING Of 2 6M 
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Lil amendme tL Wa is ‘d to . 7 . 
Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, on a phe —: i Pi Ol 


behalf of the senior Senator from N h wees Sh S : 
Carolina {[Mr. Bartey], who = " a 
Chamber at the moment, I offer the The PRESIDING OFFIC! 
1endment wl 1 Isend to the desk and meee C Cr ; 7s O 
» 4 — ton? ; i 1 I I K Un } f 
KR LO Nave Stated. 
to! \ i ae 7 b 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ele 
; + , Ai 
mendment will be stated , 1 Pl 


K 


© t 49 iter 
, ) | j nse the 1io0le 
, 
M 
J J f 
} 
Mi HILI Mr. Presid f tt 
I ne l dopted aoe the Sen- 
! t would provide the best was} 
O 1 restudy of the project 
Ww j bh el t} I a resolutior 
1 committee? They would 
} t ume thin but the 
can k with better thorits 
( nI n 
Mr. OVERTON. One ould be a t- 
ory the othe 
Mr. HILI Would Senator think 
one d_ be expeditiou the 
‘ rye 
Mr. OVERTON. I think 
Mr. HILI I question in my mind 
t one uld be more expeditiou 


Mr. OVERTON. I think I can speak 

f committee, and if tl mend- 

ment 1 wit] y diffic y in con- 

l ( ( { f hould be no confer- 

( 1 on the bill—we may neve1 

I do not know—I 

} 1 to ain ettll a € - 

lution for a review through the Com- 

me Committee 

Mr. HILI Bu e Senator thinks we 

port ist aS qui by put- 

tit mendment on the bill as we 

wi ilt of a re lution of the 
con king for a resurve} 


RESIDING 


OFFICER The 


q tion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Louisi- 
ana | Mr. OVERTON 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, on be- 
half of t nior Senator from Florida 


Yr anoatl among 
wier another amena- 


OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated 


The Cuirer CLERK. On page 13, line 23, 


‘ e ( the semicolon immediately 

{ 1944” and insert in lieu thereof 
a comma and the following: ‘“‘and plans 
for e alteration of channel alignment 
on file in the Office of the Chief of Engi- 
ne with such modifications as he may 


deem advisable.” 
Tl PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ffered by the Senator from Louisi- 
n behalf of the Senator from Flor- 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pepper! I offer what my colleague from 
Ohio describes as a noncontroversial 
amendment. It merely asks for a pre- 
iminary examination and survey. 
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The PRESIDING 


ndment will be 


OFFICER. The 


tated. 


The CHreFr CLERK. On page 49, after 
} proposed to insert e fol- 

} la Harbor, Fl 
Th PRESIDING OFFICER The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from 


ad 
pehnail 





Dama in ol the junio 


1 Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. On behalf of the junior 
Senator from Florid: Mr. Pepper! I 


~ 





ofl nother amendment asking merely 
Io! irvey. 

Th FRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 49, after 

ne 19, it is proposed to insert the fol- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama on behalf of the Senator from 
Florida {Mr. PEPPER 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. On behalf of the junior 
Senator from Florida |Mr. Pepper], I 
offer another survey amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


amendment will be stated. 
The Curer CLerK. On page 48, afte 
line 25, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
Crystal River, Fla 


The PRESIDING OFFICER The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama on behalf of the Senator from 
Florida |Mr. PEPPER 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. On behalf of the jun 
Senator from Florida I offer another sur- 
vey amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment will be stated. 


The CuieF CLERK. On page 45, be- 


ahe 


tween lines 22 and 23, it is proposed to 
it t the followin 
S John River, Fla., Palatka t Lake 
H \ 
} 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama on behalf of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
bill is before the Senate and open to fur- 
ther amendment 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, 2 or 3 
days ago I heard someone say that 
this very carefully considered bill, the 
river and harbor bill, which nad been 
the subject of hearings which lasted over 
a 3 or 4 weeks’ period, was not a “‘pork- 
barrel” bill. But after listening to the 
chairman of the subcommittee accept 
approximately, I should say, 60 or 170 
amendments providing for work or 
studies in as many different parts of the 
country, without any Member of the 
Senate excepting the one who was inter- 
ested knowing what these projects were, 
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I began to wonder if this was not ( 

sized “bac 

“pork barrel.’ 
The Senator from Louisiana has 

o kind in accepting the 60 or 70 proj 

to benefit as many different parts of t 

country that I hope he will, before I con- 

clude the discussion of the sub; vhi 

I shall take up, be perfectly willing 

accept the amendment which I 

, and which might be considered 

a good contribution from that “; 
rrel” to 135,000,000 people in the Unit 

, and not merely those residin 

nouth of some cove or river 


Mr. President, I shall 


n-bar ’ inct } ¢ 
on-Varrel instead olf j a 





neak ’ 
peak on 


river and harbor bill, and particula: 
on what is commonly known as tl 
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway p! 


ect, for the construction of which I 
offer an amendment before we concl 
the debate on this subject. 

I ask that at the beginning of my 1 
marks the amendment which I props 
to offer later be printed in the Recorp 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I 
ob) ction? 

There being no objection, the ame? 
ment was ordered to be printed 
RECORD, as 


follows 


At the end of the ll insert 
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with the Power A Né 
York for the 

ity of the power ul 
ant to this auth n and the 1 





use the United States 
the project for hydroelectric power purp 
upon such terms and conditions as n 

agreed upon, including provision f 
of $93,375,000, which represents the ¢ 
located to power in acc with t 

method of allocation included in the join 
recommendation of the Corps of Enginee 

United States Army, and the Power Authority 
of the State of New York dated February 7, 
1933, such payment to be made by the Power 
Authority over a period of 50 years with inter- 
est at the rate of 3 percent compounded an 
nually. In addition, the arrangement shal 
include provisions protecting the interests « 
the United States and assuring a widespreac 
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— . matter of fact, the Senator Know I amps DOr | ’ 
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50,000 .000 


proper tim 


WHITE. I 


“SIDING 


bet pet fe et ed OO A 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
} answered 
A quorum is present. 


before I suspended for a quorum call, I 
should have preferred to offer this bill 
a separate measure; but inasmuch as 
appeared to be impossible to get 
from the committee in time to ob- 
this session of Con- 
> only recourse seemed to be to 
amendment 
under considera- 
n, Which I propose to do at the proper 


The action of this Congress in approv- 
ing or disapproving the Great Lakes-St. 
Lawrence 
will have a fat 
the position which America will hola in 
important factor in determining the ex- 

seeurity, the prosperity, and 

happiness which the people of this 
tion will possess in the future. 
play an important part in in- 


unemployment 
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ey return to their native land. 
6.000.000 boys of our now over- 
i the millions who are preparing 
tn e 1 I pon us to 
] country during their ab- 
*“ouncati for an era OI pros- 
I 1 security nd in this must 
We will not fail 
I a doing their part in is wa 
I offeriz they hav ‘=a 
! eir homes, their parents, th 
nd etheart nd tl chil- 
( one fe rd to offer the 
{ nec \ fi unc the 
n flag in every corner « thi 
( I 
The le we can do is to construct the 
ndation on which they may build—a 
foundation which will provide happine 
irity for 135,000,000 people, not 
r small groups of people presently 
] ning at home, who do not have to 
go fe to war, perhaps to nameless 
raves thousands of miles from thei 
homes. 
We have recently authorized tremen- 
dous public works in the flood-control 


bill. We will authorize more in the riv- 
ers and harbors bill now before us 
We of the Senate have refused, by de- 
iting certain amendments offered to 
the flood-control bill, to turn over the 
heritage of our boys to certain special 
interests while their backs were turned. 


I vy we can take just pride in the action 
of this Senate in insisting on holding the 
remaining natural resources of America 
in trust for the men and women of our 


armed services, their families, and their 
descendants. 

Now, Mr. President, I am going to ap- 
peal to the members of this body to do 
one thing more for those who are fight- 
our battles in foreign lands for us, 
and that is to authorize the great devel- 
opment which, more than any other, will 
bring happiness, security, and prosperity 
to all our people. 

Senate bill 1385 


approves the agree- 


ment entered into between the United 
States and Canadian Governments on 
March 19, 1941. That agreement pro- 


vides for the construction of such works 
furnish a 27-foot waterway all 
the way from Chicago, Duluth, and other 
points on the Grea. Lakes to the Atlan- 
tic Ocean. 

Such a waterway would accommodate 
all but the largest ships of our Navy and 
our merchant marine, bringing to reali- 
zation the hopes of the people living in 
the industrial and agricultural regions of 
the Great Lakes and the West that some 
day they will have free access to the 
seas and their rightful place in the com- 
merce of the world. 

In that respect, Mr. President, I should 
like to call attention to the fact that the 
great industrial cities of almost all other 
countries of the world are located upon 
waterways—either inland waterways or 
natural waterways—so that the goods 
produced in those industrial centers can 
be shipped to other parts of the world 
without the necessity of paying expensive 
transshipment charges which manufac- 
turers located in the central part of our 
country must bear. 

Since the agreement was signed in 
March 1941, considerable work, includ- 
ing the reconstruction of the 


as Wllil 


] *L ‘ 
1OCKS alt 












S St Marie, ha n completed 
a r necessit 

The cip obstacle en t 
in the 2,700-mile waterway reachi: 
‘ 
{ 


the Atlantic Ocean to the ports of Chi- 


cago d Duluth, in the heart of « 
continent, is a 48-mile stretch of rock 
channel which is Known as the Interna- 


. It lies bet 
and the Province 


ween the Stat 


of Ont 


tional Rapid 
of New York 








While there are other lesser in 

ments to be made, the construction « 
dams, locks, and canals at the Interna- 
tional Rapids is by far the major po 

of the work remaining to be done. T 
work is almost wholly on the Ameri 
side of the St. Lawrence River. Th 
great dam will be entirely within « 


borders. The canals and locks will | 
entirely within our borders. Only som 
of the canal houses and of th 
control dams will be in Canada. 
work will be done under the direction of 
the United States Army engineers, and 
no one questions their ability to do tl 
work. 

The total cost of all the work remain- 
ing to be done to complete a 
waterway is estimated by the Army engi- 
neers to be $421,000,000. Of this sun 
the United States will pay $277.000,000 
and the Dominion of Canada $144,000,090 

The difference in the amount to b 
paid by the two countries is due to th 
fact that Canada has to date spent ap- 
proximately $133,000,000, while we have 

pent only about $17,000,000, exclusive of 
certain improvements made since the wa 
started, on this international waterway 

I understand, Mr. President, that th 
great expenditure on the part of Cana 
is due to the fact that in 1928 or earl 
1929, an exchange of notes was made 
tween the Canadian and American Gi 
ernments, whereby it was agreed—und 
what authority, I do not know—that 
one country spent money in develcpin 
the common waterway of value to both 
countries, the other country would matt 
the expenditure. Canada went ahead 
the strength of that agreement, and 
spent $133,000,000, principally in recon- 
structing the Welland Canal so that 
has a depth of water of 30 feet over th 
sills. Therefore, Canada is credited wit! 
the amount of $133,000,000, which ha 
been spent principally in the reconstruc- 
tion of the Welland Canal, as I have said. 

Of the $277,000,000 to be paid by tt 
United States, $93,375,000 will be repaid 
by the State of New York over a 50-yea1 
period, to cover the part of the cost prop- 
erly allocable to the power development 
which will be constructed in connection 
with the seaway. 

In arriving at the sum of $93,375,000 
which is to be paid by the State of New 
York, the Army engineers estimated the 
cost of the construction, then added an 
allowance of 25 percent for contingenci 
and then—on top of that—added 12 
percent more for good measure. This 
contribution to the cost of the total de 
velopment by the State of New York is 
undoubtedly adequate fully to reimbu 


some 


The 


97 ‘ 
2/-100 


be = 


the Federal Government for all expendi- 
tures connected with the power deve!oo- 
ment. 

Deducting this contribution from ths 
total estimated cost to the United States, 
we find a net cost amounting to $184,000.- 








CON 


ir luring the construction 
d. Those two amounts will 
1 of approxima 
There is no telling how many days the 
have been shortened 
Lawrence development had 

n constructed before we be me in- 

ed in the hostilities. 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 

itor yield? 
Mr. AIKEN. I yield 
Mr. DAVIS. If our ships are able to go 

m ports on the Great Lakes, in the 

tral part of the United States, direct- 

to foreign ports, the result will also be 

t ships will be able to travel from the 

justrial centers of other countries to 

r industrial centers on the Great Lakes, 
rely upon the payment of the regular 
Mr. AIKEN. That is absolutely cor- 
Any ship will be able to travel from 
ny part of the world to our ports in 
ose areas. A ship will be able to bring 
rubber from the East Indies or gold from 
Africa or hides from South America di- 
rectly to ports on the Great Lakes, with- 
having to unload at the Atlantic 
pol Today the cargoes must be trans- 
ported overland by rail from the Atlantic 
ports. 
In that connection, Mr. President, let 
me say that at the present time there is 
a 14-foot canal around the International 
Rapids, and during this year some 4,000 
irgo ships have used that canal. I think 
the cargoes they have carried have 
amounted to a total of approximately 
9.000.000 tons. I never have reduced that 
figure to the impressive figures for ton- 
miles which have been used so freely 
here, but I think approximately 9,000,000 
tons of cargo have been carried this year 
through the 14-foot canal. 

The total cost to the United States 
of this great development, which will per- 
mit ships from the Great Lakes to sail 
fully loaded to any port on the seven 
seas, will be less than the cost of waging 
war for a single day. It will be consider- 
ably less than the ultimate cost of many 
of the projects already approved by the 
Senate in the flood-control bill and fa- 
vorably reported by the committee in the 
rivers and harbors bill. 

Previous to the war there was a fleet 
of Norwegian ships which used the canal 
to which I have referred. I believe they 
started with one ship. They were short, 
shallow-draft ships. The locks of the 
present canal are only 260 feet in length. 
Those Norwegian ships had built up a 
sizable business in carrying freight to 
Chicago, Detroit, and other ports, reload- 
ing at those cities, taking the cargoes to 
European markets, and selling them in 
competition with the rest of the world. 
They were handling manufactured goods 
largely, as I understand, but just before 
the war they were carrying considerable 
quantities of manufactured steel to Euro- 
pean markets and selling them there in 
competition with the world. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Vermont yield to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr, AIKEN, I yield. 


~ 
f 
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Mr. DAVIS. Does the Senator kr 

the { e of the ul » whicl 

broucht it: the United St 

chan to speak, for our own? 
Mr. AIKEN. I cannot stat I under 

stand that t I t I 

able quantities of pul i and 

product h we bought from f 

count! In that connection I 

that if we are to export all over th 

we must expect to have cargoes retur 

to this country. That is one of the 


the State of New York would pay 
the fund from which we had inve 
United States money in the ] r plan 
along the river. Can he tell us how mu 
power would be generated in tho 
plants? 

Mr. AIKEN. As I have already said t 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, I 
come to that point a little later an 
into it in some detail. I am glad, how- 
ever, that he has raised the questi 
Incidentally, it might | int resting 
know that the total increased capacity 
of American shipping through the St 
Lawren 
000 tons. 

The question of States’ rights does not 
become involved in this bill. The ris 
of the power authority of the State of 
New York to take over the power de- 
velopment and to sell power therefrom 
is clearly recognized. 

Some 





seaway would be 


years ago I believe it was in 
either 1933 or 1934—an accord wa 
reached between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the State of New r 
was at the time the great St. Lawrence 
treaty was before the Congress. The 
accord was reached and was accepted 
by the House of Rcpresentatives. I be- 
lieve it was reported favorably th 
Committee on Foreig1 t 
Senate, and when the treaty failed 
receive the necessary two-thirds vote: 
the matter was dropped. But an ac 
has been reached recognizing the righ 
of the State of New York to take control 
over the power development and to sel 
power therefrom. 

The bill provides that New York will 
make available St. Lawrence River powe! 
to other States within economical trans- 
mission distances. Vithin 200 mil 
from where the great dam would be lo- 

an area including the State of 





| 
| 
| 
| Senator yield? 
| 


cated 
Vermont, most of the State of Ne 
Hampshire, a part of wester1 
setts, Connecticut, most of rk 
and I believe a small portion of norther1 
Pennsylvania. Within the 300-mile 
transmission distance will be includ 
most of the great industrial 
the Northeast. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Pri 


Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it contemplat 
any other power planis will 
along the route to which the Senat 
refers? 

Mr. AIKEN. 





have to be approved under the bill, al 


provides “for the preservation and en- | 


Not at the International 
Rapids. The agreement, which would 
tl ) 
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d it me ¢ nd made 

( ! prof n othe Therefore, 

I l that the St. Law- 

f developing the greatest 

| ould | the object of 

( f ry vate @X- 

I do t think we can criticize too 

n Y lative profits made by the 

! t owned utilities during the early 

| t this century. The commercial 

! I try Wv comparatively new. 

ering problems were still to 

be « Those who invested took 

i I have said, some lost and 

In 1921, a group of the most powerful 

e1 in the United States comprised 

( the Aluminum Co. of America, the 

General Electric Co., and the du Pont Co. 

nit der the name of the Frontier 

o ) n for the purpose of acquiring 

end ¢ eloping the power of the St. 
Lawrence Rive! 


Through Hugh L. Cooper & Co. they 


meade an offer to the United States and 
Ge ida that they would construct the 

\way without cost to either country in 
return for the power which could be de- 
veloped on this great river. The esti- 
mated cost of the construction at that 
time was $1,350,000,000. This plan of 
development, however, included that 


St 


part of the Lawrence River which lies 
wholly in Canada, as well as the Inter- 


national Zapids development which 
would be authorized by the 1941 agree- 

Some 4,000,000 horsepower of elec- 
tricity would have been generated on 
that part of the river which lies wholly 
within Canada A portion of it has been 
developed by private interests. I think 


the Montreal Light & Power Co. owns it 


now or did own it a year ago. Last 
‘pring the Quebec Parliament enacted 
legislation authorizing the purchase of 
the private power plants on the St. Law- 
rence River and making them into pub- 
lic power plants. But the attempt of the 
General Electric Co., the Aluminum Co., 
and the du Pont Co, in 1921 to acquire 


the title to the St. Lawrence project was 
the last serious effort by private inter- 
ests to acquire for themselves in their 
own name the world’s greatest poten- 
tial source of electric energy. 

The offer of these corporations was 
not accepted, for by that time public 
opinion was aroused to the point where 
government could no longer afford to 
turn over to private interests natural 
resources properly belonging to all the 
people. 

These 


ources 


efforts to acquire the water re- 
of New York were first made 
Theodore Roosevelt was Governor, 
and he fought the private interests who 
tried to acquire them; then Charles 
Evans Hughes fought them, and finally 
Al. Smith had to fight them. I think al- 
most every Governor of New York State 
has had to fight to preserve those re- 
sources for the people of New York. 
Since time there has been con- 
ducted a campaign by private interests 
forever to prevent the development of 


when 


that 


the energy of this great river unless the 
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benefits of such development are turned 


ove! 
profit. 
Mr. 


dent 


to private interests for private 
CLARK of Missouri. 

will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Vermont yield to the Sen- 
tor from Missouri? 


Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 


Mr. Presi- 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There is an- 
other project, is there not, for an all- 
American waterway from the Great 
Lak to the ocean? 

Mr. AIKEN. I think there were some 
early investigations that provided sur- 


veys for an all-American route, in fact 
two or three of them, but it was decided 
t the one now being considered was 
the only one which was feasible. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Such a route 
has been very strongly advocated by 
such organizations as the State Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York, the New 
York Waterway Association, which was 
formerly headed for many years by Mr. 
Peter G. Ten Eyck, formerly mayor of 
Albany and a former Member of the 
House of Representatives from the State 
of New York, and by a great many other 
American organizations, in contrast to 
the theory of having a waterway through 
Canada to be constructed very largely 
by American funds and employing Ca- 
nadian materials and labor. 

I recall a 5-hour speech made on this 
floor when the St. Lawrence Treaty, 
which is really what it should be, was 
before the Senate in 1933 by the then 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
COPELAND], in which he pointed out the 
advantages, the many advantages, of the 
all-American route over the Canadian 
route. 

Mr. AIKEN. What the Senator from 
Missouri says is perfectly true; such 
recommendations have been made, and 
they have been made, as I under- 
stand, by those to whom he has referred; 
but the investigation made by the com- 
mittee of which Secretary of Commerce 
Hoover was the head recommended the 
St. Lawrence as being the most feasible 
route. The all-American routes were 
recommended, I think, for two reasons, 
the first being that the people of Albany 
would like to turn all the traffic from the 
Great Lakes past the port of Albany. 
That is only natural. The other reason 
was that the power development would 
be relatively small and negligible on an 
all-American route and some of those the 
Senator has named, as we all Know, are 
very much interested in power develop- 
ment, and I am sorry to say that they 
have been interested in high prices and 
scarcity rather than in plenty and low 
prices. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Sen- 
ator will permit me a further observa- 
tion, I hold no brief on the face of the 
earth for the port of Albany; I do not 
care anything whatever about the port 
of Albany; but, as between the port of 
Albany in the United States and Mon- 
treal and Quebec, I stand very strongly 
on the side of the port of Albany. 

So far as power is concerned, 


nat 


that 
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My primary objection to this whole 
scheme is that it puts a limitation in per 
petuity on the diversion of water from 
Lake Michigan, a lake lying wholly with 
in the United States, which diversion j 
absolutely necessary for the Lakes to ths 
Gulf waterway, which I regard as ab 
lutely essential to the inland waterway) 
development of the United States. It 
seems to me that power development 
an entirely negligible element in th 
equation. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not desire to ente 
into a discussion with the very able Sen. 
ator from Missouri concerning the divs 
sion of water from Lake Michigan, but I 
understand that the document submitt: 
as a treaty in 1934 absolutely prohibit« 
further diversion of water from Lake 
Michigan, and it thereby incurred th: 
wholehearted hostility of both Senators 
from Illinois, whereas the present agree- 
ment does not prohibit further diversion 
from Lake Michigan, but provides 
means of settling damages in case it eve 
is diverted. The Senator’s quarrel as I 
understand is with the States of Michi- 
gan and Wisconsin and the United 
States Supreme Court rather than with 
this project. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am per- 
fectly willing to rest that settlement with 
the States involved. I think that has 
been a matter that has been pending be- 
fore the Supreme Court of the United 
States for a number of years. What thi 
proposal amounts to is a treaty, and I 
may say that when the Senator offers his 
amendment, if he does, I propose to move 
to refer it to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to be dealt with as a treaty. 
My objection is to an _ international 
agreement—a treaty, or whatever one 
may please to call it, which, second only 
to the Constitution, is the law of the 
land—limiting in any degree whatsoeve1 
our right to take whatever water we 
please from Lake Michigan. 

So far as the suits between the various 
States of the Union are concerned, that 
is a matter which can be properly settled 
by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. They may settle it wrong, bul 
whatever decision they make, of course, 
will be binding on all of us. 

Mr. AIKEN. As I understand, the 
contract is now before us. It provides 
that if water shall be diverted, arbitra- 
tion will be necessary in settling the 
amount of damage to injured parties on 
the river. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the 
Senator’s reason for asserting that this 
is now to be treated as an executive 
agreement, when it has been recognized 
for many years as being a treaty? 

Mr. AIKEN. The discussion of that 
matter at this time would be a little 
premature on my part. I should like to 
discuss the merits of the seaway and 
power development itself before engag- 
ing with the Senator from Missouri in the 
discussion of that question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shall be 
very glad to wait and discuss that ques- 
tion on my motion to refer, which I shall 
make as soon as the Senator offers his 


seems to me to be a negligible matter. | amendment. 
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ric systems. Such a condition also 
ied the incentive for the ob Ic- 
t tactics used against the St. L - 
and other undeveloped natural 
not e 
} ‘ Tl y 
it no one 
SOm¢ 
t tatem 
ley 
I r mac 
1my views 








mat of fact, I ver 
t 1V ited the ¢ riout 1 of } 
the consume! } 1 pu ) f 
ns exce where it | } Ipos- 
to cet adequate ¢ ridbution ¢ f 
other\ 
I have most earnestly urged tl for- 
I n of rural electric t 
rve the millions of ru hom i 
America which the private utilities eithe 
d not or would not serve. 
I have fought the private utilities v l 
the force I had when they have at- 
ipted to prevent the tran 
ctric light and power to these fa 
1 rural homes, as they have d 
ugh tactics which they kn ol 
» well how to use. 
I shall continue to fig! m 
necessary, along this un eV 
m home in America re BT 
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il 


‘ el ‘ ( ( rence 
e ( ted to t mportation of « ] 
1 nt to on i i tion of 1 
I oft our tt l produc on In f { 
the ¢ m DY | one! or Une 
I e seayv that it would per- 
of ou ») be sold. I think 
t he f f n ¢ fact that the 


( of I n icn the lai { 
( pe on the Great Lake 4 
J d l ou lly on record i 
( tl development of th > 
I f eaway. 
Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator 
M SIKEN. Opponents of the st ’ 
o divide the people of tl 
N n against themselve They have 
d t people of the Atlantic and Gulf 


( t ports that an increase in agricul- 


ire a dustry and employment and 
p ng p r throughout the great 
central portiol of our country would 
! ice the amount of busine s done by 
f por 
Nothi could be further from the 
tru Even now with $10,000,000,000 
lend-lease exports, the total export 
busin of the United States amounts 
to or 8 percent of our total economy 
It be of interest to note that as far 
back as 1920 the export business of this 


cou mounted to 12 percent of our 
t« f ymy, whereas now, including 
lt lea and all, it is only 8 percent. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, 1 the 
Senator vield 
. Mr. AIKEN. I yield 

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator state 
that the entire national volume of ex- 
port trade decreased from 12 percent 
in 1920 to 8 percent at present, includ- 
i I i-iCa ‘ 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes, but in 1920 our total 
na il economy amounted to $70,000,- 
000,( compared with one hundred and 
fifty- ht or one hundred and sixty bil- 
lion a today, so even though the 
has been a decrease in the percentage ol 
expo the has been an increase in the 
a r amount. I simply called attention 
to the decrease in percentage. 

Most of our business is done with our- 
selve Yet, the people of Baltimore and 
P] delphia and New York and Boston 

1d New Orleans and Mobile are told 


development of the St. Lawrence, 
which will ke it easier for them to do 
with the people 


F PFiiffal 
ol 2UTL AIO 


and Cleveland and Toledo and Detroit 

1d Milwaukee and Duluth, is going to 
hurt them. Those people are afraid to- 
day They do not want to change their 
wavs of doing business, but they com- 
p only a very small segment a cur 
t population, and I maintain that 
even though a few might have to change 
their ways, we 10uld consider this sub- 
ject in the light of what is good for 135,- 


000.000 pb 


people rather than what may be 
135 000 
ANDENBE RG. 
will the Senator yie av 
r. AIKEN. I yiel 
VANDENBEIE Lay On the question 
1e relative value of the St. Lawrence 


lopment, and whether the balance 


Mr. President, 
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finally becomes a liability or an 
, I cannot help but constantly think 
hat happens in the city of Detroit 
the great automobile industry of 
Detroit can reach the world with tide- 
\ transportation it is perfectly ob- 





( that the industry of that ea and 
everything related to industry, transpor- 
tation, and everything else, is certain to 
be served in a degree which multiplies 
the total economy of the area and the 
total economy of the country, and it 
could not have any See re a 

Mr. AIKEN. Ith the Ser r from 
Michigan for his observation, and I will 
add t} at when the products of Lhe motor- 
car companies of Detroit reach the mark- 
f of the world in greater quantities 
there will be an increased benefit to 
every State in the United Stat 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 
yield to permit me to say a word on that 
point? 

Mr. AIKEN. Ye 


Mr. VANDENBERG Furthermore 


ince we are constantly warned that the 
post-war economy of the world has got 
to produce a freer flow of commodities 
pro and con, exports and import it 
again, it seems to me, becomes an axiom 
that the development of a transportation 
f lity of this nature which is so inevita- 
bly sure to facilitate exports and imports 
] » of fundamental service not only 
to e economy of the United States but 
to that of the world. 

r. AIKEN. The Senator is entirely 
( rect 

I readily admit that a few people in 

tl great Nation of ours will have to 
( nge their ways of doin business 

n the St. Lawrence seaway is con- 

icted. But I hold that the easier 
it is for people of one part of this Nation 
» do business with the people of every 
other part of this Nation, the greater 

lth and prosperity and security will 
re und to all. 


> pe ial interests, the apostles of 


carcity i high prices, who today are 
fi in the St. Lawrence seaway would 
have their way, the United States would 

yn become a Stagnant and decadent 

ition. As I have said, they fight this 
proposal because they are afraid of a 
chan e 

There are many reasons why we must 
not permit the selfish interests opposing 


the St. Lawrence development to delay 
any longer. They have done damage 
enough already. 
We have known for 20 years that we 
needed the St. Lawrence development. 
We needed it in 1934 when the Senate 


failed to cast a two-thirds vote in favor 
of the treaty which was then before the 
Senate. We needed it jus at us surely as 


lat 


we should have known sooner or 
later we wovld have to ie a or the 
defense of this Nation, in a world at 
war, and that we would need kattleships 
and airplanes, power, and aluminum 


plants for war production. 

We knew that the St. Lawrence navi- 
gation and power facilities were needed 
in 1940 and 1941. The supporters of the 
seaway knew it and the enemies of the 
seaway knew it. 
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who sought to protect monopoly 
leges and profits through px stp n- 
ts construction knew that it ws: 

il necessity to this country in th 
vent of war as wellasint 


ing 1 


vital 


€ imes of pes 
In 1941 the President of the Uni 
States, the Secretary of State, t] > Sec- 
retary of War, the Secretary of the Nav 
the Chairman of the Maritime Com- 
mission, and virtually every high Govy- 


ernment official, pleaded with the Con- 


ic 


egress even while the clouds of war gat 
ered on the horizon, to authorize t) 
development so that its resources wou 


ready for the defense of America 
Let me quote now from the statement 
which some high officials made at th 
time. I have first the testimony of th 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Knox, a men 
ber of the War Production Board, 
said, on June 18, 1941: 


be 

















What a great boon it would have been 
national defense now if when this project | 
first proposed it had been agreed to and 
into effect If that had been done it ¥ 
not ave been only along the 12,000 
of coastline that we now have scattered 
hipyarc or building combatant shij I 
it would | e been alor iditional 

nds of miles of inland water comp 

fe from al dangers from hout, \ 

e could be buile cru Ss, destr 
submarines 1 tr i 

It is driven home to me i i a 
ure ng to live a disturbed world 
long time, no matter what e outcome of 
war may be, and in that world whi 
of balance and struggling for a new 
secure footing the control of the se 
o be of immense importance. 

Along with the development of m 

1 power |} come a new p ve! 
the ! gion in a time 
turmoil e and of p 
threatens could proceed | 
I )] iintaining t 
dominance which such a s 
of the world might require, would be 
1 ely invaluable national asset 7 

Th othe p e ¢ n building wi 
under pressure, is the ¢ truc n < 
char ve els F i tyne of V ¢ 

e a number of ver l organized, eff 
‘ Y is in e G € + > 7 * 

If I could be sure, say 2 years Bs ice, t 

deep waterway, which would accomm 
a vessel 500 or 600 feet in length wit 
draft of 20 25 feet, would be ava 

he Navy could utilize the Great Lakes 3 ! 

‘ll as the coast yards, which would pr 
m of promoting ship constru 
al tr ng this work. The work is1 
confined as you know, to a narrow strip al 
the « t If we uld establish this ms 
of communication to salt water we vw 


wtire me 
1 future meal 


insure 


is of construction whi 
would bea y marked military advantag« 
us. (Vol. I, pp. 95, 96, 97, hearings.) 
That was testimony given by S< 
tary Knox on June 18, 1941, before we 
had entered the war; and even at that 
time, although there was disagreemen 
in the Congress and very strong dis- 
agreement in the country as to t 
America should do about the war and 
how she should do it, yet we all knew that 
we should be preparing for it. 
This is the testimony of Mr. Stimson, 
Secretary of War, on June 17, 1941: 
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The engineers inform me that the project 
can now be built in 4 ” ars, and possibly in 


3 working 
So 
thi 


LiiiS 


seasons. * . 
far as the benefits to this 
time 


country 
icerned, as I 


of emergency are cor 
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr 
Senator yield for a question? 
Mi . AIKEN. I yield. 
. WHERRY. I do not wish to dis- 
t ‘the able Senator from his address. 
However, I am wondering g if he has any 
ther comment or Observation to make 
tive to whether this project is to be 
mplished by treaty or by agreement. 
4 few moments ago the Senator stated 
in 1934 the treaty did not receive a 
-thirds vote in the Senate. Iam very 
much interested to know whether the 
e Senator has any observations to 
make on the question whether this de- 
‘ can be accomplished by 
reement rather than by treaty. 
Mr. AIKEN. Personally, I am abso- 
tely satisfied that the agre me nt is 
satisfactory. I agree with former Secre- 
tary of State Cordell Hull. I do not, 
however, wish to discuss that matter at 
his ame . I wish to present the merits 
f th Lawrence development it self, 
nd ther n I rather presume there will be a 
scussion as to whether it should be 
by treaty or agreement. However, 
sh to have as many Senators as will 
ten realize the tremendous benefits 
this great project before we take up 
other phase of the question. 
Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. AIKEN. Let me read the state- 
ment of William S. Knudsen, lieutenant 
eneral, United States Army, Director 
War Production, War Department, 
and member of the War Production 
Board. This statement was made on 
July 2, 1941, before the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors of the House of 
Representatives. It is found on pages 
813 to 830 of the hearings: 
Warfare today is mainly a matter « 
duction of mechanical equipment. No war 
can be carried on without it, and the power 
that has the predominance 


President, will the 


Willi tn 


= 





f pro- 





of mechanic 
equipment has the advantage in the field. S 





1 s 
we 1! j oduct t and > Y 1 chir +¢ 
we needa proau nh ana we needa shift LO 
carry the material in = = Is 

I believe it is a mistake to have an area like 
5 . 


Great Lakes landlocked, limit 
f ship you can take out. * * * i 

should have full access to that great area 
of skill and material 

When it comes to power, I don’t believe we 
will ever have power enough in the United 
States 

Hydroelectric power has its advantages. 
While the first cost is heavy, it is cheaper to 
produce. Nobody can produce steam power 
at the cost of hydroelectric power, and w 
ever it is available, it seems to me, we ought 
to take advantage of it. There would still be 
room for the use of all the steam power we 
could make. * * * 

Our defense industries are in constant 
need of more power. * * * We need power 
for manufactur we need power for do- 
mestic use, and erever we can obtain such 
power at low cost, I think we should ta 
advantage of the opportunity. 

Mr. President, I wish to call attention 
to the fact that while Mr. Knudsen, who 
knew what he was talking about, was 
pleading for the construction of this great 
development because we did not have 
power enough, the opponents of the St. 
Lawrence waterway development were 
insisting that we did not need more 
power, and that we had more than we 
would ever use. 

— with the Knudsen state- 
1ent: 
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"a ny of our defense plants are located 
right around where this power is to be gener- 
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c et ’ J y — x17 ‘ do I 
t , ‘ ‘ ) : of Nie x cr te ta 
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( x 
t JoNnEs, I think it mple, 

M AIKEN. Mr. President, on De- 
cember 3, 1943, Mr. Jones appeared be- 
fore the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departmen The follow- 
ing colloquy took place between him and 
m f 

AIK M Jone I e the 
‘ Alumint ( of 
( the utpu ( tne 
£ ce me D V e the 
ri ere er pericd ol! and 
i I 1d wna price 
I Y ve boug! t 1 of 
1 ) pounds from the Aluminum Co 
( ( ( ibout 600,000,000 pounds have 
been delivered. I s delivered at the 
1 40,000,000 pounds a month, and 
sh d |} completed 1944, n € ist a 
] e in 1945 
That was last December. 


I continue to read the testimony: 





AIKEN. As I understand it, there 
} e been sul tial loans made to the 
A num C ida. How are they to 
be } d off 
cre JONI rhe ire paid off at so 
much a pound ¢ ( e purchase price ol 
the alun un -s 
Senator AIKEN. What was the amount that 
v loaned for the Shipshaw development? 
Secret JONES. I think advances were 
made e neighborhood of $68,000,000 but 
cs 1ink that the money was used to 
ce e } pl t At least we are 
d by them that it was not. They al- 
had that contemplation and prob- 
i under way 
Senator Fercuson. Did they get money 
which y aid not use in the development? 
Secretary Jones. Not for the power but in 
building the plants to manufacture the metal 
enat FERGUSON. They did use it then in 
t building of the plants? 
cre JONES. Yes, t wl was 
f herwise they could not give us the 
hn t 
Ser r Fercuson. The reason I asked, I 
wondered if this plant in Canada, the Ship- 
§ d be able, after the war, to pro- 
duce um so cheaply that the plants 
< cted in this country would be unable 
to compete with it without protection? 


Secretary JoNEs. I do not think it would 
heed any protection, as against our plants 
in the Tennessee Valley, some on the Cana- 
dian border, and the West because we have 





ju is cheap power as anyone else. 
lator FerGuUSON. Are those Government 

pl or privately owned plants that you 
are speaking of now, that have the cheap 
powse 
J 

Secretary Jonrs. Both. For instance, in 
the Te essee Valley, Reynolds has the prin- 


ty 
ve a big plant and about 





it is a very big one— 
« W cheap power. The other 
ha high power. We are buying that from 
the power companies 


In the West, all 
ated with cl 
rhe 


of those plants are oper- 
leap power! 





CHAIRMAN (Senator HILL). They get 

Bonneville power? 

Secretary JONES. They get the Bonneville 
powel 

rhen there is some cheap power, as I say, 
on the ¢ adian border, so we will have 
cl power enough to much more than 
b the demands in this country. 


nator FEerRGt 


neviie 


SON. Does this cheap power 


Dam apply to private in- 


Yes, 


CON 


'T) 
rit 


ESSIONAL RECORD— 











J N 
Se I ( wn. Are y sé when 
eat under « of prod n? 
Ss é J O ne it is 1 ld 
nde I produ 
The CHAIRMA The pay j what 
the d be pay g who were u gy 
llar t e oI n I fa ire 
£ f y JX s. Alcoa has some cheap 
} Ne hi € n nor ern New Y K 
S t S « ( 1 little cheape 
} than Bonne f t lea j s 
c. 
AIKE Would 1 the S 
re é ver pe 1e cheape ( 
€ eveloped 
y JONE Yes; I think W d 
Mr. President, in spite of the feeling 
that we had plenty of power, as I have 


said, the aluminum plant at Massena, 


N. Y., on the banks of the St. Lawrence 
fiver, right on the site of the proposed 


development, was closed not long ago. 
As I understand, 3,500 persons have been 
thrown out of employment there, and 
some of them will find it difficult to go 
anywhere else to obtain employment. 
Mr. President, I have presented some 
of the testimony from high officials of 
the United States, when they pleaded 


with Congress in 1941 to construct the 
St. Lawrence seaway because it looked 
as if we were going to get into war and 


would need that development to help us 
win the war. 

The opponents killed the seaway at 
that time. They killed it largely through 
delaying tactics. They demanded hear- 
ings and hearings and hearings, and they 
used those hearings to put into circula- 
tion half-truths and untruths, to put 
confusion in the minds of the people. 

Anything for delay was the objective 
then, for they knew that when the war 
clouds broke, the project would have to 
be postponed. 

Their delaying tactics were successful. 
The House Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee reported the bill on November 21, 
1941, and on December 7, 1941, came 
Pearl Harbor, and the benefits of the 
St. Lawrence development again were 
lost to our country for the duration of 
this war. 


In the hearings at that time, they 
dragged out the same red herring of 
treaty versus agreement. Those tac- 


tics—the treaty versus Executive agree- 
ment technicality—were unsuccessful bc- 
cause the House Rivers and Harbors 
Committee knew that the special privi- 
lege interests of this country were raising 
the issue solely to defeat the St. Law- 
rence, and not from any high-minded 
concern for constitutional principles. 
The House committee turned them down 
by a vote of 17 to 8. Even Representa- 
tive CARTER, from California, the leading 
opponent, I may say, of the St. Lawrence 
seaway on that committee, readily ad- 
mitted that a treaty was not necessarily 
required. 

I am proud of the work of the House 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors in 
1941. My feeling of pride for the com- 
mittee is as keen as is my sense of shame 
that here in America we had men whose 
greed outweighed in the balance the 
needs of their country. 


SENATE 


| 
| 
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They knew, as everyone familiar with 
the situation knew, that we as a nation 
were going to be short of electric energy: 
that we were going to be short of ships: 
that we were desperately short of inland 
transportation and yet they said there 
would be power enough for all our needs 

They fought against the building of 
more ships in the Great Lakes and the 
means by which those ships could be 
eotten to the sea, 

We have been told on this floor time 
and time again that aluminum is the 
basic metal of the airplane industry, an 
that without airplanes a nation cannot 
wage war. 

It takes 
tricity to 
aluminum, 

The St. Lawrence power development 
would have generated 2,200,000 horse- 
power of electricity, half in Canada and 
half in the United States. 

Because this power was not ready we 
were forced to buy power from Canada 
on a day-to-day basis, to generate steam 
power in the face of a coal shortage, and 
transmit that power hundreds of miles 
to Massena, N. Y., within sight of the 
St. Lawrence River where over 2,000,000 
horsepower rushes by  unharnessed 
This power transmitted from a distanc: 
was desperately needed for other pur- 
poses and cost over three times as much 
as Bonneville power or as St. Lawrenc: 
power would have cost had it been avail- 
able. 

The power transmitted to Massen: 
costs between 6 and 7 mills per kilowatt 
as compared with between 3 and 4 mill 
in the Tennessee Valley, and 2.2 mills on 
the Pacific coast. 

All along the Great Lakes were ship- 
yards which could have been expanded 
to increase our merchant marine. Ship 
have been built on the Great Lakes— 
small warships—and many more could 
have been quickly and readily built had 
there been easy access to the sea. 

As it is, those that have been con- 
structed on the Great Lakes have been 
taken to Chicago, dismantled, floated 
down the 9-foot canal to the lower Mis- 
sissippi River and put together again 
there. 

I was in Chicago in October and I saw 
two of those ships. I do not know the 
proper nautical term, but we would say 
they were “knocked down.” Everythin 
above the deck was being taken off 
Floats were put under the ships and 
they were floated down the canal into 
the Mississippi River, down to New 
Orleans, and there put together. The 
ships had to be sent by that route because 
the locks at the International Rapids 
are only 260 feet inlength. I understand 
that it costs approximately $250,000 a 
ship to take them apart, put them to- 
gether again, in addition to the expense 
of extra manpower necessary to do the 
work. I have no figures to prove that 


10 kilowatt-hours 
produce each 


of elec- 
pound of 


statement, but the amount seems reason- 
able. 

Mr. President, had the St. Lawrence 
seaway been constructed, millions of tons 
of beef, of grain, of industrial machines 
and other essential material for prose- 
cuting this war could have been shipped 











1944 


from Duluth 
, Tole 


Chicago, 
io, Cleveland, 


areas 


Detroit, 

Lukee Buffalo 
war men have 
ally waited for it. But this 
done. Instead, this 
be unloaded at 
Great Lakes, tran 


" 
Ul 


where 


irdened 





railroad 
coast ports, lu 
. >] ‘ 
Qu nce ol de iay as 
of shipping 


jm 
const! 


n respon- 
the 
1941—men who 
fighting on the 

in the jungles of the 
- h Pacific—can ever sleep at night 
We know now that the completion 

Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway 

1 vital war necessity. We Know just 
1 that it is equally vital to our post- 
peacetime economy 

Committee on Commerce, which 
questions its own jurisdiction over 
S. 1385, apparently has not always done 

for it has successively requested some 

ur most important Government agen- 
es to submit their written opinions on 
the bill. 

It appears to me that had there been 

question in the minds of the com- 

e over its jurisdiction, it would have 
en raised over a year ago. In request- 

these reports from Government de- 
irtments, the committee accepted its 

irisdiction over the bill and initiated a 
tudy of the bill on the merits of the St. 
Lawrence project itself. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

nt, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 

m Vermont certainly must know that 

reports requested of various agencies 
re merely a part of the routine. The 
natter is generally taken care of by the 
lerk of the committee upon a reference 
the committee of a bill. 

As a member of the Committee 
Commerce, I can testify that 
er was never submitted in any degree 

ver, and whatever records were 
lested were requested by t clerk 
he ordinary course, 


uction ol 


¢ 
O1 


Mr. Presi- 


on 


the mat- 


vhate\ 


ne 

J which certainly 
vould not amount to accepting jurisdic- 

ion by the committee. 
I have been a regular attendant of the 
meetings of the Committee on Commerce, 
yne of the great committees of the Sen- 
for which I have a great deal of 
respect, and membership on which I am 


proud to have. I have been a member of 
the committee for approximately 12 


‘ ? 


ears, and I can assure the Senator that 
no action of any kind was ever taken 
to the acceptance of jurisdiction 
that committee over this particular 
ject. At all it has been the 
opinion—I will not say of most mem- 
bers—of a number of the members of 
the committee, that it was a matter not 
within the jurisdiction of the Commerce 
ommittee and would not be 
ju I j 
which had been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as was pre- 
viously done. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the 
Missouri maintain 


times 


ithin its 


ica ti 7 \ . ar + ’ 7 
isdiction until there had been a treaty 


Senator from 
that this question 


i 
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ve been raised a 


A 
~ 
J 

oO 


» 9 


E 
Im 


I : 1intain 
that the n r has never been bef 
the Comm e Commit Ih al- 
ways } nd p ately ma 1ed 
the r , } try : } 
he p ] LV 

as it aS W 1 the subject was | - 
fore the S 1933, and t i 
be at tl tin ind that the ¢ ime¢ 
Committee has no j I - 
tended t f I t in form of 
an ob i ene the matter ¢ 

bef« t Committee on Comm for 
consideration. The r er has never 
con b fi re t 2 comm i f an 
eration. Tl is, it did 1 con 

last ' k, when a < mittee v ip- 
p ted to consider the < tion of 
whether the matter in\ ed an Execu- 
tive agreement or a treaty But irre- 
spective of what the subcom ef ! 
full committee might say, I still i: 

a member of the Foreign Relations C - 
mitt that a treaty is inve d, and 


it should be considered by the F rei n 
ations Committee. 
Mr. AIKEN. 





i 
I think the Senator per- 


haps was not on the floor when I b n 
speaking and invited the attention of t 
Senate to the fact that an amend t 


providing for 
of waterways on 1 4 
aries, or even in Canada, was nothir 
1ew to the Rivers and Harbo: 
tee, and that, with few ex 
single authorization for the 
of our water transportati« 
Lakes and on the h 
made in a river and 
though the money pel 
Canada or on the international boundary 
line. 

Mr. 


work in the development 


nternatin 
internatlior 





eptions, every 
development 
non the Great 
St. Lawrence has been 


harbor bill, eve 


CLARK of Missou 


dent, if the Senator can s vy me a 
constitutional authority for the Con- 
gress of the United States appropriat 





money for the improvement of i- 
tion in any foreign country, I shall | 

glad to have him show it to me. Many 
Supreme Court decisions have held that 
the only justification under the Consti- 
tution for flood control, power develop- 
ment, or anything else along that ¢ 
is on the theory of improving navigation 
on the navigable strean vithin t 

Jnited State If the Senator can show 
me any constitutional authori fo. 
spending American money f Canadian 
materials and labor to improve a water- 
way in Canada, I shall be very glad to 


1ave him point it out. 
Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I think I 
can show the Senator that it h be 
ne and just how it has been don 
fr. BAILEY. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
La FOLLETTE in Does the 
Senator from Vermont yield to the Sen- 
from North Carolina? 
Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 
Mr. BAILEY. I think I should make 
tatement as to the alled Aiken 
bill and the St. Lawrence seaway propo- 
sition. When the bill was first referred 
to the Commerce Committee, it occurred 
to me at once that, since the matter had 
before the Senate in 1934 
there was some question 


i 
A EE 


the chair). 


ato! 


~ 


SO-( 


] 
, 


come 


treaty, 


as a 
to 


as 


toOoK up t I 
t Commi ( I I 
W I I 
t K G ( 


f €; ( 
Le i 

I 
tl - 1 I 
A t t l 


ha taken jurisdiction—— 
Mr. CLARK of M i T} 


AT 
aval 


BAILEY I understand; but 


; I 
cI oi Y 
bri from 

Mr. AIKEN. I i 
Ser r in Dr. B 
a} I i I { I ; 
Mr. BAILEY I 
my igno! H j 
tion, Du ne ] l 
not k f 
he did repre ! I 
aa 
Ww j p in t 
lection is that 

} committee invited e LD) 

to send a repre 


I I ! D1 


| chard wa en nere 4 rn KNOW 


mittee 





Mr. CLARK of M Mr. P - 
( f the m Vermo! 
Ir. AIK! IT ¢ ! ( f I 
Du I ( ! ri na 
I ¢ { i ( 
CLARK . , 
} of I B t men- 
I . if the Sen- 
V ) ill x mit n tl 
I le r of everal differ- 
( tees before which Dr. B - 
ird |} ppeared, the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, the Committee on Fi- 
nan ind the Committee on Commerce, 
and in every Case far as I kno 
and I think I am fully advised aboui the 
matte Dr. B hard appeared at |} 
own ¢ nse, as a public-spirited citizen, 
and not representing anybody except hi 
own vi I have not always agreed with 
Dr. Borchard’s vie but I do not think 
that anyone until this moment ever ques- 
tioned the public spiritedness and high 
intelligence of Dr. Borchard 
M AIKEN I still have not heard 
fo hom Dr. Borchard appeared. Doge 
the committee say he appeared in his 
own behalf a public-spirited citizen? 
ARK of Missouri. I did not 


happen to be at the particular hearing 


the other day, but in my observation 
and I have seen him a number of times— 
Dr. Borchard has always appeared in 


his own behalf at his own expense as ¢ 
public-spirited citizen. As I have said, 
I have agreed with Dr. Borch- 
ard in his public views but I think it 
is only fair that I should make the 

ment I have made 


t Ter »tr 
not aiway 





Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I should 
like to conclude my statement I cer- 
tainly do not wish to prolong the dis- 
cussion; the fact is I should like to see 
it come to an end and have an end of 
the bill now pendin 


Mr. AIKEN. I sh 
come to a happy end, too 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator is plead- 
ing in a very unhappy way to bring about 
a happy ending, I think. 

I should merely like to say about the 
appear Dr. Borchard that if I 
should hear tomorrow that he was paid 
$10,000 by someone to appear, it would 


uld like to see 


ance of 


not affect my mind in the slightest de- 
gree. It did not occur to me to ask if 
he had been paid—I would be glad if 


somebody paid him; we had no money to 
pay him—but I am capable I hope, and 
I trust I shall always be capable, just as 
any judge should be, of hearing a man 
on the merits regardless of the source of 
his compensation. 

Dr. Borchard's brief is here, and I in- 
vite the Senator to study it, and I would 
ask him not to discount the intellectual 
honesty or integrity of a professor in Yale 
University on the ground that he repre- 
sented somebody or that he received a 
fee. I am not saying that he did. My 
impression is he received nothing. But 


the purport and intent of my statement 
is that it would not have made the slight- 
est difference to me if he had begun his 
speech by saving that he had received a 


fee for it. 


I would have read the speech 
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of finding the truth, I hope, no 
{ or t I at soure t may < y 
I I I have cleared that witl he 
: to myself and my relatior 
matter. We take jurisdic- 
Senate thinks we should; bu 
f ! O bmit a report, and I 
hit would be a good thing—I will 
berty of making the sugges- 
the Senator from Vermont—it 
be ¢ ood thing if he could wait 
report 1 ubmitted with the 
rd and let ‘ hout this matter 
ra, and ie us £0 anpoul tnil matter 
orderly fashion nd ascertain, to 
vith, whether it involves a treaty 
( ! I assure the Senator that he i 
! ing to be ble to get anywher 
question f 1. Wt not 
tinat first? 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President 


I am sorry 


that, because of the multiplicity of con- 
versations on the floor, I was unable 19 
hear everything the Senator from North 
Carolina said. However, the Senator 
from North Carolina and the Senator 
from Missouri raised a question which 
caused me to digress very briefly from 
the discussion of the St. Lawrence sea- 
way 

First, in regard to Mr. Borchard, of 


Yale, who appeared before the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee 0.1. Commerce 
at the hearings on Treaty versus Agree- 
ment, I think we are entirely within 
our rights in assuming that Mr. Borchard 
appeared in behalf of the opponents of 
the St. Lawrence seaway;: first, because 
on November 6, 1944, the chairman of the 
advised the members of 
subcommittee, as well as Secretary 
Hull, the Senator from Texas | Mr. Con- 
NALLY], and others, that the opponent 
would be asked to present their side of 


subcommittee 
the 


4 


the case, which was entirely proper. 
Secondly, I hold in my hand a brief 
which had been prepared by Mr. Bor- 


chard for some organization. No name i 
on it, but I understand it has been in- 
corporated under the name of National 
St. Lawrence Project Conference 


tS 


Mr. MALONEY. Will the Senator 
yield? 
Mr. AIKEN. I yield 


MALONEY. Dr. Borchard is a 
resident of my State, and I happen to 
enjoy his friendship. I should like to 
know whether the Senator thinks there 
was anything wrong. 

Mr. AIKEN. No; and Ido not see why 
anyone should not say right out that he 
appeared in behalf of utility companies, 
because I understand they pay the ex- 
penses of this organization. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the Sen- 
ator yield? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 

says he thinks he is safe in assuming Dr. 

Borchard appeared in behalf of some- 

body. I do not see on what he bases tha 

assumption. Ina little less than a month 

I shall be out of the Senate, but at a 

hearing on the St. Lawrence waterway 

project I intend to appear before the 
appropriate Senate committee in my own 
behalf, at my own expense, not repre- 

senting any utility or any other company, 

} and the Senator will have just as much 
right to say about me that because I 
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happen to oppose his particular view I 
am appearing in behalf of somebody els: 
as he has to say it about Dr. Bor- 
chard. He has nota scintilla of eviden 

that Dr. Borchard is representing any- 
body except himself. I can assure the 
Senator that when this matter com 


up in the next Congress—and it will 
in the next Congress, without any “il 
and ‘‘ands’’—I repeat, I shall appear hs 
before the senatorial com- 
mittee in my own behalf, as a citizen ¢ 
the United States, at my own expen 
not representing anybody, and the 
tor would have just as much right to 
about me as he has about Dr. Borcha 
now that I was representing some speci 
interest and being paid. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President 
the Senator yield to me again? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield 

Mr. MALONEY. I do not think 
should be made an issue. 

Mr. AIKEN. Absolutely not. 
Mr. MALONEY. If Dr. Borchard we! 
chosen by some opponents of the pro- 
posal, it would be merely a tribute |[ 

their good judgment. 

Mr. AIKEN. The Senator from Con- 
necticut is absolutely correct. This is not 
made an issue. I have Dr. Borchard 
brief in my hand, and a statement signed 
by the National St. Lawrence Project 
Conference, that they had looked around 
and decided to get the best man to pre- 
pare this statement for them, and en- 
gaged him to do it. SoI do not see wh: 
there should be any criticism at all of 
Dr. Borchard appearing in behalf of thi 
group, composed mostly of public-utili 
people, and one business or another. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I did not 
mean to say that there would be any re- 
flection on Dr. Borchard if he did appea 
representing a group. I know Dr. Bor- 
chard well enough to know that if h: 
were employed in the matter, represent 
ing a group of any sort, he would frankly) 
state that in the very opening statement 
of his testimony. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, some time 
ago the question was raised, I think b 
the Senator from Missouri, although I 
am not sure as to that, inviting me to 
point out any instance in which authori- 
zation of work begun in a foreign coun- 
try had been made in a rivers and har- 
bors bill by the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee. In response to that invitation, 
if it may be called an invitation, I wish 
to submit a report which I have received 
from the Army engineers naming proj- 
ects which they have worked on in Can- 
ada. I asked them to give the name of 
the development, the cost of the develop- 
ment, and the authorization under which 
the work was done. I have here the list 
which goes back to June 13, 1902, when 
there was an authorization involvin: 
work on Hay Lake and Neebish Chann 
in that section gf the river below the 
locks. 

On September 22, 1922, 
was given for widening 
proach to the canals 
Shoals. 

January 21, 1927, there was authoriza- 
tion for the removal of Round Islend, 
middle ground, extension of northwest 
canal pier, and widening channels Mid- 


appropriate 


oen 


authorization 
the upper ap- 
through Vidal 
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Mr. AIKEN. Because of the discus- 


ion which has taken place it has taken 
me about twice as long as I expected to 
( py in speaking in behalf of the St 


derstanding that I m } { floc a ee 
en the Senate recor es tomorrow 
I gladly vield at this tim 
Mr. HILL. I am quite confident that 
n the Senate resumes consideration 
of the pending business the Senator from : a 
Vermont may obtain the floor to continue 
his remarks ie eT 
Mr. AIKEN. I chould like to take 
about 2 minutes to insert the remainder 
of the list I have before me at this time. 
Mr. HILI Very well 
Mr. AIKEN. Wecome tothe St. Clair 
River in Michigan. On July 13, 1892, a 
20-foot channel in the river was au- 
thorized. On July 3, 1930, authorization 
was granted for deepening of the channel 
to 25 and 26 feet, and compensating | — 
works. The part of the work which was | 
done in Canada cost $560,000. The au- | 
thorizations were placed in river and ee | ae eee eas 


harbor acts after an exchange of notes. 
The list contains the dates when ex- - | 
change of notes were had, and the docu- 
ments referring to them 
We come next to the Detroit River, 
Mich. Work was authorized in river and 
harbor acts passed > 13, 1902, March 
3, 1905, and June 


herstburg Channel 





’ ; 43 e 
- id oS a - 
the Detroit Rive Other cuthorizations a th : es ; 4 
inain n i ma mf 
Fry wle j +} tronit River ars ne . 
or work in the Detroit River are con where I left off s ’ : 


tained in the list. The United St ox FE 
spent $19,290,000 on projects in the De- _— : PRES 1G OFFICE! iy. 
troit River in Canada, and every dolla! Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that nt menatle a 


of it was spent under authorization con- | the Senate proceed to the consideration | n from the I UI A 
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and withdrawing a nomination—which 
were referred to the appropriate cormit- 


For nominations thi 
nomination withdrawn, 
Senate proceedings.) 


"IT 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS EES 

The following favo: 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee on 
Fore gn Relation 

Alexander C. Kirk f Illinois, now United 


OF COMMIT’ 


orable reports of 


£ representative n the Advisory Coun- 
cil for Italy, to be Amt Ex yrainary 
and Plenipotentiary to It 


By Mr. REYNOLDS, fri 
Military Affairs 

Sundry officers of the Ly h 
States for appointment in the Regular Army 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from ths mitt 
Post Offices and Post Road 

Sundry postmaster 


Mr. HILL. I sugg 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 


a} 7.) fF «¢ 
> apsence Ola 


OFFICER. The 


following Senators answered to their 
names: 

Aiken Gufs Overton 
Austin G Rad 


Ley I 


all Reed 
1 Hatch 


sa Re vere mb 
sSankhead Ha f Reynold 
siibo H n Robertson 
suck H Russell 
gu n H i Shipstead 
3 field Jenner Stewart 
sutier Johnson, Calif. Taft 
3yrd Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Okla 
pper Kilgore Thomas, Utah 
araway i F ette Tunnell 
handler Langer Tydings 
irk, Mo Lucas Vandenberg 
; McClellan Jagner 
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McFarland Ma 

lanaher McKellar t N.J 
AV Maloney Weel 
Jowney Maybank Wheeler 
Eastland Mead Wherry 
SUender Millikin White 

guson Murray Wiley 
erry Nye wi 
rillette O'Dar l Wilson 
ireen O'Mahoney 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy- 

n Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

If there be no further reports of com- 
mittees, the Senate will proceed to con- 
sider certain treaties which the Chair 
is informed are the first business on 
the calendar. 

DOUBLE TAXATION CONVENTION 
CANADA 

The Sénate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the Con- 
vention, Executive G (Seventy-eighth 
Congress, second session), a convention 
between the United States of America 
and Canada for the avoidance of double 
taxation and the prevention of fiscal eva- 
sion in the case of estate taxes and suc- 
cession duties, signed in Ottawa on June 
8, 1944, which was read the Second time, 
as follows: 

The Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of Caneda, be- 
ing desirous of avoiding double taxation and 
of preventing fiscal evasion in the case of 
estate taxes and succession duties, have de- 
cided to conclude a Convention and for that 


se\ 


WITH 


‘ 








purpose have appointed as their Plenipo- 
tentiaries 

Ray Atherton, Ambassador Extraordinary 
c tentiary of the United States of 
United 


and Plenip 
America at Ottawa, 

rica; and 
Mackenzie King, Secretary of State for 
and Colin W. G. Gibson, 
ional Revenue, for Canada 
mmunicated to one another 
rs found in good and due form, 
yn the following Articles: 


ARTICLE I 


for the 


States 








taxes referred to in this Convention 


the Un 


te 


ited States of America; 

taxes: 

Canada; the taxes 
n Succession Dut 


the 


imposed under 
y Act. 





event of appreciable changes in 
the fi 1 laws of either contracting Sit 
the competent authorities of the contracti 
State will consult together 





ARTICLE II 

1. Real property situated in Canada shall 
be exempt from the application of the taxes 
ed by the United States of America 

2. Real property situated in the United 
States of America shall be exempt from the 
application of the taxes imposed by Canada. 

3. The question whether rights relating to 
or secured by real property are to be con- 
sidered real property for the puposes of 
this Convention shall be determined in ac- 
th the laws of the contracting 


State imposing the tax. 
ARTICLE III 
1. Shares in a corporation organized in or 
under the laws of the United States of 


, of the states or territories of 
America, or of the Dis- 
shall be deemed to be 
situated within the United States of 


¢ 
*S Ol 


la 





property 


America. 
2. Shares in a corporation organized in or 
under the laws of Canada, or of any of the 
] or territories of Canada, shall be 
to be property situated within 


shall not be construed 
the liability of the estate of any 
person n domiciled in Canada or of any 
citizen of the United States of America, under 
the esta tax laws of the United States of 
America. 


as 








te 





ARTICLE IV 

1. The situs of property shall be deter- 
mined in accordance with the laws of the 
contracting State imposing the tax, except 
as Otherwise provided i1 Convention, 


1 this 
2. Allowance for debts shall 
mined in accordance with the laws of the 
contracting State i sing 


be deter- 


imp the tax. 

3. Domicile shall be determined in accord- 
ance with the laws of the contracting State 
imposing the tax. 





ARTICLE V 





1. In the case of a decedent who at the 
time of his death was a citizen of, or domi- 
ciled in, the United States of America, the 


United St 
gross es 


ites of America may include in the 
e any property (other than real 
property) situated in Canada as though this 
Convention had not come into effect. 

2. In the case of a decedent (other than a 
citizen of the United States of America) who 
at the time of his death was domiciled in 
Canada, the United States of America shall, 
in imposing the taxes to which this Conven- 
tion relates: 

(a) take into account only property situ- 
ated in the United States of America; and 

(b) allow as an exemption an amount 
which bears the same ratio to the personal 
exemption allowed in the case of a decedent 
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who was at the time of his death ¢ 
of, or domiciled in, the United § 
America as the value of the proj y 
dec it situated in the United State 
America to the value of the prope 
included the entire gross estate 


; 


d 


~ 


prot 


rt cy f 
ICT ( 


cates ¢ 


Gael 
bears 


in 





cedent. 

3. In the case of a decedent who at 
time of his death was domiciled in 
Canada may include in the gross est 
property (other than real property) situ 
in the United States of America as 
this Convention had not come into effect 
4. In the case of a decedent 





t} : 





time of his death was domiciled in the Unit 

ates of America, Canada shall, in im 
ng the taxes to which this Convention 
lates: 


(a) take into account only property sit 
uated in Canada; and 

(b) allow an exemption an 
which bears the same ratio to the pers 
exemption allowed in the case of a deced 
who was at the time of his death domicil 
in Canada as the value of the 
such decedent situated in Ca 
the entire value of the property 
situated, 


as 


nada bears t 


ARTICLE VI 


DECEMBER 6 


who at the 


amount 


property of 


» wherever 


1. In the case of a decedent who at t}! 
time of his death was a citizen of or dom 
ciled in the United States of America, th 





United States of America shall impose 
estate taxes to which this Convention relat 
upon the following conditions: 

(a) In respect of property situated in Car 
ada which, for the purpose of estate tax 
included in the estate, 
property as is specifically deducted therefro: 
(either because of transfer for public, chari 
table, educational, religious or similar us 
or because 
taxed under provisions of law relating 
property previously taxed), there shall 
allowed the estate taxes a credit f 
Canadian succession 
] 

Ss 





is zrOss lesS su 





against 


Canada, the situs 
such property being determined in acc 
ance with the laws of Canada, subject to th 
provisions of this Convention. 

(b) The portion of the Canadian succe 
sion taxes to be allowed as a credit again 


al taxes in respect of tl 
yroperty situated in 
1 


the property has been previously 


United States estate taxes shall be an amoun 


which bears the same ratio to the total Caz 
dian succession taxes as the value of t} 


property situated in Canada and with respect 


to which estate taxes 
United States of 


are imposed by 
America bears to the tot 


value of the property with respect to which 


succession tees are imposed by Canada. 
(c) The credit in any such case shall 1 
exceed an amount which bears the same rat 
to such estate taxes, computed without t 
credit provided for herein, as the value 
the property situated in Canada and n 
excluded or deducted from the gross 
as provided in (a) bears to the value of 


entire gross estate. 


est 


(ad) The values referred to in (c) are tl 
values determined by the United States of 
America for the purpose of estate taxes 


(e) The credit provided for herein 
apply after the application of section 813 


of the Internal Revenue Code, as ame 
by the Revenue Act of 1942. 

2. In the case of a decedent who at t! 
time of his death was domiciled in Cana 
Canada shall impose the succession taxes 
which this Convention relates upon the f 
lowing conditions: 


(a) In respect of property situated in the 


United States of America which, for the pt 

pose of succession taxes, is included in th 
gross estate, less such property as is specifi 
cally deducted therefrom (because of transf« 
for charitable, educational, religious or sim 
ilar uses), there shall be allowed against th 
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od and due f 


TAXATION 


(a) In the case of the United States c 

















including 











nd commercial profits except in res} 


its permanen 





ken, in determining 





landise effected tl 








pply tablishments 
h enterprise in the 





the twoc 
lay down rules by 





and commercial pr¢ 
T mmercial 
le the following: 


funds, securities (including mortgage bon 


accounts; 








including 
r for the privile 
ht processes 





sions of this Conven- 





ial and cor 








of its participation in the management or 
capital of a French enterprise, makes or im- 
poses on the latter, in their commercial or 
fir cial relations, conditions different from 


those which would be made with a third 
enterprise, any profits which should normally 
have appeared in the balance sheet of the 
French enterprise, but which have been in 





th n iner, diverted to the American enter- 
I é yiect to the measures of appeal 
>in the case of the tax on industrial 


mercial profits, incorporated in the 
ble profits of the French enterprise. 
The same principle applies mutatis mu- 
tandis, in the event that profits » diverted 
from an American enterprise to a French 


enterprise. 











Article 6 

Income derived by navigation enterprises 
of one of the contracting States from the 
operation of ships documented under the 
: State shall continue to benefit 
in the other State by the reciprocal tax ex- 
emptions accorded by the exchange of notes 
» 11 and July 8, 1927 between the 
i tates of America and France. 
Income which an enterprise of one of the 
contracting States derives from the opera- 














ti f rcraft re in that State 
sl be exempt fre tion in the other 
State 





toyalties from real property or in respect 
of the operatic of mines, quarries or other 
natural resources shall be taxable only in the 

ntr State in which such property, 















CC 
mines, quarries or other natural resources are 
situated 

Royalties derived from within one of the 


contracting States by a resident or by a cor- 
poration or other entity of the other con- 
tracting State as consideration for the right 
to use copy Ss, patents, secret proces: 











and formulae, trademarks and other anal- 
ogous rights shall be exempt from taxation in 
the former State, provided such resident, 
corperation or other entity does not have a 
per 


snt establishment there. 

Article 8 
salaries and similar compensation 
is paid by one of tl 





nsi he contracting 

s or by a political subdivision thereof 

individuals residing in the other State 
t 


ll be exempt from taxation in the latter 





La > 





Private pensions and life annuities derived 
from within one of the contracting States 
and paid to individuals residing in the other 
contracting State shall be exempt from taxa- 
tion in the former State. 


Article 9 





Income from labor or personal servi 
be taxable only in the State in which the 
taxpayer carries on his personal activity. 
This provision does not apply to the income 
referred to in Article 8. 





DECEMBER 6 











ymmoditis 


securities 











tracting State shall be exempt from 
srovided such 
tity has no per 
e former Stat 
Article 12 


nent establishment 


Students 
States residing in the other contractir 
exclusively for the purpose of study sl 





ttances received from within ri 
ate for the purpose of their maintenan 
or studies. 
Article 13 

calculation 
the contrac 
property or increment of property of 
terprise of the other S 
taken only of 


taxes establishe 
ting States 


hat portion of the ca 
uated or employed and allocable 
nent establishment within the former St 
The foregoing provision shall apply to th 
French “patent” tax and the United Stat 
capital stock tax even though these two 
have not been referred to in Article 1 ¢ 
present Convention. 
In the application of the present Art 
avigation enterprises of one of the contrac 


benefits of Article 6 of the present ( 
ill not be considered as having 
establishme 


ar as shipp 








Article 14 
taxation 
avoided in the following manner: 
A. As regards the United States of Ameri 
Notwithstanding any other provision of t} 
Convention, the United States of America 
determining 
cluding all surtaxes, 
or residents, or corporations, may include 
the basis upon which such taxes are impos 





Revenue 
America, as though this Convention had n 


however, 
taxes thus computed the amount of F1 
income tax paid. 
accordance 
of Section 
Revenue 


This deduction 
1 the benefits 





limitations 
Internal 


As regards France: 
Schedular taxes: 
and trusts 
the United States of America shall be subi¢ 
in France 
curities; but this tax shall be reduced by th 
amount of the tax already paid in the 
aon the same income. 
consideration of the fiscal regime to which th: 
legislation of the United States of Americ 

f nonresident aliens a 

or other entities, 
of the tax 
States of America shall be effected in a lump 
sum through a reduction of 12 in the 
the tax established by the French law. 

income other than that indicated 
aragraph shall not be s 
to any schedular tax in France when, : 


Income from securi- 


its source 


States of Ame 


subjects the income c 
foreign corporations 
deduction 


the preceding 
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e ent in the latter §& te of July 1939 
Ir ‘e el Y be consic d B LITT 
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oO es I t “I é - 7 ry ~ 4 - 
ol : t) : The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thecon- 
l or e ! KS in ne teé \ . . + 7 

“a < vention and protocol are before the Sen- 

) T rm “enterprise” includes every | ate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
fo ’ ! whether carried on } open to amendment. If there be no 
an i i I ‘ ip, corporation, o1 amendment to be proposed, the conven- 
any < entity tion and protocol will be reported to the 

) The ter r rise ¢ one of é Sanat 

, xn V ° 
( I S the ¢ m — 7 
\ { ‘ , i ’ os F I 1e convention and protocol were re- 
‘ ported to the Senate without amend- 
I term “T i 1 ¢ é y n ; 

n 3 al i he t _ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res- 
¢ eA : l d § tt olution of ratification will be read. 
. ae cs . ; The legislative clerk read as follows: 

( 1 I s corpo! . R l 1 (? -thirds f the Sent rs pres- 

é y” m ] ership, corpora- | emt concu j therein), That the Senate ad- 
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DECEMBER ( 


e and consent to the ratification of Ex. 
t I, Sey ty-€ hth Conere sé nd 

n, the convention and protocol b 
the Un 1 States of America and | 
signed ¢ aris on July 25, 1939 
voidance of double t ition and 
lishment of ruies ¢ ret l ( 
t nce in the < f 
otner taxes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T 


question is on agreeing to the r 





f ratification. Putting the que 
[wo-thirds of the Senators pré 

curring therein, the resolution of 1 
on j reed to, and the con 

D ( ] are rat fi d. 


THE INTE! 


TIONAL AGREEMENT REGARDING 
REGULATION OF PRODUCTION 
MARKETING OF SUGAR 
The Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider tl 
tocol, Executive J (Seventy-eichth C€ 
gress, second s¢ on), a protoc.l 
in London, August 31, 1944, prolor 
t international agreer t 
the regulation of production and 
ing of sugar, which ‘vas read the 


time, as follow: 





Whereas an International Agreen 
ding e Regulation otf the Pt 
1d Mar n of Sugar (her 

fe d to S Ag! men ) WV 


whereas 


rded as having come into f 
September, 1937 
natory of the prot 





And whereas it was provided in 
Protocol that the Agreement should c« 
, idG 


ce between the said 


vernment 


r the 31 





fernments si 
, considering 


ment should | 
] -d for a further term as between 
selves, su ct, in view of the preser 
gen to the conditions stated below 
agreed as follows:— 
ARTICLE 1 
Ss 


ubject to the provisions of Article 2 h 
Agreement shall continue in f 
the Governments signatory of 
Protocol for a period of one year af 

t 1944 

ARTICLE 2 
During 


abc 


the period specified 
> the provi 1s of Chapters I 
V of the Agreement shall be inoperative 





ARTICLE 3 

1, The Governments signatory of ths 
ent Protocol rec that revision of 
Agreement is necessary and should 
taken as soon as the time ap] 
Discussion of any I 
the existing Agreement as the starting } 

2. For the purp of such r 
account shall be taken of any gen: 
ples of c 

eements 


the auspices of 


gnise 





Unit 


ARTICLE 4 


ern its, i 
Article 3 have 
the 


Agreement 


The present Pri 
1944, 


3ist August 


> conclu 
fied ir 


t a 


1 Article 
f the 
not been 


furtl 


ARTICLE 


tocol sh 


steps conten 


all bear 


ion of the period 


1 the 


contr 


taken, will d 
rer renewal of 
5 


° 


th 


and shall remain Opec 


. 


) 
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S900 


nd I that ( 
\ HILI M P I I under- 
to - 

l 
ca Ss I f ction 
( ( an 
T PI x OFFICER The 


{ us n on? 
Mr. HILI Mr. I de I under- 
{ the S« ite ¢ f on Post 
( ind Post R | reported ad- 


ve y on t I I ion, and |} 
recommended to the Senate that tl 
nomil yn | not confirmed That i 
the n 1 ed | b Senato 
from M 

Mr. CLARK of M yuri That cor- 


The 


PRESIDING OFFICER 
} { and 


qu n is, Will the Senate advise 


ition? 


ihe n nat 
D I I lr OF S| a 
Tl isl e clerk read the nomina- 
tic of J i C. Grew to be Under - 
re of ¢t 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I do 
n ( e tot eupt ti! of t Sen- 
( Y l 1 that the 
ni on be confirmed Chere v no 
( 1 what r in the committ ind 


pe l by the Committee on Fore 1 Re- 
} 
he 

Mr. GUFFEY Mr. Pre ent, I should 
] LO r¢ l 1 ealt |, hef une nol - 
n n is vi i woon 

M HILI Mr. Presider \ the 
S ’ 1 to me? 

Mr GUI . eld 

I I LI I we i {f I may ask t 
t pl ( l 
{ Cc \ : 4 
! i, ( n na- 
1 ( l I l l e 
( } p 1 , 2p 4 - 
Y ( } ( 

i I I I a i R Is t 
( » 1 re ( - 

I d m C rn I 
! ( I 1 ) t 
? ( é yr tc wl 
I ( 
{ ! 
F IGN SI ( 
7: c] ) ied to i 
] } Fore 1 Serv- 
i 
] L. Mr. P: nt,Ia unani- 
I ( ! F< n Sei e 
l Oo! | confirmed en bloc 
PR OFFICER. W it 
( 1 I 1 § vice nomint - 
( { nlirm Ci lo¢ 
I . 

» | } va lr y is } 7 4 — 

rhe legislative « < proceeded to read 

l y nominations in the Army. 

Mr. HILI I ask unanimous consen 
that tl no! ations in the Army | 
coni ed en bloc 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objec n, the nominations in the Army 
are confirmed en bloc. 


POSTMASTERS 


ve cierk proceeded to read 


nations of postmasters, 


Suuary nom 


CON 


Mr. HILL. I £ unanime consent 

I ns of postn f ve 

PRI JING OFFICER. Without 

( t] ] master nominations 
‘ firr 1 en bloc 

I t < let consideration of un- 

( ( ed n in ns The clerk 

! pre ltost { nomination 


have been pa 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Joseph C. Grew, of New Hamp- 
to be Under Secretary oi ate 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
s, Will the Senate advise and 


$M 


question 
nt to this nomin 

Mr. GUFFEY. JN President, I wish 
to read an editorial appearing in the 
Philadelphia Record for today, concern- 
ing the nomination for Under Secretary 
and the nominations for Assistant Sec- 
f State. The editorial is entitled 
of a Kind Are Three Too Many.” 


Cc PY 


tion? 





I ary O 


a lr 

After the headline, the editorial reads 
£ } 

a A LOV 


liberals b that Presi- 


to the State 


lieve 





De} f add up to a national c \ 
R d « n't g fal We are 

f y the Rept l ve 
But it n I be qu the 

p ntments of M C w, Clay- 
tockefeller, plu e « e of Ed- 





I ( y n t E } the P “ 
since 1937 hat was the year he took 
é e of Winthrop Aldrich 
C se National Bank, and 
I é Listening to them, the 


Go" ment expenditure 











s and t other deflationary 
in « formance with the rules of or dox 
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Latin America, unless we except Argent 

He made a good neighbor of Fran 
Roosevelt by other methods. He and M 
Rockefeller contributed $5,000 the 
paign fund of Tom Dewey 

The Record does not impugn the hone 
of these three men of great wealth—St 
tinius, Clayton, Rockefeller. No doubt 
enter upon their new duties with patri 
zeal and a sincere desire to set a si 
shattered world upon its feet 

The hardest part of the task in 
world peace and setting the 
perity at home will be to 
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count well in kyo | 
bassy in the years immediately precedit } 
war. He was sharply critic d as U1 
Secretary in the Cabinet of Calvin Cooli 
Since Pearl Harbor and his return t 
United States, Grew has frequently advo- 
cated a policy of doing business with Em- 
peror Hirohito after the war. He s we 
must preserve the Mikado as a Japane ym- 
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t do en —the oO! ly que + 
to do with Mr. MacLeish. The nomina- 
tion of Mr. Grew was approved by unan- 
imous consent in the Foreign Relations 
Committee. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Murriy! objected to the confirmation of 
Mr. Clayton, and asked to be recorded 
against it. I objected to the confirma- 
tion of Mr. MacLeish, and at the sugges- 
tion chairman the roll was called, 
and four votes were recorded agair 
that nomination. The Senator from 

nnsylvania was present during a part 
f the meeting and voted for some of the 
onfirmations, and then left, leaving his 
, With the understanding that they 
would be voted for all the confirmations. 

Mr. President, I should like to 
know is as to Mr. Grew, a career diplo- 
mat. What happened since yesterday 
morning, except editorial of Dave 
Stern in the Philadelphia Record, to 
change anyone’s opinion about the life- 
long career of Ambassador Grew? That 
is all I want to ask. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
have been a strong and stanch sup- 
porter of the President’s foreign policy. 
I think he received more support from 
the American people because of his for- 
eign policy than because of any other 
policy he advocated as President of the 
United States. 

The men whose nominations we are 
considering are going to have the diffi- 
cult task of making vital decisions on the 
foreign policy of this country during the 
ensuing important years which are im- 
mediately ahead of us, and the United 
States Senate is called upon to vote on 
the nominations. If Senators are going 
to vote knowing as little about these men 
as I do, then they will have to take the 
responsibility for the mistakes, if any 
are made, which these men may make. 
I confess that except as to Ambassador 
Grew I know very little about these nom- 
ines 

There are some questions I should like 
to have an opportunity to ask them. I 
should like to know what their views are 
on the economic problems of the world, 
and what sort of an economic policy we 
are to adopt in our dealings with other 
countries when the war is over. 

I want to see a just peace, and an en- 
during peace, and I want to know what 
the ideas of these men are about that. 
I shou'd like to know what they think 
about dictatorships. I should like to know 
how they acted on questions involving 
the war in Spain, and what their ideas 
were toward the Vichy Government. I 
should like to know what their position 
is with respect to India and the Far East. 
I should like to know whether they think 
the Atlantic Charter is dead, or whether 
or not in the future mankind will have 
an opportunity to be free because the 
Allies went to war. 

All around the world, in the countries 
where people are slaves, they are today 
asking questions. The junior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Russet] will recall 
people in some countries said, “The 
United States of America is bound by the 
Atlantic Charter.” We cautioned them 
that that was a noble declaration of the 
President of the United States and of 


ion raised had 


of the 


“Ae 


le 


what 


nea 
Ail 


the Prime Minister of Great Britain, and 
not to be too certain, because it was not 
the law of either country. They said, 
“Oh, but you are bound; we have a right 
to be free, and you are going to heip make 
us free.” When we asked them “Freedom 
from whom?” they would say freedom 
from one of the Allies. How is America 
to make those people free if Churchill 
says, ““‘We mean to hold our own, unless 
you give us something that offers us an 
equally selid guaranty,” when Churchill 
says, “I did not take this job to preside 
over the liquidation of the British Em- 
If that were ever prescribed, you 
would have to get somebody else for the 
job.” If we are to say in the future to 
these people that this was a war between 
Fascists and imperialist powers, and that 
all the slaves have to look forward to is 
a return to slavery and their old masters, 
we have not done a thing but disillusion 
hundreds of millions of people through- 
out the world. 

American boys are again fighting and 
dying on a thousand fronts for democ- 
racy, the second time in a generation, 
and if all they are to accomplish is the 
securing of possessions all over the world 
for imperialist powers, and returning the 
people in those countries to slavery when 
the war is over, we will not have accom- 
plished anything. 

I do not know what the views of these 
nominees are about these matters. Iam 
not making any attack against any man, 
I repeat, I do not know what these nomi- 
nees stand for, but it does not occur to 
me that the question of confirmation is 
so important that we must make such 
haste that the Senate of the United 
States cannot take just a few hours. 
The Senate Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions holds an executive session—and I 
do not have the honor of being a mem- 
ber of that committee—but they have 
one meeting, a closed session, and report 
these nominations to the Senate in one 
afternoon, without saying what these 
men stand for, and we are asked to vote 
to confirm the nominees to these im- 
portant positions, and say to the world, 
“We have reorganized the State Depart- 
ment.” There is already a dispatch or 
two from London stating that the British 
consider the first utterances of Secre- 
tary of State Stettinius insulting to them 
regarding British policy. I am not 
pleading for any unrealistic attitude. I 
do not consider it necessary to insult 
others, but we have to tell the truth, 
even if that may be insulting. I do not 
advocate being insulting to friends or 
allies, but I do advocate being realistic 
with them, and telling the truth. 

Mr. President, I am not ready to vote 
today on two of these nominations. I 
think we would do well to take time. I 
think we would do well to importune the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ask him to call an open 
hearing of his committee, ask these men 
to appear, let Senators be present, and 
let other citizens of the Republic be 
present. Let us ask questions and ascer- 


re. 


tain, before we approve them for these 
important positions, how they stand on 
world cooperation, and what their ideas 
are about the world of tomorrow. 
fess I do not know. 


I con- 
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As quarterback on a football team, 
when I did not know what to do, I was 
always told we ought to kick. “When in 
doubt punt.” So, if you are to compel 
me to vote against someone, I may do so 
to make a record, but I do not like to do 
that. I confess I do not know ab 
these men, and I beg Senators to tak 
time, and give us an opportunity to as- 
certain the facts, and then, when we find 
that we are ready, we can go ahead. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
find in the New York Times this morning 
a report with respect to the reorganiza- 
tion of the State Department in which 
there appear these two paragraphs: 

In discussing his reorganization pl r 
Stettinius said that they would include a re- 
alinement of functions. 

He declined to discuss Mr. Clayton’s views 
on cartels and other economic policies until 
after he assumed his new post in the State 
Department. 


Al. 


In the Washington Post this mornin 
there was also a story about the same 
press conference, from which I read the 
following: 

At Stettinius’ news conference he vas con- 
fronted with many questions on possibie con- 
fiict between the views of Clayton on carte 
in relation to those of President Rooseve 
and former Secretary of State Cordell Hull 

It was that question which arose in the 
Foreign Relations Committee when Murray 
opposed recommendation of Clayton. 

Stettinius, however, declined to speak f 
Clayton and said he would present him 
the press at the first news conference after 
he takes office and let him speak for hims 
on the subject. 


Mr. President, I am impressed by thi 
assumption that information to the peo- 
ple of the United States with respect to 
the views of the nominee for this most 
important position, having to do with th: 
economic relations of this Government 
to the rest of the world, will be post- 
poned until after the Senate has acted 
upon the nomination, the assumption be- 
ing that the Senate is willing to act with- 
out information. 

Are we to have the people of the coun- 
try understand that while newspape! 
correspondents may confront the Secre- 
tary of State at his press conference and 
ask him for the views and opinions of a 
subordinate—about-to-be—with respect 
to this most serious of all economic prob- 
lems, Members of the Senate are asked 
to hold their curiosity in leash until Mr. 
Clayton appears at a State Department 
press conference after he has been con- 
firmed? 

Mr. President, I cannot believe that the 

oreign Relations Committee is going to 
ask the Senate to vote blindly about so 
important a matter, and I say this with- 
out the slightest reflection upon Mr. 
Clayton, the nominee. I have a great 
deal of respect for Mr. Clayton’s ability. 
I have seen him in action before com- 
mittees of the Senate. I admire his 
poise, I admire his patience, I admire his 
competence, but I know nothing whatso- 
ever about his views on international 
trade, and I know, Mr. President, that 
we are engaged in this war because po- 
litical leadership and business leadership 
have been incompetent to deal with the 
question of international cartels. We are 
in this war, Mr, President, precisely be- 



































( ed states, or the peopie of the world 
\ he policy of the reorganized State 
Department will be with respect to these 
iamental problems of how to enable 
t nations and the peoples of the world 
live ethe1 
Tl e Was presented to the Senate 
t e before tl election a treaty 
ng to do with petroleum and petro- 
resource My own ) 1 with 
ect to that agreement hat it 
not a treaty but an nt to 
! i izgreement. I fel hat it 
( ely with foreign oi it was 
! ther clear 


! esponst Since that time, how- 

f re has been a great change I 

( t m ! exchange public be- 
I felt that further ne tiation 


at i Aw il s é 

] il d to what end? 
I Sunday the newspapers carried 
announcement that the chairman 
( Foreign Relations Committee di 
I lé that the oil treatv with Great 
Britair yuld be ratified. I gained the 
pre yn that perhaps there may be a 
I igreement, a new treaty. I do not 
| what the terms of the new negotia- 
tion will be. If we act today upon these 
nominees we know that the framing of 
those terms will be in the hands of these 


whose nominations we are 
now asked to confirm, but whose view 
are not revealed to us. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that 
Wwe are dealing here with one of the very 
basic questions of the war and of the 
} 
i 


~ 
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eace, and I feel very, very deeply that 
he Senate should not act until its Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations has brought 
these men before it so that we may know 
what policies they intend to follow, and 
whether there is to be any change 

We hear a great deal about the desir- 
ability of cooperation between the execu- 
tive and the legislative branches of the 
Government. We hear a great deal of 
criticism of the executive branch for 
into his own hands. But is 
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this not an example of how the legislative 


ic 


body turns responsibility over to the Ex- 
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J ( tion of the President of the 

T g f Ame 1 and the Prime Min- 

Mr. (¢ cl preser r His Maj- 

é Gover1 he T 1 Kingdom 

I togetl deem right to make 

} ce p! ples in the na- 

I ( f eir resp e countries 

on W t base their hopes for a better 
future for the worid 

“FT cou seck 1 aggrandize- 
m ri L OF € 

d, tk ae ee 1 territorial 
cha} th do 1 ccord with the free! 
expre dv es of the peoples concerned; 

‘Third, they respect the right of all peo- 
ple > ch e the form of government under 
which they will live; and they wish to see 
sovereigi and self-government restored 
t 10S¢ have been forcibly deprived of 
then 

“Fourth, they will endeavor, with due re- 
spect their existing obligations, to fur- 
ther the enjoyment by all states, great I 

l vi or vanquished, of access, on 
equal te to tl de and to the raw ma- 
terials of the world which are needed for 
their economic pr erity; 

“Fifth, they de e to bring about the full- 
est « ibo1 n between all nations in the 
economic field with the object of securing 
f all, improved labe tandards, economic 

ment, and social security; 

xth, after tl destructic of t 

N tvranny. they 1 } 
pe which will af 

f dv ng 
( boundaries, and 
£ ce tl all the 
? e ou 1e€ir ilVvé 

> h at 
I t \ e t ] 1 SE nd oceans 
u } nee 

t b ve that all of the nations 
of e world, for realist well as spiritual 
re must come to the abandonment of 

f e fore Since no future peace can 
be in ed if nd , or air armaments 
c nue to be employed by nations which 
threaten, or may threaten, aggression out 


out- 
‘ir frontiers, they believe, pending 











blishme of a wider and permanent 

em of gene security, that the dis - 

me of such nati ess ial. They will 
f a nd er rge all other prac- 

t e measures wl will lighten for peace- 
] ry pe es the crushing burden of arma- 


“(Signed) 


“ (Signed) 
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ROOSEVELT. 
CHURCHILL.” 


FRANKLIN 
WINSTON 


The Congress and the President having 
heretofore determined, through the Lend- 
Lease Act, on the national policy of Ameri- 
( i to the democracies, which east and 
v re waging war against dictatorships, 
t 


nversations at these 


ns in furthering the 


» military and naval ¢ 


meetings made clear ¢g 
rime Minister and I 
with the Soviet 





are arranging for conferences 





Union to aid it in its defense against the 
attack made by the principal aggressor of 
the modern world—Germany. 

Finally, the declaration of principles at 
this time presents a goal which is worth 
while for our type of civilization to seek. It 
is clear-cut that it is difficult to oppose 

any major particular without automati- 
cally admitting a willingness to accept com- 
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or to agree to a world 
to nazi-ism domina- 


with nazi-ism; 


which would give 





ge numbers of conquered nations 
nevitably such a peace would be a gift to 


izi-ism to take breath—armed breath—for 
a second war to extend the control over 
r id Asia, to the American Hemi- 
self 
s perhaps unnecessary for me to call 
mn once more to the utter lack of 
of the spoken or written word of 
Nazi government 
It is also unnecessary for me to point out 


that the declaration of principles includes, 
of necessity, the world need for freedom of 
religic and freedom of information No 
society of the world organized under the an- 
nounced principles could survive with 
these freedoms which are a part of the whole 
freedom for which strive 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE Howse, August 21, 1941. 


we 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator permit another question? 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. Certainly. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator 
have any information as to whether or 
not there ever was any Atlantic Charter 
drawn up and signed by the President 
and Mr. Churchill? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. The statement in 
the President’s message, after the pre- 
liminaries, is as follows: 


They have agreed— 


“They” being the President and the 
Prime Minister— 
upon the following joint declaration— 

Then follows the text of the Atlantic 
Charter, and beneath that text appear 
the names of Franklin D. Roosevelt and 
Winston Churchill, with the word 
“signed” in parentheses before each 
name. I regard this as substantial evi- 
dence that there is such a document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator 
ever seen any signed document, or has 


he ever seen anyone who claims to have 


seen it? I never have. I have made 
nquiry. I am asking only for informa- 
tion. 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. Ihave never made 
any inquiry. I have never attempted to 
see the original document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator 
never seen any original document? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I assume there is 
one, but I do not know. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Has the Senator 
ever seen anyone else who has seen it? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I have never in- 
quired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me say to the 
Senator that I have made inquiry. I 
have never seen it, and I have never seen 
any living human who has seen it. Some 
day I should like to find out whether it 
was merely words, or whether it was a 
signed document. If anyone has such 
information, I wish he would give it to 
me. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. 
wish to add a few words. 

Among the principles enunciated in 
the Atlantic Charter was the following; 
namely, the first declaration of the At- 
lantic Charter: 

Their countries seek no aggrandizement, 
territorial or other, 


That was a noble declaration. We 
hear reports, however, that some of the 


has 


President, I 
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nations involved in this war are seeki 
territorial aggrandizement. 

I shall not attempt to read all tl 
items. I shall be content to hay 
document printed at large in the Recor 
I cite it, Mr. President, only as additio: 
evidence that the Senate, before it a 
on the confirmation of any of th 
nominations, should at least have ad: 
tional evidence with respect to the poi 
of view of these gentlemen on the prob- 
lems with which they will have to deal or 
behalf of all the people of the Unit 
States. I therefore hope that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions will be willing to sustain a mot 
to return all these nominations to 
Committee on Foreign Relations f 
further consideration. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, 
Senator from Wyoming makes a rath 
unusual request. The Committee on 
Foreign Relations has had these nomi- 
nations before it for consideration. \ 
considered them yesterday. Any Sena- 
tor was welcome to come before the com- 
mittee and file objections against an: 
of these nominees. The Senator fro: 
Texas, as chairman of the committ: 
will not assume the responsibility of ve- 
toing the action of his committee and 
saying, “We will consider them again 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ciark 
was present and participated in the de- 
liberations of the committee. 

The Senator from Wyoming says th 
he does not know how Mr. Clayt 
stands with respect to cartels. That 
a very simple matter. The Senator c: 
call him on the telephone in about 
minute, and he can say “Yes” or “No.” 

We have not yet reached Mr. Clay- 
ton’s name, but he has been in the Gov- 
ernment service for some time. He | 
been before congressional committees re- 
peatedly. His background and hist 
are well known to everyone who wish 
to know about him. 

Let me ask the Senator from Wyomi! 
if Mr. Clayton did not appear befor 
committee, the Temporary National I 
nomic Committee, which held heari: 
awhile ago? 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. He may have bs 
a witness before that committee. I ¢ 
not recall that he appeared with resp 
to any important study. He has ap- 
peared very recently before other com- 
mittees of the Senate, including t 
Committee on Military Affairs. Inas- 
much as the Senator has addressed t! 
inquiry to me, let me point out to hi 
again that it is not a question of what 
know about Mr. Clayton’s poli 
with respect to cartels. It is a qu 
tion of what the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Stettinius, does not know, if he is cor- 
rectly quoted in this morning’s news- 
papers. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Clayton will ! 
an Assistant Secretary. Over him v 
be the Under Secretary. Over the Und 
Secretary will be the Secretary, and ov 
him will be the President of the Unit 
States. So Mr. Clayton will have to be 
powerful man to control the policies 
the Department with regard to cart 


ea 





e } 








Of course, we are not in favor of cartel 
| and I do not suppose that Mr. Clayton 


| in favor of cartels. I think it is an unf: 
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request of the S 
I 


LARK of \ 





ms 


it if the no! i are I con ] 
k to the committe which I favor, So I hope t S t¢ . i 
hould be sent back t the1 y t 


Mr. CONNALLY. All of them? _ Mr. LA FOLLFTTE. Mr. P 











Mr. CLARK of NV ( i , 
I believe that is the intention of Tl PRESIDING < 
from Wyoming. I S I i H 
true? Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1 the mo- 
Mr. OMAHONEY. That all should tion mac he 4 < , Wien 
t back? mi hould ( i 1 it 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That all | order to n p 
ld be sent back for further « ler- vont t] nomi! A : A ‘ 
Isthat the intention of theS - si " Snetetine 
from Wyoming? : The PRESIDING OFFICER i 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. Precisely The Chair wiil mo- . 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I sk to tion of ft Sen from W 
modify the motion of the Senator from ! | 
Wyoming, which could apply at the mo- | 1 
t only to the nomination of - I ! ( D 
C Oo Ss to apply t i {our ¢ 
nations. Otherwis« will be my Mr. CLARK M Mr. I ‘ - 
ntion to make a s« rate m« ) ( I 
to each nomination t comes I j I] i : I I 
ms to me that we might save t I 
( of time by sending them back e: nor ! 
rather than ' ing for a sepa of t m : 
tion on each nomination. from Wyomil Tl 
Mr. CONNALLY. As I _ understand, intention 
{ motion now is that they all b ent I now ask wr _ 
] :. nominatiol of f 4 I 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course,I | positions in the St D I 
have no right to modify the motion ol ] ed into ol f ! I 
, ( 


i 


Mr. CONNALLY. He included them omil T 


the Senator from Wyomin the motion of the Senator f Wv- ( 


a 
rr md 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there The PRE 
objection to the request of th natol Jecuion, it 1 Ros 
4rom Missouri to modify the motion ol Mr. WHITE. Mr. I lent, I 
the Senator from Wyoming? to say a few words about the pre 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. I object ituation. I wish to have it kn 1 that nom I 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec- I am not in favor of recommitti the from M 


n is heard. 
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t ame re 1 ( the 
a weed 

Bu I j question not a ques- 
tion of ct ( M P lent The 
per ng qi ( ( n of the pub- 
] ’ When we 
a our ¢ t il duty of con- 
firn the nomina i ent to us b 
the P t n the present ca nom- 
ir } t in the Department 
of § pul esponsibility 
i h he policy to b 
It u 1 tl ind of px 1, M 
Pi $24 m the motion 
{ i the nomi back to the Cx 
mi > on Foreign R tions. 

Mr.CONNALLY. ! President, every 
= who kn [ Presiden I 
t [ qa St: mt reali th 

j vir to ¢ t { 1 
I of ( ( We alr 
t a Set ry of who, Of cou 
will be tl repre of the Presi- 
( I it p ly the fur n 
he P dent of the United States to 
deal with our fore 1 relations. Itisa 
etch of the i rination for any- 
on o think th an Assistant Secretary 
ll be more than an administra- 
CIV officer in carrying out the policies 
\ h ! d and adopted by 
tl ri ns 

Ii 1its the nomina- 
tion ace reign Rela- 
Lior be simply to delay 
mat 5 

M President, will the 

ment? 

Mi yield, 

Mi hinking about the 
p yn of the committee of which the 
Ser ) the chairman, I now ask him 
this que n: If th Senate should 
recom! the nominations to the com- 
mittee, in th ht of the discussion 
which has occurred in the Senate would 
n the chairman of the committee 
practically feel instructed to call the 
nominees before the committee and hold 
an open hearing on the subject of the 
nominations? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I would not con- 
sider it an instruction; but, as the Sen- 
ator has suggested, I would feel that 
the Senate wished to hear from th 
eentleman, and we would have to call 
them before the co! ttee and inter- 
rogate them and sa their testimony 
taken down, and then call the oth 
Senators down there and tell them what 
the nominees had said. 


Mr. CHA 
the 


NDLER. 


or V 


Mr. President, will 
Senat ield? 


r. CONNALLY. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


I y ield. 
In case anyone has 


doubt about that, let me say that is pre- 
cisely wl I had in mind. I had ex- 
pe d that, if the motion prevailed, the 
ci ittee would call the nominees be- 
fore it f public | ing and would ask 





h, well, Mr 
has 


. Presi- 


penator some 
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stooges in his office around 
where. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Texas probably knows 


more about stooges than I would know. 


or some- 





Mr. CONNALLY. Well, Mr. President, 
the Senator brought up that subject. 

Of course, if the Senate recommits the 
nominat is to the committee, the com- 
n > W ill the nominees before it. 
B I do not believe many Senators will 
be present in the committee to question 


tl 


M BANKHEAD. Mr. President, a 
record of what is said in the committee, 
would be made, would it not? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Oh, yes; a record 
could be taken down. 

Mi a IEAD. A record is made of 
the proceedings of almost all committ 
he ir , of course. 

Mr. CO! NN‘ ALLY. Yes. 


Mr. President, in that event, would 
} 


we 





have a hearing and we would have the 
proceedings printed in English. LLaugh- 
te! 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
t] Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY, I shall yield in a 


esident, first, I will 
1arks of the Senator 
tucky. The proceeding 


respond to 
from Ken- 
which has been 


su sted is an unusual one. I do not 
know of any committee which has ever 
been told ie he Senate, “We are going 
to send these nominations back to you, 


and we are going to tell you in detail 
what you are todo. You must bring the 
nominees before you, and you must ask 
them these questions: ‘Where do you re- 
ie? What is your name? What are 
udoing? What are you going to do?’’ 
I yield to the Senator from Ken- 


ye 
Now 
tucky. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, 
not know what the men would do, 
know that the Senate would be respon- 
sible for their conduct if it should vote 

to approve them. If within the next few 
the policy of the United State 


I do 
but 


months 
changed because of what may be done by 
some of these nominees about whom we 
do not now know, we shall be responsible 
for it, and no one will be on hand to hold 
our hi ads when they start aching. I do 
not intend to allow mine to ache. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am sure the Sena- 
tor’s head will not have any cause to 
ache, because he does not worry about 
anythine 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill 
that if a meet 
on Foreign Rel: 


glad to al 


4 A a 


S18 


say to the Sen- 
ing of the Committee 
ations is held I Seneas 
ir at the committe 

Mr ce ONNA ALLY. I am sure that the 
Senat is in a position to leave the Mili- 
t Affa irs Committee at any time and 
take over the functions of the Committee 


ator 


be 





pe: 


on Foreign Relations 
Mr. a I do not wish to 
take over th ions of the Commit- 
> on For ations, but I could 








the diligence of the 
Recently 
mitted a resolution asking that Secret 
of State Hull given an 
medal. I do not know what the commit- 
tee did with the resolution. I do not 
kn 


committee. 
ary 


be honorary 


w where the resolution is now resting, 
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Mr. CONNALLY. 
sume that the Senator can come 
committee and get the resolution at az 
time he so desires, 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator f: 
Kentuc! y comes for it, he will ask f 
but he may not get it. 

Mr. CONNALLY. 


Mr. President, I as- 


to 


Mr. President 


know the Senator will do whateve1 
thinks best. It is true that a resolut 
was submitted by the Senator from K 


tucky to honor f 

Hull by giving hima 

a Congressional Med 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


rmer Secretary of 
medal. It would 
al of Honor. 
The resolution ¢ 


not contain anything about the m 
being a Congressional Medal of H 
It merely refers to it as a medal of | 
I assume that if the resolution 


agreed to, the medal would contain 
reference to i being a ‘ol sre 
Medal of Honcr. However, f b \ 
Mr. Cordell Hull would be ent d 
military medal if it were po sible to 


him one. 


Mr. Mr. President, I 


lieve the Se nator from Texas |} 
something about the record of C 
Hull. He served in the House of R 
sentativ ith him for 10 years, an 
a number of years he served with hin 


the Senate. As chairman of the C 
mittee on Foreign Relations, I had d 
ings with Mr. Hull two or three tim 


a long while. I am not e: 
when I say that I believe I ki 


h about the former Secret 


week for 
gerating \ 
as muc 


State as dx es the Senator fr m ent 
who has been a Member of the Senat 


only a aaat time. I do not questi 


Ser r’s knowledge regarding all tl 

matters, but I do not want him to 

flect on the Senator from Texas 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not intend 


reflect on the Senator from T« 


cause he is as smart as any man ¢ 

If I had served as long as Cordell H 
has served, I might know as much ; 
knows regret that I have not had t 


opportunity 
erved. 

Mr. CONNALLY. 
ator from Ken 


to serve as long as hi 
I am sure the § 
tucky would have | 
considerable. I know that in 
tellectual contest I would not be 
to compete with the Senator from 
7 
. President, I regard this as a ve 

vemaaia al proceeding, without any con 
eration being given for the time of 

snate. We considered these n 
tions promptly. We thought the S 
wanted promptness. I ask the S 
not to return the nominations to 
committee. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I 
in attendance at the meeting of 

oreign Relations Committee at the t 
this matter was being considered. 


art 
ally 


K 








objection to the action of the commi 
as to the confirmation of Mr. Clay 
was based on the fact that I had : 
knowledge or information regarding | 
views on the subject of internat 
cartels. I have no personal obj 

= Mr. Clayton. I regard him as a! 

f high integrity and unusual ability. I 
seems to me, however, that when |! 
nomination comes before us for appt 

| ment to a position of the character 














we 


INNALLY 


( 














Pie 


— 
a] 


_ 











- 



























JRRAY. 





I yield. 


’ 


. 


— 
As 


MALON 


\T ye 
vil 


BAVALI 
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I Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc- 
; nd the Se t } iT 
Murpock] are ¢ ned on of 1 | - 
n l Ll 

The Sen: f Florida [Mr. PEPPE! 
is absent on important public busine 4 
am ; ed that if present and votir 1e 
would vc nay.” 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Ba! the Senator from Arizona [ Mr. 
Hs ¥!], and the Senator from New 
Me ») [Mr. CHAVE: are unavoidably 


dk ned. I am advised that if present 
and voting, the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BarKLEY] and the Senator from 


Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
DREWs 1, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Byrp!, th iator from Idaho I[Mr. 
CuiarkK]!, the Senator from California [Mr. 
Downey!, the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GreorcE!, the Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. GILLETTE], the Senator from North 
Carolina {Mr. REYNOLDS], the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Scrucuam], the Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. THomas], the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Truman], the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. TUNNELL], 
the Senator from Washington |Mr 


Mr. 
WALLGREN], and the Senator from New 


e § 


Jersey {[Mr. WALSH] are necessarily ab- 
sent. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. THomas] 
] a general pair with the Senator from 


New Hampshire [Mr. BripcgEs]. 

Mr. WAGNER. I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Kansas 
REED]. transfer that pair to the Sena- 

from hington |Mr. WatucrRen|]. 
I am not advised how either Senator 


Mr. 


tor Wa 





would vote, if 7 ent and voting. 
Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 


in ota |Mr. SHIPSTEAD! is necessarily 
absent. If present he would vote “yea.” 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Brivces!, who is necessarily absent, has 
a general 1ir with the Senator from 
L 1 [Mr. THomas|]. 
The Ser from Wisconsin [Mr. 
W i s detained on official business. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. Brew- 
STER!, the Senator from Illinois [{Mr. 
Brooks!, the Senator from Oklahoma 
Moorel, the Senator from North 


the Senator from 
s], the Senator from 
Ir. Tosey], the Sena- 


tor from Iowa |Mr. Writson], and the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ReEeEpD! are 
ne arily absent. 


The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 37 
nays 27, as follov 
YEAS—37 


Aike H 1 O’Mahon 
I ead ye I Ove n 
B ) J Calif. Robertson 
I J Colc R ll 

I field I Stewart 

B I I tte Taft 

Cl ller I I W: er 

C ) h nd W Mass 
¢ 4 y Wh r 
D er h nk Wh V 

Fy M 1 Willis 
Guffey M 1 

H Murr 


te 
mene 
= 


tland Hatch 
Capper Eliender Hawkes 











Hill O’Daniel 
Lucas Rad 


Tydings 
Vandenberg 


Weeks 





Ke I I White 
NOT VOTING—31 
Andrews Glass Thomas, Idaho 
sarkley Hayden Thomas, Utah 
wster McCarran Tobey 
res Moore Truman 
OKS Murdock Tunnell 
d N Waligren 


Pepper Walsh, N. J. 
Reed Wiley 
Reynolds Wilson 
Scrugham 

Shipstead 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this | 
question the yeas are 37—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. Before the result is 
announced I should like to ask, Did the 
senior Senator from New York under- 
stand the question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. A point of order. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That it was to send 
all these nominations back to the com- 
mittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state his point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Chair 
had started to announce the result, and 
he should proceed with the announce- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 37 and the nays are 27; 
and the motion is agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask that 
the President be notified forthwith of 
all nominations this day confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 


RECESS 


rk, Idaho 
Jowney 
aod 


I 

I 

I 

I 

B 
Chavez 
¢ 

I 

C 
Gillette 


Mr. HILL. As in legislative session, I 
move that the Senate take a recess until 
12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o'clock and 2 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Thursday, 
December 7, 1944, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 


Senate December 6 
November 21), 1944: 


IN 


(legislative day of 


THE NAVY 
il Samuel M 
to be a vice 
service, 


1049 
1942 


Vice Admit: 
States Navy 


Robinson, 
admiral in 
to rank from the 


United 
the Navy 

r ten ar Sist 
day of January 

Vice Admiral Willis A. Lee, Jr 
States Navy, to be a vice admiral in the Navy, 
for tem.porary service, to rank from the 21st 
day of March 1944 

Vice 4dmiral Theodore S. Wilkinson, United 
States Navy, to be a vice admiral in the Navy, 


United 


for temporary service, to rank from the 12th 
day of August 1944 

Capt. Ralph S. Riggs, United States Navy, 
to be a rear admiral in the Navy, for tem- 


porary service 
June 1943 


Capt. Bernard I 


to rank from the 16th day of | 


Austin, United States Navy, 
to be a commodore in the Navy, for tem- 
porary service, to continue while serving as 
Assistant Chief of Staff, to the Commander in 
Chief, United States Pacific Fleet and Pacific 
Ocean Areas 
Commodore Elle 
Naval Reserve, to 
Naval Reserve 
tinue while 
of 


y W. Stone, United States 
be a rear admiral in the 
for temporary service, to con- 
serving as Chief Commissioner 
the Allied Mediterranean Commission 

Rear Admiral Wilson Brown, United States 
when retired on December 1, 1944, to 





NaVY, 


DECEMBER 6 


be placed on the retired list of the N 
the rank of vice admiral pursu te 
of Congress approved June 16, 1942 


nt 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations 
the Senate December 6 (legislati 
of November 21), 1944: 

FOREIGN SERVICE 
TO BE CONSULS GENERAL OF THE UNITED S1 
OF AMERICA 

James Hugh Kelley, Jr. 

William E. DeCourcy 
TO BE CONSULS OF THI 

Hartwell Johnson 

Harry M. Donaldson 
TO BE CONSULS GENERAL OF THE UNITED SI1 

OF AMERICA 

Alb..t M. Doyle 

Paul P. Steintorf 

Lewis Clark 

William M. Gwynn 

Paul C. Squire 

James R. Wilkinson 


confirmed 


ve ¢ 


UNITED STATES OF AMF! 


TO BE FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICERS, UNCLASSIF! 
VICE CONSULS OF CAREER, AND SECRETARII 
THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE UNITED S1 
OF AMERICA 
A. John Coy 
J. Ramon S$ 
TO BE A CONSUL OF THE UNITED STATI 

AMERICA 
Robert M. Taylor 
IN THE ARMY 
TEMPORARY APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARM‘ 
UNITED STATES 
To be lieutenant general 


Wilhelm Delp Styer 


se, Jr. 
lana 


To be major generals 
James Maurice Gavin 
Clarence Ames Martin 
Orvil Arson Anderson 
John Y. York, Jr 
Robert Morris Webster 
Kenneth Bonner Wolfe 
Leo Donovan 
Harry Briggs Vaughan 
Arthur Arnim White 
Willard Gordon Wyman 
Wilton Burton Pers 
James Edmund P 
Frank Emil St 
Russel Burton 
Julian Sommerville Hatcher 
Clyde Lloyd Hyssong 
William Howard Arnold 
Royal Bertrand Lord 
James Alward Var 
Carl Adolphus He 
William Richard Arno! 
Otto Lauren Nelson, Jr. 


To be b?7 6 1di 


Ons 
1 


arxser 





r generals 
William Thaddeus Sexton 
Josiah Toney Dalbey 
Francis Kosier Newcon 
Robert Reese Neyland 
Clyde Davis Eddleman 
Walter Edwin Todd 
Robert Ward Berry 
Morrill Watson Marston 
Hugh Bryan Hester- 
Matthew John Gunner 
John Andrews Rogers 
Jack We n Wood 
Walter Joseph Muller 


1er 


Jr. 





Fenton Stratton Jacobs 
Herbert Bernard Loper 
James Michael Fitzmaurice 


Carroll 
Roy 


Powell 
Grower 


Arthur 
William 


William Joseph Morri 
Joseph James O'Hare 


sey 
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I I E ‘ A . 
I n A r 
‘ Ga I I 4 
Andre M { 
! R ( Q ( » ( 
Fredet ( M M k A 


J Ca é V ( 
( € S ( ( 
M ey Vi I 4 ( 
I D 
Augustus E I 
Cc & 


- 
ce 





T ( r f ‘ 
William Mad nM ( 
Harold Wilson Walter Jesse K , : 
es Heyward Barnwell, J Frank ( Met ( Art 
Adel Snavely C 
‘ ( 
fo be ama ‘ é M ( ’ 
Joseph Donovan Reg il il ( 
To be brigad ge \u se ‘ 
ert Wilbar Wils I Qu ( , 
Kemper Willian t to exam 
derick Walker Castle ( e Work M ( 
hie J. Old, J a : G 
vid Sarnoff i 
hy James Mannings ' Adam Ott. J 


iam Andros Bai ba R iG : ( 
r Nathaniel lt 
Adams Appletor 
Iph Charles Kuldell 


PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARM‘ : ; aaa oy ne ‘a 
TO be colone t : , 
Lonzo Scott, Corps of Engi M 
nry Crampton Jones, Field Artillery To be 
rl Lee Marriott, Chemical Wa Ser MI H ‘ M ( 


ibject to examination required by law ; d P 
Arthur Pickering, Field Artillery ‘ mm J » ¥ te Mf 
Knox Cockrell, Cavalr 
William Spence, Field Artillery 


Villis McDonald Chapi! ( t Artillery Max Nain M L ¢ 


V Kane, Field A Vv T M ( 
Rosey Cart Cabell, O Dey ( E M ( ( 
A : . ; 
x y Ewer Shir ( ( a . M ( 
T¢ e a i 
James Bak I y : 
Louis B I e D Mi 
Brice Jol Qu k 
} Rie M ( 
\ h Berkey, Field A ib- ( i i 
exan 1 re ed |t \ ( 
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N 2 1944 
In I NA 
( I I N 
} JECTION 
Ex tive nomination rejected by the 
te December 6 1 ive day ¢ 
Vovember 21), 1944 
PosTMas 
I } Mc¢ ke he ( } 
( M 


OF REPRESENTATIVES 
1944 


11 o’clock a. m., and 
Speaker. 
Shera 


HOUSE 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 6, 


The House met at 
\ called to order by the 
‘The Chaplain, Re *v James 


M omery, D. D., offered the following 
pl { 

Heavenly Father, out of Thy infinite 
fountain of mercy, opened by Thy loving 
heart aad brought near to us by the sac- 
rificial death of our Saviour, grant us 
tl treasures of wisdom, righteousnes 


and self-control. Bring our hearts unde 
the influence of the Divine Presence, 
affections and sanctifying 
Keep our minds in 
\ faith, in the wonder of Thy 
Fatherhood, and under the calming rest 
of that spirit that bids the troubled 
rs die, “Be not afraid, lo, it is I.” 
Brighten all our course that we may 
irradiate the lives of the lowly and com- 
orrowing; with Thine own con- 
olations do Thou give them the garment 
of praise for the spirit of heaviness that 
cares and anxieties may cease to gnaw. 
O Son of Man, whose message is to those 
who bleed and suffer and most assuredly 


hallowing our 
our responsibilitie 
inshaken 


for our wounded soldiers, may they never 
hunger nor yield to despair because of us. 
O walk the battlefields, through the hos- 
pitals, and in the homes; ee Thy pres- 
ence give them new wills, sh visions, 
i the blessing of a ne cc eter joy. By 
the countless crosses and stars round 
ich the winds sigh and moan and 


1e eternal law of love by which the 


world alone can be saved, O summon us 
Yad er lf-effac Through 
‘ C t our Lord. Amen. 
Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
read and approved. 
M AC FROM THE SENATE 
A 1 i I Lhe sen te, by M 
I ( clerk, announced 
t ) the amend- 
l to b of the Sen 
l r 
\ I I ef C ~ 
A V ! I 
( ( I 
pe cl é 
\ i m € 
em be ie K C 
I 1 Yal 1B 1 Ss ke 
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The message also announced that the 
lent has appointed Mr. BarK- 
EY and Mr. BREWSTER members of the 
int select committee on the part of 

Senate, as provided for in the act of 
ugust 5, 1939, entitled “An act to pro- 
ide for the disposition of certain records 


- » 


the United States Government,” for 
he disposition of executive papers in 
he following departments and agency: 


1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of Commerce. 

3. Department of Labor. 

4. Department of the Navy. 
5. Post Office De etna nt. 

6. Department of the Treasury. 
7. Department of War. 

8. Government Printing Office 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 2185) entitled “An act to 
uthorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
in carrying out the purposes of the act of 
May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 137), to purchase 
lumber, and other forest products,” 
disagreed to by the House; agrees to the 
conference asked by the House on the 
CGisagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. O’MAHONEY, 
Mr. Tuomas of Oklahoma, Mr. WHEELER, 
Mr. La FOLLETTE, and Mr. SHIPSTEAD to 
be the conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title: 


logs, 


H.R.4311. an act to authorize the ap- 
pointment of two additional Assista Sec- 
retaries of State 


GRANTING RIGHTS-OF-WAY FOR PETRO- 
LEUM PIPE LINES, TELEPHONE AND 
TELEGRAPH LINES WITHIN AREA OF IN- 
DIAN ROCK DAM, YORK COUNTY, PA 


Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 5219) to 
provide for the granting of rights-of- 
way for pipe lines for petroleum and 
petroleum products and for telephone 
and/or telegraph lines through and 
across lands of the United States within 
the area of Indian Rock Dam and Reser- 
voir, located in York County, Pa., and it 
immediate consideration. I may say 
that I have discussed this matter with 
the majority leaders. The bill has a fa- 
vorable report from the War Depart- 
ment, from the Petroleum Administra- 
tor for War, and from the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentl 
consulted with the Memb 
interested? 

Mr. DISNEY 
letters to all of the official 


eman has 
rs Who may be 


Mr. Speaker, I have 
written ] ob- 
jyectors. 

The Clerk ad the title of the bill. 

The SPEA KER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman rie Okla- 
homa? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman please explain the 
legislation requested? 

Mr. DISNEY. The Sinclai 
Co. was acquiring and had 


r Pipe Line 
acquired a 
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large 
building 


benville, Ohio, 


amount of right-of-way for t} 
of a war pipe line from St 


ti ) M: ircus Hook, N. J 


thence down to Baltimore. Durin 
process the Government started to con 
demn lands in this Indian reservat 


for a reservoir in 
Sinclair Co. then oe and deed 
their rights-of-way to the Government 
The Secretary of War camel one 
these 5-year easements, which is n 
extendable. The only way in which th 
can continue is to have action by Con- 
geress. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Ar 
the War Department is agreeable to t} 
legislation. 

Mr. DISNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. |] 
withdraw my reservation of objection 
Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Is there objec-ion 
the request of the gentleman from Ok 
homa? 

There being no objection, the Cle 
read the bill, as follows: 

3e it enacted, etc., That f 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
empowered, to grant t Refining ( 
a Maine corporation, its successors and 
signs, an easement for rights-of-way f 
portation of crude } 
e products and/or bypred 


Pennsylvania. Thi 


the Sec 


» Sinclair 


lines for the tran 


leum and o1 


thereof, and also for telegraph and, or 
phone lines, for use in connection wit 
operation ¢ h pipe line or pipe line 
through, under, and across all those ce! 
] ted States emb i 





ands of the Uni 1 
is known as Indian Rock Dam and Re 
Area in the county of York, Comm 
of Pennsylvania: Provided, That such e: 
ment shall be granted only upon 
by the Secretary of War that the 
not substantially injure ’ 
United Svates in the 
by, and will not t 
public interest: And provided 

ll or any part of such easement may 


annulled and forfeited by the Secret 





propert y affected the 
inco mations wit! 
furthe I 


War after reasonable notice (a) for f 
of said Sinclair Refining Co., or its succe 
or assigns, to comply with the term 
ditions of any grant made hereunde: 
for abandonment of such easement 
provided further, That all moneys whic! 
accrue to the United States under the 


visions of this act shall be deposited in 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipt 


With the 
ment: 

Page 1, line 4, after the comm 
“under 
deemed 


following committee ¢ 


such terms and conditic 


advisable by him.” 


The committee amendment wa 
to. 

The bill 
and read ¢ 


ordered to be 
third time, was read th 


was 


time, and passed, and a motion to1 
sider was laid ¢ the table 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr.BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, Iask un 
imous consent to address tl H 
1 minute. 
The SPEAKER. Is the ob I 
the request of the I man from 


York? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, y 
I was visiting some of my constituen 
Walter Reed Hospital when th 
vote on H. R. 5564 it 
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f wu ‘ 
} I - 
‘ ' 
The | ( ( ) f d 
j id t at i ( 1 third 
time, and } ed,andatr ion to recon- 
( iid on the table 
WASHINGTON VEI HILLMAN 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speake I asl 
unanimous consent to addres the House 
{« 1 minute, and to revise ! extend 
my remarl 
Mr. SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the rec ol the ntl n tron 
Micl 
There was no object 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the man 
ho \ first in peace, first in war and 
first in tl hearts of countrymen, 
hen i 1 position to become king ot 
dictat« when he was taken “up into 
an exceedingly high mountain” and 
wn all the kingdoms of the world and 


the glory of them, turned his back upon 
ambition, and solemnly warned our peo- 
ple to avoid entanglement in loreign al- 
fal 


of government which 
have, in the opinion 
the greatest empire 
“in 3 or 4 


Under the system 
he established, we 
of Churchill, one of 
builders in the modern world 


vears, in sober fact, become the greatest 
military, naval, and air power in the 
world 

Now we are told by the Russian-born 


Hillman, who claims to have controlled, 
the recent election, the decisive votes 
will place the President in the 
Izouse for « fourth term, referring 
organization, that— 


in 
which 
White 
to his 
) for America at W 
lar to have a force inside the Unit 


Washington was the personification of 
honor, of honesty, of Christianity. Hill- 
man unblushingly, on December 5 in Lon- 
don, told the press, Knowing his state- 
ment would be broadcast throughout the 
world, that no one takes party platforms 
seriously. 

Hillman not only presumes to repu- 
diate the sound doctrine of our first and 
greatest President, but so sure is he of 
his power that, after claiming here in 
America the allegiance of more than a 
hundred of the people’s representatives, 
he brazenly endorses falsehood, subter- 
fuge, the repudiation of one’s word and 
honor. 

Those who, during the last campaign, 
assisted Hillman by money, work, or vote, 
now know from his own lips that he 
neither believes in honor or in honesty, 
in our form of government, in our way of 
life, and that, by his acceptance of the 
Communists and their support, he denies 
the existence of God, the efficacy of 
Christianity. 

Let his supporters and his political al- 
lies cheer while other citizens hang their 
heads in shame, 





EXTENSION OIF 


: REMARKS 
M BENNETT of 


Missouri. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague the gentleman from Mis- 
1 Mr. PLOESER! be permitted to ex- 


tend his remarks in the RecorpD and in- 
clude a brief editorial. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to 
th request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There ¥ no objection. 

M) V 5 California. Mr. 


OORHIS of 
Speaker, I ¢ unanimous consent to ex 


aSK A> 
emarks in the Rrecorp on two 


je ind to include in one a resolution 
nd in another a brief editorial 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
ELF-DETERMINATION BY NATIONS OF 
THEIR FORM OF GOVERNMENT 
M1 VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
adadre the House for 1 minute and to 

revise and extend my remarks. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, as one Member of the House I 
want to commend without reservation 
the statement of our State Department 
which was carried in this morning’s press 
to the effect that our Government stands 
foursquare for the right of the people of 
every nation in this world to choose 


democratically and freely their own gov- 
ernment without interference on the part 
of any other power. Iam glad the state- 
ment was made to apply specifically to 
Italy in view of a recent statement by the 
British Foreign Minister regarding the 
personnel of the Italian Cabinet. Tomy 
mind, it is entirely timely that this an- 
nouncement should have been made and 
this position taken by our State Depart- 
ment. Indeed I believe such a statement 
of this country’s position is overdue. I 
believe it will increase that reservoir of 
good will among the smaller nations of 
the world which our country enjoys and 
upon which alone we can hope to build 
the future peace of the world. 
CATHOLIC BISHOPS’ DUMBARTON OAKS 

STATEMENT ENTITLED TO WIDESPREAD 

} APPROVAL 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include the Catholic 
bishops’ Dumbarton Oaks statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

here was no objection. 

| Mr. CELLER addressed the House. 
remarks appear in the Appendix. ] 
EXTENDING THE STATUTE OF LIMITA- 

TION IN CERTAIN CASES 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. J. 
Res. 156) to extend the statute of limita. 

} tion in certain cases, 


His 
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The Clerk read the title of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
the request of 


Is there objectic n t 
the gentleman from 


Massachusetts? 
Mr. SHORT. Reserving the right 
object, Mr. Speaker, and I am not goir 


to object, due to the briefness of time. w 
all realize that the statute of limitatio; 
if it is to be extended, must be act: 
upon by tomorrow. However, in orde 
keep the record straight and make it al 
solutely clear to the Members of Cong 
and particularly to the American peo 

I want to say that our willingness to al- 
low this Senate joint resolution 
brought up under unanimous consent 
should not be interpreted as giving < 
stamp of approval to it. If we had ¢ 
way, the resolution I introduced in t} 
House on November 28, House Joint Reso- 
lution 319, and which was referred to th 
Committee on the Judiciary, would 
carried out, because it simply orders t} 
War and Navy Departments to carry « 
the provisions of Public Law 339 of th 
Seventy-eighth Congress, which 
passed last June. When one cannot get 
a whole loaf, he must take a half | 
With some difficulty Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 156 passed that body and thou 
the resolution is unsatisfactory, it is b 
ter than nothing. The statute of limit 
tions should not be allowed to expire a: 
for this reason I do not object. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaks 
might I state that the present considera- 
tion of the resolution in no way is to b 
construed, following what the gentle- 
man Said, as a disposition on the part of 
the leadership on the majority side of 
opposition to the gentleman’s resolu- 
tion. But in view of the shortness of 
time it is considered wise and advisable 
and practical to pass the Senate resolu- 
tion. It is for the purpose of preservin 
whatever legal rights exist under the 
law so that no one can claim the statut 
of limitations as a defense, and the Sen- 
ate resolution is put through in orde! 
insure that. It is because of the tim 
element involved that we do so. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
glad that the majority leader has mad: 
that statement. Of course, the Arm) 
and Navy boards of investigation, 
making their reports, very clearly stated 
that not only Admiral Kimmel and Gen- 
eral Short but other persons likewisi 
made grave errors, not only at Pearl 
Harbor but also here in the United States 
though we have not yet been told whi 
those persons are or why action has not 
been taken against them. 

Of course, we must accept the reports 
of the Secretary of War and Secretary 
of the Navy that the trials cannot be 
held at this particular time because of 
security reasons. It is difficult for our 
lay minds to figure out just how a frank 
and full revelation of all the facts sur- 
rounding Pearl Harbor could now 
danger our national security or seriously 
interfere with our war efforts. Still the 


to | 


en- 


Army and Navy undoubtedly have secrets 
that the public should not know. But 
some day the whole story will be told; 
truth cannot always be hidden from the 
people, 
















ea alt tne novperts 





io! rep ound both Kimmel 
Short guilty of “dereliction of duty.” 
vestigatin committees of the War 
Na Departments, while finding 
mel and Short n j mistakes and 
( red 1 ( basis of 

€ ( ce he facts and findings 
varrant their courts martial. 

S etaries ¢ War and Navy ex- 
d their desire and intention to 


thelr investigation 
y are not fully satisfied with the 
of their own committees. If 
Kimmel and Short are innocent, why not 
e them to the active list? Some- 


was certainly to blame for Pearl 

bor If Kimmel and Short e not 
ame, then who is to blame? The 
American people o kn t v are 


tled to know. 
Mr 


Speaker, the Pear] 
gely if not wholly a 


i lly mattel pe 
ilt with by the Executive 


The Presi- 


+ 
LO 


nt s the authority and the responsi- 

vy to act 
However, since the Commander in 
( ef of our armed forces has shown 
le or no inclination to disp finally 


of the matter it ha 
Y 


s devolved upon 
Congress of the l t 


lited Siates Oo take 


N 


the 


On casions we have d fon 
6 months the statute of limitations. 
We acted on our own initiat.ve. We were 
d to do so because the War and Navy 
Departments were about to permit the 
tatutory period to expire with no action 
taken. 

Last June the limit of legislative 
patience in this matter At 
hearings upon legislation to extend the 
tatutory period, and to direct the War 
ind Navy Departments to institute court- 
martial proceedings forthwith, repre- 
entatives of those departments indi- 

ted that they were not in position to 
ac because they had not even com- 
menced investigations Into the matter 
Imagine such a thing. No information 
2'. years after Pearl Harbor. Why? As 

consequence, Congress again exiended 
the statutory period. The acti also di- 
rected the Secretaries of War and Navy 
investigate the circumstances sur- 
rounding the Japanese attack and to take 
appropriate action—to take such action 
justified by the re se 
investigations. 

The President signed this bill 

It was the sentiment of Congr and 
the country that further procrastination 
in regard to the Pearl Harbor incident 
was not in the national interest. 

The fathers and mothers of those who 
died in Hawaii that Sunday were anxious 
for truth. 

[The people of 
never recovered from or 
dastardly attack on the 
terrible damage to the fleet 
for the truth 

There was, and is, a strong conviction 
among our people, regardless of party, 
that the two officers who have borne fo! 
long period the stigma of Pearl 
Harbor should have their day in court. 

These. in brief, were the considerations 


LWO OC extend 


or 
iO 


was reached 


LO 


a was 


the 
Nation who have 
forgotten the 
flag, or the 


were anxious 


the 


this 


that prompted the legislation of last 
June with its positive direction to the 
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1need and requ 


niorvu- 
O.nhers, 
ora I 


story ol 
s bound 
ONS Will 
a t¢ I 


f} 


ar and Navy De- 


t 
conaone 
he facts 


ded ar 


OY ‘ t 


ght 

i ¢ A 
( ! 

th } 

] ( 
thi 
rh 4 

of «tl 
ni 

l ] 


Wh - I 
orv? Ss ne é 
qa i € 
onst nm. ) ax 
t We cat 
10 I € nd k 
eiuctant to issue any report critica ( e( Ww 
its Commander in Chief— é ! n¢ Y 
me of wa yn of We 
Neverthels Lhe ficers I pl 1 I i nd 1! ( ipromist 
vere of the higt ank and I 
p d chara and in é 10¢ ! W l 
Their hearings were lengthy. Bot! é th k i 
Army board and the Navy cou yur- e « ( \ 
nevyec to the scene of the disaster. ( a 
Ove a montn ag the Vy ubmitted n 
reports and 1 enc I t d A ind Na 
Secretary of W d the Se fea a ha\ I 
the Navy Ar 1 ¢ d 
hen silence followed—a silence ex I é 
plained by the alleged nect ity ol We his Cong e Sec 
ng the reports or classifying the W d the Navy Kon Ul uf 
At this time, Congress has a rigl ( tn rian ol Morrow 
expect from the War and Navy Dep 1 dare a on the premise 
ments a clear-cut explanation of the and y revelat bout Pear 
resulis of these inve zations and an until Kimmel and Short die 
official statement of their position with truth perishe with them 
regard to the necessity of further con- nately, Frank Knox is n dead 
ressional action too, will dit History w I 
We ought not to have t act blind] tiuth for tome l 
and in the dark lentle search has to ferret « 
We gave these Deparime: i directive dark and buried secre rhe 
to take appropriate action by Decembe1 th dy of Pearl Harbo1 
1944, on the basis of th I a- » be fully tol Future genera 
Lions corn and ¢ Vho trie 
There can be no further excuse cff d press if 
that the War and Navy Departn ( I Cor nm int any 
not have the fac extension of time W 
They owe it to Congr and to thi partmer n t faitl 
country to make clear before the expira- But this Conegre hould not 
tion of the present extension on I m- ny failure | het reveal 
ber 7 what their investigations show the their investigations h recol 
facts to be, and what action they have to inadical a nN p 
taken or propose to take against any in- 
dividuals as a result of those inve a- Weh re d n a 
tions We have expect hem to act 
They cannot expect Cor o! Before we pl 1 fur 
whom these facts have thus far been ! . hould | e tl nt 
withheld, to bear the brunt of public in- facts they hav i je and ¢ 
Cignation over more delays and myst ment a o the proposed < 
in this matter 
If these investigations ive red If the rum nt l 
Admil Kimmel and General Short ( ry ¢ be g 1 even the 
then fair play to those office! ind dence the responsibility for 
ican people requires a clear officia rophe at P 1 Harbor ill b 
nent to that effect rest on should th I 
f the invest ions have indicated sno! Th mat 
that other individuals, and not Kimmel d tl proportior 
and Short, were responsible for Pear] Fran We « 
Harbor, then the American people h ich n ! 
a right to know who these i viduals are I a allure 
and what action is to be tal! { not t i {iC 
them ' must not l 
Kimmel and Short have been publicls f this great ft 
disgraced. They have paid for that fat Mr. VINSON of G a. M 
day with the wreckage of the care rvil ! ject, I 
But they have never been tried and con- purpost 
victed. For 3 years they have been de- om Ma ( ( Mr. M 
nied the right of every American to a whether the 1 lution ca 
public hearing and a verdict as to paragraph 
whether they are guilty or innocent resolution, Wi f 
The suggestion has been made that the ment continu in inve 
American people are more interested in y that the N D 


winning the war than in Knowing the anxlt 


his argument 


truth of Pearl Harbor. T 
advanced in favor of furt 











he made, t« ntin to make 
4 AIcCORM 4 VI Cry ey ths 
iva A PIV » A | } ine! i 
( lution extends the existing law in 
( 
Mr. VINSON « 





{G j H the gen- 





\ {G I J 

Mr. MARTIN of M l D 
{ n ! t beet 
D an vha 
{ ) . a me I 

Mr. VINSON of G i In view of 
{ ement of the Secretary of Wat 
and the § tary of the N , that the 

r continull 1 l Ligavllon We 
hou Li ( rin thelr aes O 
do so by authorizing them to do it 

Mi MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
agree with that, but I think the people 
want some information 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia Mr Spe el 
I also think so 

Mr. McCORMACK Mr. Speaker, may 
I say to the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. Sort! that, in my opinion, the 
present resolution extends what is con- 


tained in the resolutions we have previ- 
ously passed 

Mr. SHORT. That is, it extends the 
ne for 6 months, in addition to the two 
previous extensions? 


Mr. McCORMACK. Yes; the language 
as contained in the previous resolution 
is extended vy this resolution. 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
with that understanding, I withdraw my 
reservation of objection and interpose no 
objection 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, cer- 
tainly it is the intent to extend the pres- 
ent law which the Congress has hereto- 
fore passed in the nature of resolutions, 


and on which we have acted upon in 
the past. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak- 


er, that clears it up 
The SPEAKER. 

the present consideration of the 

joint resolution? 
There was no objection 
The Clerk read the } 


lution, as follows: 


Is there objection to 
Senate 


te joint reso- 


Decem- 
resolutions, law 
the pos- 
or persons, 
the Pearl 


1941, or 


Res d, etc., That effective as of 
ber 7, 1943, all statutes, 
article nd regulations, 
sible prosecution of any 
military or civil, ¢ 
Harbor catastrophe of 
involved in any other 
dere of duty, or 
the United Stat 
court martia 
ment of 


affecting 
person 
ted with 
December 7, 
poss apparent 
crime or offense against 
3, that operate to prevent the 
prosecution, trial, or punish- 
person or persons in military 
ity, involved in any matter in 
rl Harbor catastrc phe 


nnet 


ible or 


iction 








connection with the Pea 


} ‘ i2 4 A a { t 
! re cere n aut 
ff é the T ted S € t 
ex ne pe t 
( l the € - 
I I 20% eve -€ 


0, 1945, and June 390, 1946, and {« 
( po which is read a f { 
‘ 1d time nd, with le accom- 
I report, referred to the Commit- 
of the Wh Hou on the state of 
yn and ordered printed 

h TABER reserved all poir of 

( 
Mi CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
S: ker, I move that the House resolve 
f into Committee of the Whole Hous 
on the e consid- 


tate of the Union for t 


h 
the bill 937 


(H. R. 5537) making 

rropriations to supply deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
June 30, 1944, and for prior fiscal 
years, and to provide supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal years ending 
30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, and for 


thor 1 


ot 


eration ol 


ending 


June 
urposes. 

Pending that motion, I would ask the 
gentleman from New York if he is pre- 
pared to proceed without an agreement 
as to time for general debate. 

Mr. TABER. I think we might better 
fix the time. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Then Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be limited to 4 hours, one- 
half the time to be controlled by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Taser] and 
one-half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri |[Mr. CANNON]? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 5587, the first sup- 
plemental appropriation bill, 1945, with 
Mr. BONNER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, we submit herewith the last ap- 
propriation bill of the session. It com- 
prises all of the undisposed-of items 
which it is necessary to handle before the 
expiration of the session and the Con- 
gress. 

The estimates as submitted to the 
committee amounted to $587,049,607.12. 
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We recommend to the Congress provi- 
sion for $478,524,712.12, in appropria- 
tions, In reappropriation anda in con- 
tract authority. In other rds 

recommend a decrease of $161,000,.000 in 
the estimates, a saving of about 28 per- 


for the Naval Establishment, v 

up 59 percent of the entire amo 

we are recommending and which i 
largely a liquidation of public works con- 
tr s entered into under contract 
authority. We have today the la 
and most powerful Navy in the ( 
and its maintenance is naturally a mat- 
ter of correspondingly increased expend- 
ture 


} fc 


Another item on which a good deal of 
interest has been evinced is the 
tion of statistics needed for reconversion, 
Under the bill provision is made for thi 
collection of statistics we expect to be 
needed for the post-war and reconver- 
sion peroid. 

National housing and community fa- 
cilities recommendations submitted by 
the Bureau of the Budget have been re- 
duced. The Budget recommended $20,- 
000.000; the committee submits a pro- 
oosal for $10,000,000. Fifteen million 
was estimated for community facilities 
and the committee recommends a reduc- 
tion to seven and one-half million. 

Another item which received as much 
attention as any in the bill, so far as 
testimony presented before the commit- 
tee was concerned, was the item for the 
supply and distribution of farm labor. 
The testimony before the committee in- 
dicated that the system now in opera- 
tion has worked with such efficiency that 
there is widespread demand for its con- 
tinuation; and the committee recom- 
mends, in excess of the Budget estimates 
that the date of expiration be extended 
from June 30, the end of the fiscal year, 
to December 31, the end of the calendar 
year, in order to permit full seasonal 
contracts; and also recommends $10,- 
000,000 additional contractual authority 
to insure prompt provision for foreign 
labor needed in the agricultural sections 
where local labor is insufficient to sup- 
ply the demands for wartime production 

Mr. Chairman, as this bill concludes 
the appropriation program for the ses- 
sion, it may be fitting at this point briefly 
to review the work of the committee for 
the session, the Congress, and the two 
war Congresses. 

In the last two Congresses the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has handled 
more business, been in more continuous 
sessions, and disposed of more work than 
any Committee on Appropriations in the 
history of the Congress in cny like period 


coliec- 














oor as re} 
REcorRD and is avail- 
ll. At the most critical time in 
ry of the Nation, the commit- 
emergency and sup- 
ffectively, 
No department of 
has found occasion for 
plaint. In one of the most 
tical campaigns ever conducted, 
has been no criticism, either direct 
plied, of the work of the Appropria- 
Committee It has done its work 
1e entire satisfaction not only of the 
and the Congress, but of every 
rnmental agency. 
The highest officer: 
and their testimony is in the 
ted hearings—have said that the 
has done everything that 
iid be done in the prosecution of the 
und in supporting the war program. 
presentatives of the War Department 
Navy Department assured the com- 
tee that there was nothing that they 
id suggest which the committee 
ht do which had not been done 
Mr. Chairman, at a time when it is the 
ue to criticize congressional proce- 
when there is : foo nt insistence 
the procedure of the House is inad - 
te, antiquated, and inefficient, we 
bmit, in answer to that criticism, the 
ord of the Committee on Appropr 
through this critical a od, in 
h the committee has supplied every 
al need, in which it has met every 
iry emergency, to the complete 
faction of every branch of every 


ial and t 


effi nt lr 


expeditiously. 
Government 
search- 


of the Army and 


Ltee 


la- 


I admini st ative agency 
h might be in position to bring legiti- 
criticism to bear 
the committee has intro- 
d, as it has been continuously intro- 
ing since its establishment, various 
ministrative improvements. 
One of the principle made in 
resolutions now — before the 
mmittee on Rules, to renovate, recon- 
n, and regenerate the Seams. is that 
io not have the machinery to provide 
committees and the Members of the 
iouse with s fficien t data and informa- 
1 and that t the . Committ e on Appro- 
tions in particular is without means 
ecuring information other than that 
ipplied by seeking 
riations. 


not 


IXE€WI1SE, 


criticisms 


the as 


agencies appro- 


Such statements ignore the system of 
vestigation which has been in use by 
he Committee on Appropriations during 


CONGRES 
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We u them a i 
quired, at the sam ala which the 
are now receiving in the departme 
and when their work is done, we retur: 
them 
Let me call attention t 
of this system over the estal hment 
of any permanent agency in the H 


o1 elsewhere 
have, for example, lL 


We f ) 
ees in the Committee on Appropria- 


mitt 

tions. If all 10 subcommittees happe 
to desire to conduct an investigation 
simultaneously, t elastic system pro- 


vides the men to make . vesti 
tion for all 10 of them. If only 1 com- 
mittee desires to conduct an investiga- 
tion, the men who are not needed re- 
turn to their work. We u them only 
as long as they are needed, and we 1 

only the nur needed If you had a 
permanent agency, either one ol t ) 


things would be constantly in effe 
either you would have men sitting around 
doing nothing a very sare part of t 
time at Government ex} e when inves- 


tigations were slack or jy 1 would nm 


have enough men to meet the peak net 


when investigations were in demand 
Under this system we have at any time 
all the men needed to meet ar emer- 
gency, and under this system we ha 

only the men needed when investiga- 
tions are necessary; or, if there are no 
investigations, we have none atall. That 
one thing alone would conde! t 


establishment of a 


There are numerous other decisive ad- 


permanent agency} 


vantages, but I will mention ¢ oné 
more. A second advantage over a per- 
manent establishment here in the Houss 
or anywhere else is that we provid 
exactly the character of men and th 

2 


qualification needed for the ¢ ion. N 
two of these investigati 
alike. Each one has its individual phas« 
Some of them need an accountant, some 
need an auditor, some a detective, some 
a chemist, and some a lawyer. This sys- 
tem provides exactly the character of 
operative needed 

They can produce at any time 
yer or a physician or a chemis 
accountant, where any perm anent sys- 
tem could not provide always the wide 


ons are exact 


law- 


or an 


range of qualifications needed f a 

cific investigation That in its¢ if wi asa 
o ; "es morn ‘ "vy "tf 

be fficient to condemn a permans 


establishment 
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1 Y nN 
i t ») in I d 
. EH : = 
( } ab I ( Ap - 

I yn r! i 
} rop ( the de- 
| ( appropriation 

} i, OU can get it imme- 
diate We car it ecor ical 
We « rey i from men who are the 
| ined 1 1 in tl \ ld V 
car to our committee men trained 
I e Treasury Department me! 
trained by the Department of Jus ; 
men trained by the F. B. I., men trained 
by the ret § vice, than whom 
re no | qualified investigator 

‘ 


Chairman, my 
saw fit to in- 


1 
clude in the Budget and Accounting Act 


an authorizaticn for a Congressional In- 
vestigation Division, under the Comp- 
troller General It is in the law and an 
appropriation for that purpose is not 


subject to a point of order. I nd 


cont 


that if you set up that investigation di- 
vision under the Comptroller General, 
who is answerable solely to Congress and 


not to the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment, and give him sufficient funds 
fol permanent organization, that the 
results of the investigations which he will 
make independently and at the request 


of every committee of Congress will save 
hundreds of millions of dollars and also 
do away with your special 
including the one that the 
in his 


committee 


ntleman has 


committee and the one in the Sen- 
ate under the Senate Appropriations 


Committe 
priated for both of 
would be about 
Comptroller G 


In fact, the amount 
those c ttees 
one-half of what the 
neral said would be nec- 
essary at the outset to set up 
cient ney to make investigations 
the Congre and to enable him to 
forward 


appro- 


mm 


an effii- 
101 


£0 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. What in- 
vestigation does the gentleman want 
made? 

Mr. COCHRAN Any investigation 
that any committee of Conger thinks 
should be made, including the Com- 
mittee on Avpropriations 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. What in- 
aquiry would the entleman u ) 
What information is it that we do 1 
have now? 

Mr. CCCHRAN. I would investigate 
tod rmine whether there Wast nd 
@Xiray ince 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. We are in 





vestigating that right now. 

Mr. CCCHRAN. There is published 
in t ESSIONAL REcoRD, in the 
Seni proceedin the names of dozens 
of employees of the executive branch of 


the G 
seni 


vernment that are working in 
Let me say to the gentle- 
man if those employees can be spared by 
the branch of the Government 


Oiulc 


e€XeCCuLilve 


( n ! i 
‘ branch « 
G nr t e ap} riation 
{ en away irom t n 
i ( NO ( M l Oi cou 
Hou n O.ng to invée e th 
f tl te, whether t in- 
n aula ity is loc i lat - 
n l or ina system 1Cil aS 1s 
employed by the Committee on Avpro- 
! Intercameral ccmity would 
n permit it. So far as the particular 


ney to which my colleagi 
concerned, the Committee on Appropria- 


reters 1S 


t uncer its authority can call any 
man from the establishment indicated, 
if we need him. 

It should be added that the Committee 


ropriations has had at all times 


the warmest cooperation with all the 
departments. It not infrequently hap- 
pens that the report of our investigators 
makes even a stronger case for a depart- 


ment and its activity than the represent- 
atives of the department themselves have 
made in their presentation of their esti- 
mates. And at times charges of prodi- 
ality rainst a Government agency, 
when investigated by our operatives, have 
proven Wholly without foundation. 

The system has proven satisfactory to 
all concerned and especially to the mem- 
bers of the committee desiring to check 
information supplied by the departments 
or to secure new information not directly 
available. If there is any information 
that the gentleman wants, all that is nec- 
essary is for him to indicate it. 

Mr. CCCHRAN. If I want any in- 
formation I will get it, and if I cannot 


get it I do not belong here. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Then why 
spend the enormous amount of money 


proposed in these resolutions establish- 
ing permanent agencies when they are 


10t needed? I must concede that there 
is one defect in the system used by the 


Committee on Appropriations. There is 
one very serious objection to it, and that 
is that it does not cost enough money. 
We seem to have got the idea that we 
to spend a half million dollars on 
tigation before the data are worth 
Ours is sadly economical. We 
st men in the world. You can- 
not get better-trained men than we get, 
and you cannot get them at a smaller 

lary than that for which we get them, 
because we get them at the civil-service 
rating. 

Mr.COLMER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
my friend from Mississippi. 
Mr. COLMER. Unfortunately, I did 
not hear the preliminary statement of 


I yield to 





the gentleman, but do I understand that 
the ntleman would not lock with favor 
Ip rarious congressional standing 
ttees having a proper and ade- 
aff? 
CANNON of Missouri. No, no. 


I heartily approve of that. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has just such 
a Situation. 

I rather think the gentleman from 
Mississippi and I are in exact agreement 








4 TE R ( 
u I f f comm 9 
it l ! f 
COLMER T) ntlem< S 
v in 1,end I hope we are 

Do I w tand he believ that t] 
commit ud picK up a man he 
h I I as it nee i} ' 
ices? 

Mr NON of M | 
would 1d entirely on the pur 
for whic man was needed. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will tl} 

' 


gentleman yield? 
ANNON of Missouri. I yield 
the ge 


ntleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. If you are going to give 
anybody expert assistance it cught to | 


the individual Member of the House, be- 
cause there are so many questions he 
needs to explore. I believe I can say with- 
out boasting that there is probably nx 
mai in this House who attemyts to di 
up more facts and statistics and detail 
then I do. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
gentleman’s statement. 
Mr. RANKIN. I cal? on the expert 
When I want information on rivers and 
harbors or anything touching their work 
I call on the best experts the world ha 
ever seen, the expert engineers in the 
Corps of Army Engineers. 

When I want information on veterans’ 
affairs, I call upon the veterans’ organi- 
zations or the Veterans’ Administration 
and get that information. 

When I want information on power 
rates, I call the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, the Tennessee Valley Authority, the 
Bonneville Administration, or the Rural 
Electrification Administration, and I get 
that information. 

But when you park these experts on 
staffs of the various committees, you tak 
from members not on the particular 
committee the expert serves the oppor- 
tunity of getting the information they 
need. 

I -.y if you are going to give anybody 
any assistance at all you ought to give 
the individual Member an employee who 
will eid him in helping to contact thes 
various experts that are already on the 
pay roll and who are able and willing to 
dig up the information needed. I think 
that would be far better than to build 
up, as the gentleman says, a bureaucracy 
around the various committees of the 
House. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, few Members of the House in thei! 
service have rendered a more valuable 
service to the country than has the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. It will be remembered 
that 17 years ago the gentleman from 
Georgia |[Mr. VINSON] and I were called 
upon to investigate the Cotton Exchangs 
That was a big order. We did that in 
connection with a Senate committee. W 
got the experts we needed, we investi- 
gated what was going on, we exposed the 
whole situation and cleaned it up. If we 
had had a committee with a corps of ex- 
rerts around it the ch: are they 
would not have known a thing in the 
world about the particular subject with 
which we had to deal. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 


I concur in 


+h- 
un 


nees 


May I say 


that in addition to the many reliable and 






















yurces of intor 


tieman 





TY) 
I 
refers, and to 


( 
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access, there is also available to 
mber of the House who desires 
himself of it, the Legislative Ref- 


rvice of the Library of Con 
of the most efficient branches of 
ernment service and one of the 
; kind in the world. Any Mem- 
them at any time and will 

hem at his service. 


COLMER. Will the gentleman 


CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
eman from Mississippi 
LMER. Mr. Chairman, I am 


CULWNIEN. 
compilment 


accord with the 


distinguished colleague from 

pi and his ability to ge nfor- 
The thing I am objecting to is 
, ' 


»5 tho ‘ t 
yn the depart- 


whatever 


ion. 

yuld be ¢ ‘ 

1 get all of it independently o 
bureaus 


CANNON of Missouri. 





vhat the Committee on Appro- 
ns is doing at this tim« 
COLMER. I think I can go alon 


ith the suggestion that if we can 
proper type and quality of as- 
an additional clerk 
r would be an improvement. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. If the gen- 
in will see that we are provided with 
equisite legislative authority we will 
gets that 
While we are on the subject I may say 
I noticed the y 
inist suggested that the chairmen 
he legislative committees be made 
mbers of the Committee on Appro- 
ons. We have no objection to that 
need all the help we can get. The 
mittee on Appropriations has worked 
ynably long hours during the war. 
has worked its clerks to the point 
exhaustion. The work has been so 
ensome that are now seriously 
dering restricting each member to 
bill, instead of putting him on two 
mmittees as heretofore, in order to 
him an opportunity to spend more 
on the floor of the House and also 
attend to his own office work. 
subcommittees of the Committee on 
Appropriations have been in such con- 
session that we have had little 
or anything else and our office work 
suffered accordingly. I do not know 
much work the legislative commit- 
have, but if they work like we do— 
I take for granted they have been 
ler the same compulsion during the 
they would be supermen indeed if 
could find time to take care of their 
and in addition handle the 
Committee on Appropria- 


at ne too 


} 


other day where a 


we 


e to 


ious 


ttme f 


duties, 


S 
of the 


another columnist 
operation of 
the chairmen 
mmittees have reached an age where 
are so decrepit and senile as not to 
n position to render service On any 
mittee. 
inconsistency 


the same 
ted that 


paper 
due to the 


17 
‘ 


ule of seniority all of 


Certainly there is incongru- 


somewnere, 
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Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman 


the gentlen 





i Ai Aid yi at 

Mr. CANNON of Missour I 
the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. SABATH. May I submit thi 
query? The ntleman will remen 
that the legislative committ 

venty id y¢ i I i rist 
( l iy pri W } l 
that pow wa om them and ! 

) e Comm n At 
which committee we have incr« 
time t me M ] kK the gentlema 
k ng that h the hly far 
with the we ngs of tk mmi 1 
of the Hou et r 1 t 
not | bette! v 1 ob c ) 
the old s I ind | 
committe navy VO! 1 re 

th Cc yn ll or Annro Y ( T 
tremendous work and responsibility in- 
volved; to again place the work and 
responsi ty of appro} ( 

eg AL1V committ ) 

hould be ( j S ) ie I { 
Ul ippropriations, becau pg 

they have befo1 hem the ¢ ( ( 
which these approp! yns tf re 
asked for have been obtained | el 
What is gentleman's opinion about 

i W it t not relieve that t 
Commi e on Appropriations by) 

DackK to ti . or ¢€ I ( - 
mittees Jurisaiction over appre t 
with the same power that they p j 
before? 


Mr. CANNON of 


hy; 
to tnat 


Missouri In answe! 


may I say to the gentleman that 


if he advocates the dissolution of the 
Conimittee on Appropriations, I would 
would be a good 


have no objection. I 


} 


dea! better off personally if that were 
don But the time to which he 1 ! 
was when the appropriations of thi 


some three hundred or four 
hundred million dollars a yea! They 
now run, in round figures, $70,000,000,000 
a year—an entirely different proposition 
At that time departmental estimates were 
comparatively simple. Departmental es- 
timates have mushroomed and pyra- 
mided and skyrocketed and now include 
ynceivable 

Furthermore, we have adop 
Budget system of which the concentra- 


ne committee 


Congress ran 


every C activity 


ed the 


tion of appropriations ll 
is an essential part 

Mr. SABATH. In that connection 
will the gentleman yield for an obser- 
vation? . 


Mr. 
pleasure 

Mr. SABATH. Speaking of 
appropriations were years ago ana 
they are now, I thoroughly realize and 
appreciate the great difference, becauss 
when I came here the cost to run f 
Government was about $1,000,000,000 
Now it costs more than $1,000,000,000 to 
run department; f t t 
Department of Agriculture, for wl 


CANNON of Missouri. Wit 


one instance ile 


we are obliged to appropriate over $1,- 
000,000,000 more than we expended and 


appropriated for the entire country when 
I first came to the House 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That i 
true. We have in the last 4 years ap- 
propr i 


ment 
AsiCil 


tnan wa pl iousiy reported 
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In 1938, when Mari completing 
his first 30 years of service, some notice 
was taken of the occasion here in thi 
Hal As a member of the committ I 
felt justified in sayin 

One of e é f Y mbers of the 
ul I Die > h ervea l 
t! } y h he Clerk f 
i! ( Ai mil € aa Al p! ) i Ma ( 2 
( ‘ 

And I added, with what today seems 
almost childish innocence: 

During his service the Government has 
spent more money than has ever been spent 
by the United State or any other nation on 
earth, in a similar period of time, sums so 
tupendous as to st yer human comprehen- 


Mr. Chairman, all notions of Govern- 
ment spending have gone by the board 
Since those peaceful days. The United 
States has prepared for war; it has been 
at war for 3 long years. Congress ha 
appropriated and the Government has 
spent in the last 6'2 years nearly twice 
much money as in the first century 
and a half of the Republic. And Marc 
Sheild has handled this tremendous in- 
crease, With all its staggering responsi- 
bility, with the same serene untroubled 
efficiency that marked his earlier years. 
The country has been fortunate in hav- 
ing at this vital post during these years 
of unparalleled activity a man so emi- 
nently qualified for that arduous task. 

Mr. Sheild is a man of rare ability. I 
think at this time, and I make the state- 
ment advisedly, he has rendered greater 
service in the budgetary service of the 
Government than any man, either in the 
House or out of it today. His ability, 
his calm poise, his rare judgment, his 
indefatigable industry have been in- 
valuable to the House, and especially in 
these latter years when the work of the 
Committee on Appropriations has grown 
so rapidly under the impetus of war. In 
George Eliot’s book, Romola, Romola’s 
son asked her, speaking of Savonarola, 
“How can a man be both great and 
happy?” and Romola answered, “Fra 
Giralamo has the greatness of integ- 
rity.””. Mare Sheild has the greatness of 
integrity. In all the years he has been 
here, occupying a key position and in 
intimate touch with the budget officer 
of every department—in a position to 
exercise an influence such as nobody 
else could exercise here, on the Hill— 
has he used his position, that 


as 


nevel 
ereat influence, for any personal interest. 
For neither himself nor his friends 
has he ever taken advantage of his po- 
sition to secure place or preferment for 
anyone. Never has he exerted that in- 
fluence to mold legislation or affect ap- 


propriations. It is easy to understand 
what pressure is brought to bear upon 
him here to secure a position for some- 
one, to increase an appropriation for 


cor 


someone, to change the phraseology of a 


bill for someone. Never yet, in any in- 
stance, has Mare Sheild deviated from 
his adherence to the one principle that 
h guided him in the 36 years he has 
been here—the good of the country and 
the integrity of our legislative processes. 

We have done anything we could to 
keep Marc Sheild with us. We need him. 


We vegret to see him go. But he prom- 
ised himself, long ago, and he promised 
Mrs. Sheild that at this anniversary he 
would retire. He has other work which 
he wants to do. He has books to write, 
and I will say that any book he may 
write would be of such a character that 
no library in the country would be com- 
plete without it. 

While I deplore his going, I congratu- 
late him on his adherence to his plans. 

It was the custom in ancient Rome 
that when a young man reached his ma- 
jority, a great ceremony was held. With 
pomp and circumstance a toga was con- 
ferred upon him as evidence of his Ro- 
man citizenship. In that book which 
has been so much in the public eye in 
the last 2 years, The Robe, there is a 
reference to this ancient custom and a 
suggestion by a character in the book 
that there should be another occasion; 
that when a man had reached the zenith 
of his power, the apex of his achieve- 
ments, when he had rendered greatest 
service to the Republic and was at the 
height of his acclaim by the people of 
the Republic, another ceremony should 
be held in which he would resign his 
toga and walk forth to return at last to 
that place from which he came. Marc 
Sheild is at the apex of his career. He 
is in the prime of life. He is in perfect 
health. He leaves at a time when there 
is yet much before him—while the sun 
is still high—while the evil days come 
not, nor years when we shall say “I have 
no pleasure in them.” But he would not 
go if he were not certain there was some- 
one to take his place. Working with 
him, closely associated with him all these 
years, Mr. John Pugh is as well prepared 
to take over this important work as a 
man could possibly be. We will miss 
Marc. But his work will go on as he has 
planned it. I commend to the House as 
the new clerk of the committee, John C. 
Pugh, in every way qualified by char- 
acter and ability and long and distin- 
guished service both in the departments 
and in the committee to follow his great 
and lovable predecessor in the arduous 
duties of this exacting position. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would 
inform the gentleman he has consumed 
1 hour. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, Chair- 
man, I yield to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the majcrity leader of the 
House. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield in accorcance 
with the schedule which has been sub- 
mitted to the Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. McCormack]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
our learned fathers, in drafting the Con- 
stitution, vested original jurisidiction 
over revenue and appropriation meas- 
ures in the House of Representatives. 

The control of the purse carries with 
it the control of Government, and that re- 
sponsibility, thus vested in us, makes us 
individually and collectively the direc- 
tors of the greatest Government in the 
world, and I shall go further and say 
the greatest Government of all time. 

Like the largest private businesses, 
though many times magnified in volume 
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and scope, it is essential that we h 
executive assistants to direct and han 
the multiplicity of details inherent in { 
tasks we must perform. 

Despite criticisms to the contrary, 1 
Congress functions with speed and ef 
ciency, having in mind its yearly o 
all legislative program. I will say t} 
in my judgment, it has been perforn 
remarkably well, and that much of w} 
ever credit may be due must be shar: 
with the loyal and faithful and diligen: 
public servants who have 60 ably aic 
us and counseled us in the format 
stages of the legislation which we h 
enacted. 

Marcellus C. Sheild stands to the f 
of those loyal men, who, today and 
days gone by, have facilitated our w 
and made practicable its performancs 

I have known Marc Sheild persona 
and well throughout my congressiona! 
service. Iam proud to call him my friend 
and to have his friendship. He is a ma 
of very marked ability and possessed of 
ideal traits and faculties rarely found in 
a single individual. 

His contribution of his great talent 
and energies to the Congress and to t 
Nation during his long period of servicé 
on the Committee on Appropriations i 
immeasurable and has been of inestima- 
ble value, and there is a debt of gratitud 
owing to him which I fear never can be 
adequately paid. 

Occupying a key position as he has and 
does today, a position little known to t 
general public but a position well kni 
to every Member of the House, everyone 
who has served in either branch of 
Congress, and to everyone who has eve! 
appeared before the Appropriation 
Committee, in his position he wielded ; 
great influence on the legislative affai 
of our country, an influence of which we 
are aware, we Members, and which 
appreciate, and in his case an influenc: 
which has always been constructive, 
actuated by the high ideals that he pos- 
sesses and actuated by a loyalty to the 
committee with which he has been asso- 
ciated for many years, and a deep feelin 
of love and patriotism for his country 

His retirement, which he has so full 
earned, will mean a severe loss to each of 
us and to the people that we serve. Iam 
particularly pleased, however, to hea: 
the remarks of the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriation 
that Marc Sheild intends to utilize hi 
future time in part at least in writin 
I know his great knowledge and experi- 
ence reduced to writing will make a a 
nite contribution to the knowledge of t! 
people of America as to the working 
the Congress of the United States and 
to the workings and efficiency of t 
great and pcewerful Committee on A 
propriations. 

His great knowledge will be missed 
this body; his gracious and magnetic pe 
sonality will leave a vacant space h 
to fill. 

I wish to record my personal regret 
his retirement and to take this opp 
tunity to extend to “Marc,” as I like 


call him, my heartiest good wishes 
himself and for his family in the yea 
that lie ahead and my sincere best wish 
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enormous sums of money. However 
are fortunate at the present time that 


have one of the capacity and ability 





John Pugh to tak 
ally fortunate 


ition of principal 
charge of the 
and I h h 
vill have to move when it is time fo1 
do so. 
l hairman, I have been a member 
the Appropriations Committee per- 
ps longer than anyone else at this time 
i it is a privilege for me to have spent 
2 years working with Marc Sheild and 
pay this slight tribute to the work he 
is done for the United States of Amer- 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- | 
an, I yield to the gentleman from Vir- 
nia {[Mr. Wooprum] such time as he 
desire. 
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K hin I know hin 
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} I ( fo! as I 
t I 1 
{ } i N is n l I 
! oing to retire 
} y } need for him 
ritical hou y mu need for 
te of information he has, fo 
{ eat i istance he could be to people 
yadly need him. He is such a fine 
earnest fellow that I think those 
ul are ( to mean that he is st 
{ to be a b man But we wi 
m him. We are fortunate to have fol- 
lowing in his footsteps John Pugh. Y¢ 
do not e tl and yt do not hea 
them n ng a speech in the well of tl 
H and you do not see interviews with 
them in the 1 apers, but when Con- 
ore take rec for Christmas or 
Thanksgiving or in the summer, theses 
bo are down in the committee room 
| ir ay, day and night, Sundays 
ind holidays and every other time. Sol 
think it is fine to stop a little today to 
pay tribute to the fellows who do the real 
work, the men behind the scenes who 
carry this great burden. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 


man, I y 


ield to the gentleman from In- 
diana |Mr. LupLow 
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Chairman, Marc 


Sheild is today the most remarkable man 


in the rvice of our Government. I will 

») further and say that he is one of the 
remarkable men of this century. He 
knows more about the workings of the 


United States Government at home and 
around the earth than any other man 

live. He has what I would call a photo- 
graphic mind. A set of facts makes an 
impress on his mental equipment that 
never fades. Years may elapse before he 
wishes to 1 that set of facts, but 
when he does, lo and behold, the lens is 


reca 


right before him. Knowledge of itself 
does not make a perfect clerk of the 
Appropriations Committee but knowl- 
edge combined with wisdom does. Mr. 


Sheild possesses this combination of 
knowledge and wisdom in a super-super- 
lative degree 

When Mr. Sheild entered the world 60 
vears ago come next April 13, there was 
no seer with enough prognosticating 
ability to prophesy the heights to which 
he would arise in the service of our 
country. His father was a railroad man 
and Marc was born on “the other side” 
of the railroad tracks. Thus it was dem- 
onstrated again, as it so often has been 
demonstrated in this land of opportunity 
under the American flag, how genius 
may flower and bloom from the most 
unpropitious beginnings. He was deter- 
mined to get an education and to secure 
money for that purpose he spent the 
summer of 1904 pushing a chair at the 
St. Louis Exposition. He was struggling 
along at the University of Minnesota 
when James A. Tawney, the outstanding 
citizen of Winona, then cRairman of the 
Appropriations Committee, attracted by 
his pluck and sterling qualities, offered 


subordinate clerkship under his 
committee at Washington. Tawney 
what sort of appraisement to put 


on pluck in the human values. He him- 


had risen from the humble calling 
of a blacksmith to become one of the 
leaders of the House of Representatives 
ind a power on the Republican side. A 
big man with a booming voice, he never 
failed to attract attention when he spoke 


and he was a member of the little coterie 
that ran the House in his day. 

farc was a New Year’s giit to 
ion He began his service as 
ant clerk of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee on January 1, 1908. I am one of 
the few living antediluvians in these parts 
who were here when Marc came to Wash- 


the 


as- 


N 


= 


ington. I had then been for more than 
7 years a correspondent in the Press 
Gallery upstairs and I remember as 


though it were but yesterday the advent 
of the tall young man from Minnesota. 
We soon became acquainted and one of 
my most prized possessions throughout 
the years has been the fine, sincere, and 
unfailing friendship of Marc Sheild. I 
never dreamed in those early days that 
I would ever fall from grace and run 
for office or that 22 years later John N. 
Garner and Joseph W. Byrns would 
assign me as a member of the Appropria- 
tions Committee where for a long period 
of years I would be destined to circulate 
in the same orbit with Marc. 

When Marc came to town ox teams had 
disappeared from the streets of Washing- 
ton but Dobbin was still competing with 
the horseless carriage. Only a short time 
before his advent, members of the Appro- 
priations Committee, recalling the miser- 
able failure of ‘Darius Green and his fly- 
ing machine,” had been seriously debat- 
ing in executive session whether there 
was any sense in making appropriations 
for flying machines or whether avia- 
tion was after all only a magnificent pipe 
dream. Congress was not in session 
more than 6 months out of the year in 
those times. America still had a long 
way to go before it attained the dignity 
of becoming a “billion dollar’ country, 
speaking in appropriation lingo, and it 
was some time later when the Democrats 
had the delicious satisfaction of tear- 
ing into the Republicans for their ex- 
travagance in appropriating a billion 
dollars a year to run the Government. 
To show how Government expenditures 
lave grown like the proverbial rolling 
snowball, it may be cited that the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year 1908, the 
first year of Marc’s service with the com- 
mittee, were $919,163,823.18, while the 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1945, 
including the bill now before the House, 
total $61,198,413,854.84. 

When Mr. Sheild retires on December 
31, he will have served just 37 years with 
the Appropriations Committee, which in- 
cludes 29 years in the capacity of clerk 
of the committee, as distinguished from 
a subordinate clerkship. During this 
long service he has saved the taxpayers of 
this country billions upon billions of dol- 
lars. He became clerk of the committee 
on October 1, 1916, 6 months before our 
entrance into World War No. 1. His 
first colossal achievement in behalf of 
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the taxpayers followed the close of 
war when Representative Swagar Sher- 
ley, of Louisville, the brilliant and : 


chairman of the Appropriations Comn 
tee, undertook to recapture for the Tré 
ury the vast expended appropriati: 
and unexecuted contract authorizatio: 
which could be recovered. It was ons 
the most peculia undertak 
—a task not of appropriating but of 
appropriating, as it were, colossal su 
already appropriated. It was nota gs 
tacular job that had to be done, but « 
of infinite grueling details that requi! 
a keen analytical mind, a courageous 
termination, and an inflexible patri 
purpose. The unexpended balancs 
the hands of department heads, burs 
chiefs, and various independent activit 
when the war ended amounted in 
total to the total property values of m 
sovereign States. 

Naturally Chairman Sherley’s reco. 
efforts met with strong and even bitt 
resistance. Bureau chiefs had tl} 
clutches on the money Congress had ; 
propriated, and in many instances 
did not propose to release it without 
fight. 

It was a gigantic undertaking and 
cess was made possible only by the eff: 
of Mr. Sheild. He Knew all of the infin 
details of where this appropriated mon: 
was to be found and how it could be 
covered and on the basis of the fact 
information which he furnished 
Sherley was able to get through Coners 
a bill which recaptured the stupend: 
sum of $15,411,000,000, including $7,190.,- 
000,009 of appropriations and $8,221,- 
000,000 of contract authorizations 

Mr. Sheild was clerk of the Appropria- 
tions Committee when the budget syste: 
was instituted and in those days he | 
freely consulted in connection with 
framing of the Budget and Accounti! 
Act of 1921, and much of the success a: 
value of this sound system of appropria- 
tions and Government financing is d 
to the wisdom of his counsel. 

Although Mr. Sheild’s work has be 
unseen and unknown outside the con- 
fines of the committee room his impri- 
matur has been written all over the ap- 
propriation laws of these epochal tim 
of national emergency. Since Pear! Har- 
bor our subcommittee on deficiencie 
comprised of 12 of the ranking membe) 
of the Appropriations Committee, h 
drafted bills appropriating $101,963 ,487 
593.51, including the bill now before ths 
House. This is a prodigious sum, ove! 
one hundred thousand million dolla 
the equivalent of one-third of the tot 
wealth of the United States as shown |! 
the last census of national wealth. It 
the equivalent of $52,235,000 for ev 
year since the birth of Christ and $143.- 
000 for every day since the beginning « 
the Christian era. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will t 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUDLOW. I fear that I alread 
have taken too much time, but I yield 

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman is speak- 
ing of deficiencies; he speaks of billion- 
dollar deficiencies. When the regula 
appropriations fall that much short, « 
exceed their budget that much, does tht 
gentleman feel it is good business? 


r tasks ever 
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Mr. LUDLOW. I may say that the 


ney subcommittee ha original 
n er many of these large 

nts, relatiz to national defense 
vere not deficiencies, generallv 
cing, although they were handled by 


ibcommittee on deficiencies 

WHITE. Under 
the appropriation 
the particular 


v exceed their budget by a 


any logical ar 
ement bill wouk 
aepartments 


bill 


shows poor business somewhere 
not? 
Mr. LUDLOW. Iwill discuss that wit] 
entleman later. 
Mr. Chairman, this staggering amount 


trates the inevitable cost of wai It 
been a most familiar occurrence to 
some Member say in the course of 
nsideration of a perplexing item: “Let 
hear what Marc has to say about it 
Marc’s exposition of the subject 
variably been most clarifying and 
iminating and more often than I can 
t has determined the decision 
While Marc has been ever mindful of 
e whose sweat and toil must pay the 
lls he has never subordinated the prog- 
s of our country to a policy of rigid 
nomy. He has been very broad in his 
iews and progressive in his ideas. He 
a pioneering mind which envisions 
he unseen possibilities of progress in 
very field of human endeavor and he has 
teadfastly given encouragement to ideas 
hat offer promise of fruitful fulfillment. 
Service as clerk of the Appropriations 
Committee, arduous its duties are, 
eems to be conducive to longevity. The 
mmittee was created in 1865. 80 vears 
o, and during that time it has had only 
clerks, whose periods of service 
as follows: Robert J. Stevens, 19 
years; James C. Courts, 32 years; Mar- 
cellus C. Sheild, 29 years. 
Mr. Sheild, in his long span of public 
ice, has served under seven Presi- 
ents: Theodore Roosevelt, Taft, Wilson, 
Harding, Coolidge, Hoover, and Franklin 
D. Roosevelt. He has served under nine 
Speakers: Cannon, Clark, Gillett, Long- 
worth, Garner, Rainey, Byrns, Bankhead, 
and Rayburn. There has been no par- 
isanship in recognizing Mr. Sheild’s 
talents. He was first appointed as assist- 
clerk by a Republican, Chairman 
Tawney, and was promoted to be clerk 
9y a Democrat, Chairman Fitzgerald 
Administrations have come and ad- 
ministrations have gone, political parties 
have risen to the zenith and descended 
to the nadir, but Mr. Sheild has gone 
serenely on his way, unruffled by political 
winds and undisturbed by the vicissitudes 
of politics. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LUDLOW. I will yield to the gen- 
tlewoman from Massachusetts 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
have been struck always with Marc 
Sheild’s fine honor and his splendid in- 
in answering every question, 
fairly and squarely. His high ability, his 
energy, his wide information are out- 
tanding and all through these years with 
the hundreds and hundreds of Congress- 
men with whom he has worked, everyone 
hes respected him and he has pleased 
sall. Heis atruly remarkable man. 
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floor of when ] - 
non was chairman of the committ« ind 
James C. Courts was its cle1 


DeArmond, 


sarcasm, punctured a speech of Un 
Joe’s by saying that he need not preen 
himself on hi&S achievements as every- 
body Knew that the clerk of the ¢ - 
mittee on Appropriations had made 


reputation of every chairman of the com- 


mittee, whether he was a Democrat or a 
Republican To this Uncle Joe retorted 

That is sc The clerk is efficient I 
wish to God somebody would hire a! 
equally efficient clerk for the gentleman 
who has just made the attack on me 

It has been the custom of Appropria- 
tion Committee chairmen and ib- 
chairmen since time runneth not to the 


contrary to shower praise on M1 
and the presentation of an appropriation 
bill to the House would seem altogether 
incomplete without that pleasant diver- 


Sheild 


sion. Mr. Sheild’s ears must have 
burned on many occasions when exalted 
tribute was paid to him on the floor of 


this House. On May 5 
Cannon told the House 

I want to say t t ther 
valuable clerk o1 
official than 
mit ol AY p! 


1921, Uncle J 


e neve yas 


the present cle 
mittee 


Sheild 

On June 23. 1922, Martin Madden, then 
chairman of the committee 
senting an amendment 


id ry : 
salad in pre- 


increasing Mi 
Sheild’s salary 
I have never know 

tory of my experience so well qualified, w 
so comprehensive a Knowledge f Govern- 
ment matters as Mr. Sheild He really 
worth anything the Government migh 
called upon to pay him and it would be a 
serious loss the Gove nei b 
chance he should separate hims¢ on 
Every member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations loves and ist he 1 as the 
love and trust noboc else He is worthy of 
the love and fidence of e count d 
particularly of those who « f di ( - 
tact with him If I were v I 

like to say about him W - 


would 
bly blush 


ably 


In presenting the Interior Depa 
appropriation bill to the House 
cember 9, 1930, Representative 
Cramton, of Michigan, said: 


tmen 
De- 
is C. 


on 


Lou 


There is 
tion 


busin 


o! nm l 
ess of the United 
does 

One of the characteristics of our frie 
modesty. I have no doubt that 
he could have his way he would prefer 
drop out of sight unhonored and unsun 
but his friends will not have it that way. 
On the completion of his thirty-fifth an- 
niversary with the committee I proposed 
to describe his virtues in a speech in the 
House as I am attempting today but he 
got wind of what was going on and re 
quested me to desist his time I have 
got the drop on him and I intend to sa) 
what is in my heart. 
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il 
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Howeve I am not olr into that 
controversial matter fully, appreciating 
that there are several other gentlemen 
who are desirous to add to what has been 
ited about the gentleman who is about 
to ve us with our very best wishes 
I exceedingly regret that the House, 
and especially the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, should lose such a valuable, 
efficient, and dependable man. 
Fortunately it is understood that our 
friend proposes to continue to give his 
country the result of his vast erudition 


in connection with governmental appro- 
priations, Which means that his services 
will still be devoted to the welfare of our 
country. For this we shall be grateful. 
I wish Mr. Sheild well, because he is un- 
doubtedly a gentleman of singular worth 
of mind and character. 

Before concluding I want to say that 
I think it is a good practice to assess and 
evaluate the services of successful public 
servants while they live, so as to encour- 
them and others to even a more 
earnest endeavor, if possible, rather than 
postpone our’appreciative words till their 


age 


objects are dead 

I do not desire to take any further 
time, because I see about me many gen- 
tlemen who are waiting for me to give 


way so that they, too, may have an op- 
portunity to voice their appreciation of 
the very useful service this outstanding 
servant has rendered the House and the 
whole country. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. VINson!] such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I came to Congress 30 years ago 


last Saturday, somewhat of a neophyte 
the Federal Legislature but 
ready and eager to learn. 

As I look about this Hall I can see or 
recall but five men whose service here 
today antedates my own. Iam, in other 


as regards 


words, one of the old men—maybe I 
should say “tired old men’—of the 
Congress 

Like most Members, it was not long 


before I found the folks back home 
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As every Member can well appreciate, 
nce I have been chairman of the Naval 
Affairs Committee, dating back to De- 
cember 1931, I have been confronted with 
precedural problems which calied for the 
wisest ccunsel 1 could get. Time and 


again I have turned to this exceptionaily 
ned and counselor for advice 


l wise 
and guidance, left h.m with- 


and nevelr 


Mr. Chairman, the House can ill af- 
ford to lose the services and counsel #f 
this truly great man and public servant. 

Unquestionably he has earned a sur- 
cease from the arduous labors his posi- 
tion for so many years have forced him 
to perform, and I, because of my great 
esteem and affection for him, would be 
the last one in the world to propose any 
course contrary to his wishes, but, in all 
sincerity and with every sense of appre- 
ciation of his right to the rest he has so 
completely earned, I earnestly urge, 
should he be willing to accept, that the 
House create a special position commen- 
surate with Marc’s great capacity and 
dignity, in which, without the long hours 
and tax upon physical endurance such as 
he experienced in the position he is about 
to vacate, he would be available to the 
Speaker, the floor leaders of both parties, 
and committee chairmen generally upon 
the problems of a nonpolitical character 
with which all are daily confronted. 

Marc Sheild has the confidence and 
respect of every man who knows him— 
and the number is legion—and all would 
profit, and the country as a whole would 
profit, if he were available, even period- 
ically, or, upon call, to give us the benefit 
of his counsel made so valuable through 
his long years of service, enhanced by 
his inherent good judgment and sound 
common sense. 

Whatever the course may be as to his 
future, I am proud to acknowledge my 
great respect and admiration and esteem 
for this truly great man and I know I 
am unanimously joined by my colleagues 
in wishing him and those dear to him 
every good and kind blessing under the 
sun. 

Mr. CANNON Mr. 


of Missouri. 


Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr, CocHran], 
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Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, Con- 
gress Will not be the same to me when 
Mr. Marcellus Sheild leaves. It has bee 
an outstanding privilege for me for the 
past 30 years to be able to call him m 
close personal friend. My contact with 
him has been almost daily. When I had 


oblem I woul’ always con 


Mare. His counsel and advice have been 
extremely beneficial to me. 
I do not feel that anyone who knoy 
him will cnallenge the statement th 
] is as well informed on tl fis 
of t Governmen, as any in- 
dividual. Aside from that, his kKnowl- 
ed of the workings of the various de- 
partments and independent agencies of 
the Government is not surpassed by any- 
one. This, together with his personality 
oustanding character, and integrity, h 
maie him a most important part of the 
lative establishment. If the peopl 
were aware of how the Appropriation 


Committ functions and the part th 
clerk of the committee takes, they would 
better understand how indispensable Mi 
Shei!ld has been to the members of that 
committee. Take the bill now before th 
House. Deficiency and supplementa 
appropriation requests are messaged to 
the House by the President. Each item 
is separate and is printed. The clerk i 
charged with putting the requests in bill 
form. Mr. Sheild, having a thorough 
knowledge of parliamentary law, is ca- 
pable of preparing a tentative bill, the 
legality of which cannot be questioned 
The tentative bill ready, the clerk then 
arranges a calendar, notifies the heads 
of the departments or agencies con- 
cerned when to appear to justify their 
requests for additional money. For 2 
weeks or more members of the committee 
question the officials as to previous ap- 
propriations and how they were spent 

When the hearings are over the per- 
manent bill is then prepared. When 
agreed upon by the subcommittee, it is 
presented to the full committee and then 
to the House. The Members, I am sure, 
have noticed the many books on the com- 
mittee table when the bill is under con- 
sideration. Whenever a Member raises 
a point of order you will find Mr. Sheild 
reaching for a book and then pointing out 
the authority to the member of the com- 
mittee in charge. When Members ques- 
tion the advisability of an appropriation 
again you will find Mr. Sheild pointing 
out to members of the subcommittec 
the heariags marked with additional in- 
formation, to answer the attack on the 
appropriation. 

After the House acts on the bill the 
clerk follows it to the Senate and when 
passed by the Senate prepares it for con- 
ference. He sits with the conferees and 
finally writes the conference report. It 
is a job that one cannot learn over- 
night. 

I know that Mr. Sheild did not come 
to a final decision in regard to leaving 
the Congress. taking his own welfare 
solely into consideration. He had told 
me that as long as he remained as clerk 
of the committee his loyal associates 
on the committee had no opportunity 
for advancement. He was thinking of 
his subordinates and it was not until he 
was assured that if he left the commit- 
tee the other clerks would be promoted 
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LONEY and the gentleman from 
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t we did 
jloyees nor 
I can tell you now that 
in this House who joined with 
y efforts to include the legisla- 
and judici 


Act was 


not provide for ou 
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with the gentleman 
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Committee on 
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have prepared an amendment 
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nstead ¢ 
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right 
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paying out ol the own p Ke { 
additional clerical a ince 
As I iy, nobody ryin oO put any- 
thing over on any other Membe1 I 
vould not be justified in coming in here 
and saying: “I did not Know anythin 
about it That is what they did when we 


provided for putting the Membe 
gress under the Retirement Act 

passed and then one Member in the 
body said that for 1 day’s pay a Member 
could get under the Retirement Act un- 
der that provision. I Know what it would 
hav me the Ret 
Act. Under that provision when that bill 
passed the House I contacted the Retire- 
ment Division of the Civil Service Com- 


rs of Con- 
That 


tT ? 
oO 









‘ , t ,o ’ y tT 
I ve cost to get unde! remen 





m on to find « what it would cost me 
o benefit under it. The man came do 
my office, prepared th tement ar 
me Do you kr t 
d have ¢ me to get under the Re- 
ment Act? Net 1 day’s pay but $8,900 
and $51 a month as long as I was in f 
Congress of the United State I couk 
have benefited by it because I had } i 
tl c IT The Speaker o t f H 
} ould ive hac to p ( t $15.- 
000 to get in under that dt 
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chat can be made only b If 
could be made b Hou f t I 
would bring the resolution on the fi 
of the House immediately from my com- 


Iam authorized by the commit- 
ee to doit. Last Friday I called a meet- 
ng of my committee. Every 


member ¢ 


the committee but one is in f f the 
amendment. That one said he preferre 
that it go over until after Januar, I 
members of the committee were ¢ ( 
the city. The others all favored I 


directed me to ask 
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rendered to 


Chairman, 


ANDRESEN, 


which was 


a distinguishe 
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Cc ANN( ON of {Mi 
ntleman from Ne 
such time ¢ 


Chairman, 


spoken with 
I was very much 





>and looked at 


n, that I doubt 
this House 


‘mbers of 





1e Commit- 


80,000.00 0,000 


oug h t] he ‘Com- 


n in the office, v 


nnn mT Y 
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presses the views and the opinions and 


ts of all the Members of 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 


man, I yield to the gentleman fro 
gi Mr. RAMSPECK!] such time as he 
may de re, 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, 
there is an old saying that the way to 
have friends is to be one. Judged by 
that saying, the gentleman about whom 
we are speaking today should have as 
many friends as he has ecquaintances, 
because he has always been friendly and 
helpful to everyone with whom he comes 
in contact. 

I esteem it a privilege to join my col- 


leagues here today in paying tribute to 
Marcellus C. Sheild, who has for so many 
years faithfully and efficient!y served the 
ople of the Nation as a clerk in the 
Appropriations Committee. 
Listening to the other speakers here, 
I find that he has served under six Demo- 
cratic chairmen and five Republican 
chairmen. I dare say he has served 
faithfully and as impartially the Demo- 
s he has the Republicans, and the 
Republicans as he has the Democrats. 

To me he epitomizes more than any 
man I have ever known the ideal career 
public servant, a man of ability, of char- 
acter, of integrity, and most important, 
perhaps of all in that type of service, 
a man who serves impartially whoever 
may be directing the policies of the work 
in which he is engaged. 

I shall use him in years to come as I 
have in years which have passed as an 
argument for the selection of Govern- 
ment personnel on the basis of merit 
and their retention upon the basis of effi- 
ciency and faithful service, because he 
is a living argument for that principle, 
in which I believe. 

Iam glad he is able to retire, 


crats a 


although 


I am sorry to see him leave the service 
of the Congress. I take some pride in 
the fact that it was my privilege to 


sponsor 


the legislative provision under 
which he finds it possible to retire on a 


reasonable annuity before reaching the 
age in life where he cannot enjoy it 
I wish for Marc Sheild, as we affec- 


tionately refer to him, happiness and 
many years of enjoyment in the retire- 
ment he has so richly earned and which 
comes to him as a merited reward for his 
faithful, efficient, and impartial s 
to Democrats and Republicans alike 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentlemen yield? 

= r. RAMSPEC K. I yield to the gen- 


tlema in from Texas. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I com- 


mend and indorse the hig 
Marc Sheild by the 
tleman from Georgia, 


h tribute paid 
distinguished gen- 
the whip of the 














: ily to the Conere 
but to the taxpayers of the cou 

nis to the policy the Appropriatioi 
followed, and which ] 
approve, we have alt 

ned a successor who n 
ualified to step into that position. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tieman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Iconcu 
very high esteem in which Mr. 
held by the Members of the House, and 
I join in expressing my personal appre- 
ciation of his splendid service. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I thank the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

In conclusion, Mr. 
only wish that other 
body would follow the policy which ha 
been adopted by the Appropriatic 
Committee of selecting for members of 
its staff young reen of good character, 
reasonable intelligence and educat 
and keeping those who render efficier 
and faithful service, without regard to 
any political affiliation or without re- 
gard to political control of the commit- 
tee. If we did that, we would not h 


rhly 


is em 





rin thn 
Sheild 


Chairman, I can 
committees in thi 


so much of a cry as to the inadequacy 
of the staffs of our committees as we 
cdo at the present time. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 


gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. MUNDT Chairman, I just 
want to say that I heartily second every- 
thing that the gentleman from Georgia 
has said about Marc Sheild. It happens 
that Mare Snheild lives in my congres- 
sional district in South Dakota, about 30 
miles from my home town. He com 
froma fine family, and the very long and 
creditable career he has had in Wa 
ington as a cong il clerk has done 
much out in South Dakota to enhan 
the reputation of Congress and the repu- 
tation of good government. I want 


Mr. 


ression<s 


join with the rentleman from Georgia 
everything that he has said about Ma! 
Sheild 

Mr. panayr ECK Mr. Chairm 
there is no doubt that his service her 
has reflected credit, not only upon him- 
self and upon the Committee on App! 
priations , but on the House in general. I 
— him every pcssible happiness il! 
tl urs to come. I hope he will com 
ae rns see us and that his years m 


be man 
Mr. CANNON of Mi 
mean, I yield to t 
Texas, the Speaker 
RAYBURN 
Mr. RAYEURN. 
both glad 


souri. Mr. Chair- 
gentleman fron 


of the House {Mi 


Ir. Chairman, I am 


and sorry as these exer 





n 30 years. I have watched his ac- 
is. I have notec his great ability and 
fine talents. Iam of the opinion that 
er he has been able to rest for a few 


will be called back in.o 
ervice. In other werds, th 


dral ed to ec 


nth he 
TIUTIS, ie 


se there 
the pub- 





ervice, which irc Sheild could not 

do in an outstanding way. I wish him 
h and a reasonable degree of pros- 

rity in the vears that lie ahead of him 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, in the 
minutes allotted to me I, too, would 

to pay my tribute and my respects 


gentleman who, in my 
ilered a magnificent and signal 
ie Government of the United 
period of a third of a cen- 
generation 
n my happy privilege to serve 
r of the Appropriations Com- 
e for the past 12 
had innu 


n entire 





yeal 





Op- 





} unities to observe the splendid work 
of Mare Sheild. No man in the United 
States Government Knows more of the 


Although we members o 





rr retire- 

‘+ ‘ V1 ‘ , nn > ry 
f ell and 1 him 
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Uy t in leavin tne 
Ar littee e can all 
od and faithful 
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Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair- 
man, the decision of Mare Sheild to 
re as chief clerk of the Appropria- 

ns Committee means a very great lo 


For 29 years he has filled the position 
f clerk of the committee and for 8 years 
efore that the position of its assistant 
lerk, a total of 37 years. 

His period of service has included the 


s of World War No. 1 and 
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he kind of fe to stal yd 
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] estimate n the bill involv 
lot of tical I Iam n 
to offer amencment em at th 
me bec use I ad Y belis e J ] uc- 
There are $12,000,000 in here, and 
$5.000.000 of it relates to tudies 
ich as on consumers’ income and that 
rt of thing involved in three or four 
different items, which are going to be of 
no value whatever. I am sure that will 
a waste of money because it is goin 
to be done at a time of peak war em- 
ployment and going to be of little 
lue in connection with reconversion 
at 1 to come 
There were estimates submitted to us 
ith reference to Alaska along lines that 
1 not sound intel! it, and the com- 


mittee cut out about 5.090.000 for that 


nines 
Mr. Chairman, there was an item sub- 
mitted for the Navy of nearly $350.- 
000.009, and we have allowed with re- 
ppropriation all of it that could be used 
We believe that it is necessary to supply 
1e armed forces at this time with every- 
hing that they can possibly need in con- 
nection with the war effort. The activity 


that they are engaging in beyond the 
Budget estimate with this money is a 
activity which was not in full blast 

and was not planned to be so at the time 
xy the Navy bill was up for consideration 

last spring; therefore, there is a legiti- 
reason for a deficiency along this 


new 


mate 
ne 
Another item that we have allowed has 
been for a continuation of war labor im- 
portation under the War Food Adminis- 
tration That ontinued until the 
SIst of December 1945. The funds that 
ll be unexpended, which, in my opin- 
ion, will run somewhere around §$10,- 
000,000 based upon past experience, and 
authorization for $10,000,000 
entered into before the Ist 
of July 1945, is provided. This will, in 
my opinion, permit importation of the 
necessary Mexican labor to take care of 
the California fruit and vegetable crop 
situation, and it will take care of the 
mportation of Bahamian and Jamaican 
necessary 


is ¢ 


a contract 


more to be 


to take care 
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tion in the South and | sylvania; a reconditioning of some ress 
I I provide for con- | vations that are being transferred by the 
I of cooperation between the Army, like Fort Meade, S. Dak 
} Servic in Washington and Fort Washington, Md.; temporary hx 
I n Service in the States, to ing facilities for limited service Army 
( | 01 I uf rms. I be- enlisted men; temporary construction 
1 nec Vy at y and we for regional office expansion pendin 
ep ed for it In such manner tnat permanent construction, $750 000 
n did last year, and per- | There is an emergency bed expansion 
e be r, because it will per- item, $624,000; dental expansion of about 
m rep! I ives of the War Food $84,000. 
Administ! on to immediately go down Mrs. ROGERS of Massachu a 
I Mexico and begin to recruit labor am not at all satisfied with the progres 


the construction for the hospital I 

t the bill. There have been cuts | am very sure that both the Army and 

25 percent in the Budget esti- | the Navy will have to keep patient 
ma that were submitted to us. I am the hospital longer than if they had 

that the committee will con- beds ready. They are very short of 

kind of a record all the way nurses as well as doctors in the Veteran 

ugh the next 2 I know that I Administration. They are not opening 

the best it I have to t wards even though they have some of 


I think that about all I care to | of 


that 1s 


1} 
Liit 


years. 
the ry to 


bring that about. the facilities. It is a very bad situation 
is about all I care to say about Mr. TABER. I understand that is 
bill at this time unless there are some The CHAIRMAN. The time of 


gentleman from New York has expired 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 additional minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
from Minnesota. effort certainly ought to be made. Ther: 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. With is no excuse for not having their ow: 

item for continuing the nursing service. They would have |} 
importation of foreign labor, as I under- a good nursing service if they had had 
and the program will be carried on their own corps a long time ago. 
practically the same as it has been dur- Mr. TABER. I hope they will foll 
ing the current year? it up and get it straightened out. 

Mr. TABER. Except that we will per- Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairmar 
mit them to start recruiting a little ear- will the gentleman yield? 
lier than they did before. This will per- Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 


Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 


‘ n 


. } 
relerence to the 1ad 





mit them to go to Mexico, the Bahamas, from Ohio. 
and Jamaica and make their arrange- Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I find $17,559,000 
ments right away so that there will be no for collection of statistics needed for re- 


delay in having these laborers available conversion, and on page 5 of the report 
for work when they are needed. the departments involved in appropria- 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. And tions proposed for this program are listed 
they are also permitted to make con- and they include Agriculture, Commerce 


‘ 


‘ts for the whole crop year instead of 
ist up to June 30? 
Mr. TABER. Yes: that is correct. I 
ye it will work a little better. 


Mrs 


and Labor. This involves a whole lot o! 
statistics that I had assumed they hat 

collected every year as a matter of course 
because we have been appropriating 


ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. | rather substantially for statistical work 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? in each of those departments. This $17,- 


Mr. TABER. I yield to 
woman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
the appropriation for the Veter- 
ans’ Administration. What is tha 
al for? 

Mr. TABER. That is for additional 
facilities. Some of it will be in the na- 
ture of office buildings and fixing up 
office space so that we may take care of 


the needs of the servicemen as they come 


000,000 would provide 500 or 1,000 mor 
people, and it is said that this expenditurs 
is to be mostly for personnel. I wondered 
what the justification for the expendi- 
tures in those departments would be. W: 
are all for having the data needed fo! 
reconversion, but I do not see why we d 
not get it out of our regular department 
Mr. TABER. There is $5,500,000 fo. 
completing the agricultural census, fo. 
which we have already provided a littl 


the gentle- 


notice 


mont 
ount 


back. There is $7,085,000 for that pur- | more than $7,000,000, if I recall correctly 
post They are going to decentralize | Then there is $2,400,000 for the census 


the activities of the loaning agencies, 
and they will have to do the same thing 


of manufactures, which unquestionabl 
is desirable. 


with the claims agencies on more ot a Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Have we neve! 
scale than they have before. done that. 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
der the G. I. bill they are 
new offices? 

Mr. TABER. Yes; they have to. 
There are some new offices, and then 
there are enlargements of other offices 
insofar as possible at the same place 
that some other facility already exists. 
Then there is $750,000 for modification 
of one of the hospital facilities in Penn- 


Un- 
opening up 


Mr. TABER. There has been no cen- 
sus of manufactures since 1939 and the 
manufacturers were very anxious that 
this be done, because it is absolutely 
necessary that there be a complete pic- 
ture of just what there is and what there 
is to do with if there is to be any kind of 
successful working out of this situation 
with reference to manufacturing and 
employment in the days following the 











n about tnat hat I ma be 
i oral V 
Mr. TABER I would not be l i 








to mak t objection 
m is a waste of money 
M TABER I would be very muc}] 
r i to 
M ROGERS of Ma ch tt Mi 
man, will the gentleman vield? 
M TABER I vield to the tle- 
from Ma husett 
M ROGERS Massachusett I 
there is an item in connection 
fore nh servi pay reiating to an 
istment because of appreciation of 
currencies. What has been dor 
r our military and naval forces abroad 











elf 1 additional minute 
M RCGERS of Massachusett I 
there is certain additional ; f 
rtain of our men who are in a f 
n t attacking dutie but very n- 
nately the stretcher bearers are 
ncluded. The stretcher bearers are 
ore out in the open than some of the 
n doing the actual attacking, besides 
1g unarmed; and a good many of 
m are injured or killed. 








CANNON of Missouri. 
in, will the gentleman yiel 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. CANNON of Missour 


arra ement with 


y 


ne 
Le 


pecial 








CHAIRMA 
} man ha ava 
Mr. CANNON < 
ian, I yield 15 1 
man from Geo 
Mr TARVER 
chairman of the S 


ol Buc t ily I 
Document No. 793, Seven 
res econd s¢ on 
care of earned soil- and 
tion payments, which 

in full unl that estima 
The matter, I may y, i 
terest to me than it Oo! 
he Representative ym 
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i ition who f 
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pense to ther 


but 


a part of the obli 
nent to these f 


less this Budget ¢ 
disallowed by the 
by the Cong 
tion of the pendir 
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ress during 


Nl. 











( 
? A 
eit m 

( 
al 
’ H 

a tl 

( 
| 

) mo! 

4 f 
‘ 
sia y ( 
In mar 
f ( 
" 
A A 
hye t 
n l 
Ad y 
AG 
. y 

a nf 

y A 

if ) 

1d in iu 
nd Oo! 
Gove 
gea 

h has bee 
apprt 

consldeé! 





*RESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 

















I ed ibut made unde 
is p ! t € 1 reg would 
eau bie har f the total ilab 
i In ever’ < iS ¢ mated 1 *ne 
' { } ex] ( . tt . " 
ed } ram i c e A n e 
l illo« ed t r hs te eg 
J ‘ d par tion is su however, that 
f l t f the 7 if 
e made n the t ; of ar 1 
exceed l 
| 
| i ita- 
ft i W 
eck y a pay- 
far region, 
le exten imilar payments in 
tern regio1 Without such an in- 
the Agricultural Adjustment Agency 
choice under existing law but to orde! 
of payments reduced so that expendi- 
ives will not exceed the $300,000,000 limita- 
tion Since the 1944 program is the first 
pro under which emphasis has been on 
conservation practices and since the un- 
precedented participation in that. program 
could not be estimated accurately, it is rec- 


limitation of 
increased to $%313,000,000 
uld prevent reductions in 
payment for practices already carried 
announced rates, and 
volve the appropriation of any 
ional funds, since the amount required 


mended that the over-all 
$300,000.000 be 
Such action w 
rates of 
ut and earned at 
would not in 


addit 


make the payments at the originally 
heduled rates can be financed by a cCor- 
responding reduction in the amount to be 
expended for thr purpose of conservation 
materials and services in connection with 


subsequent In future program 
years, the increased participation experienced 
this year would, of course, be taken into ac- 
count in apportioning the available funds 
the and the States, and in 
determining the rates of payment applicable 
to the various practices 

foregoing proposed provision is made 


programs 


imong regions 


The 
necessary by reason of contingencies which 
have arisen since the transmission of the 
Budgets for the fiscal years 1944 and 1945 
I recommend that it be submitted Con- 
,re€ 


to 


Very respectfully, 
Haroup D. SMITH 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget. 


Cc i ATION AND USE OF AGRICULTURAL 
LAND RESOURCES 
(Statements of N. E. Dodd, Chief, and D. J. 
Scruggs, Budget Officer, Agricultural Ad- 
justment Agency; Robert Shields, Solici- 


tor, Department of Agriculture; and W. A. 


Jump, Budget Officer, Department of 
Agriculture, Wednesday, November 29, 
1944) 
OVERPARTICIPATION AND RESULTING DEFICIENCY 
IN FUND AVAILABLE FOR PAYMENTS 


Dodd, we have an esti- 
mate in House Document No. 793 from the 
Bureau of the Budget proposing to increase 
from $300,000,000 to $313,000,000 the limita- 
tion on expenditures contained in the 1944 
appropriation act, as follows: 
The limitation on expenditures under the 
1944 program of soil-building practices and 
il-and-water-conservation practices estab- 
lished in the fourth proviso clause of the ap- 
propriation ‘Conservation and use of agri- 
cultural land resources’ in the Department 
{ Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1944, is 
reby increased from $300,000,000 to $313,- 
100,000 (exclus the $12,500,000 provided 
the Department of Agriculture Appropria- 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr 





‘ 
he 
( 


sive ol 


tion Act, 1945, for additional seed pay- 
ments).” 
Mr. Dopp. Yes, sir. I have a statement ex- 


Mr. Chairman, which 
for the record. 


the estimate 
1 should like to submit 


piaining 


CONGRES 














(The statement f 


llows:) | 
CONSERVATION AND USE OF AGRICUI 
RESOURCES 
Department of Agriculti 
Act, 1944, under the item 
of agricultural land resources,’ | 
thorized the Department to formulate | 
rams of soil-building and soil-and- 
ation practices under the 
ary 29, 1936, as amended, and pro- | 
inder the Agricultural Adjustment 
1938, as amended, the total expendi- 
*s of which, including administration 
not exceed 300,000,000. Thus, for 
the first time Congress eliminated produc- 
tion adjustment payments and established a 


TURAI 


LAND 
ire Appropri- 
‘Conserva- 


on and use 


nserv act 


th 


ation on the agricultural conservation 

I am other than that provided in the 

Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment 
Act amended 

“Pursuant to this authorization, the Agri- 


cultural Adjustment Agency formulated a 
1944 agricultural conservation program, the 
total expenditures in connection with which 
were within the $300,000,000 limitation es- 
tablished by the Congress and announced 
uch program to the farmers of the country 
on February 9, 1944. In formulating the 1944 
program, approximately $263,000,000 was ap- 
portioned among the States for payments to | 


farmers and approximately $10,000,000 was 
reserved against the contingency of possible | 
overparticipation in the program. While no | 


production adjustment payments were pro- 
vided in the 1944 program, the available funds 
were apportioned to the States in the same 
general way as the distribution made under 
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previous programs so that each W 
get an equitab’e share of the total . 
funds. After establishing allocations f 


States, each State committee, with the a 
ance of a State technical committee, rec 


mended a program to make the most effect 








use of the funds available for the State 
every case it was estimated, on the basi 
past experience, that the recommended 
gram would come within the amount 
cated to each State and region. Increa 
participation is such, however, that the t 
cost of the program, if payments are made 
the basis of the announced rates, will exces 
the limitation of $300,000,000 by approx 


mately $13,000,000 

“The major portion of this increase in | 
ticipation has occurred in the sout 
gion, where farmers :arried out practice 
excess of the estimate made prior to the 
nouncement of the program. A review of t 
prectices carried out by farmers in 1943 
comparison with those carried out in prev 
years indicates that the increases are mu 
greater than could have reasonably been 
ticipated even though the original estimat 
based on past experience, were well within tl 
range expectation. It was not believ 
that farmers, under the pressure of wartin 
production, could step up their conscrvati 
practices so rapidly. However, the need f 
these practices is generally recognized 
the response of farmers is a high y gratifyi: 
development from the standpoint of th 
tional soil-conservation cbjective 

“The following table summarize 
for several of the more 
in the southern region: 


of 


these d 
important p 


ict 


Practices carried out under agricultural conservation program, southern region 





— hat rons 
J i ( fons 
Lespedeza and other su er gre iInanur Act 
ind « cror 
POS GO GONG... kecnccccnnacsecece Cubie ya 
Seeding pastures....... .-| Pounds 
r ' . Linear fe 
BeS 4 SOGIIOE. dé acccechdncctucssaanas Percent 


Estimate made prior to announcement of 1944 progran 


“In certain cases it will be noted that the 
amounts originally estimated were below 
the amounts performed under previous pro- 
grams. In the case of superphosphate, this 
underestimate was due largely to uncertainty 
as to the supply which would be available. 
In the case of summer green manure and 
cover crops, the practice was greatly restricted 
as to crops and areas which would qualify for 
payment in 1944 as compared with earlier 
years, and it was estimated this would result 
in a lesser performance of the practice. In 
the case of pasture seeding, the extent to 
which farmers had used this practice in 1943 
was underestimated at the time the original 
estimates of 1944 performance were prepared. 
On the whole, however, it is clearly evident 
that 1944 performance is much higher than 
could reasonably have been hoped for at the 
time the original estimates were made, 


“It happens that the two practices which 
showed the greatest increases in 1944—that 
is, the seeding of permanent pastures and 
the use of limestone—A€re practices the need 
for which is generally recognized throughout 
the South. The soils of the South need far 
greater amounts of limestone annually than 
are being applied even at the 1944 rate, and 
the acreage of improved pasture now existing 
is only a fraction of that needed for a sound 
agricultural economy. 


“In order to meet this situation, it will be 
nece to reduce substantially all pay- 


ssary 











42 194 
First esti 
I i 
Hi, 100 2 ¢ 29, AM 
16, 379 Hi, 24 S24, MW 
4, 404, 001 70), 346 SOT, 5K 
j 11.¢ SUN 1? 2 { 41M 4 j 
5.7 “17 ‘ s HOSTS. ON 
t 80,950,441 0 268.1 “I $5, 00K), O00 i v12» 
lw 12 | 
ments in the southern region, as set fort! 


and provided in our 1944 Agricultural C 
servation Bulletin. (See p. 917, House hear- 
ings, 1945 agricultural appropriation bill 
This will be true of payments to farmers 
the western region also, but to a much les 
extent. The Agricultural Adjustment Agenc\ 
hes no choice under existing law but to order 
rates of payment reduced so that expendi- 
tures will not exceed the $300,000,000 limi- 
tation. However, since the 1944 program i 
the first program the total emphasis of whic 
has been on conservation practices, and t} 
unprecedented participation therein could 
not be accurately estimated, the Congres 
might desire to make an adjustment in th 


over-all limitation on the 1944 program 
(from $300,000,000 to $313,000,000) rathe 
than to have reductions made in rates of 


payment covering practices already carric 
out and earned at announced rates. This 
would not involve the appropriation of 
additional funds since the amount required 
to make the payments at the originally 
scheduled rates could be financed by a cor- 
responding reduction in the amount to | 
expended for the purchase of conservati 
materials and services in connection wit 
the 1945 program. In subsequent program 
years the increased participation experience 
this year will of course be taken into ac 


count in apportioning the available fund 
among the regions and the States and 
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é l eir farm ] 
{ I< } u ¢ ~ 
I m hem d under- 
h raARVER. And if in the carryi ( 
on | ( ( t 
pe } a ¢ UT 
I Dd dt ere 
ild be great d ) ent, a perh 
( ye! the pr 1 here- 
M Dopp. Yes hers l be a reduct 
t ition in the ¢ ram the ye 
€ 1e 
EXTRACT FROM COMMITTEE REPORT ON FIRST 
PPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 1945 
CONSERVATION AND USE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND 
RESOURCES 
I committee has passed over without 
rejudice Budget prop 1 to increase from 
000 to $313,000,000 the limitation 
upo! nditures contained in the 1944 Ag- 
cul Appropriation Act for effecting 
payme! at announced rates for compliance 
with the 1944 programs of soil building and 
soil- and water-con tion practices. 

Increased participation, not anticipated 
when funds were allocated, has brought about 
a situation where payment of the announced 
rates cannot be made to many participants. 
This would extend to all farmers in the 
southern region, and, to a lesser extent, to 
farmers in the western region. 

More is involved than the inequity pointed 
ou There should be some change in pro- 
cedure to avoid a repetition thereof, and, 
possibly, to control the measure of participa- 


tion. These are questions which the com- 


mittee did not have the time properly to con- 


der The whole subject can be thoroughly 
canvassed by the regular subcommittee later 
and provision then made to increase pay- 
ments to those farmers who now cannot be 


i in full the announced rates for partici- 
pation in the 1944 program 


Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I would prefer to wait 
until I have completed my presentation 
of the matter, at which time I will be 
glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Texas. 

The Budget estimate in cuestion does 
not involve the appropriation of any 
additional funds by the Congress. How- 
ever, it involves the granting of authority 
to the Department of Agriculture and the 


Atricultural Adjustment Administration 
to utilize funds which have already been 
ited in the 1945 Department of 


At ulture Appropriation Act, in order 
to discharge obligations of the Govern- 
m to farmers. In some States the 

ners have carried on soil- and water- 
ce ervation practices by which they 
h earned as much 18 percent in 
eXce the funds which have been 


1 by the Agricultural Ad 


llocate justment 
Admil tion for use in those States. 
Sol States, such as the State of Mis- 
hich the chairman of this 

mmittee comes, are in a more for- 

te iation than States such as my 

wn State of Georgia, by reason of the 
fact ft these funds have been allo- 
j ions—to five different regions 

n the Unied Stat Whenever in a 
1 one State has exceeded the fund 
which were allocated to that State, and 
there are other States in the region 
which have failed to earn the amount 
of funds allocated to them, the funds 
may be taken from the States which 
h failed to make use of their funds 
used to pay the obligations of the Gov- 


ernment in those St: 


) which have ex- 
amounts of their 


( led the allocations. 

That is the fortunate situation of the 
farmers in the gentleman’s State of Mis- 

uri. Those farmers exceeded the 
umount of funds allocated to Missouri 
by 18 percent, but one State in that 
region, the State of Iowa, failed by 18 
percent to utilize the funds allocated to 
tl State. So the farmers in the State 
of Missouri, although they exceeded the 


estimates for that State by 18 percent, 
may be paid and will be paid in full. 

However, in my own State of Georgia, 
which is only an example of States which 
are similarly situated, the farmers also 
exceeded by 18 percent earning the 
amount of funds allocated to that State. 
But Georgia happens to be situated in 
a region where other States in that re- 
gion made use of all the funds allocated 
o them, and therefore there are no sur- 
is funds recoverable from the other 
states in the region which can be utilized 
to pay the claims of the Georgia farm- 
er So while they are in exactly the 
same situation as the farmers in Mis- 
souri, having earned more than 18 per- 
cent in excess of the amount of funds 
allocated to the State, under the situa- 
tion as it exists, and unless corrected, the 
farmers in the State of Missouri will be 
paid in full, but the farmers in the State 
of Georgia will have their payments re- 
duced by approximately 20 percent. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. What 
the gentleman has Said is true. Some 
of the Members may not appreciate the 
importance of this matter, because they 


Mr. 


have not yet heard from the farmers, 
because the farmers do not yet know 
what the situation is that confronts 


them. 

Mr. TARVER. The farmer takes it for 
granted that the Government is going 
to keep its promise. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. He as- 
sumes that the Government will pay its 
promise, 100 cents on the dollar. The 
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State of Texas is one of those 
which is going to be discounted 18 
cent, a 


ind the farmers, 
100 percent 


inst i of 
promised, are 
a reduction of 18 percent 


Mr. TARVER. Now, it is tru 


the 


go ¢ 


is incorporated in the contract 
the Government and the farme1 
sion to the effect that if the C 
fails to make available sufficient 


with which to meet the obli 
the Government, the farmer must ant 


pate a reduction of his benefits 
portion. 

But that is not a thing 
‘d upon the fa 
try when the Government has p 
them so much for carrying on co 
tion pl terracing, plan 
gumes, lespedeza, and carrying o 
practices which have occasioned t 
penditure of considerable amount 
funds, and cooperation of farmers |} 
been more than anticipated. The G 
ernment should pay them. They ! 
fulfilled their part of the contract 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. MaHon]. B 


which |! 


rmers Ol t 


cuices, 


1is permission, let me say, first 
there are sufficient funds to d 
this obligation. The trouble a 


reason of a limitation placed in the 1944 
Agricultural Appropriation Act limiti 
to $300,090,000 amounts which could | 
expended in the program for 1944, 1 
over-all expenditures. If you wi'l 
ine the hearings, on page 529 and fi 
lowing, you will find that the budget of- 
ficer of the Department of Agricultur 
testified that no additional money is nec- 
essary. What they desire is to have au- 
thority to take funds which have bs 
allocated to the fertilizer, seed, and ma- 
terials program, that is the program fo: 
the furnishing of seed, fertilizer, and ma 
terials to farmers during the years 1945 
and 1846 as advances and which will n 
be needed for those purposes, and 
them to discharge in full these 
tions which have been assumed to 
farmers of the various States which ha 
participated in this program to a fa 
greater degree than was anticipated and 
who, on that account, have earned mo 
money than it had been expected would 
be earned in those States. 

I now yield to the gentleman 
Texas [Mr. Manon]. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I should 
like for the gentleman from Georgia to 
emphasize that this is not a sectional 
matter applying only to the South. All 
the Southern States have overearned ex- 
cept Florida, and of the Western States 
the following: Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, 
<ansas, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, 
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming hav: 
also overearned to a greater extent than 
many of the Southern States. 

Mr. TARVER. And the State of Mis- 
souri, 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; we can also point 
this out, that even in States like Ver- 
mont, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
York, Missouri, Ohio, Wisconsin, Ken- 
tucky, and Virginia, these payments have 
been overearned but by reason of the f 
that some of the States in those ar 





opilca- 


from 
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Mr. TARVER. T entleman ex- ( G ' ‘bill 
2 ‘ On ¢ I 
I have unde! n to point that ag ( t G t l exX- 0 
corre d it will result in the ceeded |} ‘ Claim Com- : 
I unre Nadie and unjust ¢ -rimi- mittee d a t 
n against farmers in the States who done i , . a 
e cooperated Most actively in the soll- OaY ex ded |} nthe | aaqmin xper and at. 
1d water-conservation programs. The; ment of Agriculture it should not time interte | 
ill not receive the amounts which the rged up to the farmers of the coun- t DI ram f the vear 1945 





Government has promised them; where- | try who have incurred expense in en- Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman 
in other areas where the farmers also deat ] y t} ieee wetted 


+} r)Y ran ¢ ~~" 





ve cooperated to a greater extent than which they were invited to in Mr. TARVER I 
had been anticipated because of their Mr. MILLS. Will th yentleman | man from Ark 


regional situation and the availability of | yield? Mr.NORRELL. May I ask the 





. ntie- 
funds from other States which did not Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- | man fromG i é 2 end- 
use all of the funds allocated to them, | man from Arkansa eney now. when the allocation und 
the farmers will be paid in full. The Mr. MILLS. I appreciate the gentle- | appropriation made to the sever 
effect will be that the Congress of the | man from Geors ia brins ing this matte Ste each § e real that nie 
United States will pay some at the ex- to the attention of the House. The same t sper the mot e the 
pense of others The Government’s Situation exists in my own State of t the end ¢ fiscal year, to 
promise to these farmers should be car- | Arkansas where the farmers have al- | other commitments for all the n 
ried out. ready earned an amount in excess of that | that has been allocated, and that 

Now, they say that the Agricultural which has been allocated to the Stat has a tendency to cause more money to 
Adjustment Administration ought not to | It is not taking money into our State to | be spent than actually is appropriated 


ve been mistaken in the estimates | pay them for something they will do in Mr. TARVER. No. I do not thi 








hich it made as the basis for this pro- the future but for that which thev have may I say to my colleague, that that ob- 
ram in 1944. This is the first year in alreadv earned ervation i yundly based. I think thx 

hich they have Carried on a purely soil- | Mr. TARVER. Yes: and if vou will | Department of Agi lture made esti- 
and water-conservation program. Here- examine the re port of the committee vou mate a to t} expected participation 
tofore we have had a crop-adjustment | will find the committe: iid it passed n wu! prog! larmers ol t 
program as well. This year they did | this over without prejudice to the ib- different State hich were ina ute 


underestimate the participation of the 








committee of which I am chairman. estimates, Dut Ul went to the farme 

farmers in some areas, but they have The CHAIRMAN. The time of the and offered them certain sums f fol- 
promised in the future to endeavor to | gentleman has expired. lowing certain practices, and the farme! 
correct their estimates so as to come Mr. TARVER. Will the gentleman participated in this very fine program to 
vithin the amounts made available for | yjelq me more time? . a far greater extent than was antici- 
these purposes by Congress. But now | © Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I have no pated, thereby earning more money than 
the situation simply is that if anybody | time left was expected, and the Department, from 
made a mistake it was the administra- | Mr. TABER n. I vield | t ted fut hout means t 
tive officials of the Government, not the | the centleman 3 minute discharge its obl on 
farmers; and good faith with the farm- Mr. POAGE. h entleman Mr.FOLGER. Mr. Chairman 
ers requires that the Government meet vield? gentleman yield 
ts obligation to them. ' Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- Mr. TARVER. I yield to 

Mr. -ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Chairman, | man from Texas man from North Carolina 
will the gentleman yield? Mr. POAGE. I want to call attention Mr. FOLGER. May I ask the gentle 

“Ar. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- to one fact Manv of the a ae at i man if he prop f to offer an mer . 
man from Missouri | Mr. ZIMMERMAN]. Tewee in one-have for a number of ment to cure thi 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. As I understand vears failed to use the am ar ; in a . Mr. TARVER. Id Of cour 
the situation, the Government under- allocated to them. In ‘eoek saad ve is some question to whether « 
estimated the amount that would be re- | that money ha been Ho “a i am , the amendment v be n order unde 
quired to carry out this program, but the States. ‘tne phen io sitet Wr aearne the rule but I tend to offer ont 
farmers were invited to participate in | vith ty limit tions that is not mposed mendment wh f it ould r 


ee when a State like Texas, and I pi me held in order, I will supplement | 


Mr. TARVER. And promised certain aay 


sa ; like the gentleman’s Stati f Georgia, Ing anowu 
amounts for carrying out certain things. A@nds it has used all of the mone’ n the ] th the H 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. And acting upon on dt ‘ah: aid rere aa Te £8 ie. en eis ’ : 
a ( e find « ( er- 


hat invitation to participate the farm- Seer 
ers went out and in good faith Se : si ; 
ited and participated in this program, : ceive cee eS eo ' , a Y 


thing that the country has been trying 


cooper- 


to get them to do all the way along 





“a + 1 
? t n ? ¢ Y | t i 
7. TADtILD mM, et ai 7 corre¢ inere 1s one f L 
Mr. TARVER. That is true; and if : ; ’ 
} : } $ 1] make within the time im I 
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a . : reasol ed bv the sul mn I 
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JUMP. N¢ i th ist a change of 


Dopp. That is right, but if the limita- 
$300,000,000 is raised it would in- 
of course, a reduction in funds in sub- 

programs to those areas where we 
verpaid this year. 





Does that mean that a reduction would 
made next year in the amount that 


be 
was advanced to take up the contracts 


for this year? 

Mr. TARVER. As I understand the 
evidence it is to the effect that the funds 
needed for completing this year’s pro- 
gram would be taken from funds which 
had been allocated under the materials 
program to be advanced to farmers on 
account of the 1945 and 1946 farm op- 
erations, and that it would not involve 
reductions in any way of payments which 
may be provided by Congress for the 
1945 soil and water conservation pro- 
grams. Those funds have not yet been 
appropriated. 

Mr. CASE. Let me put the question 
in another way. If this does not involve 
any additional money, what farmers 
then will supply the $13,000,000? 

"™, TARVER. Nofarmers. It will be 
supplied from the funds which are not 
needed for the fertilizer, seed, and other 
agricultural materials program. The 
making available of this money to pay 
these obligations of the Government 
would not be decreasing the amounts of 
any benefits pledged to any farmers by 
1 cent. 

Mr. CASE. It would use $13,000,000 
that would revert to the Treasury from 
another fund? 

Mr. TARVER. That is right. 

Mr. CASE. What was the reason for 
making this allocation by regions? Why 
was it not prorated over the whole 
United States? 

Mr. TARV:iR. It was the duty of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Agency to ap- 
portion equitably the amount as between 
the different regions of the country, tak- 
ing into consideration their needs for 
soil conservation and probable or antici- 
pated participation of their farmers in 
the program which had been projected. 
They simply made an error in the alloca- 
tion of the funds. The law does not, in 
my judgment, require the allocation of 
the funds between regions, but it permits 
it, and that allocation has been made. 

Mr. CASE. Is it true, then, that if 
the funds had not been allocated by re- 
gions the thing would automatically 
have taken care of itself and the reduc- 
tion would automatically have been ad- 
justed over the entire United States? 

Mr. TARVER. That may possibly be 
true, but the fact remains that it has 
been allocated by regions and that the 
result will ensue which I outlined a 
while ago, that in some States which 
have exceeded their quota by as much 
as my own State of Georgia the farmers 
will be paid in full, whereas in my State 
and many other States farmers who 
have exceeded their quotas by the same 
or similar percentages will not be paid 
in full, which I think the gentleman will 
agree with me is a very substantial 
injustice. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


| 








Mr. CASE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
think the gentleman from South Dakota 
has put his finger on the very heart of 
this matter. The truth of the situation 
is that certain States, because of favor- 
able allocations, are being taken care 
of in full, but States like Louisiana, 
where they have cooperated in the war 
effort in response to appeals from the 
War Food Administrator, are going to 
be penalized badly. There is nothing in 
the law whatever that states that the 
Department of Agriculture shall be al- 
lowed to withhold funds from one region 
and give those funds to another region. 
If you took this matter into court, of 
course, you would tie up every agricul- 
tural payment in this country. It makes 
it very difficult on those people who do 
not enjoy the situation. I think the 
gentleman put his finger on it when he 
asked by what authority they allocated 
these things by regions. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 


Mr. CASE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 
Mr. MAHON. It is true that the De- 


partment has traditionally apportioned 
these funds out to the States by regions. 
In previous years the payments have 
been based on commodities, like so much 
per pound of cotton, and on soil conser- 
vation, This is the first year that the 
complete payment was based on soil con- 
servation. Even as between the areas, 
though, we could not solve the problem, 
because the law specifically prohibits 
the expenditure of more than $300,000,- 
C00 on this program in any one year, 
whereas $313,000,000 is needed this year. 
That is the reason it is absolutely es- 
sential to get this amendment adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Dakota has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
additional minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CASE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. This is exactly what 
I had in mind a while ago when I asked 
the gentleman from Georgia a question. 
I voted for this amendment in the com- 
mittee, and I am in favor of its adoption 
on the floor of the House, but I do be- 
lieve that the method of allocation ought 
to be changed. 

Mr. CASE. It seems to me something 
ought to be done about the method of 
allocation. I have considerable sym- 
pathy for the farmer who in good faith 
engaged in the practices and went to 
the expense of compliance in anticipa- 
tion of getting a certain payment, but it 
seems to me there ought to be some way 
of stopping the Department of Agricul- 
ture officials from allocating by regions 
and engaging in a representation or 
practice that gets us into this kind of a 
jackpot. 

Mr. NORRELL. The money could re- 
main to the credit of the State until it 
was used by the State, 


Chairman, will 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Dakota has again 
expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Murray]. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. M1 
Chairman, I think this is an appropriate 
time to bring up a question that has 
caused me considerable concern in the 
last 2 or 3 years. That is the matter of 
the fiscal policy of the Congress. I 
think this is especially true since we have 
so much agitation for more experts for 
the various committees. The thought 
that I will try to leave here today is this, 
and I will give an example later of what 
Imean. I realize that the Committee on 
Appropriations work very hard. They 
are a group of splendid men, as is every 
other committee, and for every one of 
which I have a high regard. I know 
the hours that they put in on the hear- 
ings and hearing justifications for ap- 
propriations. I have followed them 
rather closely as I presume each and 
every one of us has, especially those that 
have a Member from their State on the 
committee. I will say that the Membe1 
from Wisconsin on the Committee on 
Appropriations has been very helpful to 
the other Members of the Wisconsin 
delegation, advising them as to exactly 
what is taking place in the Committee on 
Appropriations. But it seems that dur- 
ing the last 2 or 3 years we have another 
kind of Committee on Appropriations 
I have not been able to exactly figure out 
how it functions and how it works. Iam 
referring to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. While it is necessary to 
go to the regular Committee on Appro- 
priations with all the justifications and 
so forth, it seems that through the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency we 
make funds available, public funds, that 
seem to be handled in a much different 
way than they are handled when they 
go through the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I will just give this one example 
I referred to before. You all remembe1 
when we had the Cannon amendment up 
here, to appropriate funds for incentive 
payments. Now, I happened to be one of 
the $0 who voted in favor of incentive 
payments, so that I have not any per- 
sonal sore spot as a result of that. How- 
ever, the Congress expressed itself and 
voted it down. But it was only shortly 
after that, through the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, we had legisla- 
tion that provided several millions of dol- 
lars for doing this same thing on which 
the Congress supported the Committee 
on Appropriations in their contention, 
and would not appropriate money for 
the purpose. The reason I bring it up 
at this time is because, according to the 
press, we are soon to be faced with a more 
extensive use of public funds, whereby 
we are going to be required or are going 
to be asked, either through the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations or by some 
other device like the C. C. C., to issue 
debentures or some other way through 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
and provide some $2,000,000 for exporting 
agricultural surpluses. I wish someone 
who is familiar with the fiscal policy of 
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Georgi Judge TARVER | offs 
i CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
: from New Mexico has expired. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the ge ntleman from Mich- 
1 |Mr. HOFFMAN 
M HOFSMAN. Mr. Chairman, in 
newspapers and also in the maga- 
ines recently we have noticed a disposi- 
tion to approve the proposition that 


Congressmen should provide themselves 


with additional assistants so that they 
will be able to serve their constituents 
promptly and adequately. It is not 
quite accurate to say that we need help 
that that Members of Conere need 

lp. If we are given additional money 

x clerk hire—for the employment of 


nother assistant in the offlice—the bene- 
fit is not to the Congressman but to the 
people of the district he represents. 

One of the most severe of my critics 
has charged that I devoted too much 
of my time to answering the letters of 


the people of my district. He said I 
pent too much time trying to get pri- 
orities for some farmer who wanted 
either a tire or gasoline or some farm 


tool in order to carry on production. He 
said that what I should do was to devote 
my efforts curing the that 
brought forth the complaint 

I presume he meant what I shou'd do 


to cause 


was to repeal the legislation, like’ that 
which created the O. P. A. or the War 
Labor Board or any of those Federal 


agencies—which gave the opportunity to 

me agency to impose an unjust restric- 
tion. Well, that was all right, but I to'd 
him I was only 1 of 435 Members cf the 
House and that for some reason or other, 
I did not know why, the majority wou'd 
not listen to me to the extent of follow- 
ing my estion and that I could not 
remove those causes, the legislation that 
brought about the complaints. I told him 
I could not repeal all of those laws which 
enabled the various boards to make the 
( rac rs 

Then, he 
too much time an 
tives of those who 


fathers, 


sugt 


suggested that I spent 
swering the blood rea- 
were in the 
wives, sweethearts, 


too 


Service, 


the mothers 


brothe and sisters, who wrote me or 
wired me or called me over the phone 
wanting to know something about insur- 
a something with reference to the 
whereabouts, something about the condi- 


tion of a loved on 
of his country. 


» who was in the service 


This critic made another complaint. I 
do not know whether he wanted me to 
end the war or win the war or what 


he did want me to do. But he said I was 
wasting my time with the individual 
citizens of my distr'ct. Back here a mo- 


ment ago on the floor I was talking to one 
of my Republican brethren for whom I 
have the greatest respect, although I do 
not agree with him on much of anything 


i 
to 
kr 
h 
and 


The f 


The 


except perhaps that he ought to be here 
a Representative. He said, “You 
hould not have your people writing you 
many letters.” The substance of his 
ument was that I was to blame be- 


ise I had tried to extend help to those 


ed upon me for assistance as, for 
il nee, last night when I received two 
y-distance telephone calls. One was 


port for someone going down 
America to see a relative in 
and the other wanting to 
10ow the whereabouts of a soldier who 
1d been returned from abroad wounded 
who was to report to The Pentagon. 
mily had moved and they did not 
vant the boy to go to old 
y wanted him to come directly 
new home. 
I ask you, what should a Congressman 
Should I tell him it is not any of my 
“You will have to look it up 
elf, call up somebody and find out’’? 
Now, this Republican friend of mine 
a fine gentleman and I love him for 


uta pa 
ito South 


service, 


home. 


to the 


his 


nusine 


his learning, his ability, and all that, but 
he said to me, “You are thinking tco 
much about little things.” He did not 
say so, but I gathered by implication that 
he was thinking, “You ought to be a 
statesman.” He did not say that. He 
thought it. I said, “Now, listen, while 


you are thinking of all your foreign con- 
tituents, all these folks that come under 
U.N. R. R. A. over across the seas, while 
you are worried about whether they shall 

t a tractor, cultivator, clothing, food, 
or something else, I am compelled to 
think of the folks here at home first.” 

I cannot answer the letters, and I 
know there are other Members in this 
House who cannot answer the letters, 
and the phone calls and the wires they 

t from their constituents. Try to aid 
all here at home who are in trouble be- 


cause of some administrative order 
without additional assistance. As the 
days go on, more and more boys will 
return from abroad and more of their 
relatives and the boys themselves will 
be seeking our aid. I ask you in all 


candor, is there anyone who is more en- 
titled to the service of his Representative 
in Congress than those boys and their 
rela ? As far as I am concerned, I 
am going to pay attention first to the 
people back home, to the needs of the 
people who hired me, to the needs and 
the welfare of the people whom I repre- 
sent. Upon their welfare depends the 
welfare of the Nation as a whole and 
incidentally the well-being of the world 
as a whole. 

A number of gentlemen on the minority 
side have said, “Oh, well; we don’t need 
extra.” All right; if they do not need 
another clerk they do not have to employ 
one. They do not have to collect the 
money. They can just let it stay in the 
Federal Treasury. But as for me—and J 
know the majority of the Members, on 
both sides, feel the same way—two-thirds 
need this additional help in order, in the 
days to come, they may adequately serve 
their constituents. While we are provid- 
ing practically all of the money that is 
asked for by the executive department, 
the Judicial Department and all of the 
other departments, we stint ourselves 
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I am through. Why do we 





and make it impossible to do the j 

some of us would like to do 
Let me ask you one more que 

do it? Is 


tin 
tion 


because—and I am not insinuating 


it is—but is 
one will 
election if we venture 


} 


| 


we fear that sor 
us in the c 

to give oursel' 
which so many 


it because 
vote against 
part of the assistance 
us know we need? 
I intend to support the amendment 
fered by the gentleman from M 
Mr. CocHRAN!]. We heard the Sn 


here today make a statement on t 
which indicates to me that tho 
gentlemen—the gentleman from M 

Mr. Cocuran], and the Sneaker |M 
RayYBurRN |—and they ought to kn 


anybody does know, and they do! 
that those two gentlemen are in fa\ 
this proposition to give us at least 
of the help we should have 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
eentleman from Michigan has again 
pired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I 


the balance of my time to the gent] 
from Michigan [Mr. Wooprrurr]. 
Mr. 


Chairman, for the past 12 yeers, part 
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larly for the past 5 or 6 years precedir 


the war, there has been a very great 
of general talk about freedom of spe¢ 
and freedom of press. These 
sions have been more or less academ 
Unfortunately, it has been assumed 
most people that while freedom of sp 
and freedom of press have been 


discu 


pressed in other countries it could n 


happen here. The sinister 
Speaker, it is happening here, and 
fact that it is happening here is definit: 
a sinister threat to all the liberties of « 
people, to our constitutional form 
government, to our free enterprise 
tem, and to our free society. 

Most of our people have been act 
tomed to asscciatine the destruction 
freedom of speecii and press with 
known activities of bright-eyed, 1 
haired apost!es of radicalism 
bewhiskered 
carrying a whip. But the fact is the 
are many ways in which to destroy fr: 
dom of speech and freedom of press 


many of those ways are at work, mostl) 


under cover, in this Nation right now 


Newspapers which can be terrorized b 
union racketeers—and I want it distinct 


ly understood that I mean only rack 


eers and not legitimate patriotic unio 
to t! 


leaders who give thought only 
genuine welfare of their followers—n 


fact is, M 


or som 
dictator wearing boots a 


¢ 





be compelled, through sheer necessity of 


self-preservation, to alter their editori 


policies, or to avoid printing facts wh 
the people ought to be permitted to k: 
The power of the bureaus in the ex: 
tive department of the Government } 
grown to such a vast extent that 
newspaper correspondent in Washing 


who incurs the Cispleasure of the admi: 


istration may find himself 
with tremendous difficulties 
news which can be and 


confron 


is made ea 


accessible to those correspondents wi 


ti 


in getti 


will carry administration propaganda 


who are in favor with the bureaucr: 
Another method by which the freed 
of the press can be destroyed is by pi 
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1a10 new 


as- 


lieve h’s assertions—cer- 


dical communistic elements found 
Ine + 


idcasts to be objectionable be- 
was warning the Nation of the 


communism in America. 





Creseadud 
than tl more than 22,000.000 people 
ho voted again Mr. Roosevelt, want 


freedom of speech and freedom of pre 


destroyed in this country. 
There are some misguided people in 
this Nation who believe they can main- 


tain freedom 
pre for 
that freedom for others. 
Chairman, 


+ 


ol 


themse 


peech and freedom of 
lves while destroying 
I say to you, Mr. 
that no more stupid, wicked, 
and utterly insane _ policy 
followed than that. The very 
people who are today seeking to curb 
free speech and free press are the very 
people—and I refer to the Communists— 
in times past, and up to this good 
have yelled the loudest for freedom 
of speech and freedom of press, but only 
when it came to their speech and their 
press 

Just 


itter 


traitorou 


} 


could be 


vho 


hour 


as oppression of any minority, no 
m what minority or how small a 
minority, opens the way for the oppres- 

on of all minorities, and the destruction 


of free government and free society, so 
the suppression of free speech or free 
press—of any free speech or any free 
press—is a long step toward the total 


destruction of freedom of speech and 
{freedom of the press and the whole train 
of dreadful and disastrous consequences 
which inevitably would follow. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it is time for 
the Congress of the United States to in- 
vestigate this whole question of ter- 
rorism on the radio, and of persecution 
of writers and commentators, both press 
and radio, who will not bend the knee to 
the administration. I Suggest this not 
because of Mr. Upton Close’s personal 
fortunes—I suggest this because Mr. 
Close and this N. B. C. action, like the 
previous action which drove Boake 
Carter off the airways, is a matter which 
interests every man, woman, and child, 
every lover of freedom in the United 
States of America. 

I suggest this 


investigation because 


just such things as this business of try- 
ing to drive Mr. Close off the air are the 
very thines that our heroic men and 


women are fighting on battlefields across 
the seven seas to prevent. Hitler kept 
people cff the air and suppressed news- 
papers when he did not like them. Mus- 
solini did that. Mr. Stalin can and does 
cothat. But our boys who are so bravely 
fightin: today in Italy and in Germany, 
and in other parts of the world are over 
there fighting because they want free 
press and free speech to live at home. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, it is the duty 
of this Congress, as a measure of fairness 


and justice to our fighting forces, as well 
as to all the rest o* us, to see to it that 
free speech and free press are not 
destroyed in this great country. 


Y 


I agree wholly with Thomas Jefferson 
when he said: 


I know cf no safe depository of the ulti- 
m powers of the society but the people 
themseiv * * * Whenever the people 

e W rmed, they can be trusted with 
their own government > ©¢ ©* ‘When the 
pre free, and every man able to read, all 
is safe. * * * The liberty of speaking 
and = writil guards our other libertic 
* * * The only security of all is in a free 
pres The force of public opinion cannot 
be re ed when permitted freely to be ex- 


CON( 
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The agitation it produces must be 
to. It is necessary to keep the 

* * * If virtuous, the Gov- 
it need not fear the fair 


fense * * . 


operation 


f 
ol 


of our Government 
the people, the very 


to keep that right; 


being 

first object 
and were it 
should have 
newspapers or news- 
government, should not 
moment to prefer the latter. 
vernment ought to be with- 
and where the press is free, no 
ever will. * * * Qur liberty depends 
on the freedom of the press, and that can- 
limited without being lost. (Source: 
Jeffersonian Cyclopedia.) 


the 


hould be 
left to me to decide whether we 
without 
without a 


government 
papers 
hesitate a 
e 7 

No BU 


ut censor 


not be 


Mr. Chairman, the fundamental truth 
voiced by Thomas Jefferson has changed 
not a whit in the years which have inter- 
vened since he was with us. His warn- 
ings are just as significant and just as 
important today as they were in his 
day—and more so, because the radio has 
now been added to the press. 

If one party, or one group, or one clique 
can take possession of the airways of 
this country and can drive the truth- 
tellers away from the microphones and 
away from the typewriters, then those 
propagandists can mislead our people, as 
they will, and they will destroy free gov- 
ernment just as surely as the sun rises 
and sets. Why is that so? It is so be- 
cause no human being who loves free- 
dom, who loves free constitutional gov- 
ernment, free private enterprise, and 
free society could for a moment want to 
suppress freedom of speech or freedom 
of press. It, therefore, follows logically 
that anyone who does want to suppress 
or destroy freedom of the press and free- 
dom of speech does not want free con- 
stitutional government, free private en- 
terprise, and free society. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been noth- 
ing, not even the election of an indi- 
vidual to the Presidency for a fourth 
term, that holds any greater import for 
the American people than this attempt 
to drive Upton Close from the airways 
because some Communists somewhere, 
or somebody in the State Department, 
or in scme other branch of the executive 
department of the Government, does not 
agree with his comments and wants to 
suppress them. I hope one of the reso- 
lutions of investigation which have been 
introduced will be reported by the com- 
mittee, and if it is I shall support it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. All time has 
exvired. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
LEGISLATIVE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

For payment to the widow of Hampton 
P. Fulmer, late a Representative trom the 
State of South Carolina, $10.000 to be dis- 


bursed by the Sergeant at Arms of the House. 


Mr. CELLER. 
an amendment 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. CELLER 
York: On page 2, after line 6, 
paragraph as follows: 

“For additional salaries at the additional 
$2.500 per annum, from January 1, 
to June 30, 1945, of Senators, Repre- 


Mr. Chairman, I offer 
which I send to the 


of New 
insert a new 


rate ol! 


1945, 
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sentatives in Congress, Delegates from Ts 
tories, the Resident Commissioner cf P 
Rico, and the Resident Commissione: 
the Philippine Islands, $668,750 
Mr.CANNON of Missouri. Mr.C 


man, I regret to have to make a point 
order against the amendment, that t)} 
is no legislation authorizing such ; 
propriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gen: 
man from New York desire to be } 
on the point of order? 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman,tI da 
desire to be heard on the point of o1 
but I ask unanimous consent to procs 
for 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to the request of 
New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I r« 
that the gentleman from Missouri 
made a point of order against this 
vance in our own Salaries. The tin 
must necessarily come when our sala 
must be made consistent with risin 
ing costs and the extraordinary exper 
to which every Member of the Houce a: 
Senate has been put and will inc 
ingly be put. It does not take, Iam su: 
much eloquence or factual statement 
make anyone realize that the $100 
which we receive are woefully in 
cient. Of course, we are going to be cri 
icized if we advance our own Salarie 
We are going to be damned if we do, a: 
We are going to be damned if we do not 
It is going to be charged that it is a 
ary grab and it may be offered a 
excuse that if we attempt to elevat« 
own salaries, other pressure groups 
be in here, also asking for increases 

The only answer to that is every ca 
must stand on its own bottom. We nev: 
take our shoes off, as the East India) 
sty, until we come to the river. If som 
pressure group comes here and wants 
increase, we must consider that incre 
on its merits. 

Mr. CANNON 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CELLER. I vield to the di 
guished chairman of the Committee 
Apprcpriations. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The g¢ 
tleman has his remedy. Under the ruil 
of the House, the Committee on the J 
diciary can present a resolution aut! 
izing this increase. 

Mr. CELLER. I am aware of that. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. What t 
gentleman is asking is a violation otf | 
rules of the House. The Committee 
Appropriations has been repeatedly c: 
icized for bringing in legislation on 
appropriaticn bill. 

Mr. CELLER. I understand that. E 
the gentleman’s committee violated tt 
very rule in the instant bill. It contal 


Is 
the 


there 
gentleman 


obier 


of Missouwri. Will 


numerous legislative riders. I appre 
ciate the gentleman's position. I regre! 
that he made the point of order. In?! 


other Chamber they could readily off 
an amendment of the type I have of- 
fered, as they do constantly, and we ha‘ 
to accept their amendments which 
offered here, would be declared out 
order. 
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( ( em, in view of what 
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1 to l leman and to other 
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Membe1 ( [ol hemsel\ 
oo no i nt to agre u 
l on 
Mr. CA \ ntlemar 
Mr. COCHRAN I i to tl f e- 
n fre ith Dak l 
Mr. CASI rhe question I would like 
( k the ge em is why the Commit- 
tee on At did foll the regu- 
( ( 1 re i re it10on ol 
| ul t ! ilar legislative 
) 
M Coc LAN I may say that the 
a ation for this started after we came 
yack here on November 14. It takes a 
) I a re tion, becaus you al 
ndi existi law. It has to pass 
boc hé to pass the Senate; 


has to be signed by the President 


qa it lative riaers on ap- 
propriation bills time and time azain 
I yone understands what the proposal 


If the Members want it, let them vote 


for it If they do not want it, let them 
vote itdown. Ihave discharged my duty 
chairman of the Committee on Ac- 
ints by following out the instructions 
( the nmit 
M BATES of M ichusetts Will 
tl entleman yield 


Mr. CCCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 


Y) » f 
As A Ad 


LLUSe 
ry 


The CHAIRMAN [The time of the 


genueman Nas expired, 
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Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask | 





n peen oft a to I l 
ryl non an aj - 
bh ) 
Mr. ¢€ ( RA If tl n nan wlll 
ne re! I ' i it 19 o 
iJ I t10n a pre isions 
! ry b 
Mr. BATES M sachusett Why di 
have the courage to face th u- 


and provide the help we need 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is the argument 

I advanced. There might be 
ment in nere proviains lor som lng 
f Navy Department that the gen- 
committee, the Committee on 


an amendad- 





T \ffairs, has never considered. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. There 
a Member of this House who i 
not complet« overwhelmed with mail 
t comes to his office every day. We 
( t to have courage enough to vote 
Mr. CASE. Will the ntleman yield 


Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE. The situation being what 
langua the gentleman 
proposes is subject to a point of order, I 
do not feel that the Committee on Ac- 
counts is discharging its responsibility 
in the matter if it merely offers an 
amendment to a bill which is subject to 
a point of order. I still do not under- 

ind why the committee should not re- 
port a bill covering the subject which 
could then receive consideration by the 
Congress. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I may say to the gen- 
tleman that one reason why it is present- 
ed at this time is because it has been sug- 
gested that if the House agreed, it would 
certainly pass the Senate and I am sure 
the President would not veto it. If that 
happened, then when the Members go 
home for the holidays they could get the 
extra clerk provided for in this legisla- 
tion 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 


t is. that the 


Chairman, 


HOUSE 


Mr. McCORMACK. May I 
1 to this situation tl 


f order of the gentleman f1 I Y 


upon Nis point of oraer, 
Mr. BATES of Mi: ach 
Chairman, will the gentlen 
Mr. COCHRAN. I yield t 
man from Massachusetts. 


Mr. BATES of Massachu 
the gentleman intend to appe 
dec on of the Chair on this m 

Mr. COCHRAN. No. I mu 
the point of order if it is made. I ad 
t is subject to a point of 
h about the nr 
hat. The rules must be obeyed 

I appeal to the gentleman from 
York to let the Members decide this qu 
tion for themselves. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, will t 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
tleman from Ohio 
whole State of Ohio. 

Mr. EENDER. Mr. Chairman, I 
unanimous consent that the gent 
be given 5 additional minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there obj 
to the request of the gentleman f: 
Ohio? . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENDER. MayI call attentio: 
this fact, that there are more Men 
bers on the floor of the House at t 
moment than there have been on mai 
occasions when bills were consid 
There is no subterfuge about this 
of us are conversant withit. It has | 
discussed in the public press and 
country I am sure approves this prop 
sition. No objection is raised to 
lation on this appropriation bill to 
least 15 items listed on pages 18, 19 
20 of this report, and if there should 
I am sure such objection would be wit 
drawn. 

Every Member here, I am certain 
entitled to additional help in orde1 
take care of his constituents prompt 
and satisfactorily. 

I trust that the gentleman will] n 
insist on his point of order. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I thank the gent] 
man for his contribution. Let me ag: 
impress on the Members of the Hou 
that the legislative committee havi! 
jurisdiction under the rule has passed 
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rdei I 


enou 


I yield to th 
who represen 





1 bill, which must be 


signed by the 








priations again and ask them ap- 
priate according to that bill 
Mr. COCHRAN. A bill covering tl! 
t is not privileged. The only priv- 
ed bills handled by the Committee an 
4 unts are those affecting the contin- 
fund. This does not affect the con- 
ent fund. Therefore, we would 
to go before the Rules Committee 
A a ituat 


I again appea my friend from N 
. <. I have stood here on the floor of 
House with him and fought for re- 
ictions in appropriations tor Many 
ars. I know I would not be here ad- 
ng this if I were not firmly con- 
inced that it is an absolute nece 
f Members to have additional help in 
rder to handle the business of their of- 
efficiently 


Mr. TABER Mr 
itleman yield? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the g 
in from New York 
Mr. TABER If 
y to bring it up. 

man, I insist on my point of order 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of 

istained 


The Clerk read as follows: 
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( ect propriation for the purpose. 
Of « if it were a direct appropria- 
1. for the purpc it would be in crde1 
nd, therefore, a reappropriation would 
ye in oraer 
The -HAIRMAN. Doe the ntle- 
I from Michigan wish to }t heard 
ther « the 7 t of orde or doe 
r n in t on tl pe t ¢ 


h Mr. ¢ n, but I ist on the 
rn t of orde 

CHAIRMAN The Chair hold 
that it 1 reappropriation, and tl 
fore the Chair overrul the point of 
( ! 
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Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, I make a 


point of order a words “Tele- 


type service and” in the paragraph just 
read, on the ground that they constitute 
legislation and would make funds avail- 
hle f 


able for projects not authorized by law 

y say in this connection, Mr. 
Chairman, that I think there is 
jection to the installat 


no ob- 
tion of teletype 
ervices in certain agencies of the Gov- 
ernment, but as provided in this para- 
graph and in the paragraph immediately 
there would be established a 
authorization to install teletype 
ervices wherever they could be put in 
any building administered by the Public 
Buildings Administration. It seems to 
me entirely too broad. This question has 
been discussed before the Independent 
Offices Committee and the belief there 
was that teletype installations should be 
permitted only in specific instances where 
a definite need is shown. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. Can- 
NON! on the point of order 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 


man, there is no ground 


following 


broad 


Mr. Chair- 
1 upon which the 
point of order against this provision can 
be sustained. This is a regularly estab- 
lished and recognized means of 1 
munication which any department is au 
thorized to use in furtherance of the 
administration of its duties. There is 
] under which it is denied, no pro- 
vision of law under which it can be ex- 
cluded. It is merely one of the regularly 
ncl provisions for carrying out the 
vy and I see no grounds at all on which 

e point of order can be sustained. 
Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, I call the 
Chair's attention to the following collo- 
juy in the hearings on this item, page 


4 
125 
should it be necessary 


is a change in lan- 
in order to 
reimbursable services 
M ‘heir communi- 


tacilitate 
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cation and leasing services were transferred 
the Public Building f 
ber 1, 1944 


Administration as < 


The CHAIRMAN. You could not handle it 

er the present bation’ 

Mr. CAMERON. Th t 

On the record of the hearings, then, 
this bill at the point cited is a change 
of iaw {t changes existing legislation by 


that the words “ ‘Other serv- 
deemed to include teletype 

On the record of the hearings 
themselves, as brought out by the chair- 


providing 
iC shall be 


S vices 


man, an existing limitation is proposed 
to be changed. Consequently, it does 
change existing law 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
course, is true. Of course, you have to 
put it in the bill; but there is no law 
against including it in the bill, the com- 
mittee having reported it It 
> existing law. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


tatement made by 


That, of 


does no 


On th 


the gentlem 


basis of the 
in from 


Missouri, the Chair must sustain the 
point of order 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The appropriation “Salaries and expense 
publ buildit and grounds outside the 
District of Columbia,” fiscal year 1945, shall 

) be available for the furnishing of quar- 

rs, maintenance, and teletype or other 

services on a reimbursable basis to any gov- 

er! ntal activity and for expenses incident 

to moving any governmental activity in con- 

ction with the assignment, allocation, and 
transter of building space 


Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order against the words “Tele- 
type or” in line 6 of the paragraph just 
read for the reasons previously stated 
in the point of order on the preceding 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Missouri desire to be heard on the 
point of order? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. It is pre- 
cisely the same proposition we had in the 
previous paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chai 
the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPAPTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


istains 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Consumer expenditures and savi 
For all expenses of the Department of Agri- 
culture, independently or in cooperation with 
public or private agencies, including indi- 
necessary to collect, compile, and 
analyze statistics with respect to the con- 
sumer expenditures and savings in predomi- 
nantly rural az and to publish the results 
thereof, including personal services in the 
District of Columbia; printing and binding; 
purchase of books and periodicals; and reim- 
bursement at not to exceed 3 cents per mile 


ngs study: 





viduals, 


employe for expenses of travel performed 
by them in privately owned automobiles 
the limits of their official stations; 


1945, $820,000, to remain 


i y ea i 
until June 30, 1946 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order to the language appear- 
ing in line 13, page 18, down to and in- 
cluding line 19 on page 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has not been 
read. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order against the paragraph 
on the ground it is legislation not au- 
thorized by law. 


available 








RECORD—HOUSE DECEMBER ¢ 
HOFFMAN 
recognized or not? 
CHAIRMAN. 
izes the gentleman from Michiga 
Mr. TABER. 
gentleman wa 
ditional point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
New York [| Mr. TABErR 
Appropriations Committee. 
gentleman 


Chairman 
I do not kn 


All right. 
throuch. 


The gentlem 


is a member of ti 
from Mic hig 
gentleman 
Mr. HOFFMAN 


withdraw 
continue 


Mr. Chairman 
his objection. 


Chairman, I mak 
the whol 
graph, lines 3 to 15, page 18. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlen 
from Missouri |Mr. CANNON]! desire 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri 
man, we concede tiie point of order 
The CHAIRMAN. 

ustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Consumer income study: 
of the Department of Agriculture 

ently or in cooperation with public « i 
including individuals, and in coll 
oration with the Department 


The point 


tistics with respect to the consumer 
of farm families, ard to publish the 
including personal se 
trict of Columbia; printing and binding; | 
periodicals; i 
») exceed 3 cents per 
employees for expenses of travel p 

by them in privately owned automobiles 


bursement at 


Mr. CASE r. Chairman, Im 
point of order that the paragraph 
read is legislation on an appropriat 
bill and proposes an appropriation n 
authorized by law. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
in line 16? 
Mr. CASE 


HAIRMAN. 
man from Missouri 
to be heard? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
> same situation here, Mr. 
as in the preceding paragraph. 
cede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
is sustained. 

Mr. TARVER. 
amendment 


The point of o 


. Chairman 


ead as follows: 


Amendment 


on expenditures 

il-building 
water-conservation pra 
the fourth proviso cl 
‘Conservation 


Agriculture Appropriation t 
increased fi 390,000 ,00¢ 


> $12,509,000 





n of pn rrar 
1 OF pl 


in $500,000,000 an- 
In the Agricultural Appropria- 
1944 the Congress undertook 
limitation of $300,000,00C 


dministrative authoritie n 

ion of the over-all program 
endar year 1944, which pro- 
ided not only payments id 
soil-conservation and water- 





‘al language was recommended 
udget, and in the explanation of 


ize it is cleat inted out that 








t involve th xpenditure of any 
mone yrds, this 
aa I appro- 
make 1dmin.s- 
hich are n ilre ya lable 
it simply authori: the use 
of moneys which have been al- 


am for the discharge of liabili- 
d under the program for the 
nd grants for soil- and wate! 
ym practices. It is, therefore 
reallocation of the funds which 
idy been appropriated by Con- 


that that iginal allocation 
not made by the Congress 
actment of the Agricultural 
ion Act ol 1944 but was made 


artmental autnorities without 
y il ictior from the Con- 
make such allocations, althou 


UioLl t ; & 
( é by the im} tion of th 
1 in the Agricultural Appropria- 
{f 1944 did not so tie its hands 
e it impossible for the I Con- 





provided in that act, whicl is I 
inted out, is $500,000,000. 
pectfully insist, Mr. Chairman 


amenament Is ln order and the 


of order should be overruled 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 
from New York insist on his point 
l¢ r ) 
TABER. I do, Mr. Chairman. 
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of ] I J t ( ng out of Mr. ANI N of N Mex 

( ( ! ( ms of t G I nt to the I my § and I k 

t ! - far! of the « ry, 1 ie in 1 el- Same tru I lous ¢ ! 

( I t ( tl e farmers to partici- the farm did not t his fi 

f : i pate int il- and water-cor n | ment u itt Ist of July 

i i m, il od faith, and it does not that time he had eady carri 
. I ¢ t ( e the e3 nditure of a single ¢ practi qu ed of him, had 

I ur of Gov ment’s money, in addition t ulfu had bought the 

‘ { p ded in » th which you have already appro- I ry To com n 1 

A ition Act of 1944 priated for tl purpose, but merely au- them down is rank injusti 

fror 000.000 to $313,000,000. W é hift in the allocation of func Mr. TARVER. The gentlemar 

I thi ic of t z to purposes for which the funds are now rect. 

e offered to needed, and will not be used, whether Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahon 
' t tainls thi object you take this action or not, in the pay- | Chairman, if the gentleman will 

' ree jerably stronger and had | Ment of grants due under the soil- and | me for an observation—— 


ter basis than the objections heard | Water-conservation program. If you do Mr. TARVER. I yield to th 


ue vhere there is no attempt at not do this, the result is going to be, as man from Oklahoma. 
b n increase the limitat I pointed out earlier in the afternoon, Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma 
( t ide n the Agricultut that in some of the States of the Union, curs to me that those who are o} 
Appro} Act of 1944, but simply where the farmers have exceeded the | the Tarver amendment would be 
ta pre the 1 of funds alread: amounts of money allocated to those | to penalize the farmers, when what 


anvrol rat by C i r in the 1945 otat the farmers will be paid in full really want to do is to penalize tl 
Agric e Appropriation Act is t because there will be other States in the partment of Agriculture. The fact 
the allocation of which Conere mad rezion where it is not needed, where Department had no possible 


PE A It mplv authorized funds can be diverted to pay contracts snowing how much the American f 





beats hole for the payment af of the farmers located in these States could or would produce The f{ 
, tion and water-conservatior vhich have participated to a degree | was called upon to produce mor 
neue nd for the carrying on of thi greater than anticipated by the admin- | more for the war effort and he an 
eed. fer r. lime. -and tree program | iStrative authorities, whereas in other | that call in a marvelous manne 
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by administrative authoriti of the De- instances as in the case of the State of justice if the Tarver amendment 
partment of Agriculture, but as I q | Louisiana by perhaps 44 percent. Now | adopted. In Oklahoma his soil 
a while ago. perhaps making it permis- | I si y that in good fi ith the Congress of vation payments would be redu 
for recional allocations to be maa the United States ought not to permit percent. The manufacturer wl 
iad eee ht id that Caner aia the Government to welsh on its contracts produces for the war is paid in f 


lio ne hat it omitted to do in es Wi h th se farmers I think it ought to | onthe barrelhead. Surely this C 

e of the Agricultural Appropria- make good and the only w Ly to make is not going to reward the farme 
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nouida be unea : r >IT 7 
Mr TABFR. Mr cl tracts some provision in fine print to the Mr TARVER The effect 
Mr. 7 R. Mi hairman, it seem Wank 61 . 1 , ‘ 
, n = effect that if the Congress did not make amendment, I may say to my friet 
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l ¢ ite earlier in the afternoon Mr. TARVER. I yield. propriations for 1944, for this cre 
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fr. I RK SED Th 
I ‘ I ON of N M I 
ne e! out { ve ¢ 
( nction b , 

( n ood friend t ntle- 
man f n I[llir Mr. DIRKSE 1 

( } yl¢ Wel ou al 
n vi ( rization of I 
col e that tl rt of thir \ I 
but t t one b e dk me} f 
n V I n fol farm 

e Unite 5 i 1¢ ia n¢ t pen - 
1; 

Mr. DIRKSEN Mr. Cl mar 
th entler I eld? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexi¢ I 
vi to th entleman from Illir 

Mr. DIRKSEN tight at t t p 
I I on I ha can do b 
of disciplinary action on some of the 
agencies of Government to stop the prac- 
Lice 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. What 
can we do I should say the only thin 
we can do is to warn the farm in Jan- 
uary before he orders his fertilizer, be- 
fore he orders his sulfur, and before 
does all of the thin the farmers of 


this country do in response to the whip- 
pines and la and appeals of the 
War Food Administration. Have we not 


hings 


been eating pretty well in this country 
And why have we been eating well? Be- 
cause the farmers of this country have 


done a magnificent job, and a great deal 
of it has been done under the stimulus 
of these triple A payments. 

I know how this matter has proceeded, 
and so do you. In June we passed a bill 
that said $300,000,000 should be 
able, but do not forget that 
fore that the farmer was at work—that 
was last February—yes; in the fall of 
1943, he began doing his fall plowing to 
get ready for the job of producing this 
great crop, and he believed, and he had 
reason to believe, upon the assurance of 
the Government agents, that he would 
get his soil-conservation payments 

I have said to you before that if all 
this were scaled down equally over the 


‘ sa) 
avall- 


months be- 


United States, there could not be too 
much complaint, because every farmer 
would be cut down only 4 percent, but 


has been administercd, 
and I criticize the administration of it 
from that standpoint, certain farmers 
will be penalized 40 percent, and other 
farmers will not be penalized at all. Is 
that fair? If you think it is, then you 
should vote against the Tarver amend- 
ment 

Mr. MURDOCK. 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New 
yield to the eman from 

Mr. MURDOCK. If any disciplinary 
action is to be taken because of this ap- 
parent miscalculation, it should be taken 
on the Department and not on the farm- 
Our farmers have a moral claim 


regardless of the legal question, 


as the matte 


Mr. Chairman, will 


Mexico. I 
Arizona. 


gent 


ipLEaa NTA IIL 
RESSIONAL RE« Oi 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. The 
! 

Mr.COLMER. Mr. Chairman, will the 

f ieman \ 


ANDER 


eid 


) ] Oil 
t on ed by f ntleman from 
I ( i be \ e Vv f Ol d 
mucn !I i aa il ammunl LO 
be manufactured in Was nec ! 
¢] en ere called 1 n to pay {to 
M \NDERSON of New Mex Yes 
We did n refuse to pay for ad nal 
tonin I vere p iced 1n e Tat - 
l We have not questioned the eal 
amount of money that has gone into the 
production ot the i mac 1es Ol 
r. Why do we tell t farmer of the 
Un ted States tnat it 1 I { saie to take 
the word of the United States Govern- 
ment Thirteen millicn dollars is in- 
volved here, when they can spend $109,- 


000,000,009 within a single Year. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ANDERSON of New 
vield to the gentleman from 


Mexico. I 
New York. 


Mr. TABER My understanding is 
that Mr. Dodd’s letter to the farmers 
said that if there was not enough al- 
lotted in that territory to take care of 
them their payments would be reduced 
pro rata. If we now pass this, we say 
that Mr. Dodd was not telling the truth. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. No; 
that is not the situation at all. Mr. 
Dodd did not write to the individual 


farmer and tell him what his allotment 
was going to On the contrary, the 
people from the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice and the people from the triple A 
went all over this country saying to the 
farmers, “Congress is going to give you 
what money is necessary to produce food 
to win the war. You pitch in and do 
your part and we will take care of you.” 
The production came in. The farmers 
did their share. Then we say here that 
Mr. Dodd should have written them a 
letter telling them that they were not 
going to get their money. He did not 
do it. 

My. FOLGER. 


gentleman yield? 


be. 


Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. I 
vield to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. FOLGER. Was not producing 


more food the farmers’ answer to Con- 

gress and the whole country? 
Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. 

tainly 


Cer- 
All they did was live up to what 


we asked them to do. When they did 
that, then somebody says there was 
something in the contract that said it 


was going to be scaled down. It has 
already been scaled down, but still there 
remains the fact that definite commit- 
ments have been made. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Mississippi 


Mr. WHITTEN 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I sup- 
ported this amendment in the Appropri- 
ations Committee hearings this morn- 
ing. As it appeared then and now from 


the discussion we have had of this prop- 
osition most of the seeming opposition to 
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this amendment com from 
that Members hate to let a « 
tell them what to do. Fi 
the chief ol ns I } e { 





















committees. If you cannot get 
mental approval on a bill it is pre 
impossible to get Members of Coa 
those same Members who comp! 
day about departments runnin 
business—to vote out a legislat 


But in this particular instance you \ 
to put this limitation on the amy 
money that could be used for soil 
ervation payments until June 1944 
the Department, at the urging of C 
and the President, had sent 
its plea to the people of the N 
questing them to produce foodst 
beyond anything the farmers of 
country had ever undertaken 
Government promised to pay 
farmers certain soil-conservation 
fits, as an inducement to plant fe 
and in an effort to prevent the d 
or destruction of the soil by this ex i 
sive program. As has been repe 
stated, the farmers of this Nation 
patriotic and went into that pr 
wholeheartedly. The Department 


egress 


Agriculture could not tell how many 
them were going into it, or how 
each individual farmer would go int« 
program. Naturally when the 


count was in, the American farme1 

on the side of safety and if he ma 
mistake, he did it on the side of patri 
ism and on the side of putting addit 
acreage under the _§ soil-conservation 
practices and into the Government pro- 
gram. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. 
man yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Is not it a f 
that the farmers of the Nation hav 
ready earned this additional $13,000.01 
and a failure to adopt this amendment 
means that the Government is violati 
its own contract? 

Mr. WHITTEN. That is 
will be taken. But in addition to that 
Want to call your attention to this fact. 
This Congress is the one which put 
$300,000,090 limitation on soil conser 
tion payments in the original act, 
if we had the right to put the limitati 
in it we certainly have the right, 
we see that the American farme: 
exceeded the most that we could have ex- 
pected of him, we, the same Cong! 
still have the same right to lift that limi- 
tation by $13,000,000, and where we h 
contracted for such payments as we h 
done here we have the duty to raise 
limitation. Under the present set 
there is another inequity unless some- 
thing is done. For this program 
country was divided into regions 
a State in a certain region exceeded t 
money allotted to it by the A. A. A 
as was shown by illustration, the S 
of Missouri, which exceeded its allotm 
by 18 percent, then if some other S 
in that region should fall below 
amount of money allcecated to it, th 
the farmers of the State of Missouri c< 
and did collect the full amount of mon 


Will the gentle- 


the way 


100 
the amount promised before 


CW done but only 60 percent, 


nt of Agriculture, can do it, but 
do it by striking at the patriotic 
an farmer. 
Mr.GOSSETT. Mr. Chairman, will th 
eman yield? 
I WHITTEN I yield to the gen- 
from Texas 


GOSSETI As I understand, in 
ul this is not n mean 
iditional appropriation but simply 
mean moving funds in excess 
region to where there is a deficit 
! re n nd further prevent 
‘ y _ * ] no hy 
G rnmen from violating the 
the American farmer who has 

m ficent Job? 


Mr. WHITTEN. That is correct 





) G redistribution, 
were, y there can be 
objection to it The Government 
olate its contract and should 

I trust the amendment will b 

Ir. WHITTEN It is permission to 
K inds which we have appropriated 
Department of Agriculture nd 

izing the Department to take those 


nd live up to the contracts which 
been signed by the American farmer 
the nditions ana terms of wl 

fully met 
Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina 
ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
Mr. WHITTEN. I yield 
Mr. TAORRISON of North Carolina 


uOt the situation, that they ex- 


ed the $300.000.000 in one activity 
nd in several other activities they did 
na as mu a tney ere au- 


Z2eQ 


Mr. WHITTEN. A total amount of 


00,000,000 was authorized for this an 


i progran 


J 


300,000,000 for this particular phase of 


€ program, 


Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina. 


otal limit 





WHITTEN. This program is with- 
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00,000 H 
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Mr. } iON I 
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lave np 
Mi WHITTEN 
‘ nr 
1 D 
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i T { iN 
Y ‘ 
( I I 
n, the Depar nt « 
ere on la pro 
he N yn ¢ f 
t than the Depart! 
a , the V ne j y 
n $13.000.000 n 
expected. We can do 
tl mit on and pa} 
met nat I Gove 
i rK well aon 
The CHAIRMAN 
entleman has expired 
pired 
The qu ol nt 
fered | the gentlen 
Mr. TARVE! 
The question was t 
vil n (demanded by 
vere—} 57, noes 35 
So the amendment Vv 
The Clerk read as f 
~ . I expense 
i l fi 4 VE 1945 
} I De 








laboratory 


ned to improve 


practices of cotte 


xperiment 


The value of the cott 


Extension S 
throughout tl 


tae experin 


improvemen 


laboratory, 
only 50 percent of that 


better cleani 


educed and 


s being per- 
herefore 


equipment 
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in ever. A result of m nical 
ng there is trash and foreign mat- 
it can only be eliminated by bet- 


r cleaning ea 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
reeing to the amendment offered b: 
1e gentleman from Mississipp 

le amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON 


unanimous consent to extend my 


nme 


K 


The CHAIRMAN 


tl reque of the gentleman from 
n r 9 
Mississippi 

linere was no opjection 


M CANNON of M 
I move that the 


mor 


man Committee dc 


ly the Committe 
S! r having resumed the chair, 

Mr. Bonner, Chairman of the Committee 
f the Whole House on the state of the 

ported that that Committee had 
bill H. R. 5587 
appropriation 


to no resolution 





Jnion, } 
under consideration the 
h first supplemental 
bill, 1845, and had come 


? 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
M Massachusetts. Mr. 


Mr. MARTIN of ; 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague the gentlewoman from Illi- 
nois |Miss SUMNER] be permitted to ad- 
dress the House for 40 minutes, after any 

her special orders entered for today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 


was no objection. 
FERRING PERMISSION TO ADDRESS 


THE HOUSE 






Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Also 
Mr. Spneaker, I ask unanimous consent 
t) the order granted to the gentleman 


FIsH 


ansferred to 


to address the 


om New York | Mr 
i Friday 


House today be ti 
next 

The SFEAKER. Is there obj 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
achusetts? 

There was no objection. 


UINTAH 


ction to 


tVALION 


AND OURAY RES 
UTAH 
ol Florida. 


tt 


M1 


S er, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table, the bill 
H. R. 837) to restore and add certain 
I lic lands to the Uintah and Ouray 
Reservation in Utah, and for other pur- 
po , with Senate amendments thereto 
disagree to the Senate amendments and 
ask for a conference. 


The SPEAKER. Is there obj 


the request of the gentleman from Flor- 
There was no objection. 
The Chair appointed the following 
conferees: Mr. Rospinson of Uiah, Mr. 


Mr. Peterson of Florida, Mr. 


Mr. LECOMPTE 


WHITE, 


MotTT, and 


ADDITIONAL ASSISTANT SECRETARIES 
OF STATE 
Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 4311) to 
authorize the appointment of two As- 














DECEMBER 6 



































































unt Secretaries of State, with Senat 

mendments there and concur in 
Senate mrineels 2 

7 SPEAKER. TI Cle ! 
port the Senate amendments 

The Clerk read as foll S 

I 3 t t t 
me tely 

L 4 tte f vi ce 

Y er ie t t 
@3 i 


obiecti 


The SPEAKER Is there 


the request of the 


York? 


gentleman from Ny 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. M 
Speaker, I reserve the right to obi 
Vill the gentleman please explain tl} 
amendments? 

Mr. BLOOM. TI is the amendment 

ted by the gentleman from N 


Mr. Cote! the other day, but th 


emendment as adopted in the Houss 
that the bill should take effect 2 years 
after the war is over. 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Th 
gentleman means: “Go into effect 2 year 
after’’? 

Mr. BLCOM. Yes: that is the way } 
had it, but the amendment changed 
t ad thet it shall go into effect imme- 


diately. I spoke to the gentleman from 
New York | Mr. Cote] and he agreed to 
the amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What 


is the other amendment? 

Mr. BLOOM. That is the only one. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection 
r. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re- 
he right to object, is this to b 
rmanent arrangement? 

Mr. BLOOM. No: it is 
2 years after the war is over. 

The GPEAKER. Is there objection to 


seiving 


to last for only 


the request of the gentleman from N 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed t 


A motion to reconsider was laid on t 
table. 
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS— 
PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unar 
imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs may have until midnight 
tonight to file a report 


The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to 


the request of the ntleman from N 
York? 
There was no objection 
CLERK HIRE BILI ANNOUNCEMEN O! 
HEARINGS BY COMMITTEE ON A 


COUNTS 
The SPEAKER 
gentleman 


Mr. COCHRAN. N Speaker, I ask 


irom WMiussourl. 





unanimous consent to m an an- 
nouncement 

The £PEAKER Is there objection to 
the request of the leman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection 

Mr. COCERAN. Mr yeaker, I have 
just introduced a bill 


embodying the 
idment I cffered to 
today in referent 


language of 
this appropriation bill 


ame! 
ameé 
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rl orn nd I ad f 
rs wanting to oppose the bill 

n appear before the Com- 
Accounts tomorrow mo 


XTENSION OF REMARKS 


M: p 
nous consent to extend 
rks the Recorp 1 in d 
i trib o the fi yy Cay 





n 
¢ wT 
U ait f IN 
e was no obiectic n 
ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, 1 
mous consent tl exvend n a 
the Recorp and include an ad- 


entitled ““The American Dream” by 
te Marshall. 
SPEAKER Is there objection t 


juest of the entlemar 


) 


I re Was no objection 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts Mi 
ker, I ask unanimous consent 
lleague the gentleman from Michi- 
Mr. WooDRuUFF! may extend his own 

1arks in the REcorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
request of the ‘ntleman from 
chusetts? 

I re Was no objection 

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

nimous consent that my colleague th 

leman from Texas | Mr. MANSFIELD 
lave permission to extend his re- 
ks in the REcorpD and to include a 
by one of the members of the 
neering Corps 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to 


request of the gentleman from 


9 


ys - 


ere was no objection 

r. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

nimous consent that in connection 
certain remarks made by me in ths 

mmittee of the Whole this afternoon I 


insert certain relevant material and 


_ 


The SPEAKER Is there objection to 
request of the ntleman from 
la? 

There was no objection 
Mr. GORSKI. Mr. Speaker 
imous consent to insert in the 

Anpend’x of the Recorp an editorial from 

icago Sun of December 4 entitled 

( ting the Social Security Fund.” 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to 


of the gentleman from 


— 


There was no objection 
Mr. DomencEAUx, Mr. KING, and M1 
IRSELL asked and were given permission 

vise and extend their own remark 
the REcorD 

Mr. JARMAN asked and was given per- 

ion to extend his own remarks in 

e ReccrD and include an editorial.) 

Mr. ANDERSON of New Mexico. Mr 
iker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
and extend the remarks I made in 

» Committee of the Whole this after- 
n: and I further ask unanimous con- 

ent to extend my remarks in the Ap- 

idix of the Recorp and include an 


’ =) 











The SPEAKER. Is thet 


att 




















































the re t of the gentleman from } I 
Mex 

There yj 

Mr. CANNON Mi Mr.s . | 
er, I ; nanimot nse 
M spok t 
H R 5 7 i I 
remark H 

The SPEAKER I $2 
“¥ ; aarti 
I re I ) 
I SPEAKEI Und 
ord eH ¢ I 
Vi I 1 (Mr. Mt 
10 n l 
SAT T — : 
~ I } 
{ meh Vic! ! [ 
aay and al Willi COI ip agall - 
row tnat ] I i¢ 
ton O pl l in adc ( $3.000 f 
cie} il! 1} 1 1¢ 94.09 ; M . 
p weer I n i l I 
\ nh to La ‘ il el 
ned het ist a f r ( 
t here on the fi We had uy 
ission the whi yilax nendment, 
Andresen amendment At that time 
administration leaders appeared on the 
floor and opposed I And l 
amendment would have provided that th A 
employer could raise Nis employe 
to $37.50 a week without ref I 
case to Washin n I f v1 
ever, th A re ! I bef 
War Lab Board o1 nv ¢ b 
and without oops I e | 
formula or any other tormuia, fi - 
ta:n Wage Scales lor ¢ n ) 
employees ourselves regardle of 
may happen to millions of pecpl 
getting $37.50 a week 

Many innecessary ] 
where the emp I nplo 
had agreed on the ila 1d n t 
W. L. B. did not act - 
curred Now it i l ted Con- 

re appropriate mot! (.69 ] 

K ¢ rK tiol Men 
though f the n 7.50 
less bracket 

However, todi I ! . 
minutes on tl bie inc ; 

ressior il aiarl 

A EA > &§ 

Mr. Speaker, for several months a1 | . ( 
have appeared in various papel - : 
ing that Members of both Houses of Con- 

g be provided an rea flat 

t th tin The lggested increase 
have been from $2.500 to $10,000 1 yeal ‘ ! 

I am prompted to take t - N ( ernl 
( e of the importance ¢ ! J 4 
I am ready to accept the « 
may be involv nd ! I 
tion t j .° ) ) f 

This proposal té ! 
Sala at this time i j - 


po terous 


How can anyone propose a $2,501 


$10,000 increase in salary for Men f 
of Congress at the very time that ove i 
10,000,000 American men and vy 


have been provided 








Ue permaner 
( n nl ! } 
Cie I ) 

I ncl ! 
pl i pe lent Db 

J been many edi l 
1 E ve orders put it 
el arl ( m 
A I Cong! ( 
\ 1 t ( l n 

J | iy te Crop tl iw 
( , 4 ( pro} il 
ri ir efiorts toward 
n I 

In I t-of-hand per- 
fc yuld be followed. This pro- 
pe ould not be attached 
to any deh ney appropriation bill, n 
any other 1 lar bill. If this prope 
to conere nal tlaries has 
merit, | upporters introduce a bill 


that will provide them. Let the bill go to 
the proper c Let hearings be 
held. Let ad of and opponents 
to the lezislation be allowed to give theil 
testimony. If enyone is not sufficiently 
interested in this ! slation to introduce 
a bill, it cannot be justified by slipping 
it into some deficiency bill. 

The New Deal and its are 
honeycombed with set-ups that provide 
cream for the few and skim milk for the 
many. Let us, as a Congress, avoid being 
a party to this type of set-up. 

Let us not waste any of the time of 


the Seventy-eighth Congress on this sal- 


mmiccee., 


vocale 


afzvencies 


ary-increase proposal. If this new Sev- 
enty-ninth Congress, with its large New 


Deal working majority. wishes to ce 
sider and pass such unworthy legisla- 
tion, let them accept the responsibility 
for so doing. Let them take the credit 
or discredit that would result from its 
passage 

I conclude and repeat that this pro- 
posal to increase congressional salaries 
at this time is ridiculous, preposterous, 
and indefensible. Consideration of this 
kind of legislation would have been more 
appropriate shortly before election time. 

SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentlewoman from 
Illinois |Miss SuMNFR] is recognized for 
40 minute 


n- 


Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I have filed a bill intended to 
prevent United S:cates’ participation in 
violation of principles set forth in the 
Atlantic Charter. The purpose of this 
bill is to call a halt to the Government's 


appeasement policy which is prolonging 
this war, wasting lives, and building up 
more wars for America to fight. 
Remembering how appeasement built 
Hitler into a menace we should realize 
that appeasement is the same as playing 
with dynamite. Hitler, remember, came 
to power publicly committed to lead Ger- 
many to war. Either France or England 
alone might have demolished Germany 
at the time, yermany had no mili- 
mentioning. In- 


since 


strength worth 


stcad, the powers tried appeasement. 
They refrained from interfering when 
Hitler repudiated the Versailles Treaty, 
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sted conscription, started mobiliz- 
and remilitarized the Rhineland. 
They cid not interfere when Mussolini 
d Ethicpia, jeopardizing their 

when Italy and 


in colonies; nor 











H overth tl Spanish Govern- 
ecuring a \ pot on the British 

Empire life line They-adhered to th 
ement p y when I r grabbed 
( trol of the Balkan countries one by 
on Austria, Hungary, Bulgaria, and 
Rumania—trich in coal and iron—t! 1 
little countries all had armies and 
potential allies At Munich they 
to Hitler Cz lovakia with its 
rtant munitions industry A ppease- 
built up the agers r and 

d the present war. Now alin 
being built up by precisely the same 
ppeasement policy which  buil up 

H 

The pressure for continuing appease- 


comes largely from 
ternationalists who wan 


be ecverned by a league of nations. 





The 


I 
1 
I 
League of Nations plan is the rich man’s 


Townsend plan. Our country in the 
years since we refused to join the League 
of Nations has done about all the foolish 
things membership in the League of Na- 
t was intended to force us to do. 
Perhaps it is unfortunate that the United 
did not join the League after 
World War No. 1 so that by this time 
the American people would know from 
sad experience that the League of Na- 
tions scheme is a will-o’-the-wisp. Ey 
refusing to join the League of Nations, we 
built up overpowering political pressure 
for it in the same way that repeated 
stifling of the Townsend plan has built 
up an effective Townsend organization. 

The League of Nations scheme sounds 
like a bonanza not only to international 
bankers but also to capitalists, who see 
in the scheme a dazzling opportunity for 
making highly profitable investments in 
cheap labor countries without any more 
risk than they would incur in peaceful, 
orderly United States, and without hav- 
ing to pay the taxes to which real and 
personal property are subject in most 
States in America. Hence the scheme 
has become a lucrative political racket. 
Any artful politician who cares to do so 
can secure flattering publicity, heavy 
campaign contributions, and speedy po- 
litical advancement by conspicuously 
embracing internationalism. The racket 
is very profitable for writers, too. 

Thus the scheme has achieved a vast 
following, particularly among the po- 
litically naive, since it is seductively ad- 
vertised as a plan which would keep us 
out of war. Others have succumbed to 
the argument that since it is a good idea 
for Americans to be ruled by a United 
States of America, it would be a still bet- 
ter idea for Americans to be ruled by a 
United States of the World. Really, 
somebody should write a book in words 
of one syllable with illustrations and dia- 
grams showing why and how a world 
super government with all sorts of ter- 
rorists, communists, and other half-sav- 
age people participating in the govern- 
ment would soon level down the aver- 
age American citizen to a low standard 
of civilization he would find intolerable. 
It is not as if our Government had not 


Ccns 
aGli 
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gone far enouch over the hill toward t 
pocrhouse while the management of i 
d to American citizens only 

The extent to which billions of d 
worth of advertising has lined up pub 
opinion behind this movement 
a titillating, humorous subject to 
relished and explored by satirists in t} 
perhaps future when liberty of 
expre 


ion again becomes a 1 


still corfine 





y ts 
remot 


throushout the United States, except f 
the fact that the consequences hay 
already become deadly seriou The ay 
peasement policy arising frcm the pre 
sure for this scheme has already m: 
the coming victory in Europe a pyrrh 


1 the story of the operati 
which was consid 


thceuzh the patient 


> val arate) £y)] 
rea Sut siul, @a 


died. S 


alin’s ray 


moves toward world domination, whi 
he could not have made without the ai 
of the appeasement policy, have alread\ 


reduced the level of United States secur- 
ity in the post-war world below tl 
danger point. 

Ycu may wonder why I bother to dis- 
sect the internationalist pressure group 
in the midst of my cry for an end to 
appeasement. Well, the correlation be- 
tween the pressure for the League of Na- 
tions scheme, the appeasement policy 
and the building up of another war fo1 
us to fight was well illustrated in the 
Moscow Conference in the fall of 1943 
the story of which leaked out shortly 
after the conference. The American 
representative at the conference was the 
then Secretary of State, Cordell Hul 
who is a Wilsonian Democrat. Th 
League of Nations scheme has long been 
the apple of his eye. Of course, thers 
was no good reason why the U.S.S.R 
an erstwhile member of the League of 
Nations until expelled for aggression 
against Finland in 1939, should not con- 
sent to join a resuscitated version of the 
League when Mr. Hull requested it at 
the conference. Mr. Stalin, a gentleman 
who came up the hardest way, plays his 
cards for all they are worth to himself 
even to the extent of trumping his al- 
lied partners’ aces. His representative 
at the conference played the coquette. 
Hour after hour, the Russian representa- 
tive coyly refused to join the League of 
Nations, the dream scheme which has 
been a pet theme of Mr. Hull’s orations 
all through his career in Congress, the 
Senate, and the Cabinet. Mr. Hull ex- 
horted, pleaded, begged. Frantically, 
wildly, he said “yes” to every concession, 
every appeasement asked by the Rus- 
sians. Finally, after securing every- 
thing he had urged, the Russian diplo- 
mat graciously agreed that Russia would 
join the new League of Nations. Asa 
climax Stalin, himself, gave audience t 
Mr. Hull, shaking hands with him not 
only once but twice. 

Among the concessions granted to 
Russia was the right of the nation whose 
army would be fifst to reach a fallen 
country to occupy it until after a pleb- 
iscite would be held—a concession which, 
as predicted in Congress at the time, 
virtually invited Stalin to send his 
armies to the Balkans in order to hold 
fake plebiscites and thus gain control of 
these strategic countries as Hitler did 
it in Austria, and Stalin himself did it 





> 
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h-Amerik 
Balkans—a strategy much easier 


rica than the western invasion— 


such an invasion in violation of 
l at Teheran that his armies 
proceed straight to Berlin, fur- 
nutcracker operation syn- 


d with the Allied western front 
indicates that his real reason 
he wanted no impediment to his 
ting the Balkans. 

Teheran it seems that there is 

luable that the United 

nwilling to concede it in order 


i iny co Th price tl! 
t has genially paid in order 
President can salute Stalin as a 


member of the league and say, 
oO What else can I do for you?” 
conception of previously 


dhistory. It is phantasmagorical 


has included giving away 
*h were not ours to give, 
had already guaranteed to 
rnments, including Poland and 


via, and Chiang Kai-shek’s gov- 
of China. When little nations 
requested our State Department to 
them from extinction by merely 
ood word for them to Stalin, 





advised to see Stalin and t 
with him as best they can. They 
ld that such is the way quarrels 
tled in Tennessee, though, under 
rcumstances, it is as if the Chicago 

ere to tell a citizen threatened 
irder he should get along as best 


with Al Capone’s mob. The price 


ur own American soldiers need. 
President has never insisted that 
an military attachés be permitted 

y in Russia in the usual way to 
» on Stalin’s requirements. The 
that nobody in American Govern- 
really has a good idea of what 
requires. The policy gives Stalin 
Ks virtually without ques- 
Stalin’s forces are using American 
ment to loot and terrorize Yugo- 
nd other countries, although sines 


ncluded giving Stalin war supplies 





election Army officials have frankly 


1 that our men on the western 
ire impeded by equipment short- 


> price of appeasement has already 
ed unnecessary loss on the western 


t, the recent casualties being so large 


apparently the War Department 


nks from revealing the current fig- 


But now it comes out that, thanks 
appeasement policy, these losses 
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line than Hitler ever had. British a ! 
Communist forces are now participati many thir from t U 


in a revolution against each othe 


Greece A Communist revolution in é d.u et r é thH 
Spain, a vital spot on the B 1 Emp le? S i? 
life line, is brewin Britain, like tl f t wanted f t T 
small nation h been told by th t its ¢ r 
United States that Br nr t a ( - i 
with Stalin a estitcan. Mr. Churc! 
who once 1 he I becon N D 
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I isn presia \ jut f 
of t British Empire i} y ifs 
body knows it t er than Mr. Chu 
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ilready becoming anach ! ( 
domination of key p he 
States Government al I I 
tant labor unions makes it qu ionab 
whether the United States, aiter recon- 
verting to civilian production, could suc- m mer —e x 
cessfully reconvert back to war produc- ie “D 
tion and produce for war in the event 
war against Stalin, because of S n ion | ! 
ability to foment strikes in the United blu n mar ma- 


States. In other words, it is a great ques- jorit nto 
tion whether we could win a war against voting f 
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bj 
committed fight to put down the re- The SPEAKER announced his signa- | ADJOURNMENT 
\ nst commu: c rule for } ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Spea I 
? Y) 1} no ‘ . . es ‘ *% 
to ent our Governme! Lolo titles: that the House do now adjourn. 
helping other natior late che Atlanti S.218. An act to aut relief of dis- The motion was agreed to; accord 
have been | ed when I of é on account of (at 5 o’cleck and 20 minutes p. m 
We were at the peak of our bargaining | } - ment oe nment funds, | House adjourned until tomorrow, 17 
f 41) I } yvoucners, re ras, or papel In thelr cn } 1 9 2 
position, belore we prematurely precipl- : _ 7 day, December 7, 1944, at 12 o’clec 
; : : ce ee ‘ S.267. An act relating to marriage and . , 
tated An i ground armies into west- : -) ania 
a : poe a e among men s of the K ind 
ern Euro} VV hould have delaved the M Tribe nd Yahos n Band of Snake EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS | 
i on until Germany was reduced by I , ; ; 
; ndian Inder clause 2 le XNIV , 
bombing ) to be readily taken, and S. 556. Ar t for the relief of Pedro Jose on oe a . deg her aca et 
until had some assurance from Stalin Arrecoeche mmunications were teken from : 


ce 
he we 1 nct render our war effo1 S.616. An act for the relief of Mrs. Mary Speaker’s table and referred as follo' 
futile Such a bill, you recall, was in- Vull 2061. A letter from the President, ¢ 


acn 





. S. 1002. An act to compe! te R W. O!sen sic T 1 lin te Pract 
troduced Ly me. Still, our bargaining |, 404 Siete i alt daa a rs Phi sing Arts Pr 
i i i Ol an ¢ ; I ccoun i Yistrict f *olriimb tran ti 
power is not yet exhausted. We still have nce of Work Projects Administ: sn saa ~ ad ped : er +4 eune re 
) . a oe . none awe showing the activities « he mi 
great military strength. American indus- ployees September 25, 1938, at Cranston the fiscal year which end -d June 30 
try is not yet reconverted to civilian pro- | R.I the Committee on the District of ¢ 
auction Stalin knows that we are going S. 1274. An act for the relief of Vodie Jack- 90$2. A letter from the Archiv 
to nqui ( raany whether or not v d United States, transmitting a repor : 
S. 1462. Ar ict for the relief of Solomon , ; : 
get the ¢ ance Stalin has promised, ao ea ; = ae ; ords proposed for disposal by various G 
: S nd rie Ther 1 ‘ n » ti ‘ommittee on t 
the cooperat on he certainly owes u ; , ment agen s; to the Committee on 


this is still his war, evén though our position of Executive Papers 
: : ae : E aX sticds one ’ ctor ¢ he Attornet 
President has loudly claimed it. S alin Sergey ae ne 2063. A letter from the Attorney ( 
' ’ . <a ee ; 5 ; . transmitting a report stating all of t 
is not vet prerared to make war against Hart al peach haat anetmeniiaians f lav 
; ' ; and pertinent provisions of law ir 
the United States S. 1590. An act for the relief of the State 


of 313 individuals whose deportation h 
y © > agag ‘ 
It is growing very late, but it is not sn 7 oo 4. ; , ' suspended for more than 6 months u 
S. 1645. An act relating to the administra- : 
Iote ft ‘ na 1? x wvward ¢ ho tv v ‘ } x toget] y 
yet too late to abandon our wayward, San of thie Cilasias Vintienel Tat Sak: eel. authori esied in him, togethe1 


unprincipled meandering and secure th« ery, at Creston, Mont., and for other purposes; | ® tement ¢ f the r 
hlessings of common sense to ourselves S.1710. An 

and our posterity by resolving: From C 
now on the United States shall once more | of 
be t 


+ 


o the Committee on Immigrat 
ralization 


act to authorize the sale and 
nveyance of certain property of the estate 
son Barnett, deceased Creek Indian; 
32. An act for the relief of Arthur M REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLI 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 








ood American citizen in the com- S 
of nations, the strong character 2 
who cannot be cajoled nor intimidated 
into deviation from the paths of right- 
ecusness and justice—justice to himself 





S 1740. An act conferring jurisdiction upon : - 
the United States District Court for the Dis- Under clause 2 of rule XIII, repo 
trict of Massachusetts to hear, determine, committees were delivered to the C 
and render judgment upon the claims of for printing and reference to the p 








all as 
and his own as well as to all his fellow Marjorie E. Drake, Edith Mae e, Minnie calendar, as follows: 
+'oan s. ] . niin . atian 2 Ie f¢ 1 ay rena > y 
cit'zens in the community of nations. I = ‘Kford, a a u a Paolini; a Mr. CANNON of Missouri: Comm 
Sooner or later, perhaps too late, it : = 175 . An a : r the i ef o! same Appropriations. H. R. 5587. A bill 
will become clear that simple justice t is ro Se ee uiner | appropriations to supply deficiencies 


tain appropriations for the fiscal year ¢ 
June 30, 1944, and for prior fiscal 
to provide supplemen appro} 
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1 


lich all the Allies pledged themselves 

hey signed the Atlantic Charter, 
is the only hope in a world rapidly 
disintegrating into a chaos of revolu- 














1 n : "7 ' a June 30, 1946, and for other purpose 
tions and counterrevolutions. Mean- 8 eres n ac ” tran fer Georgetown amendment (Re 9t. No. 2023). Referre 
1 } 1 1 } 4 nt : fri 5 the Flore? sion t e a 
while, tho who qaesire to Impiemen Z < ee Cee a "| Committee of the Whole House on 
their desire for sanity in American for- e rleston Givish vainaa ne Rae | al tee non 
licié istrict of South Carolina amen ; sie 
en policy can devote their efforts to the ee = oe : ; Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on 
eign 1] ana l ilo. - . ; 
t : = S. 1897. An act for the relief of Mrs. S pola Sy ce 92 Ay et t mend 
ps ge of this resolution. It will be re- Tannenbavm: Service. 5S. 193. An a at nd 
z . . Ee oe section 2 of the Civil Service Retirem«e 
introduced in the next Congress. S.1€99. An act conferring jurisdiction upon approved Mav 29. 1930. as amendex 
Bear in mind, it was fear of Stalin the Uni.ed States District Court for the Dis- ounaininas (Rept. No. 2024). Referred t 
that helped Hitler get elected to power tric : = = chusetts to hear d termin« and Committee of the hole House on 
} rel r jua 1en i n he iain 1 Alitl : 
and motivated the appeasement policy | py.) Noo" ee ae ee | ee 
which built him up just as it is fear of 2 19 " it mites Seubinten Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on the ¢ 
the already doomed Hitler that is build- upon the United S D ( Court for z o ge 1481 soe ; A 
rp r 7 , ; = : ; : : the vil Service Retirement Act 
ing up Stalin now. That fear of Stalin the District of Massachusetts hear, deter- May 29, 1930, as amended; without 
is to me extent responsible for th mine, and render judgment upon the claim ment (Rep No. 2025) Referred 


rapidly ine ing German resistance is | ©f th estate of Bertha L. Tatrault; Jt Committee of the Whole House on 
; * that the SMasie are S.1942. An act for the relief of Dr. E. S 


( . of the Union 
alert to keep the German people thor- Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on the 
, ly , f 


















hly med ‘y Sta] S 1958. An act for the relief of Fire District | gervice. H. R. 4709. A bill to au 
( i Ini mea Of every move sta No. 1 of the tov of Colcl er 1 f certain € yor 
th n of i ; : cre s in wages for cer n emp! 
makes in hi mpaign for world domina- S.1960. An act for the relief of Clifford E the Alaska Railroad for services rendet 
tion. The passage of this resolution, yes Long and Laura C. Lo! Mav 1 to September 30, 1943 
even the filing of it. providing it becomes S. 1968. An act for the relief Elizabeth with amendment (Rept. No. 2026) I 
known abroad, should help weaken Ger- A. Deemer; ; : to the Committee of the Whole Hous 
7 S.1987. An act for the relief of Gordon state of the Unior 
man res nce and, of course, encourage I Conn = ace aT ie 
ee > +} 5 ltd eae : e PPage, Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on 
s ee a to re- S. 1993. An act for the relief of the estates Service. H.R. 5 A bill to 
gain their pre-fitier Inaependence, of J ph B. Gowen and Ruth V. Gowen; the required 5-ve valuation < t 
. an ip 3 as line a 7 i . 7 S 
I ILLED BILLS SIGNED S. 1997. An act for the relief of Jack Stow- service retirement and disability \ 
ers, B & O Store, and Cotton County Poultry the duration of the pr nt war ¢ 
s BIN YY ha b ) 3 > ¥ . : 

Mr. KEIN, from the Committee on & Egg Co.; year thereafter; without amendme1 
Enrolled B , reported that that com- S. 2006. An act for the relief of J. A. Davis; Yo. 2027). Referred to the Com: 
mittee |] ‘amined and found truly en- S. 2008. An act for the relief of Herman 1e Whole Hous te of the I 
rolled a bill of the House of the followin Pl oes ‘. : 2 , Mr. BLOOM ee on Fort 

{] } ’ 3 S. 2542 n act relief of the lega sire 7 R 56 1 ¢ nah 
title, wl was thereupon signed by haath taaiaiece ge at Nn Nee ert fair H.R. ! at WO CnaNnk 
t] or guardian of Nanc srand, a minor; partment of State, pursuant to its re 

—5 An act for the relief of Richard H. bilities under the Constitution and s 

H. R. 1744. An act to provide Government Beall; and 


of the United States, more effectively t 
out its prescribed and tradition: pons 

sing officers of the Army of the United ties in.the foreign field; to strengthe 

States, and for other purposes. 


protec to widow nd children of de- S. 2168. An act for the relief of certain dis- 
ceased W War No. 1 veterans, and f 1 
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| Foreign Service permitting fullest 
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IC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


a — 7x7 . 
clau 3 of lle XXI put 
resolutions were introaut 


referred as foll 
Mr. CASI 
A bill to extend t eneg - 


d Fisherie 


A bill t& 


Mr. DIMOND 
670. Resolut 


War Plants Corporation to investi- 


possibilities f est 
t enterp: e { Al b i 
er purposes: t e ( _ 
i king and Curre 


PETITIONS, ET‘ 
clause 1 of rule XXII, p i 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 

ferred as follows: 
By Mr BOLTON (by request): Pe- 
113 citiz f Cleveland, Ohio, pro- 


+. By Mr. WOLFENDEN f | 
Resolution of the Pioneer Elders 
n of Chester and Delaware Counties 
I ry the action of Gover! 
ing the closing of State liqu 
ry Day and recommending that all 
rian Churches be kept open to 
nks therein for this partial victo1 


Committee on the Judiciary 


SPEAKER 


e 


Petiti 


of 


+t} 


Coun 


li 


the 


City of Dearborn, 





of 

petitioning consideration of their res- 

n with reference to the proposed Fed- 

ising project to be located in the city 
Dearb to the Committee 1 Put 





SENATE 


Cuurspay, DECEMBER 7, 1944 


yislative day of Tuesday, Novembe? 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, 
n the expiration of the recess. 

Bishop Edwin Holt Hughes, of the 
Methodist Church, Washington, D. C., 
fered the following prayer: 


Thou, Lord, in the beginning hast laid 
foundations of the earth, and the 
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( qa t t 
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Abi I 
trength t nay sé 
1b ‘ G } P. 
I ted te last ft t 
of the H I i 
I hildren J ( 
r Lord Am«¢ 
THE JOURNA 
Or q of Mr. Hi! 
imous con the 1 lit J - 
) 1 of the ny j 
d Wednesday, D mb 6, 1944 
dispensed wit! l e J 
TY ‘ | 
ME AGES FROM HE PRESIDEN 





of the United §S M E. | 
1 te the Sana } M M 
MESSAGI yM H 
A! ige | tn H ( R - . 
t by Mr. M ‘ 
enrolling clerk annou! ] I 
H had } 1 ut ! 
t} ] nt res ] ? ae R 156 
extend the sta ol “ 
tain cases 
The m¢ € ) anr l t 
House had d i to the amendm I 
of tl penate to tl ) H. R. 837 { \ 
restore and add ce 1in | c la T 
the Uintah and O y R ! N 
Utah ind for other purp : Ked 
conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses there- . 
on, and that Mr. Rospinson of Utah, M ; 
WuiItTe, Mr. Peterson of Georgia, M 
Mott, and Mr. LECOMPTE were appointed 
managers on the part of the H f t I 
the conference 
The message further announced tl A 
the House had agreed to the amend- ‘ ; 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
4311) to authorize the appointment of j 1 B. ¢ 
two additional Assistant Secretar of \ 
State I ( 
The message also announced that the ss ; 
House had passed the following 
which it requested the concurrence of : 
the Senate: 5 
H.R. 5219. A b ! e f . 
ir of rights-of-way for pip f 
pe im d pe leum produ i H. | 
teiepi d tele ph ig 
C 
H.R 44 
H.R p! 
the relea we i : 





the pur} 
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H ‘i 
( OF THE ROLL 
M HILI I { he absenc of a 
quo ! 
Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
\ ‘ t} 

Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the ving Senators answered to theil 
na 
Aj Gerr O'Dar 
A ( f O'Mal! 

b Green Overton 
I Guffey Radcliffe 
B G Reed 
B Ha Revercom! 
Brew H Reynold 
I H Roberts« 
Bu H i Russell 
Burton H Shipstead 
I d Hol: Stewart 
B Jenne Taft 
Byrd Johr n, ¢ Thom O} 
Capper Johnson, ¢ runnell 
Caraway Kil f Tyding 
Chandlet La f ette Vandenbe 
Clark, Id Langer Wagner 
Clark, M Lucas Ww h, Ma 
( ina McCle ! Week 
Cordo1 McFarland Wheeler 
Danaher McKellar Wherry 
Da Maloney White 
Downey Maybank Wiley 
Ellende: Millik Willis 
Ferguson Murray Wilson 
G r Nye 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tor from Virginia |Mr. Grass] is absent 


from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida | Mr. Pepper] 
is absent on important public business. 

The Senator from Nevada | Mr. McCar- 
RAN], the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Meap]!, and the Senator from Utah | Mr. 
Murpock! are detained on official busi- 
ness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BARKLEY! and the Senator from New 
Mexico | Mr. CHAVEZ] are unavoidably de- 
tained. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
pDREWS!, the Senator from Mississippi 
|{Mr. EastLanp!], the Senator from Ne- 
vada |Mr. ScrucHam], the Senator from 
Utah |Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. Truman], and the Senator 
from Washington |Mr. WALLGREN] are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHERRY. The following 
tors are necessarily absent: 

‘he Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. BripGes], the Senator from Okla- 
homa | Mr. Moore], and the Senator from 
New Hampshire | Mr. Tosey]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy- 
seven Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 
INVITATIONS TO THE INAUGURAL CERE- 

MONIES—STATEMENT OF JOINT CON- 

GRESSIONAL INAUGURAL COMMITTEE 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I present a 
tatement of the Joint Congressional In- 
augural Committee, which I ask to have 
printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Sena- 


STATEMENT OF THI 
INAUGURAI 


JOINT CONGRESSIONAL 
COMMITTEE 

Senator Byrp, chairman ¢ 
essional Inaugul 

meeting of 

that 


if the Joint Con- 
Committee, 
the committee today, announced 
the White House would furnish the list 
to be invited to the inaugural cere- 
monic and that the Members of 


aiter 


of those 


Congress 


a € p! V ( I 
ceren es; tl no € 1 ti d 
I ided Membe f ¢ I t € 
J Congre I In ral CC 
uld sue he ts ¢ Irom f 
t hames Dp ea ec It t ) 
ne Whi Hous¢ 
DECEMBER 5, 1944 
JOHN C. SHAW, ADMINISTRATOR, ETC., OF 
THE ESTATE OF SYDNEY C. McLOUTH 
DECEASED—VETO MESSAGE (S. DOC. Ni 
252) 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following veto message from 
the President of the United States, which 
was read by the legislative clerk, and, 
with the accompanying bill, referred to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed: 


To the United States Senate: 

I return herewith, without my ap- 
proval, a bill (S. 1101) to provide for 
the payment of the claim of John C. 


Shaw, administrator de bonis non of the 
estate of Sydney C. McLouth, deceased. 
arising out of a contract between said de- 
ceased and the United States Shipping 
Board Emergency Fleet Corporation, for 
the construction of seagoing tugs. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the administrator of the 
estate of Sydney C. McLouth $27,467.97 
in full satisfaction of its claim against 
the United States Shipping Board Emer- 
gency Fleet Corporation and its succes- 
sors, including the United States of 
America, arising out of a contract dated 
May 24, 1920, between McLouth, the de- 
ceased, and the Shipping Board, includ- 
ing particularly the obligation of the 
Shipping Board to adjust the claim of 
Ingram-Day Lumber Co., a subcontractor 
of the deceased. 

The history of these claims may be 
summarized as follows: 

The Ingram-Day Lumber Co. recovered 
a judgment against the estate of Mc- 
Louth for the sum of $42,789.96 with in- 
terest from May 1925. on its subcontract 
with the decedent. 

The United States, as assignee of the 
Shipping Board, recovered a judgment 
against the same estate in April 1933, in 
the sum of $40,165.40, the value of ship- 
building materials purchased or con- 
verted by the decedent. 

A bill (S. 854) was subsequently enact- 
ed in the Seventy-third Congress to pay 
the Ingram-Day Lumber Co. the sum of 
$42,789.96 in satisfaction of its claim. 
On June 18, 1934, I returned the bill 
without my approval on the ground that 
no provision was made for the Govern- 
ment’s counterclaim. 

The sum fixed in the present bill is ap- 
parently designed to meet my objection 
to the previous bill by deducting the 
amount of the judgment rendered in 
favor of the United States with interest. 

The present bill is objectionable be- 
cause the amount of interest included in 
the sum specified therein is out of all 
proportion to the principal sum involved 
and apparently is computed on an er- 
roneous basis. 

The two judgments which I have men- 
tioned are founded on contracts made 
with the same principal contractor and 
on transactions which occurred about 
the same time. Deducting the judgment 





D 





of the United States from the judem 
of the Ingram-Day Co. leaves a ba 
in favor of the company of $2.624 
It is on this sum that, in all f 
anv interest ould be compute 
allowing the company 6 percent in 
per annum from 1925 to date—a 

of 19 years—the interest would ay 
mate $2,$92, which, added to th 


cipal, would make the total sum of ; 
£5.910.56. 

In my opinion no valid reason ex 
under the circumstances for allo 
sum of $24,643.41 interest on a pri 
sum of $2,624.56. 

I am constrained, therefore, t 
the bill without my approval 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVE! 

THE WHITE Howse, December 6, 1944 


CITY NATIONAL BANK BUILDING (¢ 
VETO MESSAGE (S. DOC NO. 2 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid befor: 
Senate the following veto message f 
the President of the United States, w! 
was read by the legislative clerk and 
the accompanying bill, referred to 
Committee on Claims and ordered t 
printed: 


To the Senate: 

I return herewith, without my app! 
al, S. 1453, entitled “An act for the r 
of the City National Bank Building C 

The bill, is enacted, would authori: 
and direct the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue to consider and act upon a cla 
of the City National Bank Building C 
Omaha, Nebr., for a refund of incom: 
taxes and interest paid as deficienci 
with respect to the fiscal years 1933, 1934 
1935, and 1836, and to make any refund 
found due the said company, in the sam: 
manner and to the same extent as 
such claim had been filed within 2 ys 
from the time such income taxes and in- 
terest were paid and had not heretofore 
been disallowed. 

The deficiencies resulted from the dis- 
allowance by the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue of claims for depreciation 
on property which the taxpayer had refi- 
nanced by conveying the property to a 
trustee in fee and taking back a 99-yea! 
lease thereon, renewable forever and wit 
an exclusive option to purchase. 

The United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia held in City Na- 
tional Bank Building Company v. Hel- 
vering ((1938) 98 F. (2d) 216), that un- 
der such financing the taxpayer was n 
entitled to claim «. deduction for depre- 
ciation for the years 1929, 1930, and 1931 
However, in Helvering v. F. and R. L 
zarus and Company ((1939) 308 U.S 
252), the United States Supreme Ci 
held, on comparable facts, that respon«a 
ent was entitled to depreciation 

The deficiency assessments for 
vears 1933 through 1936 were paid 
September 16, 1938. On September 27 
1940, the taxpayer filed claims fol 
fund, which were rejected on Oct 
29, 1940, by virtue of section 322 ‘b) 
of the Revenue Act of 1932 and sect 
322 (b) (1) of the Revenue Act of 1934 

Congress has determined that it 
sound policy to include in all the re' 
nue acts, statutes of limitations, by t 
operation of which, after a certain pe! 
of time, it becomes impossible for 
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ent f ‘ T ’ ‘ ur : 
¥ y ( , ( i S 
mer of x I ) : 
‘ nave § ‘ n 
r eptin it I n $s p ‘ E . 
of Fede 11 
minated ) j r s 1 
ml! 1a 1 I 
tal A . 
Es ] ( I ( I 
nN é cases Ul ( f 
to the prejua ( a Cu 
W it c I t ( ) ( l 
, t 
Governme! I ( f n 
bed . ¢ ’ 
iit aALULE Cpt c a- t 
e of the Governme! 
w of no circum ! 
Stl! ne € n ‘ » 
+ , i 
he long-con lea pt Oo! ¢ l- 
£ I ( 


ind do not believe that the field of 


islation should be opened t 


] ] ? . , ¥ 
special Classes oI taxpayers from 
quences of their failure to file 


the period fixed by law 
"RANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT t B f 


WHITE House, December 6, 1941 Ss 


vithin 
Witiilill 


ETARY OF STATE SYETTINIUS thee 
ATEMENT BY. R. C. LEFFINGWELL IN ¢ é ; I 
LY TO SPEECH BY SENATOR LANGER en 





Mr. BYRD. Mr. Presidert, I ask ‘nan- Fil . on 
consent to have printed in the ed the tion of 
of the Recorp a letter written t I 
nior Senator from Virginia | M: t N June € ( 
ass| by Mr. R. C. Leffingwell Thi p. 109 . 
rection of certain statements made : 
Senator from North Dakota |Mr. | | eee ee oan UE ; 
ER! in his speech opposing the nom- | , 
n of Mr. Edward R. Si I J 
Secretary of State 
e being no objecti ette 
red to be printed in the I ORD 
i I \ 
New Yor I 
( GLA I 
l it S ; 





F i 1e ¢ rse 
e « firma f Edv R , ; i 
Jy S y of State, S I - 
E referrit o the history f the FI 
Wa said I J). P. M p j , 
eprese ve tne VV De part- Py Tie = » | ‘ I VW 
d in the Tre iry De nent ad 
f them, Edward R. Stet Sr I ons, el a 
nade an Assistant Secretary f War l senat Dy U V Pre 1€7 
ther Russell Leffir eC i Mor- | f¢ 1 as indicate 
rtner, W made an Ass S € 1 I ; 
e Treasury (Cont VAL FE Jo- - ; 7 
30, p R595 ¢ 
i uld not be nece f Y \ u ‘ 
€ : M Ste 1 the elder, 1! ef De 
placed ir he Gor me f e } < r, i 
P. Morgan & Co. Mr. Stettinius the elcde 1 be s 
ed P ent Wilso1 the ne € nor t : os 
Ss € Newton D. Bakcr a1 - f ! € 
ed b the S$ te H reat € ce eemer! ¢ +} ¢ 
r intry “ € I defense i ulture Pu P ( 
1 me n e€ n Finance [ 
I was not a Morgan partner when I was Are ution adopted bv t Nat ( 


inted by President Wilson at the desire ( f Administratic {f the Re . 
Secretary McAdoo, nor was I associated | Associati end ng t ‘ t ele 
the Morgan firm in any way. I was a of the senior Senat from Iowa. Hon. Gt 
lawyer before the w and I re- GILLETTE, to be men.ber f t Sur 
ned to my law practice after I retired Property Board, establish¢ ue 
m the Treasury in 1920. I did not becon f the Surplus Property Dis} LA 
Morgan partner until July 1, 1923, 5 or 6 Committee on Mil Aff 
rs after the transactions criticized by Sen- j - ' : 
aaah: Wiblaht ‘Souk plnee iar. Ee ane PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR TRAFFI( 
NG . hicii OR AACe if, avié All 
18 nd 3 vears after I retired from the DURING THE WAR—PETITIONS f} 
sury. _ Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask | 4na 
Senator LANGER said (p. 8597) that l of f r 
uns advanced by J. P. Morgan to France ' 1 
England ak a ¥ = a ates ibe for appropriate reference and also to pe 
ngland were taken over by the iS- es 
is not so. The fact is that the | have inserted in the Recorp at this point | Co 
1and loan, the only loan held by the Mor- a tabulation showing 94 petitioners, nes 
bank and associates, wa t taken over praying for the enactment of the bill I 
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unanimous consent to present petitions :eTin 





Committee 


printed in 


have a part 














ance at 
I ask unanimous consent 
resolution be printed in tl 
SIONAL REcORD at this 
propriately referred. 
There being 








uld have t P 
Polish extractio1 
in the service of thei 
mmemorate the fift 
asion of Poland, and mourn 
> of the capital city of Warsaw; 
ereas Poland was the 
by force of arms Nazi ty 
aggression, and Great Brit: 
guarantee the integrity 
ty of Poland, and Poland 
sured by both Great Britain and 
states that her efforts and suffering shall not 
lave been made in vain; and 
Whereas the Atlantic Charter 
territorial aggrandizement and provides that 
no territorial changes shall be made that do 








rid 


t hat the‘appropriat 
hould be he 

agricultural 
used to the situation 
and so get much 
ns toward 


been fully 
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iculture d Natio: 
try to pick out ne ¢ 
s f ‘ cert I 
tne wh peop 
r those } uar f 
I av be 
when mucl water 
on t farr d mu 
dams and reservoir 
o make a new survey 
it reservoirs would be 
ivers, and the siz and build them 
ving on the larger 
cutti! d in ¢§ 
n money {i ( tne 
ive me er 


it would allow for 





nda neé imp! 
nt ir icultul nd 
I our wish to put 

! way of M ul 

rather S 

np eme 
y stop the blanket a 

f dollar then fu 

vidual projects that seem 


without depriving 


> of their rights 


Respectfully, 


RESOLUTION BY PULASKI 
OMAHA—INTEGRITY 


BUTLER. Mr. President, 
yer 15 last, I attended and pa 
in the Pulaski Day program. 
recently received a copy of the resolution 
adopted by this well-attended meeting of 
Nebraska citizens of Polish 
splendid statement 
land’s contribution in 

igned by Dr. Andrew Terry, president; 
r. A. Zaleski, chairman of the meeting; 
and by the distinguished Rev. John S. 
Palubicki, proponent of the resolution. 
those who may 
in establishing a just and 
permanent peace following 
war should have access to this splendid 
statement adopted by those in attend- 
the Omaha meeting and there- 
that the 
CONGRES- 


. Mr. President, that 





PULASKI DAY PROGRAM 


eas in response to tn 


President of the United 


nor of the State of 
he fitting observa 


I 
ibute to that gallant 


1 hero, citizens of Polish descent 


nds have assembled on 
yer, 194 at the Polish Home 
and O lo 


¢ 


to 


the people concerned; and the signatory 


ing Russia, declared that 





unneeaea 


negation of sovereign rights of a fai 
ally that has sacrificed relatively more th 


suffering u 
to surrender far more to Russia than 


refused to give to Hitler; and 


‘ticipated 
I have just 


extraction. 


no objection, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee 
Foreign Relations and 
printed in the REcorD, as follows: 





ice ol 


ish and Amer- 


’ in Omaha, 
r the m 3 
1 


from Omaha 


h anniversary 





he United 


renounces 
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rd 





with freely expressed wishes 
rs wh igned that great 


*hts and elf 





m; and 
it is the declared policy of 


Government to oppose any form of ints 
vention on the part of one state, howe 
powerful, in the domestic affairs of 


ther sovereign state, however weak: and 
Whereas Russia's attitude towards Px 
las been grossly unfair, unjust, and 


stitutes a betrayal of all those princi 
and her demands on Poland’s t 


ntegrity and meddling into the inter 
ffairs of Poland, is unwarranted, and 





iny other nation in this war, and dest 
} 


itold agonies, she is now ask 


Whereas today it is no longer a quest 


of only half of Poland, but the whole is i 
volved, and not only of Poland, but of t 
whole of Europe, and all Americans want th 


war to justify itself in the fruits of its ult 
mate and inevitable victory, and in 
achievement of a durable peace that shall | 
permanent because it shall be just; and 
Whereas Generals Pulaski and Kosciusk 
fought for American independence and 
Poles have fought for centuries for their free- 
dom and that of others against tyrants a 
over half a million of men of Polish ancest 
are fighting for a just peace in the forces of 
the United States: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That Poland’s contribution 
this war; her suffering; the cruel atrociti 
committed on her people be not forgotten 
that the blood shed so freely by her heroi 
sons in the defense of her own country; 
‘rance; the Battle of Britain; at Narvil 
Tobruk; in Italy; at Monte Cassino; and 
the streets of Warsaw, in 1939, and again 
1944, when abandoned to her own fate; 
over the world, under all banners against « 
enemy; be not shed in vain; that it be n 
spattered on the conscience of the wor! 
by any iniquitous and unjust peace th 
would violate her territorial integrity ar 
her rights as a sovereign, independent n 
tion; be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resoluti 
be forwarded to the President of the Unite 
States; the Governor or Nebraska; Secreta! 
of State and to the Congressmen and S« 
ators from the State of Nebraska. 
Dr. ANDREW TERRY, 
President Pulaski Club 
A. ZALESKI, 
Chairma?r 
REV. JOHN S. PALvuBICKI, 
Proponent of Resolution 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committe: 
were submitted: 

By Mr. DANAHER, from the Committee 
Finance: 

H.R. 1033. A bill to suspend the effective- 
ness during the existing national emergen 
of the tariff duty on coconuts; withou 
amendment (Rept. No. 1354). 

By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committ¢ 
on Claims: 

S.1885. A bill for the relief of Os¢ 
Griggs; with amendments (Rept. No. 1358 

S.2002. A bill for the relief of John 7 
Cooper; without amendment (Rept. N 
1359) ; 

S.2123. A bill for the relief of Anton 
Ruiz; without amendment (Rept. No. 1360) 
H.R.3250. A bill to confer jurisdicti 
upon the United States District Court of 
Maine; without amendment (Rept. No. 1361); 
H. R. 3614. A bill for the relief of the Queen 
City Brewing Co.; without amendment (Rept 

No. 1362); 








nports in relatior 
s (Rept. Ne 1367) 
M THOMAS of Oklahoma 


é 


t tte n Agriculture and Fo! 
551. A bill to transfer 
County, Tex. to tl Unit 
Forest Service; withou mend! 
l N 1368 nd 


63. A bill to authorize the Admi 
f the Farm Security Administrat 


nge certain land of th United 
ee- within the Angostura irrigation proj- 
I Springs, S. Dak., for certain land 
the city of Hot Sprit S. Dak 
amendment (Rept. No. 1369 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were severally read 


te bv their titles and referred, as in- 
I ted 
R 219. A } p he 
d hts-of-way for pipe line yetro- 
: peti um prod s and ele- 
- d/or telegrap es ugh and 
ands of the United & f 
: Indian Rock Dam Rese - 
n York Count Pa e ( Y 
Interstate Commerc 
R. 5543. Ar act extend he ime I 
ease of powers of appointment for t! 
e of certain provisions of the Internal 
ie Code, and for other purposes; and 
R. 5565. An act to authorize collectors of 
il revenue to recelve certain check 
© money orders in payment of taxes and 
” € stan Ss te ( Y e€ I 


UCTION OF NONESSENTIAL FEDERAI 

-PENDITURES C.VILIAN EMPLOY - 
NT IN EXECUTIVE BRANCH 

BYRD Mr. President, I ask 

limous consent to present for print- 

in the Recorp a report on Civili.n 

oyment in the executive branch of 

Federal Government for the month 

é September 1944. 

total number of paid employees 

September 1944 is 3,053,347, exclud- 

262,281 civilian employees of the War 

ment stationed outside of the con- 

ntal United States as of June 30, 1944 

Forty-three departments and agencies 


ee e decreased 37,459 between August 31, 
358 444. and September 30, 1944, while only 
n 7 20 departments and agencies have in- 


N eased 2,798, making a net decrease ol 
+.661 for the month. 
The greatest reductions were made by 
following: War Department, 19,220; 
‘ ivy Department, 8,637; Tennessee Val- 
61): y Authority, 1,661; Interior Depart- 
nee? ent, 1,345; and Agriculture Depart- 
Re} 1,341. 


360) 


| 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 


m4 


SENATE 




































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 





LIBERATE! 


HAWKES 
1 credentials 
ALEXANDER SMITI 


President, 


, of New Jersey 
cted Senator from that St 


I have been informed 
etary of the 
> of election has been examined, 
, and has been prop- 
» secretary 





PRESIDENT 
> credential 
»read and ordere 
» placed on file, a 


The VICE PRESIDEN’ 








{t off y 


other business might come before the 
nate in executi session, I wish t« 
discuss briefly a matter which was 1 f 
by the Senator from M uri M: 
CL‘rRK!, and chat is thi The Senator 
from Missouri brought up the fact that 
certain groups had in past years recom- 
mended an all-American waterway frem 
the St. Lawrence to the Atlantic Ocean, 
that is, canal water vays which would 
lead from the Great Lekes acr¢ 
northern New York to the Atlantic 
Ccean, and he called attention to the 


advocated 
waterway were op- 
posed to the St. Lawrence seaway, amorg 
these groups being certain pers: con- 
nected with the port of Albany, N. Y. 

I did not have opportunity to reacn 
this matter last night because I yielded 
so the Senate might consider other mat- 
ters. However, this question of an all- 
American waterway across northern New 
York to the Hudson River, and thence 
the Atlantic Ocean, has been thorougl 
gated by the United States Arm: 
engineers, and they have advised against 
any such undertaking, and instead have 


recommend 


fact that certain groups who 
the all-American 


d the route through the St. 
Lawrence River. The reasons for this 
are manifold, but principally because 
there is some question as to whether 
water would be available for an all- 
American route across northern New 
York without pumping it from some 
ource at a lower level 
Then there is the matter of bridge 


clearances The present Erie Canal, 
which has a depth of from 12 to 20 feet, 
has bridge clearance of 20 feet, whereas 
a canal for deep-draft vessels would re- 
quire clearance of 120 feet, and that fact 
alone puts an all-American canal almost 
out of the question. So far as the St. 
Lawrence is concerned, the Thousand 
Islands Bridge, which was completed 5 
or 6 years ago, does have a clearance, I 
think, of 120 or 150 feet, and was given 
that clearance in anticipation of the 
construction of the Great Lakes-St 
Lawrence seaway and the use o* it by 
the large vessels engaged in oceangoing 
cqmmerce, 

I think one reason for the opposition 
of certain persons living in Albany and 
connected with the port authority is that 
Albany is the eastern terminus of the Erie 
Canal, and they feel that if freight from 
the Lakes was enabled to go around 
through the St. Lawrence River and down 
the Atlantic coast to Portland, Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, and other sea- 
ports, it might deprive the port of Albany 
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oposition to the Siate ¢ Nev Y 


s = i 


It appears to me chat the argument 
f | » giant corporations in t 
\ sound and plau 
ven by 


of Albany 


than are any reasons memt 


of the port authority 


Furthermore, there would be bound 
be mcre business for the Erie Canal if 
St. Lawrence development goes thi 
because it would become a feeder lir 


NI 
\ 


taking freight from the interior of 
York directly to the port cf Oswego, and 
I think it is near Buffalo that the othe 

branch ofthe Erie Canal comes out 

There is ancther reason why the 
of Albany need have no fear whatsoever 
of the development of the St. Lawrence 
seaway, and that is because the develop- 
ment of this great seaway would inevita- 
biy be followed by the development of th 
so-called Champlain cut-off which iead 
from New York to Mentreal by way of the 
Hudson River and Lake Champlain 
There already is a 12-foot waterway from 
New York City clear to the Canadian 
border, and by deep this and 
proving a few miles on the Canadian sid 
of the river large ships would be able t 
carry cargo to and from New York 
the different cities by way of this cut-off 
and save a distance of 1,469 miles on t} 
trip each way. Vhen that comes 
pass—and it cannot come to pass unt 
the St. Lawrence seaway is completed 
the port of Albany would undoubtedl) 
realize more business than it has eve 
dreamed of until this t'mc. I make t) 
explanaticn because the question w: 
ra sed by the Senator from Misscuri yes- 
terday. 

Simply because memters of the } 
authority of Albany are opposed to tl 
St. Lawrence seaway does not mean th 
the people of Albany and Schenect 
County and vicinity are opposed to it, be- 
cause most cf the labor unions of tl 
vicinity are on record as favoring th 
Lawrence development, althoug] 
one chamber of 

ion, 

I now wish to proceed from where I 
left off yesterday. I call attention to tl 
fact that previous to the war, 
1940 and 1941, officials of our Gover 
ment had pleaded unsuccessfully 
the Congress to start construction of t! 
St. Lawrence seaway becauce it was h 
to be absolutely necessary in order suc- 
cessfully to wage the war toward whi 
‘veryone could see we were driftin 
But they were unsuccessful in this; and 
of course, after Pearl Harbor, construc- 
tion of the seaway was given up for th 


a 
po! 


ning 


commerce Is 1n 


in on cole 
VACK 
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ubmi 





Tine D Federal 
Y Commission is ! f lon I 
. ‘ 
1 ] ‘ Pe- 
t ( ‘ T ite f 
( t House D é 
r ‘ Conagre f es- 
é n uc 
c Ve r t I t 
J ie & I ! I : 
¢ Qt I e de ) ere 
ae (i f ( pbet- 
e re¢ ul N R 
ie | I t t ( pec - 
I ith f Pr l€ 
I ed ri fu 1 the inde .- 
( eement on behalf of tne 
{ | ¢ T} r} ed i ( - 
I I d & é und iid 
1¢ ul t ae cen une I 
( f the Sccr Wal! ne 
e ( ri EF) e€ 
rhe ld fu f rize and di- 
! t e | idel he United States to ne- 
‘ reeme! 4 1 the power au- 
the State of New York tor the 
r d autl [ ne powel! a- 
cilitic in connection \ h the St. Lawrence 
) ect an the right t use the United 
( e ¢ the wate that river for 
} roel c power purposes upon such 
n 1nd CONGITIONS a may be agreed upon, 
cluding provision for payment of $93,375,- 
( ntere by the power authority of 
( ( New York I reement 1s to 
pe reported 1 Co ( ind will become 
nen I fh I ( nere nd the 
. t f New Y I 
Mr. President, at this point I wish to 
point out that the bill I introduced, and 
which now is offered as an amendment to 
the pending rivers and harbors bill, does 
t make provision for the distribution 
( any of the electric energy from the 


International Rapids Dam. That would 














have to be considered later by the Con- 
gre after the State of New York and 
the Federal Government had written a 
contract, and that contract will be sub- 
ject lo approval by the State of New York 
nd the Congress of the United States. 
Therefore, the matter of the distribution 
of power does not enter into the amend- 
ment which I am offering at the present 
Lime 
I now continue to quote from the re- 
port of the Federal Power Commission: 
It Federal Power Commission is familiar 
v e proposed power development in the 
International Rapids section of the St. Law- 
ence Rive which 8S. 1385 would authorize 
Commission participated in the Inter- 
I r Board o1 the Great Lakes- 
Lawrence project prepared an ex- 
e economic survey of the entire under- 
published as Senate Document No 
Seventy-third Congress, second sessior 
} Furthermore, the Chairman of the 
( mis n is serving Chairman of the 
ited States St. Lawrence Advisory Com- 
e, establ by Executive Order No 
1 Or r 16, 1910, and participated 
ihe me tiation of the agreement with 
Can 1 Which would be approved by the pro- 
posed legislation. On the basis of its studies, 
e Commission is convinced that the St. 
I ice power project is of outstanding im- 
pcrtance in connection with the region’s 
post-war development 
1e Commission, under the Federal Power 
Ac has also had direct responsibilities ex- 
ending over a period of more than 20 years 
connection with the utilization of the 
wer resources of the Niagara River. On 
e basis of extensive investigations bearing 
comprehensive use of this great Tre- 


e in terms of scenic beauty as well as 
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wer \ l€ we are convinced that early 
re isideration of the entire matter by the 
wo Governments, as provided in article IX of | 

e reement with Canada, is essential to | 


opment of the Niagara area, in- 


cluc industrial centers of Buffalo, 
N ira Falls, and adjacent communities. 
The eat progress in the metallurgical and 
industries during the war emphi- 

é 1eed for additional low-cost power 
for } War expansion in the area 

For the above reasons the Commission is 
( nced that the enactment of S. 1385, at 

e, would be in the public interest 

I a the necessary authorization for 
ind kings which would make an im- 
portant ntribution to the country’s post- 
wal tability and strength 

The Commission believe that S. 1385 

t actory to accomplish this purpose, pro- 

ed s amended to authorize the under- 

. s part of a program for meeting th 
country’s post-war needs We recommend 
deletion of the word “immediately,” in line 
12, page 2, and the phrase “and shall he 


diligently prosecuted with a view to making 





essent facilities of said project available 
national defense uses at the earliest pos- 

ble moment” in lines 16-19 on the same 
page. We would also direct attention to the 
provision in lines 18-22 on page 3 for re- 
porting the arrangement with the Power 


Authority of the State of New York to Con- 
uvon the convening of its next 
1is period may well prove too short 
ind we suggest that this provision be changed 


ses- 


») that the arrangement may be reported 
to Congress “during its next session 

With these changes, the Federal Power 
Commission recommends adoption of S 
1385 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised 
that there is no objection to the submission 
ot tnis eport 

FEereraL Power COMMISSION 
By LELAND O.ps, Chairma 
Apri. 4, 1944 
Mr. President, I will say that the 


amendment which is now offered has in it 
the suggested changes, and, of course, it 
authorizes the development of the St. 
Lawrence seaway and power project as a 
post-war project. 

I hold in my hand a report from the 
Acting Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget, Paul H. Appleby, dated April 7, 
1944, addressed to the senior Senator 
from North Carolina {Mr. BaILey], 
chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce. I ask unanimous consent to have 
report printed at this point in the 
CORD 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (M1 
FARLAND in the chair). Without 
tion, it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE 
OF THE PRESIDEN 
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET 
April 7, 1 


the 
RE 

Mc- 
objec- 


Ho JOSIAH W. BAILEY, 
Chairman, Committee on Commerce 
My Dear SENATOR BarLtey: Under date of 
October 8, 1943, you referred to me for such 


suggestions as I deemed proper touching the 
merits of the bill, S. 1385, “To provide for 
the improvement of the Great Lakes-St Law- 
rence Basin in the interest of national de- 
fen and for other purposes,”’ 

This bill has been considered by the Presi- 
dent, and he believes that the St. Lawrence 
project should be authorized at this time 
as a post-war project, through the enact- 
ment, modified to accomplish this purpose, 
of the bill, S. 1385. 

I ace 
ment 


se 


ordingly suggest the following amend- 
words “in 


Delete from the title the 
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the interest of national defense”; page 
line 12, delete the word “immediately”; 
2, lines 17 to 19, delete the present word 
substitute therefor ‘as expeditiously pri 
cuted as may be consistent with 
requirements.” 

The War Department recommends, and | 
would not object to, the following additior 
amendments: Page 3, line 3, delete th¢ 











pt 


budgeta 


word 
“revised estimate of’; page 3, line 20, delet 
the words “upon the convening of” and sul 


stitute therefor the word “during”; _ 
lines 1 to 7, change the first sentence of 
last proviso so that it reads “That the c: 
plus system of contracting shall not be uss 
This authority to contract may exerciss 
through such officer or officers as the S 
tary of War may designate.” 
Very truly yours 






be 


PauL H. AppLEeBY 
Acting D 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, 1 have two 
other reports. It will be observed that 
the four reports which I have alread, 
submitted are in response to a request of 
the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce on October 8, 1943. After all thos. 
reports were in, the latest of them bein 
under date of April 15, the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce requested 
report from the Department of Com- 
merce. That request was made on Jun: 
« , 1944. That was long after we ha 
expected hearings to be held on the bil! 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

I submit the letter from Jesse H. Jons 
to the Senator from North Carolina | M: 
BAILEY], chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, under date of July 13, 1944 
It is apparent that Mr. Jones could not 
have reported earlier on the bill becay 
he had not been requested to do so. 

The letter reads as follows: 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
Washington, July 13 
JOSIAH W BAILEY, 
Chairman, Committee on 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C 
My DEAR MR CHAIRMAN. Reference is n f 
your letter of June 26, 1944, in which you 
request my comments on S. 1385, a bill 
provide for the improvement of the Gri 
Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin in the interest « 
rational defense, and for other purposes 

Based upon the extensive studies that 
Department cf Commerce has made, the De- 
partment has always supported this project 
and I personally feel that this undertaki1 
will strengthen our national economy. 

Before the Rivers and Harbors Comn 
tee of the House of Representatives in 1941 
I gave my full support to the project 
national defense undertaking. I am equal!’ 
convinced that it is an invaluable asset 
any program of post-war production 
commerce. The enactment of S. 1385 at th 
time is highly desirable so that we shall 
ready to move ahead with constructio1 
soon as conditions permit. 

You will probably be interested in the 
tached copy of a letter that I wrote Jud 
MANSFIELD, chairman of the House Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, on June 23, 194! 
regarding H. R. 4297, a similar bill then pend- 
ing before that committee. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised t! 
there is no objection to the submissio1 
this letter to the committee 

Sincerely yours 


ec 


Hon 


t 
LO 





JESSE H 
Secretary of Co 


JONES, 


merce 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have the letter from Jesse H. 

| Jones to Judge MANSFIELD, chairman ol 
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Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Preside 
Senator yield to me? 
Mr. AIKEN I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. A representative of 
United Mine Workers, a Mr. Howell, c: 
see me and called my attentio1 

tatement wh 


to me tha } 
senator from Vermont had made 
ment which was not based up 
with reference to Mr. Lev 
the United Mine Worke 
from his testimony in 
the statement he 
Committee « 
July 28, 1941, ab 


pects of coal < 


ar + 


rom ¢ 
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Mr. AIKEN I wish to read a letter 
ich IT} ived under cate of November 
25, 1944, from Mr. Grover B. Hill, Under 
Secretary of the Department of Agricul- 








ind Deputy War Food Administra- 
His letter is as follow 
DEI [ENT OF AGRI I 
“ } ( Dc. mt { 
H GEORGE D, AIKEN 
l é S t Senate 
Washington, D. ¢ 
DeaR SENATOR AIKEN: I am i ( ply 
t ur é € of Novembe 17 by it 
\ e | ed S Lawren< ea- 
na I Ve p € YOu &K 
n 1 n l I Z 
e p ct : € ry Wickard, it ate- 
before the House Committee 1 Rivers 
d Harbo 3 years a end d both the 
vig on and power phnses of the proy il 
developing the St. Lawrence waterv 
As Secre Wickard pointed out in } 
we believe that the developn 
e y would benefit America i- 
culture as a whole by 1 ering transportation 
charges on the things farmers sell and the 
things they buy. It will aid in the restora- 
of our foreign markets after the wat It 
1 € € u iol security} 1 time 
‘ 
I e p war } i da farme will 
every } ible fac y for pror ig 
e both in the marke here at h ind 
re larke Transporta Vs 
1 vital factor in commerce, looms large in 
that trade. Seaways are of great importance 


ricultural Midwest This is par- 





ticularly true of the St. Lawrence project 
In addition to providing the States of the 
Gre Lakes Basin with cheaper transporta- 

the construction of the St. Lawrence 
seaway would link the people of this area 
o each other and to the outside world. Any 
reduction in transportation costs would be 
an important factor in strengthening the 


American farmer's 
the world market 
The power possibilities of the St. Lawrence 
project hold great promise riculture in 
the States where the delivery of cheap hydro 


competitive position in 


to a 


power generated on the St. Lawrence would 
be feasible. In the States of New York, Ver- 
mont, and New Hampshire alone, there are 
still almost 50,000 farms without central- 
station electric service In addition, there 

85,000 unelectrified nonfarm 


ire more than 
7 
i 


establishments in the rural areas 


ine 
se States 


every agent 
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GROVER B. HILL, 
Under Secretary 


sa most significant letter 
a great part of the 
mand for Lawrence seaway has 
come from the American farmer, who 
realizes the tremendous benefits which 
ild accrue to him when this project is 

-d and in operation. 
It will be observed, Mr. President, that 
y of Government reporting on 
Senate bill 1385 has recommended the 
truction of the St. Lawrence seaway 


I consider th 
up to date 
f the St 


eromniet 


nd power development as an essential 

post-war project. They recognize the 

that the years following the war may 

be no less critical than the years of the 
ir itself. 


I call the attention of the Members of 
Senate to the fact that it was only 
after every interested agency of Govern- 
ment had reported favorably on the St. 
Lawrence seaway development as a post- 
ir project that the committee chair- 





man questioned the jurisdiction of the 
Commerce Committee over the bill. 

The post-war benefits to be derived 
from the development of the St. Law- 
rence seaway are threefold: 


First, it will provide easy and direct ac- 
eess for the flow of goods to and from 
the Great Lakes Basin to the markets of 
the world. It will actually bring Detroit, 
Toledo, Cleveland, and Buffalo as near, 
or nearer, to the ports of northern Europe 
as the ports of New York, Philadelphia, 

Baltimore are today. 

In actual distance, Detroit is nearer to 
the markets of Russia and northern 
Europe than is the port of Baltimore, and 
yet Detroit, the most important export- 
ing center in the United States in per- 
centage of manufactured products, is cut 
off from the sea. 

The St. Lawrence seaway will cut the 
cost of transportation from Great Lakes 
cities to the world markets as much as 
half on many items of goods and ma- 
terials. It costs as much today to ship 
kinds of freight from Detroit to 
the ports on the Atlantic seaboard as it 
does to ship those goods from Atlantic 
ports to Melbourne, Capetown, or Cal- 
cutta. 

This is of particular importance to the 
city of Detroit where previous to the war 
exports amounted to 15 percent of the 
total industrial economy of that city. 
In the highly competitive world market, 
this saving in transportation costs alone 
may mean the difference between being 
able to sell in foreign markets and not 
being able to do So. 

Here I should like to call to the atten- 
tion of the Senate the fact that on the 
committee of about 50 who are working 
to bring about the completion of the St. 
Lawrence seaway, a national committee 
recently formed, are many of the indus- 
trial leaders of the city of Detroit, in- 
cluding representatives of the Borg- 
Warner Corporation, the Chrysler Cor- 
poration, and the Ford Motor Co., besides 
others. 

To take the narrow provincial view 
that helping to maintain or improve the 
economic status of Great Lakes cities 


some 
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and the agriculture of the Plains S 
is detrimental to any othe 
United States is an absurdity 

The city of Detroit, for ir 
goods from every 
The ability of Detroit, theref 
its goods upon world markets is of \ 
importance to every State. With 
St. Lawrence seaway completed, lum 
from the Pacific coast, sulfur from T 





State in the U 


and Louisiana, cotton from Mi 

and Alabama, resin from Georgia, pul; 
from South Carolina, manufactur 
goods and merchandise from the in 
trial East can be delivered in D 
Chicago, or Milwaukee by all-wat 


transportation without unloading at ar 
point and at a lower cost 

The business of the city Det1 
is almost of paramount importancs 
the machine-tool manufacturers of N 
England and the East, and yet only 
couple of days ago one of the best-kn 
machine-tool manufacturers of N 
England asked me, “How would it hel 
us if Detroit had free access to the 
overlooking the fact that Detroit 
best customer they have. 

The economic life of a nation dep 
upon the adequacy of its transportat 
This will be truer than ever at the « 
of this war. 

Ne have solved production problem 
but we have not solved the problem of 
the distribution of goods and produ 
to the people who need them at a pri 
which they can pay 

Fully half of the transportation c 
of many foods are represented by tran 
portation charges alone, thus contribu 
ing to a system of national sca 
underconsumption. So long as 
system of scarcity prevails in our ¢ 
try we will have unemployment and u 
dernourished, underclothed, and und 
privileged people. So long as it preva 
throughout the world we will have w 

The greatest step which can }e tak 
toward making this land of ours a lat 


of 


of pler‘y is the expansion of a coo! 
nated transportation system which \ 
include airways, highways, railways 





waterways. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Before the Se: 
ator leaves his discussion of the imp: 
of this project upon Detroit I should lik 
to tell him from my first-hand know! 
edge how totally the opinion of Detroit 
sustains his poini of view. Many stud 
have been made which are very spec 
in their nature, and it is perfectly cl 
that great commercial benefits, industr:al 
benefits, will accrue from tidewaie: 


| transportation to and from this gre: 

| automotive center of the earth. Tide- 

| water connection with the ports of th« 
world is inevitably found to produce an 
almost inestimable advantage for labo! 
capital, industry, and society generally 

in that area. 

I wish to amplify that to this extent: 


We are constantly urged, as I suggested 
yesterday, that we must move into an 


| era of freer international economy in 
} the post-war period, and that it must be 
a time of lowering tariffs instead of 


increasing them. 















‘ 


Mr. AIKEN. Ithank the Senator from 


Michigan for his observation, with which 
rely agree I think anything that 

qaone to make the commerce ol 
Detroit with the rest of the world greate1 
to have an extremely beneficial 


as I have said repeatedly, on every 
State in the Union, because Detroit 
the market for something that is eithe: 


or manufactured in every State 
Union, and the more Detroit sells 
id—and Detroit is our greatest 
nanufacturing export center—the more 


l every other State prosper. 
M1 


VANDENBERG. If the Senator 
permit me further, neither the Sen- 
itor nor I would want to leave the im- 
ication that Detroit is to be the only 


neficiary of this improvement. 
Mr. AIKEN. Certainly not 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Onthe contrary, 
Detroit is merely the great assembly 
point for probably the greatest system 
f feeder industry in this country, and 
ertainly throughout the remainder of 
the State of Michigan anything which 
primarily to the industrial 
utput and outlet of Detroit is a benedic- 
tion to the But it goes 
infinitely beyond that, because, I repeat, 
industry of Detroit, concerning 


ontributes 


entire State. 


» 


which the able Senator from Vermont 
hiefly speaks, is an industry which 
imifies throughout this country in 


) 
greatest system 
industry in the world. 


robably the 
lockin 


of inter- 
So that 


the benefits which we have been dis- 
cussing in relation to Detroit are in 
reality a benediction upon the entire 


Nation 
Mr. AIKEN. 
entirely tru 


What the Senator says is 
I was merely using Detroit 
> an example it so happens that 
percentage of Detroit manufac- 
tures are exported in normal times than 


because 


a ici { 


are the manufactures of any other large 
city in the United States. 
The greatest unfinished link in ou 


ystem of transportation is the Interna- 

/ tional Rapids of the St. Lawrence River, 

which landlo he Great Lakes Basin 

: ith its population of 45,000,000 and it 
i immense industrie 


1 At this point I wish to read two ex- 


1 cerpts from an interesting letter which 
e I read a few days ago in the New York 


letter from Mr 


f World-Tele isa 
l] Dodge, publisher of the 


Wendell Phelp 
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Mr. President 
Lawrence projec 
and boat ope 
telling them 


opponent 
‘t try scare 
rators on the Great L 
that foreign boats w 
in and take their commerce. This is 
nothing but a “alsehood. Foreign ship- 
ping will not be permitted to engage in 
coastwise trade on the Great Lakes any 
more than it can take the business of the 
boats that ply betwee: Norfolk and Balti- 
more and New York and Boston today 

Opponents of the seaway have gone 
far as should not develoy 
cause it would benefit Canada 
a narrow, selfish view this is 

To be sure Canada 
the v power d 
fourths of the shi 


/ 


To 


to Say WE 


ate! 


ipping on 
wr > ht Jy Ty 
day is done by the United State 
ld we not want to help Canad 





shou h n iny 
way? Is it not better for us to ha' \ 


tror ighbor to the north than 
weakling? If Canada is strong, she 
better customer for our good She 
better protection agains. foreign en¢ é 
The economic welfare of ou coun- 
tries is so closely bound together tha ! 
general, what helps Car helps u 
what helps us helps Cana 
As nations, \ should 
together for the day may < é } 
will need tha rength and u f 
more t n we do in this hou 
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i 
n Y n . 
' ‘oil 
P ] he b hun- 
m ? ( ( vu of env 
f me tt VY ( a ge t I 
O 4 000 remain v 
y oul mna 
! ecord oi ma count! f 1 tho 
( f ( A n ett 
hal ( l ect 
In the & f f N Y Vermont 
i a iou 
| Tr. € B. Hill, U er Sec ary ol 
A ’ c<im 50,000 farm 
i n astone’s throw of th ite 
I rence development 
itnou ¢ ( 1K and approxima y 
85.C00 « er ruy homes do not have the 
ble n of electric current 
As evidence of this I read «. short new 
tem which appeared on N ‘mber 29 of 
! ar in the Albans Messenger, 
St. Albans, Vt This town is approxi- 
mately 75 miles from the e of the 
Massena Dam The article headed 
“Critical 1 1 for electric power noted 
Coun utility prepares to fill post-wa1 
want 
Vi ’ e in ip 
| ! ric OU 
W é many he 
l d farm de- 
P 1 expanded rvit In 
t 4 1 ¢ where thi igl I K- 
( t irveyed < by 
} c I t ¢ j V € ed 
A. \ P ! vice preside 
€ n er 
Mr. Presider I wish to say in ex- 
pl 1 tl t Public Electric Light 
( p owned. That is th 
name ol private utility which 
ery ¢ managed, and which 
I re is one of the distribution sys- 
ti *~h would be prepared to dis- 
g Lawrence power at as low a 
( ny pu ly owned system could 
properly do it There are some pri- 
vately ownet systems which cannot 
properly distribute this power. They 
i in condition to distribute it at 
le cost because they have not as yet 
eezed the water out of their capital 
ructul The opposition which comes 
the electric power industry to the 
opment of the St. Lawrence sea- 
\ I 1 sure comes largely from such 
companir and not from companies 
which are prepared to distribute powe1 
at i cost 
I co ie to read from the article 
e the farmer alre ha 
in ires 1 ie ol 
é M te e war it is ex- 
to do more in this di- 
f n and wi want t lift some of he 
I ¢ I wife housekeeping routine 
C equently there is expected to be a de- 
mand f al m Cc Y hing machines, for 
e nge nd water heate: And f 
the w e family’s sake there is expected 
many installations of frozen locker 
storage ul and much better lighting 
Mr. Peterson's findings, which, i 
ide with those made by 80 0 - 
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I 
tne Wwe I i V ic 
is of applian 1 mechanical 
VM l A col ae ic = 
making life mi nore enjoy- 
ired Mr. Peters 


This small company, which now pro- 
du 44,000,000 kilowatts of power an- 
nually, and ates an increa 
of 10 percent in demand each year until 
1560, is located, as I said about 75 miles 
from the site of the Massena Dam in the 


which anticip se 


proposed St. Lawrence development. 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
there are 4,000,000 unserved farms in 
this country, and an untold number of 
unelectrified rural homes, we ought to be 


hamed that 


rm 
mi 


such a condition has been 
pe tted to exist solong. Of those who 
already have electric service, every farm, 
every home, and every industry will use 
more and more as time goes on. 

We have entered the age of nonferrous 
metal production and use. The produc- 
tion of aluminum is measured in billions 

pounds and, as I stated yesterday, it 
takes 10 kilowatt-hours of électricity to 
1 pound of aluminum. Aluminum 
incipally electricity when it comes 
to cost 

Magnesium has entered permanently 
into the field of commercial-metal pro- 

iuction and will be used more and more 
where the lightness of the metal used is 
mp ortant. Cheap electric power is es- 
sential in the manufacture of magnesium. 
There is plenty of ore in the vicinity of 
the St. Lawrence development but there 
is a shortage of power. Therefore mag 
I 
I 


make 


i> 


esium is not manufactured there at the 

I nt time. 

Our tremendous chemical industry, 
with gigantic advances necessitated by 
the war, will continue as a peacetime 
servant of the people. 

Farmers today are using low-cost 
nitrate fertilizer as a result of new dis- 
cove which can only be utilized if 
electric energy is plentiful and cheap. 
The farmers of America can never go 
back to the days of high-priced nitrogen 
if they are to produce food and fiber in 
competition with the rest of the world. 
Since this war began, thousands upon 

ands of farms in the north country 
have been equipped with electric milking 
machines and milk coolers. Only 
through this increased use of electricity 
has the American farmer been able to 


ries 
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upply the enormous pI! 

has been demande 
During the past year, in spite 

scarcity of materia I 


been so great that the War I 

B d has authorized the exte n 
electricity to 78,000 farms on the R ELA 
systems alone. The number of farn 
ccnnected to private utility sy n 


also be very great, probably equal! re 
There are still millions of ru 


that are not serv | 


d with elect: 
ver. Ne must not be ce 
til every farm home in Am 
equipped for electricity 

I have already said that the 
Massena will have an annual « 
both sides of the river of 13,2( ( 
kilowatt-hours. Thisis a greater am 
than has been produced in all the Ten 
nessee Valley Authority this yea It 
three times as great as the output of t! 
great Dnieper Dam in Russia. 

At this point I want particularly 
call attention to the fact that plan 
already being made in American facto! 
for the restoration at the earliest p 
sible moment of the power plant at t 
great Dnieper Dam, which was destro; 
when the great Russian retreat 
place. I thought it was destroyed by 
Russians, but I read in the newspaper 
couple of days ago that it was probab 
destroyed by the Germans. It 
matter who destroyed it. It 
destroyed; and the fact remains t] 
own factories in America are now dl 
ing plans for the restoration of t 


Our factories will 


aoes 


dam in Russia. 
tain business, and will furnish equip! 
for this dam and others all over 


world which have been destroyed durin 
this war. 

While Congress quibbles and permit 
selfish interests to block the consti 
of the St. La ice project 
front door, American factories 


wil 


right 


signing and building tremendous 
bines and other equipment for shipmin 
abroad and planning the construction o 
gigantic power developments, not onl: 
for the Dnieper River, but for aln 


every other country on the face of 
globe. 

St. Lawrence power will be the cheay 
est power in North America. It will cc 
about one mill per kilowatt-hour at th 
dam. It can be delivered within a 
mile radius for 215 mills per 
hour. This 200-mile radius would take 
in most of New York, all of Vermont, all 
but a little of New Hampshire, a littl] 
of Maine, much of Massachusetts, and 
part of Connecticut. The 300-mile ra- 
dius, which is considered an econ¢ 
transmission distance, would include vir- 
tually all of New England except, I 
lieve, a part of Cape Cod and some 
Aroostook County, Maine, all of Ne 
York, and a large part of Pennsylvani 
and New Jersey. This power can b 
livered anywhere in northern New York 
Vermont or New Hampshire for 2! mills 
per kilowatt-hour. Contrast this pri 
with the cost of 1.39 cents which the Ne‘ 
Hampshire Electric Cooperative now has 
to pay for power. The price of St. Law- 


2UU0- 


Lyi + 
KLiOW: - 


Yi ic 
be - 


ol 


ae- 


rence power would be less than 20 pe! 
cent of what the New Hampshire rural 
| electric cooperative now has to pay. 
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rh ment appeared in the Wall 
Street Journal with regard to the Rut- 
land Railroad, which we all know would 
be tremendou benefited by the con- 
uction of the St. Lawrence seaway. 
Along the same line of i3asonirg, I 
cannot see why the New Ycrk Central 
would 1 also be greatly benefited, inso- 
far as its line running through this 
irea would be effected, because it cer- 
tainly would have a vast increase in the 
amount of freight it would carry, par- 
ticularly during the winter months when 
tl ivy could not be used and the 
additional freight would have to be car- 
r.ed by some other means. 
It is estimated that the International 
Rapi ection development would re- 
quire an average of 11,150 men at the 
ite if built in 4 years and an avera‘e 
of 7,440 at-site employees if built in 6 
yea Ai-site man-hours are estimated 
at 82,486 000 and off-site man-hours as 
140,225,000, the total exceeding 220,000,- 


000 man-hours. 

A little figuring will show that the 
total number of men required for the 
Interna‘ional Rapids development would 
be approximately 25,000 at the site and 
( the site. I assume that the off-site 
employment would be utilized largely in 
the manufacture of materials and in 
transportation. The employment of that 
number of men over a 4-year period can- 
not be consicered lightly. 

During the course of the hearings held 
by the House committee in 1941, op- 
ponents of the seaway maintained that 
it would require the labor of 100,000 men, 
80 percent of them skilled or semiskilled, 
er a 4-year period. They objected to 
the great development at that time be- 
cause, as they said, we could not spare 
the manpower. It appeared that the 
estimate of 100,000 was arrived at by in- 
cluding the number of men who would 
be required for the expansion and de- 
velopment of other facilities in the Great 
Lakes area, which expansion and de- 
velopment, much of it private, would 
follow the completion of the seaway. 

The very arguments which were used 
against the construction of the seaway 
at that time will bear heavily in favor of 
its construction at the end of this war. 
The giving of work to 100,000 men in pub- 
lic and private industry means direct 
support for half a million people. It 
means more than that. It means busi- 
for railroads, business for coal 
mines, and business for merchants and 
manufacturers. It means that more 


ye 
Fr 
yal 


OV 


ness 





shirts, gloves, tools, and 


equip- 





m nufactured ali over the United 
: vill be sold directly for use on the 
I lf and for use of the families 
of the men employed. 


It means lightening the fear of return- 
ing soldiers that they may have to join 
the ranks of the unemployed. We do not 
want any more W. P. A. and relief rolls. 
We have had enough humiliating make- 


work projects. There is sufficient work 
to be done to give every returning service- 
man an honest job. 

If the St. Lawrence seaway develop- 
ment will result in the employment of 
160,000 skilled and semi-skilled workmen 
over a 4-year period, it will stand out 

one of the most important public 
works ever undertaken. 

It will be one of the most important 
for more than the reason that it will 
provide employment over those years 
for a hundred thousand men. It will be 
more important because when its navi- 
gation and power facilities are completed, 
it will contribute direct!y to the prosper- 


ity of the forty-five to fifty million people 


who in the Great Lakes Basin, and 
indirectly to the 125,009,000 who live in 
the United States. It will create new 


wealth and its contribution to the battle 


come permanent. Likewise, it will cre- 
ate permanent facilities of a lasting value 
to the defense and security of the United 
States, Canada, and the entire Western 
Hemisphere. 

The opposition to the St. Lawrence de- 
velopment that distresses me most is the 


opposition which is concentrated in a 
few sections and localities of our ccun- 
tiy. It is true that there are few of 
them. There should be none. I have a 
strong suspicion that the opposition is 
fostered and inspired by certain well- 
organized interests rather than by the 
people themselves. 


When we say that developing the re- 
and increasing the wealth of 
one part of our country will be detri- 
mental to other parts of the Nation, we 
are admitting that we have reached the 
limit of our economic growth. I shall 
never concede that to be true. I main- 
tain that we must develop our wealth 
in whatever part of this Nation we find 
it, and that in so doing we will benefit the 


sources 


entire Nation. 
Ours is not a static economy. The very 
fact that the electrical output of the 


United States increased from 14,000,000,- 
000 kilowatt-hours in 1914 to 240,000,000,- 
000 kilowatt-hours in 1944 should con- 
vince anyone of the truth of that state- 
ment. . 

The Department of Commerce 
made the following statement: 

The average tons of freight originating in 
the decade of 1950 will probably be between 
242,000,000 and 374,000,000 greater than the 
of 1930-39. The 10,000,000 tons of 
additional American traffic which may use the 
St. Lawrence at maximum utilization would 
be but a fraction of the expected increase in 
railroad activity. 


Assuming 300,000,000 tons to be the 
average increase for the decade of 1950, 
the St. Lawrence seaway would carry 
only 3 percent of it. Railways, highways, 


has 


average 


airways, and other waterways must be 
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expanded to carry the remaining $7 per- 
cent. 

We know that after this war w 
substantially increase the m 
business done. We Know 
reconvert to peace it must not be to the 
1939 or 1940 economy, but to not less thar 
a 50 percent increase over the 
economy of those years. 

A tremendous increase in shipping and 
in air transportation will open a new e1 
in world commerce. International com- 
merce can be the world’s greatest indus- 
try after this war. 

The production of American farms and 
factories will find its way to every countr\ 
on the globe, and raw materials 
goods from those countries will be 
ceived by us in return. 

The imagination cannot comprehend 
the extent of the potential increase in 
world commerce. We must be ready fo 
it. We must work for it. 

Much of the commerce of other coun 
tries will originate on inland waterways 
or be loaded directly on ocean-going ve 
Five-sixths of the earth’s area i 
covered by water. For the most part, th 
world’s commerce will be water-borne. 

Ve face a highly competitive world. If 
we are to maintain the standard of liv- 
ing which Americans now enjoy, we must 
mect that competition. We must meet 
it successfully, or lose business and set 
American wages and standards beaten 
down. 

Mr. President, about a -nonth ago I 
spoke to the Detroit Board of Commerce 
and I should like to read for about 
minutes from the address which I deliv- 
ered at that time, as follows: 

A second factor which we must conside 
relation to foreign markets is the importance 
low prices in international competiti 
The manufacturing centers of Europe will be 
under pressure to sell abroad at almost an}| 
orice in order to secure foreign exchanges fo! 
the importation of their food requirement 
We must remember that they are finally 
learning the art of mass production, particu- 
larly since the war which has given them 
knowledge of American methods and access t 
American equipment under lend-lease and 
other devices. 

They will be able to produce under com- 
parable technological conditions, with the 
difference of wages as the principal distin- 
guishing factor in the cost of production. We 
will be unable to compete with these othe 
countries in foreign markets except by low- 
ering the delivered cost of the goods 

We should, therefore, do everything pos- 
sible to lower the cost of transportation 
this is a major cost where the products ar¢ 


that when ws 


nationa 


and 


re- 





sels. 


ol 


manufactured in the midcontinent and have 
to be shipped several hundred miles by rail 
to shipside. In the case of many products 
the St 


Lawrence seaway will make a differ- 
ence of almost 50 percent in the cost ol 
transportation. European manufacturin 
centers are largely within easy acce 
s€a water transportation. 
Although in Russia many of 


i aee 


the 





1anulac- 


turing centers are located in the interior of 
the country, the present Russian Govern- 
ment has foresightedly created a waterway 
system that connects the Arctic Ocean and 
the White Sea with the Baltic Sea, the Baltic 
Sea with the Caspian Sea, and the latter 
through a connection between the Volga 


River and the Don River, with the Black Sea 


Hence Russia is able to bring her produce 
into foreign markets by means of che 
water transportation. 
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as 
{ 
é f I 
1 ( 
( j 
4 
I \ 
I think I 
l i t th ) Al i 
in the wai because of the | 
} t 
icent syst n ¢ l nda ¥ fa , a ; A 
permits ner to C i I t ' 
iS € n ai l ! bl I ) 
] ilso true that had it not | I 
t li nd s} m of waterways in ‘ 
Russia would have been put ou 
war at the time the Germans ad- P e D ( 
1 into Russia until they were finally F 
Stalingrad in 1942. wat 
-ccst transportation and powel! ; 
be vital factors in meeting our post- the 
mpetitive problems. Transporta- ik. Hken , ; , 
nd pover must be both cheap and Mominion of C ( Pai 
at Manpower must be comple- I rm ink ( f. 1 t t ( 
1 with lost-cost elect powe if ( 1 y I ( 
1wa level of American industry 
continue. The St. Lawrence sea- rive wate 
will contribute materially to both epee , v 
factors. It will be almost indispen- ; ’ 


e and the people of this country have I 
right to demand authorization fox rhe f Cont 
nstruction by the Congress now ' navigene | 

Mr. President, Lefore I conclude I ask ad ee es 
have inserted in the Recorp at this hari are et ii es 
in my remarks a copy of the bound- b cou : cane. Seicmenl 
waters treaty between the Unit 
and Great Britain signed at v 


} 1 I ‘ ' H 
hington January 11, 1809, and also ch } i i i ( I 
of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence I et y i l 
1 , ‘ ae oe the I 
eement between the United States moth 
i Canada, signed March 19, 1941 It f ; 
he PRESIDING COFFiCER (Mr treat ! 
Wuerry in the chair). Without objec- f navigatic hall ex 
request of the Senator trom Lake M nd t l 
Vermont is granted bor t now ¢ 
[ eaty and eeme! re fol- ; ’ 
[ y and ¢ : : 7 , 
p 
V 1 r an GQ A € l 7 
A Bourn ary BETWI I ) i ( 
‘ AMERICA AND CANAD I Y I 
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( r BRITAID ( 
P 
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aea 
I [ ( t ‘ d per- 
dive} Within the S € New 
1, f ft r f Tie 
N ! | ¢ - 
‘ ft d if f 
‘ : fant 
pe nd 
I U é Kingdom e D f 
P ce of O iu- 
¢ ed i the 
() ) the Ni t of i j 
t e Fa Ni for power! 
t exceedin tne re te 
d ! t the é f tl hou- 
é r a 
I [ 4 € 
( I i ne € € 
f : none f 
A le VI 
rh H Con Partie wree that 
Mary and Milk River nd their tribu- 
he S$ € Montana dnd the 
n ft Albe ind Saskatchewan) are 
be ted a ne tream for the purposes 
! i n and power and the waters 
ri s ll be pol ned equally between 
countries, but in making such equal 
me more than half may be taken 
I € er and less than half from the 
f ) ri try a to afford a 
e bel il use » each It is further 
et ! 1e division of such waters 
i he i eason, between the 
] \ 1d l f Octobe inclu e 
i he United State is entitled to a 
ip} ! tik f 0 cubic feet per sec- 
d waters of the Milk River, or so 
much o uch amount as constitutes three- 
urths of natural flow, and that Canada 
entitied t t prior appropri ym ¢ 500 
eet per s nd of the flow of St. Mary 
I » much of su amount as con- 
1 hree-fourth f its natural flow 
rl h el of the Milk River in Canada 
t be used at the convenience of the United 
s the onveyance, while passing 
} Cs < in territory of waters di- 
( ! e St. Mary River The pro- 
\ I t Al e II of this treaty shall apply 
any ury resulting to property in Canada 
from e « f nee of such waters through 
the Mil R c 
The n ireme} and apportionment of 
t ‘ o be used by each country shall 
mie me be made jointly by the 
} erly col tuted reclamation officers of 
l l e es and the properly consti- 
ited irr t fficers of His Majesty under 
e direction of the International Joint Com- 
1 
1 VIl 
( uC Partie e€ O e@s- 
t i i rnational Joint 
( nm e | tes and Canada 
< mmis € three on the 
} f e I ed State ppointed by the 
I l ere ind three on the part of 
the United Kingdom appointed by His 
\ f he re im lation of tl Gov- 
é ! l of the Dominion of Canada. 
Article VIII 
l rnational Joint Commission shall 
have irisdiction over and shall pass upon 
cases involving the use or obstruction or 
dive of the waters with respect to which 


ler III and IV of this treaty the 

oval of this Commission is required, and 

passi upon such < ; the Commission 

rned by the following rules or 

nciples which are adopted by the High 
Contracting Parties for this purpose 

The High Contracting Parties shall 


shall be gove 


have, 





each on its own side of the boundary, equal 
C mil righ ir t the waters 
I nbe e definec waters 
I W d ( ce §s ill be 
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these waters. and no use shall 
be permitted which tends materially to con- 
flict wit! re i y other use which is 
ven preference  < i i tk orde ol 
ed € 

1) Uses f domestic ( A y pur- 

é 
6 Uses for navigation, ir iding the serv- 
( I for the pur} f viga n 
Uses for powe ind f 1 gation pur- 

} € 
I regoing provisions shall not apply 
t r disturb any existing uses of boundary 


on tither side of the boundary 
The requirement for an equal division may 


the discretion of the Commission be sus- 





pe in cases of temporary diversions along 
boul waters at points where such equal 
division can not be made advantageously on 

local conditions, and where such 
dive mn does not diminish elsewhere the 


mount available for use the other side 

rhe Commission in its discretion may make 
its approval in any case conditional upon the 

truction of remedial or protective works 
to compensate so far as possible for the par- 
ir use or diversion proposed, and in such 
cases may require that suitable and adequate 
provision, approved by the Commission, be 


on 


icul: 


made for the protection and indemnity 
against injury of any interests on either side 
of the boundary 

In cases involving the elevation of the 
natural level of waters on either side of the 


line as a result of the construction or main- 
tenance on the other side of remedial or 
protective works or dams or other obstruc- 


tions in boundary waters or in waters flowing 
erefrom or in waters below the boundary 
rivers flowing across the boundary, the 
shall require, as a condition of 
its approval thereof, that suitable and ade- 
1ate provision, approved by it, be made for 
the protection and indemnity of all 
other side of the line which may be 
injured thereby 
The majority of the Commissioners shall 
have power to render a decision. In case the 
Commission is evenly divided upon any ques- 


Commission 


interests 


on the 


tion or matter presented to it for decision, 
separate reports shall be made by the Com- 
missioners on each side to their own Gov- 


The High Contracting Parties shall 
thereupon endeavor to agree upon an adjust- 


ernment 





mel the question or matter of difference, 

nd i agreement is reached between them 

it sh > reduced to writing in the form of a 

protocol, and shall be communicated to the 

Commissioners, who shall take such further 

proceedings as may be necessary to carry out 

ch agreement 

Article 1X 

The High Contracting Parties further agree 

y other questions or matters of dif- 

ference arising between them involving the 


rights, obligations, or interests of either in 
relation to the other or to the inhabitants 
of the other, along the common frontier be- 
tween the United States and the Dominion 
of Can: shall be referred from time to 

International Joint Commission 





o the 
for examination and report, whenever either 
the Government of the United St the 
Government of the Dominion of Canada shall 
request that such questions or matters of 
difference be so referred 

The International Joint Commission is au- 
thorized in each case so referred to examine 
into and report upon the facts and circum- 
stances of the particular questions and mat- 
ters referred, together with such conclusions 
and recommendations as may be appropriate, 
subject, however, to any ex- 
ceptions which may be imposed with respect 
thereto by the terms of the reference 


ites or 


restrictions or 





Such reports of the Commission shall not 
be regarded as decisions of the questions or 
ma so submitted either on the facts or 
the law, and shall in 1 vay have the char- 


arbitral 
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The Commission sh 









t both Governments in all c: y 
all or a majority of the Commi one! ree 
and in case of disagreement the 
may make a joimt report fo both (¢ 
ment or separate reports te eir re 
Governments 

In case the Commission evenly di\ 
upon any question or matter refe 
for report, separate reports shall mie 


the Commissioners on each side 


Any questions or matters of differen 


ing between the High Contracti Pa 
involving the rights, obligations, or inte 
of the United States or of the Don 
Canada either in relation to each her 


to their respective inhabitants, may be 
ferred for decision to the Internationa! J 
Commission by the consent of the two P 
ties, it being understocd that on the pa: 
the United Sta any such action wi 
by and with the advice and f 
Senate, and on the part of His Majesty's G 
ernment with the consent of Gover 
General in Council. In each case so ref: 


tes 


consent 


the 


the said Commission is authorized to ex 
amine into and report upon the fact 
circumstances of the particular qu 

and matters referred, together with such <« 


clusions and recOmmendations as may 
appropriate, subject, however, to any 
tions or exceptions which may be imy 


with respect thereto by the terms ot 
reference 

A majority of the said Comm 
have power to render a decision or 
upon any of the questions or mat 


referred 

If the said Commission is equally d 
or otherwise unable to render a de¢ 
finding as to any questions Or matters 
referred, it shall be the duty of the C 
missioners to make a joint report t 
Governments, or separate reports te 
respective Governments, showing the d.ff 
ent conclusions arrived at with 
the matters or questions so referred. wt 
questions or matters shall thereupon t 
ferred for decision by the High C 
Parties to an umpire chosen in accord 
with the procedure prescribed in the fi u 
fifth, and sixth paragraphs of Article XI 
The Hague Convention for the pacific sett 
ment of international disputes, dat 
October 18, 1907. Such umpire shall } 
power to render a final decision with re 
to those matters and questions so ref 
on which the Commission failed to agre 

Article XI 


A duplicate original of all decisic 


regarc 


dered and joint reports made by the ¢ 
mission shall be transmitted to and file 
with the Secretary of State of the Un 


States and the Governor General of the D 
minion of Canada, and to them shal 
dressed all communications of the Com: 


Ss n 


il be 


Article XIl 
The International Joint Commission 








meet and organize at Washington prom} 
after the mcmbers thereof are appointe 
and when organized the Commission n 
fix such times and places for its meetiz 
as may be necessary, subject at all times 
special call or direction by the two Gover 
ments. Each Commissioner, upon the fir 


I 
joint meeting of the Commission after h 
appointment, shall, before proceeding wit 
the work of the Commission, make and sub- 
scribe a solemn declaration in writing th 
he will faithfully and impartially perfor 
the duties imposed upon him under tl 
treaty, and such declaration shall be en- 
tered on the records of proc 
the Commission 

The 
of the 


retary 





the 
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ch n be I f » de- 
er in tl Intern Rapids Sec- 
( ' modified by the provisions of 
VIII, } mn (t ol Ut! Agreement 
V de entitied t UlillZ e- 
I I e wi available for power purposes 
{n te onal Rapi Sectior 
iri he constru n and upon the 
of the wo provider n the 
I I 1c sec tne how ¢ wa- 
Lake O rio in Ss Lawrence 
I uli be ¢ trolled and tl flow of 
l tl Ir l ( n si ] 
De¢ i a a avigable epths of 
I pping i roo! f Montreal 
i ll ut 1e nav ipie cn nel of the 
Ns i Rit below M eal, ¢ such 
v xist I hereafter be in- 
( dredgu or otne naro or chan- 
provement ll 1 be iriously 
by the ynstru ( or ope on of 
vo! and the pow developmer in 
Canadian tion of the St. Lawrence 
I 1 not t dversely affected 
upon the completion of the works pro- 
vided for in the International Rapids section, 
I er works shall be operated, initially 


1e water level at the powerhouses held 





t num elevation 233.0, sea level datum 
defi in the report of the joint board of 
en € for a test period of 10 years or such 


er period as may be approved by ¢ 
board or authority designated or established 
under the provisions of paragraph (f) of t 

ticle; and, in the event that such board or 
authority considers that operation with the 
water level at the powerhouses held to a 
maximum elevation exceeding 238.0 would he 
practicable and could be made effective with- 
in the limitation prescribed by paragraphs 

and (d) of this article, the Governments 

may, by exchange of notes, authorize opera- 
tion, subject to the provisions of this article, 
nd for such times and subject to such terms 
as may be prescribed in the notes, at a maxi- 
mum elevation exceeding 238.0 

(f) the Governments may, by exchange of 
notes, make provision for giving effect to 
paragraphs (c), (ad), and (e) of this article; 

x) during the construction of the works 
provided for in the International Rapids sec- 
tion, facilities for 14 foot navigation in that 
section shall be maintained, 





ARTICLE V 

The Governments agree that nothing done 
the authority of this agreement shall 

confer upon either of them proprietary rights, 


recognizZin 


vernment 
ll measure the quantities of 
diverted 


exclusive 





vernments to 





vernment 
consideratior 
ns respecting the matter which 
vernmen 
otherwise to reach a 
Government 
of water 
agrees, on the request of the other Gove! 
submit the matter I 
which shall be empowered t 

compensatory 
ures as it may deem just and equitable 
arbitral tribunal shall consis 
1e to be appointed by each of the G 
third, who 





tribunal 
remedial 


of three m 


ernments, 


chairman 


the Commission shall report up 
desirability of works for compensat 
ation in the Great Lakes System 

approval by the Government 


specifications for their construction and 
ommend to the Governme 
allocation Governme! 
arrangements exchange 
notes for the construction 


they may agree upon. 
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[S FROM FINANCE COMMITTEE 


Mr. GEORGE Mr. President, from 





Committee on Finance I report fa- 
ly v it endment House bill 
4 t f tax or ' 
| ; 
n e! nd en t 
l pel ti t! 1945 
I a re (No. 1356) t i 
PRESIDING OFFICER. W t 
r¢ rt wi f i ( 
All be } 1 on the « dar 
Mr. RGE. I ) from t Com- 
I ! rt ft v \ 
t H b 5 5 O l- 
ier oI ll enue to 
I O ( tined che NUL a ) 
an ! check nd cer- 
r f rde1 1 payment fol er- 
| und t ndI D- 
. 1357) thereon 
SIDING OFFICER. V 1 
| r¢ l will be f na 
be } don the «¢ I 
It ( TIME FOR RI E < 
N ( APPOINT \ 
Mr. GEORGE From the Finance 
Comr tee I report favorably with 
me} the.bill (H. R. 5543) ex- 
t he me for the re] of powe¢ 
( ntment for the pu es of cer- 
rovisions of the Internal Revenue 
Code, and for other purposes, and I sub- 


mit a report (No 1355) thereon. The bill 
o extends the time for the approval 
of pension trusts and profit-sharing 


The amendments change the provision 
; +1] ; > ] + 17 } , 
ol he bill as it pi ed the House by 


cing out “March 15, 1945,” and insert- 

June 30, 1945,” so far as the time 

within which pension trusts which were 
Y 





pre ited to the Treasury prior to Jan- 
uary 1, 1945, are concerned 
Since the bill must go back to the House 
ause of the amendments which were 
offered in the committee and concurred 
in by the members of the committ pres- 
ent and by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
TAFT I ask unanimous consent that, 
ut displacing the unfinished busi- 
ness, the bill may be immediately con- 


[The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


obiection to the request of the Senator 
from Georgia? The Chair hears none. 
The unfinished business will be tempo- 
I ly laid aside, and the clerk will read 


the bill by title for the information of 
The Curer CierK. A bill (H. R. 5543) 
: I the time for the release of 
rs of appointment for the purposes 
of certain provisions of the Interna 
Revenue Code, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee 
on Finance were, on page 2, line 13, after 
the word “ending”, to strike out “March 
15, 1945” and insert “June 30, 1945”; in 
line 15, after the word “by”, to strike out 
“March 15, 1945” and insert “June 30, 
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votes of the two H 
Mr. McGEHEE 
. JENNINGS were appt 


conference. 


ENROLLED JOINT 


affixed his sis 


enrolled joint 


President. 
AND HARBOR 


resumed the 


ruction, repair, 
rtain public works on rive! 
and for other purposes 
PRESIDING OFFICE 
ll is open to further amendn 
*, SHIPSTEAD. 


aking under ere 
opinions concerning 
project which has 
During my 


* the developm 


development ! 
er transportation, whereve1 
developed, 
tself far beyond expectations 
firmly of the belief th: C 
> resources for power ; 
portation 


On two different occasi 
eled to Europe to study the 
portation systems there, i 
phenomenon when 
what has been cone for 
small countries of Europe by 
opment of trade through low 
portation by water. 
eas of our country 
rivers and the Great “ak 
Canadian border, we may at 
find it necessary to develop 
and the transportation facili 
Great Lakes, as is proposed in the 

which is being discussed; ar 
my opinion, it can be done, it should be 
done, and the sooner the bette 

Myr. President, on September 21 I joins 
with the junior Senator 
and with the 
ator from Michigan 
offering the amendment to 


1 
hinior Sen- 


1945”; and on page 3, line 5, after the 
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‘ ern r) } CQ a 
r p ired by the I 
, ol ie Department of C - 
I IDI ( o Ce t 
O\ the period f1 1940 to 1942 I 
I + ont \f [> YY x D n 
( bed by tl S$ i of Comn 
{ the most com} 1 ¢ ti 
ever 7 de b aet t ol 
t) G rnr ot ¢ I ct f the de- 
pI nt ol ) 1 
W »] ve b l the cil re- 
po I e |} tl Co1 of E n 
I ¢ Arr 1 ( D a ments ol 
e r, Navy, Agriculture, and Com 
I ( Po \ hority of the State 
tes Maritin 








re mme! d 
LWI ce } ]- 
1whnicn 1 l 
nent 
\ 1Ci ha 
St. Lawrenc 
t, under tne 
‘ now before us, is 
the Corps of Engineers, United States 
Army It will be recall 1 tl t the Acting 
( el ¢ Engineers, Brig. Gen. George B 
Pillsbury, and the Chief of Engineei 
Maj. Gen. E. M. Markham, ap] red be- 
the Borah s1 mmittee of the Sen- 
ite a decade o and, in prophetic wore 
urged the need for the improvement to 
serve the expanding transportation and 
pe r requirements of this country in 
war and inp 
At the H hearings in the last Con- 
ere the Corps of Engineers again 
recommended this project in a written 
< ten t and in testimony present d 
by Maj. Gen. Thomas M. Robins, then 
Chief of Enzineers, and later Chief 


of the Division of Construction, Corps of 
Engin General Robins gave a con- 
( physical description of the project 
and an excellent engineering analysis of 
i benefit: which I wish to present to 


d hearings on 
‘al with the so-called Aiken 


the Senate from the print 
bill identi 
amendment 
I now quote from General Robins’ tes- 


timony as it appears in the record of 














General Ropsrns. Mr. Chairn ! 
men, tl St. Lawrence River is a itural 
tr ta OT I e b n the cre 
I ci i the sé ind offers 1 except l 

nity for the production of hyd - 
ric power! 

In tl early stages of the c mercial - 
VE I t of North America the §& Law- 
re River wa yar Ly n ed for b 1 
I on and power purposes, and for Many 
\ ans h been in the m ng for 
r e full utiliza 1 of tl ces 
ol waterw 

It 1 been generally understood through- 
( country that me day these plans 
v have to be carried In my opin 
tl d } no\ rived. The country can 
no lor r afford to be without the transpor- 
tation cilities and the power which can 
be mad lable by ft and comprehen- 
sive ¢ lopn t of the St. Lawrence River, 
either from the standpoint of national de- 
fense or the commercial needs of our great 


inland empire bordering on the Great Lakes. 

The plans for the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
seaway and power project are now complete, 
1aving been worked out in detail and agreed 
upon wholeheartedly by duly accredited rep- 


resentatives 
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There is no longer any argument as to 
uld be done and it is possible to 
iable estimates of costs of the under- 

















I cost is not unreasonable or excessive 
t der the pendi: greement will be 
di d as equitably as possible between the 
T 1 State and Canada The State of 
New York offers to take over and operate 
the r facilities that will be buil the 
A ide of e border d to reimburse 
T States for the cost of t p I 
¢ 
t he reement whic is per be- 
tT if in rie I \ enc 
. - nceen thn Cin Salen anil 
ctior of the S Lawren¢ R I 
I e Interna Rapids s f 
Law! ce i Canadian € n 
La 
( ( I pr dD 
the § 1 i 1d - 
T € ( I ( I ol 


truction of the MacArthur 


lock < he Soo was commenced in 1942 
by the Corps of Engineers, and com- 
plet n 1943, and became indeccribal 
valu for the transportation of il 

ore The transportation of iron ore to 
t] mel in the eastern part of the 
[ 1s was remend in- 
( 1 in volume due to the war Th 
( on of the MacArihur lock ] 
te one of the most important develop- 


) 
I 1 the carrying on of the war. It 
provided an exira channel for trafiic at 
ea va 











‘uit sre M ie 
General r: 
we I 1R 
Wi i adis- 
¢ 
The ks in this section t of C - 
trol ¢ 1 Iroquois Point, the t ( 
Iroquois on the Canadian side, a main dam 
at the head of Barnhart Island, and power- 
hot the lower end of Barr I nd 
1 1 r il on the American e to 
ind up into e p f ed t 
Lo2 Sault Dam, a readjustment of the 
( C canal in this stretch of the river 
o as to continue the 14-foot navi on tl 
the Canadians have at present A'so the 
n ry highway and railroad rel ions 
ind G@ € 
Then under the agreement the Car in 


ment agrees to complete the naviga- 





tion fe es in what is known as the Sou- 
lar reach of the river and the Lachine 
reach The Soulanges reach of the river is 
t reach in which the Beauharnois project is 


located and the navigation canal is to be 


built in connection with that project. They 
alre have a power canal there and that 
will be deepened on one side to carry naviga- 
tion and the necessary side canal to get into 
this power canal, and the necessary locks 





will be built there by the Canadians 


Getting on down to the last section, the 


Lachine section of the river just above Mont- 
real, the Canadians agree to provide the 
necessary canal and locks to overcome the 
I n difficulties in that section. 





annels in all these improvements are 





tot 7 feet deep and the 1 are all to have 
30 feet over the sills, at least, to provide for 
future deepening of the channel if that is 
found necessary 


Coming back to the International Rapids 
section, the powerhouse at the foot of Barn- 
hart Island straddles the international 
boundary. Half of the powerhouse will be 
in Canada and the other half in the United 
States. The Canadians will take over and 
operate their half of the powerhouse and 
New York State will take over and operate 


| 
of both the countries concerned, | the American half of the powerhouse. 
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It must be obvious to all t 





hi tl kful we W G 

L s-St. Lawrence v t 

were completed and u 

present emergency 

the emergency will scon it ¥ 
n. Iam convinced that i: f 


ation ol 


the St. Lawrence p: 


essential to all-out defense efi 


it is advisable to proceed with ¢ 
at as fast a rate as may be c 
other pressing needs of national def 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. 
Senator yield? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is the Senator readi: 
from G ral Robins’ testimony? 

Mr. SHITSTEAD, Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is not General Robin 
the Army engineer who had charge of tI 
construction of the great dams in thi 
Pecific Northwest? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I understand 
the Grand Coulee and Bonneville Dam 

Mr. AIKEN. I bring that out to sh 


Ame’. 
Ss whereof he 


that General Robins know 


President will the 


O- 


speaks when he discusses matters s 
as the proposed St. Lawrence d 
ment As I understand, only a qua 


of a century ago it was considered virtu- 
ally impossible to put a dam across th 
St. Lawrence at this point. At that tim: 
when the Frontier Corporation made 
offer for the resources, it claimed tl 
it would be incurring very large 
constructing this dam, because no dam 
of such proportions had ever been con- 
ructed before that time, and there 
possibility that it could not be do 
ywever, we now know that it can | 
1e; and if any man can do it, Gen- 
ral Robins is the man who can do it 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. General Robit 
eminence as an engineer is so well dem- 
onstrated in the large dams which ha\ 
been built hroug! 
the West that I did not think it wa: 
essary to call his ability to the at 
of the Senate. The works are the great- 
est testimony to his ability, vision, an 
foresight. 
Continuing 
eral Robins: 
Canada has 


rT 


POD 





with the statement of G 


spent to date $132,672,000 








the project; the United States S spe 
date $17,105,485 The total spent to d 
both countries is $149,777,485, leavi 
cost to complete for the entire project, $4: 


ire | . 
hich $144.418,000 is to be ex 
1ada; $285,056,515 by the Unit 







474,515, of w 
pended by Car 


has t 
ted States, ba 


this b 


answ 





re 


+} ‘ 
is that needed 1 





States, 

New York State offers to pay, under tl 
terms of the bill before the committee, $9 
375,000. Subtracting that from the $285. 
000 that the United States still 
makes a net cost to the Uni 
on these estimates of $200,000,000 

Mr. CULKIN. May I ask you 
question, General; and you need not 
unless you want to: Is that power th 
will be created by this dam, if Congress : 
fit to adopt the project, 
for national defense? 

General RosIns. It is. 

Mr. CULKIN. And that will be a cont 
ous need; will it not? 

General Rosrns. It will be a continui 
need, even leaving national defense out 
it. The country will need that power ju 
as sure as the sun rises and sets. 

Mr. CULKIN. Yes. It will be just as splen- 
did a contribution to our national ec 
as Boulder Dam and Grand Coulee and Cen- 


non 











pula 
ted power mar 
C Now, all the waters of the 
Lakes—and I have heard the statement 
t constitutes half of the fresh water 
slobe—flows down through the nar- 


rge in the St. Lawrence? 
CHAIRMAN. Chicago 
ral ROBINS 

he Illinois. 
CULKIN What is the cubic second-feet 
> at the Lawrence, at that point? 
eral Rosins. The mean flow over a pe- 


d- 
sly 


some of it. 


does not go 


geus 


All of it 


that 


St 

f some 60 years is about 240,000 seco 

It fluctuates very little comparativ 

it has got as high at one time as 3 

low at one time as 1 
» fluctuation is due to ice condition 
» the water available 

CULKIN. Yes. There is nothing 

world? 

eral ROBINS. No, sir 

Cu No piace in the world where 

which now a part of our defen 

iy in the United States and abroad, 

created at so low a is t 


LKIN 


is 





cost; is that cor- 
i Rostns. I think that 
now of any other place 
that quality of power at 


is correct I 
that can de- 
such a cost 





DONDERO. Is it not true that this be- 
n international project, the proce > 
from that of a domestic engineering 

eral Rosins. Yes, sir; that is u In 
the economic studies and reports 


been made by the Department of Com- 


but the engineering estimates and 
plans for this project have been pa d 
the Office of the Chief of Engineers in 
me way as any other project that is 


ed and reported upon by the B 


ers 


Mr. President, in order to save time, I 

have the remainder of this cross- 

mination of General Robi by 
committee members printed in the 
RD without reading 

being no objection, the matter 

red to was ordered to be printed in 

as follow 

fr. DonpErRO. And the reports that h 
filed have been by really an interna- 


board of ens 


st 
une 


f 


Li ce 


MECORD 


E neers is the age that re or 
€ ine ng questions, but the men 
on the cost estimat and the plans 
everything connected with the engin - 
features of the project are ex y 
men that work < other projects that 
Engineer Department has in < 


rd of Engines 


represent 


DONDERO. Hos the B 


been 


ys 


neral RospINs 


Ye ir; since the 


DONDERO 
n repre 


The Board 
ented on 
he reports on t 
ral Ropins. Y 
neers or the Ass 
been on tl 
Lawrence | 
DONDERO. All of the w 
in 1932 and 1936—was tl 
on mainly by American fund d Am« 
el eers? 


Ge 





C+ 
Mr 


ried on 


neral Rosins. It was. 
XC 
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as we ¢ our river and rbor 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I now wish 


sent for the Recorp, Mr. Presid 
statement issued November 28, 19 
the National St. Lawrence A 








readed by an advisory committee 
leading businessmen, representati\ 
te Q , WAT ; y Perry ’ > 
State and National farm organ 
editors, and other civic leaders. 
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} 
entirely 


familiar. By ccesive steps we 
have deepened channels, installed new 


works, and made other improvements to 


keep pace with the enormous growth 
in the size cf ships now operating on the 
Great Lake The ships which reach 


1,500 miles from the Coast to the greatest 
inland harbor in the world, at Duluth, 
are larger than the average ocean carrier. 


These channels today caltry a greater 
annual commerce than the Panama 
Canal and the Suez Canal combined. 
This is the case, despite the fact that the 


mighty commerce of the Great Lakes is 
bottled up and prevented from sharing 
in our water-borne intercoastal and for- 


eign trade by the outmoded 14-foot 
canals and unharnessed rapids of the 
St. Lawrence River. 


It is a fact, Mr. President, borne out 
by the whole history of the Great Lakes- 
St. Lawrence system and by the legisla- 
tive records of the Congress itself, that 
not a single navigation improvement 
has ever been made by the Government 
of the United States or by the Govern- 


ment of Canada in the entire Great 
Lakes-St. Lawrence system by means 
of a treaty. It is equally true that this 


Government has made numerous im- 
provements in United States sections of 
these boundary waters by simple acts of 
Congress and that we have repeatedly 
provided for improvements across the 
line in Canadian waters, by authoriza- 
tions carried in river and harbor bills. 
In the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of yester- 
day, on page 8893, appears a list showing 
in detail the improvements we have 
carried out in Canadian waters, in the 
Livingston Channel, and elsewhere, un- 
der river and harbor acts authorizing 
the expenditure of tens of millions of 


dollars in United States funds. 
I, therefore, contend that we are 
creating no new precedent, that we are 


violating no provision of the Constitu- 
tion, when we provide for the completion 


of the St. Lawrence seaway by an 
amendment to the same kind of a river 
and harbor bill under which we have 


heretofore proceeded. 

The improvements in Canadian waters 
to which I have referred have been car- 
ried out by our Corps of Engineers over 
a period of more than 40 years. The 
river and harbor bills authorizing these 
improvements became law when they 
were approved by Presidents Theodore 
Roosevelt, William Howard Taft, Calvin 
Coolidge, and nearly every other Chief 
Executive who served since 1902, 
down to the present time. In some in- 
stances notes to make necessary arrange- 
ments to facilitate the work were trans- 
mitted by Secretaries of State, such as 
Elihu Root, Philander C. Knox, and 
Charles Evans Hughes. Ido not believe, 
Mr. President, that the Senate of the 
United States at this hour is prepared to 
repudiate the course followed by former 
Secretary of State Hull and to reject the 
amendment to effectuate the agreement 


has 


cv 


of 1941, when the record shows that 
Secretary Hull followed a well-beaten 


track of precedents. 

It was no doubt because of those prece- 
dents that Secretary of State Elihu Root, 
in negotiating the Boundary Waters 
Treacy of 1909, was careful to make pro- 


CONC 











that agreements between the | 

United States and Canada “expressed by 
concurrent or reciprocal legislation on 
the part of Congress and the Parliament 
of Canada” should not be subject, like 
the applications of private corporations 
for permits, to review and decision by 
the International Joint Commission set 
up by the treaty of 1909. I say that 
when the Senate ratified the treaty of 
1909, this body had those precedents 
cleanly in mind, and gave its countenance 
and approval to the continued improve- 
ment of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
system by acts of Congress such as the 
amendment now proposed. 

I do not propose at this time to deal 
at more length with the numerous prece- 
dents we have before us for dealing with 
other nations by adoption of reciprocal 

| legislation. On December 4, the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. WaGNER] 
placed an extended but partial list of 
such acts of Congress in the REcorD. We 
know that in 1911 President Taft entered 
into an agreement with Canada for the 
mutual reduction of tariff duties, and 
that Congress passed legislation approv- 
ing that reciprocity agreement. 

The St. Lawrence project will remain 
under the control of the Congress at 
every stage of its construction and future 
operation. We are now asked to pass a 
mere authorization bill. Later Congress 
will be called upon to make appropria- 
tions for the carrying out of the construc- 
tion of the works specified in the 1941 
agreement. At every stage in the prog- 
ress of this work, Congress will have full 
opportunity to exercise its power of in- 
vestigation and review over the acts of 
the Corps of Engineers, and to do any- 
thing required to protect the rights of 
this Nation and the public interest. 

Mr. President, I now return, in con- 
clusion, to the merits of the Great Lakes- 
St. Lawrence seaway and power project. 
For more than 20 years I have stood on 
this floor and battled, in season and out, 
in session after session, for the balanced 
development of the river basins and the 
power and navigation resources of this 
country. With all my strength, I have 
fought against the efforts of railroad and 
utility interests to hold back such de- 
velopments, to obstruct rural electrifica- 





vision 


tion, T. V. A., and our Pacific coast 
public power projects, to hamstring the 
use of our inland waterways by cut- 


| throat competition and by various de- 
vices of rate juggling. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JEN- 
| NER in the chair). Does the Senator 
| from Minnesota yield to the Senator 
from Vermont? 

Mr.SHIPSTEAD. I yield. 
| Mr. AIKEN. I noticed that the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota called attention to 
the fact that the United States has spent 
a great deal of money in improving chan- 
| nels in Canadian waters by reason of au- 
| thorizations which were approved by the 
Commerce Committee and passed by the 
Congress. I wonder if the Senator also 
realizes that a great many dams have 
been built across international boundary 
waters, across streams which form the 
boundary between the United States and 
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Canada, by the private utilities interests. 
and never once has a Single voice been 
raised in objection to doing so becauss 
the franchises have been granted under 
the treaty of 1909. Yet, as soon as it j 
suggested that a dam be put across in- 
ternational boundary waters for the ben- 
efit of the public, certain persons sud- 
denly become very righteous in their ad- 
herence to the Constitution, and raise the 
question and draw all kinds of red her- 
rings across the trail. But they were 
significantly silent when franchises wer 
being given to private utility companies 
to build dams across. international 
boundary waters and to divert wate 
from the rivers which form our bound- 


| aries, 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. That is correct: 
| that was done all the way from Winni- 
peg. 
Mr. AIKEN. It was done all the way 
from Maine to Vancouver. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. That is correct, 
Whenever a dam was wanted, request 
| 


was made of Congress for that purpose. 

Mr. AIKEN. No, Mr. President; the 
permission of Congress was not asked in 
that connection. Permission was ob- 
tained from the International Joint Com- 
mission which was established under the 
treaty of 1909. 

Mr.SHIPSTEAD. Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN. That Commission has 
granted the requests of private utility 
companies to build dams across the inter- 
national boundary waters. 

It is so surprising that today men who 
were silent when that was being dons 
suddenly come to life and acquire a great 
deal of reverence for the Constitution, 
when it is proposed to build a dam for 
the benefit of the public. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President 
when I said request had been made of 
Congress, and then the Senator from 
Vermont referred to the treaty of 1909, 
| ITreferred to dams which were built prior 

to 1909. So far as the record shows, 
many dams were built without consult- 
ing any authority. The persons or organ- 
izations concerned merely went there 
and built them. But, of course, under the 
treaty of 1909, certain jurisdiction was 
given to the International Joint Com- 
mission and about 1923 some amend- 
ments were added to that treaty. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield further, at this time I 
should like to refer, for the benefit of 
the Senate, to a few sample cases which 
have been considered and acted upon 
by the International Joint Commission 
under the treaty of January 11, 1909, 
and without subsequent agreement be- 
tween the two governments or action by 
the Congress of the United States and 
the Canadian Parliament. 

The treaty of 1909 completely cov- 
ered the case, so far as the private 
utilities were concerned, but it does not 
cover it according to some of the op- 
ponents of the St. Lawrence seaway, 

| sO far as public dams and the public 
good are concerned. 
| On January 21, 1914, the Algoma Steel 

Corporation applied for approval of di- 

version and use of waters on the St. 
| Marys River at Sault Ste. Marie, On- 
| tario. The application was approved. 





ati 
Avs 


















teel 
di- 
St. 











y 29, 1915, the St. Croix 
Power Co. made _ application 
diversion of waters of the St. 
ver. The development required 
uction of a dam. The appli- 
s approved by the International 
Commission. 
February 20, 1925, the New Bruns- 
Electric Power Co. requested the 
val of certain works to be con- 
ted on the St. John River. I be- 
the location of the work was 
between Maine and New Bruns- 
The application was for hydro- 
power development, and was ap- 
by the International Joint Com- 






Y) 


Ae 
June 16, 1926, the St. John River 
Co. made an application for the 
ruction of permanent works in the 
in River for the development of 
The application was approved, 
10 question was raised at that time 
the constitutionality of the ap- 


various times the Governments of 

United States and Canada have made 
ations to the International Joint 

sion either for the construction 

ms or the diversion of water. I 
been given four instances of such 
ications having been made to the 
national Joint Commission. 

April 7, 1937, the Government of 
ia asked for the right to make im- 
ments on the Richelieu River which 
1 have raised the waters on the 
1 States side of the boundary line. 
ipplication was approved. 

1 September 16, 1929, the West 
nay River Power & Light Co. asked 

the approval of the construction 
dam of sufficient height to raise the 

level of the Kootenay River on 
United States side of the boundary. 
application was approved. 

October 3, 1940, the Government 
United States made application 
International Joint Commission 

rmission to raise the water levels 

the Canadian side of the boundary 

ulting from the construction of the 
nd Coulee Dam. The application 
approved. 

On August 22, 1941, the city of Seattle 
» application to construct a dam on 
Skagit River, which would have af- 
d the water level on the Canadian 
of the river. The application was 
roved. 

At no time was any question raised 

t the International Joint Commis- 

n did not have authority to grant 

applications to which I have re- 

d, and at no time was the question 

1 that the Constitution of the 

d States was in peril. It has been 

ipon the proposal to construct the 

1 which would provide the greatest 
fits for the greatest number of peo- 
in North America that the question 
constitutionality of the method of 
iting the approval has been raised. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
Senator yield? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. On the question of 

hether the proposed project could be 

ult between the United States and 
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Canada by contract and not by treaty, | 000.000, and 


I think some statutes can be cited. We 
can go back as far as 1874, Statutes at 
Large, volume 18, at page 237. A river 
and harbor appropriation of $25,000 was 
made for the removal of boulders and 
rocks in the Detroit River, partly in 
Canadian waters. The question has been 
raised that the St. Lawrence River proj- 
ect would have to be constructed und 
a treaty. The question has been raised 
because the work would have to be dong 
in part at least, in Canadian waters 

There were other statutes of a similar 
nature enacted following the last date 
to which I have referred. 

On July 3, 1930, Statutes at Large, 
volume 46, at page 918, in relation to 
the building of the Livingstone Channel, 
which was mostly in Canadian waters, an 
appropriation was made. The amount 
authorized to be expended upon the 
channel was $29,266,000. 

We find that in those particular cases 
the work was done not even under an 
executive agreement or a contract, but 
under merely an exchange of notes, and 
an appropriation of money by the United 
States Congress. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I thank the Sena- 
tor for his contribution. 

Mr. FERGUSON. In order that the 
record may be made clear, I might cite 
other acts 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I wish the Senator 
would do so. 

Mr. FERGUSON. March 7, 1907, 
Thirty-fourth Statutes at Large, page 
1073. 

June 25, 1910, Thirty-sixth Statutes at 
Large, page 655 

March 2, 1919, Fortieth Statutes at 
Large, page 1286 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I thank the Sena- 
tor. If I may be permitted to do so, I 
wish to compliment the Senator on the 
industry which he has shown in having 
looked up the precedents to which he h 
referred. I think he deserv much 
credit. 

Mr. President, I have vored the de- 
velopment, not only of e upper Mis- 
sissippi in my own State, but also of the 
lower Mississippi, the Tennessee and its 
tributaries, the Ohio, the Colorado, the 
Arkansas, the Missouri, and the Colum- 
bia. In the past 20 years I have joined 
with other Senators in voting billions 
in appropriations for those projects to 
develop resources outside lay own State, 
just as I have helped to vote billions to 
improve our seaports and their ap- 
proaches and a merchant marine which, 
until the St. Lawrence Rapids are over- 
come, can never enter Duluth and the 
other mighty harbors of the Great Lakes. 

I believe that as we enter the post- 
war era the time has come to put forever 
behind us any policy in respect to the 
development of our natural resources 
which can possibly lead to pitting sec- 
tion against section. We now have in 
conference a flood-control bill which 
carries more than $200,000,000 for the 
lower Mississippi, increasing the total 
authorizations for that area to upward 
of $800,009,000. We have auth>-rized in 
that bill improvements on the Missouri 
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disunity among the United Nations. To- 
day, on the eve of victory in Europe over 
Germany, Great Britain is taking the 
lead in causing disunity among the Allies, 
not only by words but by actual deeds. 
I am not surprised, because Great Britain 
is running true to form. She is a past 
master in the art of world politics and 
she has always been able to make weaker 
nations bow to her terms and to obtain 
the help of other nations to maintain her 
power. 

In a speech delivered by me on the floor 
of the Senate on June 25, 1942, I said 
then, and I now repeat, that many of the 
decisions made by the British in the 
course of this war were based on political 
issues, rather than upon strategy that 
would lead to early decision. It will be 
recalled that on two occasions the British 
came near clearing north Africa of every 
vestige of territory held by our. enemies. 
Instead of pursuing the enemy in north 
Africa when he was on the run, half of 
the British forces in that area were sent 
to aid helpless Greece. Churchill and his 
followers went to the aid of Greece 
against the advice of Britain’s military 
and naval leaders. What was the reason 
for that action? It was in order to fulfill 
a promise made by Churchill to King 
George of Greece, all to the end that the 
British could look to the King of Greece 
for help around the peace table. 

Several weeks ago the Russians had 
virtually driven the enemy from Greece 
and made that country no longer ten- 
able for the Germans. In spite of that, 
the British saw fit to send an army to 
obtain control of that helpless country. 
Today Great Britain is engaged, by force 
of arms, in dictating to the Greek people 
whom they shall select as their leader. 
She is pursuing a similar course in Italy. 
She is causing much concern in Ethio- 
pia by refusing to evacuate that country 
and by proclaiming that she intends not 
only to occupy a portion of Ethiopia 
during the war but to retain certain ter- 
ritory there. My belief is that Great 
Britain will persist in that attitude of 
seeking to expand her now vast empire 
and to form blocs of nations here and 
there all over the world so as to help 
her to maintain her pre-war world-wide 
domination, unless we in America take 
a hand. With a navy larger than the 
combined navies of all other countries in 
the world, and with a respectable army, 
it would seem to me that we should be 
able to force the British to see the light. 

I pose this question: Why should 
Great Britain maintain armies in re- 
conquered Greece, in reconquered Ethi- 
opia, and in other reconquered territo- 
ries, when those armies could be used 
to advantage against the western wall 
of Germany. 

To digress for a moment, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask Senators to take a look at the 
map indicating the battle line in western 
Europe, and they will note that the Brit- 
ish occupy a few miles on the northern 
end of the line, while we are bearing the 
brunt of this holocaust of war. 

Let me repeat, Mr. President, that, 
while we are shedding our precious blood, 
while we are dissipating our irreplace- 

able natural resources, the British are 
pursuing a course which is diametrically 





opposed to the objects and purposes for 
which we in America are fighting. We 
want to free the peoples of the earth and 
permit them to govern themselves. 

As has been expressed on the floor of 
the Senate on many occasions, we as a 
nation do not desire more territory, ex- 
cept that which it may be necessary for 
us to obtain or control in order to pre- 
vent future wars. I shall not now at- 
tempt a discussion of that problem, but 
will reserve it for future debate. 

Mr. President, the resolution which I 
have read is simple in its language and 
should not require much study to under- 
stand. It is simply a warning to Great 
Britain, and in fact to all other nations, 
that we as a Nation propose to help 
formulate a world security organization 
whose purpose it shall be to maintain 
peace; that we are desirous of letting the 
world know that this organization is not 
to be looked upon with suspicion or as a 
make-believe organization, but, instead, 
as an organization upon which every na- 
tion, be it large or small, can depend to 
be the instrumentality by which and 
through which world peace can be main- 
tained. I do not want any nation, no 
matter how large or small, to fail to have 
the utmost confidence in the ability of 
this organization to maintain the peace 
of the world. I do not want any nation 
to feel that it is necessary for it to join 
in an alliance with the British or to join 
in an alliance with the Russians or an 
alliance with us in order to maintain 
peace. Let us keep the organization 
open, free, and aboveboard. 

Mr. President, a few weeks ago that 
eminent statesman from Great Britain, 
David Lloyd George, was asked the ques- 
tion: 

What was the Allies’ greatest mistake in 
dealing with Germany after the last war? 


Rather grimly and without hesitation, 
he replied: 

America. If they had kept to their bar- 
gains instead of backing out and leaving the 
League of Nations, things would have gone 
differently. 


That may be only partially true, but, 
if the truth were known, President Wil- 
son failed to carry out his 14 points be- 
cause of the existence of secret treaties, 
alliances, and agreements among the na- 
tions with which he was dealing. In the 
near future I expect to address myself 
further to that subject. 

Mr. President, my hope is that when 
the United Nations of the World sit 
around the peace table for the purpose 
of working out plans in order to main- 
tain a lasting peace, each can without 
hesitation state to the world that it has 
not made any secret treaties, that it has 
no alliances of any kind, but that the 
organization in contemplation shall be 
and will be the instrumentality through 
which peace throughout the world shall 
be maintained. 

Mr. President, out of order I send the 
resolution to the desk and ask that it be 
referred immediately to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and I will also ask 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate consider it without delay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the resolution will be received 
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and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The resolution (S. Res. 348) 
ferred to the Committee on 
Relations, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senat 
that the formation or existence of any bl 
or regional group of nations for military pur- 


was re- 
Foreign 


poses, except in conjunction with and with 
the approval of a general world securit 
organization, is inimical to internatior 


peace and security. 
RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing th: 
construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
ask consideration of an amendment I 
send forward regarding the certificat: 
of convenience and necessity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 2, line 16 
it is proposed to strike out the period 
and to insert the following: “And pro- 
vided further, That no inland waterway 
project, the necessity or justification for 
which depends in whole or in part upon 
the purposes of navigation and trans- 
portation, shall be authorized until the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, after 
public hearing, shall have submitted a 
report to the Congress concerning the 
public convenience and necessity for thx 
navigation and transportation features 
of the project.” 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
the keystone of American trade and com- 
merce, and indeed of life itself, is trans- 
portation; and the organizations com- 
monly called common carriers consti- 
tute the backbone of American transpor- 
tation. A common carrier is defined as 
one who holds himself out to transport 
for public hire. 

A common carrier is a servant of the 
public, of rich and poor, great and small, 
alike. In order to function properly, 
common carriers must have highways 
and terminal facilities. To obtain these 
it is often necessary to endow the car- 
rier with the power to take private prop- 
erty and exercise the sovereign power of 
eminent domain. Common carriers are 
therefore public-service organizations, 
endowed, by the State or Federal Gov- 
ernments, with certain governmental 
powers in the shape of exclusive fran- 
chise and other things. 

It is necessary to protect the public 
from abuses by the carriers by regulation 
of the carriers. It is also necessary to 
restrict the number of carriers and the 
scope of their operation, in order to pro- 
tect the carriers from each other. Too 
many carriers would be the ruination of 
all. A carrier must make a reasonable 
profit in order to exist. If the traffic 
available for movement is divided be- 
tween too many, some, or all, of the car- 
riers will fail financially. 

In 1887, 58 years ago, Congress passed 
the Interstate Commerce Act. That law 
was quite simple, and relatively narrow 
in its jurisdiction, but it has now grown 
to enormous proportions. The group of 
laws now referred to as the Interstate 
Commerce Act fill 210 pages. 


The 
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I of the act now deals with the 
is and general ~uestions of carrier 

ns. Part II deals basically with 
irriers. Part III deals with water 





mmere ‘ 
nmerce Act, 
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section 1, subparagraph 18, y 


r byr lroad subject t Yn + 
take the exten I f its line [ 

r the construction of a new line of 
shall acquire or operate any e 

i, or exter n thereof, « s ] 
ansp< n unde his ove 


ns of such additional or extended 
ad, unless and until there shall 
been obtained from the Commis- 
srtificate that the present or future 
onvenience and necessity require or 
the construction, or operat 





u n and operat n f such ddi- 
extended line of railroad, and no 
by railroad subject to this part shall 
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all or any portion of a line of rail- 
or the operation thereof, unless and 
here shall first have been obtained 
the Commission a certificate that the 

or future public convenience and 
ity permit of such abandonment. 


T 


1 addition to this provision, the rail- 
; are also regulated in every detail 
their management and operation. 
ision has been made in the act for 
ist every conceivable activity, and 
gress is constantly amending and ex- 
ling the act. 

rt IL is equally complete and 
rough in providing for regulation of 
activities of motor carriers, and this 
lation extends to all motor carriers 
hire, except some very narrow ex- 
mptions which are too small to mention 


However, when we turn to the most 
ent part of the Commerce Act, that is, 
rt III, we find a definition under sub- 
tion 302 which reads in part, as fol- 


term “common carrier by water” means 
person which holds itself out to the 
eral public to engage in the transporta- 
by water in interstate or foreign com- 
ce of passengers or property or any class 
classes thereof for compensation, except 
I rtation by water by an express com- 
‘subject to part I in the conduct of its 
ess business, which shall be considered 
be and shall be regulated as transporta- 
n subject to part I. 


Turning further in the act, we find 
inder section 303 a most extraordinary 
cemption has been granted to certain 

carriers, which reads as follows: 
Nothing in this part shall apply to the 
sportation by a water carrier of com- 
lities in bulk when the cargo space of 
vessel in which such commodities are 
sported is being used for the carrying 

? , 


not more than three such commodities 
1is subsection shall apply only in the case 
commodities in bulk which are (in ac- 
lance with the existing custom of the 
le in the handling and transportation 
such commodities as of June 1, 1939) 
led and carried without wrappers or con- 
ners and received and delivered by the 
rier without transportation 1! c or 
For the purposes of this subsection 

r more vessels while navigated as a 
hall be considered to be a single vessel. 


And further along in the same section 
we find another exemption which covers 
all craft of 100 tons or less carrying 
capacity: 
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This means that vessels can be oper- 
ated on our inland aterWays cay 
of carrying 10 large truck loads of gen- 
eral freight, or equal to 3 freight car- 
loads, without regulations of any kind 


under the Commerce Act. 

I also find another interesting s 
under part III of the ! 
tion 309 subsection (d) 
stance says that th 
certificates « 
necessity” have been grant 
without further authority, ] 
to operate immediately ove 
tional inland waterways autl 
Congress. In other words, the water 
carriers May expand like an octopus as 
fast as Congress builds in 
at the expense of the taxpayer. 

When a public road is to be constructed 
an elaborate procedure must be fol- 
lowed, as set out by the statutes of the 
several States. First, to locate the route 
of the new road; secondly, to publish a 
notice to the taxpayers that such a high- 
way is contemplated, and then appro- 
priate proceedings must be instituted to 
see if the property owner objects to such 

route. 

I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the famous Pennsylvania turn- 
pike, which has been a great boon to mo- 
torists. This turnpike is a wonderful 
public facility, but it is not free. The 
motorists must pay tolls, and I am in- 
formed that heavily laden trucks some- 
times pay more than $50 for the privilege 
of traversing the 160 miles of that high- 
way. I do not advocate that all high- 
ways should be toll highways, far from 
it, for in the final analysis most of these 
highways are paid for by the car or 
truck operator in the form of gasoline, 
license, and franchise taxes. I am in- 
formed that the automobile and truck 
operators of the United States, as a 
group, pay approximately the same 
amount of taxes in any given year as do 
the railroads of the country. Regard- 
less of what the exact figures may be, it 
is sufficient to say that the taxes col- 
lected far exceed the total sums spent 
upon highways. The railroads, in turn, 
must build their own tracks and maintain 
them, and after the tracks have been 
constructed taxes must be paid. 

Under the present set-up, water car- 
riers May extend their operations sub- 
ject only to the limitation of a water 
channel upon which to operate. There 
are no tolls and no gasoline t: s. In- 
deed, the largest towboats sh t 
various marine waterway magazines al 
coal burners. The extraordinary exemp- 
tion of carriers of bulk cargoes and the 
exemption of vessels of 100 tons carryin 
capacity, creates a most dangerous threat 
to the stability of the carriers of the 
United States. 

I am informed, and so advised the Sen- 
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ate, during the Beaver-Mahoning debate, 
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The amendment w I have proposed 
ple, and essential to the wel- 
sportation indu of 
There must be som 
ul control set up to 
at nd waterway 
> expe! ul istified, and 
1 ( ntere 
It is certainly not within the province 
of the United Sta Army er nee to 
determine this question. It is unfair to 


this burden upon the engineers, 
y are a group of highly trained tec! 
nicians, men who have shown that they 
are competent to build anything at any 
time at any place, whenever our Gover! 
ment so directs 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
is the best qualified and equipped Gov- 
rnment organization, available at this 


e c 
time, to consider and recommend action 
u 


ipon new inland waterways. The Com- 
mission has vast resources in the shape 
of statistical records: it has experience 
and, above all, it is honest and its motives 


are unselfish. The integrity of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commissioners, as a 
group, is beyond question. From time to 
time criticisms have been leveled at cer- 
tain Commissioners, but when there is 


a group of 11 men it is almost impossib] 


for all 11 to be blamele in the eyes of 
all persons at the same time It is 
enough to say that the great majority 
of these 11 men are able, honest, and 
sincere. I hope the Senate will agree 
with me that Congress must have 
impartial and competent advice on the 
question of constructing new inland wa- 
t i because ite! not 
only create substantial barriers to of r 
and existing inland transportation 
they also carry the 1 tential threat of 
destru n to « f C 
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} tL tt nveé oro ly nd ae- 
I C eacin Pa Cular Case as arl 5» 
but in the future let us } e the impar- 
ti ind helpf recommendation of the 
Int te Commerce Commission con- 
cerning the economic status of project 
under existing circumstances and their 
proba le result 1 well 
M1 Pr dent I believe that the 
mendment I have proposed will achieve 
th results, and I ask most careful and 
vorable consideration c. it by the 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 


will the Senator yield for a question? 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Before the Sen- 
ator takes his seat, I should like to ask 
him te comment on one phase of the 
matter which disturbs me. I entirely 
agree with the Senator’s basic theme 
that we ought to have coordinated judg- 
ments in the development of’ our total 
transportation facilities. But, since the 
Interstate Commerce Commission his- 


torically has dealt almost exclusively 
with railroads, since function pri- 
marily is to create adequate railroad 
rates, and to maintain them against ex- 
ploitation, what has the Senator to say 
to the suggestion that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission might not be the 
independent judicial body which ought 


its 


to be chosen to exercise this over-all 
control, because it might be very defi- 
nitely weighted. I do not mean in any 
improper sense, but by historical char- 
acter and by tradition and by habit it 
might be weighted in favor of railroad 


transportation as 
portation. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. 


against water 


trans- 


Mr. President, I 


am glad the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan has asked that question. The 


railroads were the first and only consid- 
eration of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. When the trucking com- 
panies began to operate on the highways 
of the Nation it was the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission which supplied the 
certificates of convenience and necessity. 
I do not think there has been any undue 
favoring of the railroads against the 
trucking interests of the Nation, and I 
feel that the same situation would applv 
in consideration of the inland waterways. 
I see no reason why we should feel that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 
would in any way favor either the rail- 
roads or the truckers as against the in- 
land waterways. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
purpose cf the amendment offered by the 
junior Senator from Wyoming is that no 
navigation project shall hereafter be 
authorized by the Congress until after it 


has been submitted to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the Inter- 
tate Commerce Commission has con- 


ducted public hearings thereon and 
nade a report as to public convenience 
and necessity. 

I believe that a mere statement of the 
amendment is sufficient to carry the 
conviction that it should not be adopted. 
I know of no amendment which would 
more thoroughly clog the wheels of 


progress of navigation and the authori- 
zation of navigation projects than such 
an amendment as this, 








rr 


The Senate is well aware of the infinite 
care with which these projects are inves- 
tigated by the Army engineers. They 
have a division which looks into all the 
economics of a navigation project and its 
effect on navigation before it is reported 
upon. The Army engineers make a 
thorough and comprehensive study of 
project and much more quickly 
than the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
ion could de under the procedure sug- 
gested by the amendment. 

It is well known that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is far behind in 
its wor’. Under the Transportation Act 
of 1940 the inland waterway carriers now 
have at least 100 applications pending 
before the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, which have not been acted upon. 

That overloaded and overburdened 
Commission could not possibly consider 
these projects and report upon them 
within any reasonable length of time. 
Take the projects in this bill. There are 
approximately 288 of them. They would 
have to be submitted to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and we would 
have to wait until it had determined 
whether or not there was public conven- 
ience and necessity. Iam quite sure that 
Congress would not be able to act for a 
number of years, possibly 10 or 15 years. 
I hope that I have not fallen into a gross 
exaggeration in making that statement. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission 
is a very slow-moving body. Further- 
more, I do not believe that its approach 
to the subject would be from the proper 

] I think it would be thoroughly 
imbued with the thought of protecting 
the interests, or supposed interests, of 
the railroads, as against water-borne 
commerce. I am wondering why the 
able junior Senator from Wyoming did 
not suggest that no project be acted upon 
by ‘Congress until it had been approved 
by the American Association of Rail- 
roads. The purpose of the amendment 
is simply to thwart and impede con- 
gressional action in respect to these proj- 


eacn 


ancie 
Allpic. 


ects. I ask that the amendment be de- 
feated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. ROBERTSON]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. AIKEN and Mr. WHITE Suggested 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 


The 


Cordon Johnson, Calif. 
Danaher Johnson, Colo 
Davis Kilgore 





Downey La Follette 


Bankhead Ellender Langer 
Bilbo Ferguson Lucas 
Brewster George McClellan 
Brooks Gerry McFarland 
Buck Gillette McKellar 
Burton Green Maloney 
Bushfield Guffey Maybank 
Butler Gurney Millikin 
Byrd Hall Murray 
Capper Hatch Nye 
Caraway Hawkes O'Daniel 
Chandler Hayden O'Mahoney 
Clark, Idaho Hill Overton 
Clark, Mo, Holman Radcliffe 
Connally Jenner Reed 
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Revercomb Taft Weeks 
Revnolds Thomas, Okla. Wheeler 
Robertson Tunnell Wherry 
Russell Tydings White 
Shipstead Vandenberg Wiley 
Smith Wagner Willis 
Stewart Walsh Wilson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventv- 
eight Senators having answered to the 
names, a quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to ths 
amendment of the Senator from Wvyo- 
ming on page 2, in line 16. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bij]! 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I off; 
the amendment, which I send to the des 
and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 45, afti 
line 16, it is proposed to insert: 

Santee-Congaree Buckingham I 
Site, S. C. . 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I < 
cept the amendment. 
jection. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I ask thy 
Senator from South Carolina whethe: 
the amendment provides for a survey. 

Mr. MAYBANK. That is correct 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Witho 
objection, the amendment of the Senat 
from South Carolina is agreed to. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I offe 
the amendment which I send to the de 
It is a survey item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 50, be- 
tween lines 23 and 24, it is proposed to 
insert “with a view to the protectio: 
of the shore line and repairs to the exist 
ing protective works on Lake Pontchar- 
train at Mandeville, La.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment is agreed 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I 
offer the amendment to page 41 of ths 
bill, which lies on the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 41, after 
line 25, it is proposed to add the fol- 
lowing: 

Ocean City Harbor and Inlet, and Sine- 
puxent Bay, Md. 


AC - 


There is no ob- 


The 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, on 
page 42 I offer the amendment which 
lies on the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cnrer CLERK. On page 42, 
line 11, after the word “Creek”, it is pro- 
posed to insert “and Fresh Water Pond.” 





The amendment was agreed to. 


ADDITION OF CERTAIN LANDS TO UINTAH 
AND OURAY RESERVATIONS, UTAH 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its dis- 

| agreement to the amendments of the 
| Senate to the bill (H. R. 837) to restore 
| and add certain public lands to the Uin- 
tah and Ouray Reservation in Utah, and 
for other purposes, and requesting a con- 

















h the Senate on the disagree- 
of the two Houses thereon. 
HATCH. I move that the Senate 
upon its amendments, agree to the 

the House for a conference, 
t the Chair appoint the conferees 
part of the Senate. 
motion was agreed to: and the 
Officer appointed Mr. Hatcn, 
O'’MAHONEY, and Mr. GURNEY con- 
on the part of the Senate. 
ACING OF PORTION OF STATE OF 
IDAHO IN THIRD TIME ZONE 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I ask 
us consent that the Senate pro- 
to the consideration of Calendar 
26, House bill 1997, to repeal sec- 
3 of the Standard Time Act of 
1 19, 1918, as amended, relating to 
placing of a certain portion of the 

of Idaho in the third time Zone. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, re- 
ng the right to object, let me say I 
tand there is no controversy at 
reference to the bill, and that it 

» passed without debate. 

Mr. STEWART. That is my under- 
st ing. I make the request in behalf 
junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
MAS], who is ill. I have understood 
here would be no controversy about 
The bill would affect only a portion 
Idaho, and would move it into the 
third time zone. I had charge of the 
er in the subcommittee, and the 
endment to the bill was agreed to by 
Senators from Idaho. They have 
honed me and asked that I request 
1e bill be considered and disposed 





































































Mr. President, I ask for immediate con- 
sideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
tion to the present consideration of 
hil]? 
There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had 
I been reported from the Committee on 


I tate Commerce with an amend- 
n on page 1, after line 2, to strike out: 

section 3 of the act entitled “An act 
+ 


ve daylight and to provid 

ne for the United States,” approved March 
] s amended (U.S. C., 1940 ed., title 
15, sec. 264). which provides for p! 
‘ f the State 


standard 


¢ Ta 
i if 


is hereby repealed. 


And insert 

T beginning with the effective date of 
this act and for the duration of the period 
during which daylight saving time is in ef- 


pursuant to the act entitled “An act to 

promote the national security and defense by 

establishing daylight saving time,” approved 

1942, so much of the State of 

oy Idaho as is now within the United States 

| d mountain time zone shall be part 

United States standard Pacific time 

zone. Upon the termination of such period 

h part of the State of Idaho shall again 

n the United States standard moun- 
time zone. 











he amendment was agreed to. 

he amendment was ordered to be en- 
he grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
he bill was read the third time and 
nd passed 
n- The title v 


hill act 
4a Nill US 


is amended so as 
hing Pacific s 


to read: 
ird time 


toh] nda 
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he State of Idaho now 


on mountain standard time, for the pe- 
riod during which daylight saving time 
is in effect 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


The §S e resumed the considera- 
tion of e bill (H. R. 3961) auth 
the constri n, repair, and pre - 
tion of certain public works on rive 1d 
harbors, and for other purposes 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, as stated 
yesterday, it is the d re of the pro- 
ponents of the St. Lawrence seaway to 
reach a vote on the amendment at the 


earliest possible date. 
the part of the proponents of the amend- 


ment to delay the Senat 


vote on the amendment and a final v 
on the bill itself. Four Members of th 
Senate have expressed a desire to s c 
on the river and harbor bill, with par- 
ticular reference to the inclusion in it ¢ 
the St. Lawrence seaway amendment. I 


expected that one of them would be ready 
to make his speech at this time How 
ever, I find that all fe 
to speak tomonriow. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I believe that 
now is a good time t« unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the Recorp some 
material which I had expected to ask 
to have printed in the Recorp later as 
the debate drew near toaclose. I know 
that when a project of the ma 
the one proposed is gested, people 
naturally want to know who is endors 
it. I had intended to ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the Recorp 
a list of the names of some of the persons 
who proponents of the St. Lawrence 
seaway and power development. I 
pect that the opponents of the project 
will unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp lists of their own, 
because I realize that there are oppo- 
nents of this great and worthy project, 
just as there are opponents of every 
worthy project which has ever been pro- 
posed. We know that when the Panama 
Canal was proposed opponents of 
Canal successfully fought it for more 
than 30 years. We know that when the 
Suez Canal was proposed opponents of 
that canal opposed for 80 years its con- 
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ur ol them expect 
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struction. We do not expect posi- 
tion to the St. Lawrence seaway to last 
for 30 years or 80 years, but we 
that there are those who oppose its con- 
struction. We know that they represent 
a group of people similar in character 
to the group which opposed the extension 
of the railroads across the Plains 
also the group which opposed the Sa 
Ste. Marie Canal being 1 in 
northern Michigan. Through that canal 
shipping has moved at the rate of 100,- 
000,000 tons a year, even though the 
water there is frozen Over 
months of the year. 

The current 


realize 


and 


A 


constructed n 


interest in the St. Law 





rence seaway began approximately 25 
years ago. Between the early twenti« 
and the early thirties various Stat 

the Union b n to prom nt 
construction of the St. Law: 

and power project. I ] 
interestlr to the Senate 


in the Recorp the names of the St 
the United State ! 


~ 
2 
i 


— 


pment of 
urce in the vu rid Onlv ] st m 
n November, about eI 
or shortly thereafter, there w 


convened, 


( ul 1 in Detroit I of 49 
men, as I recall the num re 
different tra iInaust! ind } 

I from va! Is part of lé ny 
for the purpose of bringir 
Lawrence Ly dé opme! I 
like t read to th Soy ’ 
the names of ther ! - 
ized f this pul I f I 
read them, every Senator v ! 
the high ¢ er of th \ i ! 
isking Con to author I - 
rent tiver d l 

The name of t 
National St. I Asso ] 
office: i 


S980 


The other 1! k he committee 
is ft 

Henry J. A of Wic! K ex- 
G ne ( K 

Mr i. 2. oF ou I id ] 
George H Corpo! O 1 
N = 

Mr. H. E. Bubcock, of I N. Y 
Perhay Hw. E. 8 cock doe not mean so 
mt it would mean tc y “Ed” Bab- 
cock, who v¥ president of the Council 
of Farmer Cooperatives only 3 years ago, 

d has been « of the leading advo- 
ca of cooperation among farmers all 


ibe ock’s 
in the 


a member 


ver the United States. Mr. B 
name is known to every farme1 


United State and he is 


( committee organized to promote 
the St. Lawrence seaway. 

Mr. John C. Beukema, of the Muske- 
fon Chamber of Commerce, Muskegon, 
Mich 

Mr. H. E. Brockel, who is secretary of 
the Great Lakes Harbors Association, of 
Milwaukee 


Mr. Manferd Burleigh, president of the 


Great Lake Greyhound Corporation, 
Detroit, Mich 

Mr. E. B. Crosby, president of the 
Northern Federation of Chambers of 
Commerce, Massena, N. Y. 

Then we come to a publisher, Mr. John 


Cowles, publisher of the Des Moines Reg- 
ister-Tribune, Look Magazine, and other 
publications, of Des Moines, Iowa. 

Mr. James E. Davidson, a shipbuilder, 
of Bay City, Mich. 

Mr. Cyrus Eaton, well known in steel 


ind railroad circles, and president of 
Otis & Co., Cleveland, Ohio. 
Mr. Marshall Field III, owner of the 


Chicago Sun, Chicago, II. 
Mr. Henry Ford II, executive vice pres- 


ident of the Ford Motor Co., Detroit, 
Mich. 
Mr. Julius Frank, president, Frank’s 


Department Store, Ogdensburg, N. Y. 
Mr. F. J. Freestone, ex-chairman of 
the executive committee of the National 
Grange, and a member of the New York 
State Power Authority, Syracuse, N. Y. 
Mr. Roy W. Gifford, who is vice presi- 
dent of the Norge Division of the Borg- 
Warner Corporation, of Detroit, Mich. 
Mr. George E. Hardy, of the Ohio 
Waterways Commission, Toledo, Ohio. 
Mr. Walter Havighurst, of Miami Uni- 
versity, and author of Long Ships Pass- 
ings, of Oxford, Ohio. 


Mr. Daniel W. Hoan, president of the 
Great Lak« Harbors Association, and 
many times mayor of the city of Mil- 
waukee, W1 

Mr. Rollo F. Hunt, chairman of the 





nnesota Tidewater Commis Du- 


ith, Minn. 

Mr. Perry W. Jenkins, Wyoming direc- 
tor of the National Reclamation Associ- 
ation, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Mr. Harold B. Johnson, putklisher of 
the Watertown Times, Watertown, N. Y. 

Mr. D. S. Kiskadden, vice president 
and manager of the Buhl Land Co., De- 
troit, Mich. 

Mr. Arnold Leraan, president of the 
Marine Iron & Shipbuilding Co., Du- 
luth, Minn. 

Mr. Murray D. Lincoln, secretary of 
the Ohio State Farm Bureau, Columbus, 
Onio. Mr. Lincoln one of the best- 


sion, 


1S 
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~ 
e~ 


men in farm-cooperative circles 
f not the b known. It was 
l Mr. Linc efforts that the 
O Mutual IF 3 1 Automobile 
Co. w bu up until it is, 

I the f th or fifth in size amor 
€ mutual aut obil insurance 
ompani in the country today. Cer- 
tainly Mr. Lincoln is known the world 


cooperatives, and 
as hard to get the 
loped, because 


over for his work with 
now he is working just 
wrence seaway deve 
ndous benefits which 


he knows the treme 
flow to the farmers of all the cen- 
tral part of the United States. 
Mr. William Loeb, publisher of the 


Vt. 


Burlington Daily News, Burlington, 
Mr. A. L. Lott, president of the Motor 
Products Corporation, of Detroit, Mich. 
Mr. Seth Marshall, president of Mar- 


hall-Wells Co., Duluth, Minn. 
Mr. P. R. Moore, president of Klear- 
x Linen Looms, Inc., Duluth, Minn. 
Mr. Albert P. Newell, president of the 
Newell Manufacturing Co., Ogdensburg, 
N. Y. | 
Mr. Edward J. Noble, chairman of the 
Blue Network, New York City. 
Mr. C. J. Reese, president of Continen- 
tal Motors, Detroit, Mich. 
Then there is another publisher, Mr. 
ernard Ridder, publisher of the Pioneer 
ress, St. Paul, Minn, 
Mr. T. Mel Rinehart, president of the 
Highland Oil Corporation, of Detroit. 
Another publisher, Gideon Seymour, | 
vice president and executive director, | 
| 


B 
PP 


Star Journal and Tribune, Minneapolis, 

Minn. 
George R. Shafer, ex-Governor of the 

State of North Dakota, Bismarck, 

N. Dak. 
Sydney Smith, president, Anchor 

ge Co., Chicago, Ill. 

P. H. Stevens, president, Commercial 


C+ 
wLOTa 


Securities Co., Gary, Ind. 
In passing, let me remark that the 
city of Gary, Ind., is officially on record 


as requesting the Congress to authorize 


the construction of the St. Lawrence 
seaway. The nearby city of Valparaiso, 


Ind., is 
seaway. 

Mr. W. A. Stinchcomb, director of the 
Cleveland Metropolitan Park District, 
Cleveland, Ohio. 

Mr. C. B. Thomas, president, Chrysler 
Exvort Co., Highland Park, Mich. 

Another ex-Governor, Mr. Murray D. 
Van Waggoner, ex-Governor of the State 
of Michigan, Detroit. 

Mr. Oscar Webber, vice president and 
general manager, J. L. Hudson Co., De- 
troit, Mich. 

Another publisher, } 
White, publisher of the 
zette, Emporia, Kans. 
Also Mr. Harold Wilde, editor of the’ 
reat Lakes Outlook, Milwaukee, Wis. 
Mr. N. A. Woodworth, president of 
the N. A. Woodworth Co., Ferndale, 
Mich. 

Mr. Fred M. Young, president, Young 
Radiator Co., Racine, Wis. 

And, finally, Mr. Frank A. Seiberling, 
of the Seiberling Rubber Co., Akron, 
Ohio. 

Certainly, Mr. President, no one who 
reads this list of 49 men who have joined 
together in a concerted effort to secure 


also on record as approving the 


L. 
Ga- 


fr. William 
Emporia 


G 





ECORD—SENATE 


a 





DECEMBER 7 















the approval of the Lawrence sea- 


way and power development by the Con- 


St. 





gress, can say that the proposal ema- 
nates from the lunatic fringe, be 
every one of them is a substantial and 


uccessful man in his own business. In 





fact, they are among the most success- 
ful of the businessmen of this wh 
country. 

I read in that list the names of two 
ex-Governors, one from North Dake 
and one from Michigan. I wish to s 
that there are many Governors of t 
States at the present time who are ac- 


tively supporting the seaway. Perhay 
the best known of these is Gov. Thoma 
E. Dewey, of New York, the titular he 

of the Republican Pa so that the 
heads of both the Republican and th 
Democratic Parties of this country ar 
very definitely in favor of the St. Law- 
rence seaway and power development 
Both Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Dewey have 
reiterated their support of this proje 
time and time and time again. When I 
spoke in Detroit in late October I re- 
ceived messages from both of them to 
be delivered to members of the Adcraft 
Club and the board of commerce before 
whom I spoke, again reiterating thei 
support of the St. Lawrence seaway and 
power project. 

Mr. President, I have with me two let- 
ters from Governors. I have others 
my Office, but not with me on the floor. 
I should have inserted these two lette: 
in the Recorp some time ago but did not 
do so. They are both dated June 10, 
1944, and both Governors had thought 
that hearings on the St. Lawrence 
would be held before the Committee on 
Commerce about that time. It seems 
they were in error in that respect. The 
first letter which I wish to read into the 
REcorp is from Gov. Edward J. Thye, of 
the State of Minnesota. Governor Thye 
wrote me on June 10, 1944, as 


rtyv 


bill 


17 
{ollows 


Hon. Georce D. AIKEN, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C 
DreaR SENATOR AIKEN: On behalf of tl 
State of Minnesota, I strongly support S¢ 


ator GEORGE D. AIKEN’s bill (S. 1385) for leg- 
islation approving the agreement reached 
between our Government ar 
of Canada for the 
Lakes-St. Lawren< 
project. 

Minnesota 
oject for ve 
In 1941, when é 1ad on simil: 
fore the Rivers and 


completion 





pi 








hearings 





legislation be : Harbors 
Committee of the House, Gov. Harold I 
Stassen, of Minnesota, appeared and tes- 
tified, as appears in the record of those hear- 
ings. I heartily endorse everything that Gov- 
ernor Stassen said at those hearings 

We believe th this project is compar- 
able to the Panama Canal in economic im- 
portance to this Nation. It is hard to be- 


lieve, that with a natural waterway from the 
Atlantic seaboard to the heart of this con- 
tinent, which, with the improvement of a 
comparatively small section of 48 miles in 
length, would make it navigable for 80 per- 


cent or more of all oceangoing shipping, 
we have not yet removed this barrier. Water 
transportation is and will always be the 


cheapest transportation. In our great area 
of wheat producing, and dairy and farm prod- 
ucts, with a population of some 40,000,000 
people, the economic development of this Na- 
tion makes it imperative that we have the 
full advantage of the water transportation 
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my sincere hope that the Congress 


United States, looking at this great 


from its national aspect and im- 
ill 1 longer permit any delay 
pment 

c cerely v« Ss 


Epwarp J. THYf& 


Governor, 


resident, I wish to read a letter 
Hon. John Moses, Governor of 
1 Dakota. The letter is dated Bis- 
:¢, N. Dak., June 7, 1944. At that 
Governor Moses was in this city to 
1 hearings of the Rivers and Har- 
Committee. The letter is as fol- 





STATE OF NorTH DAKOTA 
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 


G RGE D. AIKEN 
d State senator, 
Wa ngton, D.C 
St. Lawrence v way project 
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I e the Rive nd Hai Com- 

( he Hou f Represe1 n 

is project, speaking in behalf 

State of North Dakota, which has 

d\ ted this development for 

20 years. I should like to reiterate 

jualified end ement of this measure 

time, and to recommend its prompt 
by the Congre 

early completion of ; waterway de- 


h 
nt would not only bring ocean com- 
into the heart of America, which is 
landlocked, but it would provide much 
l power for industrial purposes in the 
In order to fully utilize the agricul- 
industrial, and water resources of the 
midwestern area of the United States 
ie post-war period, and to speed the eco- 
rehabilitation of the Nation, it is es- 
t ject be 
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included in the Government's post-w I believe. Utah 
waterway-deve! pment program. , = Farm 
Since y you t " " 


JOHN Moses, Governor. Dae eae ee 


I have received letters from the Gov- atives a 


Ai U1LI1 


te from Gov. E. P. Carville, of N ‘ 





as | las from tl Governors of ! 

of our Southern States, who do not tak B I 

the fish attitude that in order to build i 1 le 

up the South th mt tear down the t been ha 

North. I am ve glad that the uth- n thos 

ern G from wl iI e heard ri 

take t ta ] It is certainly faiz t} 

of them to do so. f s ‘ 
Besides the governors, we | en- E } 

do from innumerable mayors of i d 

( I e a strong ! of endorse- f I | } 

I o: t project from Mayor Jeff to id ad 

of Detri and from the mayors of ma ( 

of tl cities of Michi n, W onsin, and I} . 

Minnesota. One of the strongest advo- | y rs G 

cates of the St. lI rence seaway and v 

power development Mayor LaGuat 


Chambers of commerce all over the | tion was. I 
North Central part of the United States | G 
are on record as favoring the develop- 
ment of the seaway. Notable among | 
them is the Chamber of 
the city of Toledo, Ohio. hs 
the attitude of the officials of that city 
was somewhat questioned as to whethe1 


the city favored the seaway or not, so a 


poll was taken of the members of the Dear SENAT 


chamber of commerce S 
responded to the poll, and 
decisive vote in favor of the 














of the seaway. Other Ohi v : 
also endorsed the seaway, 
city of Lorain, Ohio, the f 
shipping city on the Great W 

President, besid the pport ¢ : 
ci bodies, 1 yrs, Gor rs, ¢ m- 7 
bers of rce, and ot ho | 
favored the seaway ; G I 
atehciaiedl O1 s bu essmen ‘ 
unqualifie upport of 1 of t farm W 
in ests ol h cc I j 
a 1 the N h I Gre 
resolutio ia l cr n ¢ t 
the Ss I en d t ! 
Grand R ] it 
trong 1 n At W n- 
t r it reiterated e re tion 

l dopted in 1943 re - 
tion inserted in the Recorp e 
senior Senat from Kar Mr. ¢ - 
PI day before yesterday, I ] 


The Farmers’ Union has consistent 
favored the St. Lawrence y de \- 
opment. So far as I know, the Farm Bu- 
reau Federation has never taken action Mr. P 
on it as a national organiz n; but fr 
great many caSes State organizations Ol G mae 
farm bureaus have jopted resolutions . 





favoring the St. Lawrence seaway. I do sa 
not remember offha: mes of all ; 
the farm 1izat the v l : a 
States which have po n, 





but I know that thi 1 grea lan 
of them. Iowa has been particularly in- My I ¢ 
sistent on the part of it 
The Kansas Farm Bureau supports tl 
seaway. Farm Bureau organizations in 

South Dakota, Minnesota, Wyoming, and, | ! 
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Mr. President, I think it is fine to re- 
ceive a letter from the Governor of Ari- 
zona expressing appreciation of the fact 
that what concerns the welfare of the 
part of the United States farthest from 
his State also concerns the welfare of 
Arizona itself. 

I now hold in my hand a letter from 
the Governor of Georgia, Hon. Ellis Ar- 
nall, dated September 19, 1944. It reads 


as follows: I am sure that the St. Lawrence develop- 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT ment would be of unlimited value to the | 
Atlanta, September 19, 1944. Southern States, and I shall be pleased to | 
Se Georce D. AIKEN, | help in connection with this matter if I am | 
ite Office Building, ured that the western water rights wili 
Washington, D. C not be affected in any way | 
Dear SENAT AIKEN: Acknowledgment With my best wishes, I am, 
made wi I for your good letter of Sincerely yours | 
Septemb 15 1 ve to the Great Lakes- | E. P. CARVILLE | 
St. Lawrence s¢ \ d power proje Governor. 
| + 
» a | I I 
A \ \ ] 2 ( ré ( 
= ; 
{ re 
\ Au \ I \ = Qa ( I 
As we all know, that is one of the | the largest. Ido not know what its rela- | 
largest unions in the United States, if not | tive rank is. 
M r 
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le I am not famili r with t 
ns of this project, informat 
za e received indicates to me that this is 
worth-while post-war pr: ; 
] T. V. A. in the South has ¢ ly | 
nuch to this sect f the Ur | 
W I € re rds d be V € I 
Ne ere Vv 
I ARNA 
G 
I now have before me a letter, which I 
mentioned previously, from the Gov- 
ernor of Nevada. It reads, in part, as 
f S 
THE STATE OF NEVADA 
EXECUTIVE CHAMBER 
Carson City, October 2, 1944 
H GEORGE D. AIKEN 
United States Senator, 
Wa ? gt D c 
Dear SENATOR: I have your letter of Sep- 
15, together with a copy of S. 1385, 
ijuced by you, authorizing the construc- 
f the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway 
ind power project 
I am in accord vith this legislation but 
| there is one matter with which I am par- 
ticularly concerned. I do not know whether 


uld come n with your 


but I 


up in connectik 





| am very anxious that no legisla- 
n be passed that would in any way affect | 


| the vested water rights of the We ern States 
and the ownership of the water by the States. 
Of course, we do not have : Tlany navi- 
ible rivers, but United States 
Court decision it might be c 
trued that any river that would float 
llest boat would be 9 navigable stream 


Further 
discussing 


i great 

by a recent 
Su 1 n- 
the 


prenre 


on in the letter he states, in 
another matter: 














I should like to say, and 
I am sure the Senate will be interested 
in this matter, that the largest number 
of labor unions in any State which have 
endo! St. Lawrence seaway 
found State of Massachusetts. 


Incidentally, 


the 1S 


In- 


d 


n the 


cluded in the list from which I am read- 





ing are the names of approximately 117 , 
labor unions in the State of Massachu- 

setts which have endorsed the St. Law- | 
rence project. Somewhat less than 100 | 
labor unions in New York and a similar 

number in Wisconsin have also endorsed | 
the project. The other unions which | 
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Mr. President, it seems to me that in 
the closing paragraph of Governor Car- 
ville’s letter he means to refer to the fa 
that the St. Lawrence development wi 


be of unlimited valu2 to the Norther 
States. Perhaps the use of the word 
“Southern States” is a typographi 


error. 

Let me say in connection with the let- 
ter that western water rights will not | 
affected in any way. I think western 
water rights have been satisfactorily pro- 
tected under the provisions of the flood- 
control bill which the Senate has pass 
and that they will be protected in the 
pending river and harbor bill. 

I now come to a list of approximatel: 
700 labor unions which have endorsed thx 
St. Lawrence seaway and power project 
Some of them are international union 
Some are State organizations. Mé¢ 
them are local labor unions. It is in- 
teresting to note that 62 labor unions in 
the city of Buffalo, which is supposed t 
be opposed to the St. Lawrence seaway 
have endorsed it; 62 labor unions in that 
one city have endorsed the seaway. 

Furthermore, it is interesting to not 
that, although the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Schenectady, N. Y., has gone 
on record as being opposed to the sea- 
way, the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers Union of Schenectady, 
with a membership of 22,000 workers—; 
very large percentage of the workingmen 
of Schenectady—and many other union 
in Schenectady are on record as approv- 
ing the seaway. There seems to be a 
difference of opinion between manage- 
ment and employees in that case, becaus¢ 
I assume the members of the chambe: 
of commerce are employers, to a 
extent, 

The following unions have endo! 
the project between 1941 and the present 
time and, as I have said, they represent 
almost every State in the Union: 


iny ol 


great 


Aff 1 
Ir {rial Or or I 
of Industrial Or N I Pa. 
{lr tr Or ( ) 
In Or , De I 


I continue to read from the list: 


Aff 1 
{] istrial Or M Kine a 
n Fe i 1 of La vi 
1 Fe yf Labor, D \ 
F of La N ¥ City 


have endorsed the project are scattered 
among the other Siates. Some of the 
unions, such as those in Colorado, Iowa, 
and Vermont, have endorsed it on a 
State-wide scale, not by locals. 

I continue to read from the list: 
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he carpenters and builders unions | would ensue 
particularly interested in this de- would there 
pment because they realize the tre- where small it 
lous need for new homes which | tained or inc 
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Br I 

{ ( 
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Lawrence seaway 


thing 


upon which 


tT 
L 


} 
il 


project seems 


Amal- 


gamated 


Clothing 
International Ladies’ Garment Workers 








¢ ' 
1 
60, 000 
1) 
TUS 
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4 (uM 
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t) 
1 
il 
® 
( 
Si) 
1 ) 
28 
+ 
0 
1, 100 
4 
142 
450 
1, 500 
¢ 0) 
f ”) 
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3. 000 


Workers 
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appear to be absolutely agreed. 
| I continue to read: 





in Feder n of Labor, Ost 
1 Feder n of Labor, G 
n Federat of Labor, De 
of Industria] Orgar t 
N.Y 
e, Mas 
f Indu 1] Orga t 
1 Fede n of Labor, Ka 
W 
n Federation of Labor, M 
y I) 


of Industrial Org zatio 
1 Federation of,Labor, Ke 
ol Ind 4 I il Or i it { 
of Industrial Organizat 
of Industrial Organizat 
of Industrial Organizat 
of Industrial Organizatic 
of Industrial Organizatic« 
of Industrial Organizatio 
of Industrial Organizat 
s of Industrial Organizatior 
of Industrial Organizat 
in Feder 


ition of Labor, 


n Federation of Labor Dul 
1 Federation of Labor, Di 
in Federation of Labor, N 
in Fede yn of Labor, M 
in Feder 1 Labor, ke 
in Federation of La yo 
in Federa n of Lal re 
in Fe ition of Labor, La 
in Fe ition of Lal , Br 
in Federation of Labor, De 


ss of Industri 


Ind 


ustri 





i ederation 
ss of Industrial 
s of Industrial 

f Industrial 

f Industrial 
s of Industrial 
ss of Industrial 


ul 


Or 

Orga 
Orga 
Orea 
Orga 
Orga 


ns, Long Islant 











New York City 

is City, Mo 

neapolis, Minn 
ATiol 


, Mount Vernon, N 
s, Philadelphia, Pa, 
» Newark, N. J. 
s, Chicago, Ill 


; St. Louis, Mo 


o Xe 


, Providence, R 


St 
S, St 


. Lous, h 


s, Ebenspurg, 
t, Mich. 


iluth, Minn, 


ew York City. 


ici} i, Pa 

ence, Mass 

port, Conn. 
Mich. 





RECO 


>> 


AT 
4 
A 
ay 
4 
Ay 
A 
A 
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Unions representing practically every | a clearer vision of what 
line of work in the whole United States | and what our needs 
have endorsed the seaway. Sometimes 


' 
I think the members of the unions have | 


is ahead of us 
will be than have 
others who have been very eminently suc 


cessful in life, and are perfectly s 


Ha lio 


11S su 





The list gives the membership as 160,000 


The list continues: 


1) 
lt 
nicl ¢ 
A a 
Na 
1) 


I 












rna Al, 








Name 
i ( ment Finishers Internati nal Ass 
rn Makers Leaguc 
1d of Pulp, Sulphite, and Paper M 


st Office 


st Office Ck 


} 


rk 





Memb 
ship 


W 
62 
477 
t 
2, 24, 42, 9 
41 
~ | 


OO 109 
l 21276 
X) 16456 
208 
2 | 11 
40 | 149 
254 | 19 
Ist | 227 
12 | 159 
en) | 6360 
M | «a 
WO | 5) 
uM) a 
02 108 
x RS 
6 797 
21 | 6 
10 ey 
j Rg 


locals 





= Local 

130 48 
42 247 
72 175 
10 | 771 
200 781 
70 934 
O5 1077 
257 31 
Boo 318 
175 | 90 
64 | 258 
400 10 
300 R50 
200 324 
750 | 107 
465 | 158 
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lerican 
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merican 
American 
American 


American 
American 
American 
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ns, Dulu 


th 


, Minr 





, Milwaukee, W 





ns, New York Cit 


‘ 


, Can 


hild, Wis. 


Wis. 


ition 


an Federation of Labor, Worcester, Mass, 
ration of Labor, Salem, Mass. 


Federation of Labor, Fitchburg, Mass, 
Federation of Labor, Gardner, Mass. 


Feder 
Feder 
Fede 
F¢ 

Fed 
Fec 
Fe 


i 
} 
7 
i 
; 
i 
Fed 
eat 
j 
1 
1 
; 








ition of L 
ation of L 
ition of L 
ation of L 
ation of I 
ation of L 
ation of L 
ation of L 
ation of L 
ation of L 
ation of L 
ation of L 


a3 95 


Fed 


ae e935 4 


Fede 


ation of Labor, Milwaukee, W is, 
ition of Labor, Kenosha, Wis. 
tion of Labor, Johnson City, Tenn, 


abor, Dothan, Ala. 
abor, Syracuse, N. Ba 
abor, Fort Worth, Tex, 


abor, Sprit 


t 


r 


ADOT, 


I 





field, 111, 
verett, Mass, 


abor, Boston, Mass. 


abor, Detré 
abor, Minneapolis, Minn, 
abor, We 


t, Mich. 


t Lynn, Mass, 


abor, Appleton, Wis. 
abor, New York City, 
i abor, Cloquet, Minn. 
Federation of Labor, Mibbing, Minn. 


} American Federation of Labor, Sheh« 
| Ameriean Federation of Labor, Roxbury, Mass. 


ygan, Wis, 


American Federation of Labor, Sheboygan, Wis 
abor, Milwaukee, Wis, 


American 
American 


Federation of 
Federation of 


abor, 


Springfi 


’ 
ld, Mass. 


ons bridge, M 
irtell, Minn. 


1 





s 





at Lafayette, Ind., and 2,000 at Brooklyn. I thfnk those figures are reversed, 
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I have just a few which have been re- 
i recently, within the last 2 or 3 


ths, as follows: 


Building and Construction Trades 


— 


incil, 85 West Western Avenue, Mus- 
ron, Mich., Henry TerBorg, secretary; 


‘arpenters Local No. 2060, Logansport, 


434 Washington Street, Lambert 
lsema, vice president; Basic Building 


‘rades Council, 309 South Franklin Street, 


racuse, N. Y., Arthur Peil, secretary; 
do Central Labor Union, 912 Adams 
eet, Toledo 2, Ohio, George J. Englert, 
utive secretary; Building and Con- 
iction Trades Council, 21613 East 
nroe Street, Springfield, Ill., J. Earl 


Vy 


Welch, recording secretary; Federation 


Labor, Lancaster, Ohio, Ted Purcell, 
retary; Dearborn County Central La- 
r Union, 408 Shipping Street, Law- 
nceburg, Ind., Hobert Autterson, acting 
rding secretary; Central Labor 

n, Marion, Ind., Margaret Barton, 
retary; Central Trades and Labor 
uncil, 16 State Street, Rochester 4, 








N. Y., Arthur Patrick Farren; Buildin 
and Construction Trades Council, 317 
Cherry Street, Jam wn, N. Y., Mur- 
ray F. Horn, recordin ecretary; 
Central Labor Union, 134 East ate 
Street, Ithaca, N. Y., Dorothy Marcuse, 
secretary; Twin City Federation of 
bor, Champaign-Urbana, Ill. W. H. 
Thompson, secretary; Port Washington 
Trades and Labor Council, Port Wash- 
ington, Wis., Edward Fay, secretary 

Building Trades Council, Fitchburg 
Mass., Charles E. Hartford, correspond- 
ing secretary; Central Labor Union of 
Indianapolis, 136 East Market Street, In- 
dianapolis, Ind., Clyde McCormack, busi- 
ness manager: Meadville Building and 
Construction Trades Council, Mead\ 
Pa., Merle E. Jannot; Federation ol! 
bor, Park and Mont 
Mich., Frank X. Martell, president; 
Buil and Construction Trades Coun- 
» Franklin Street, Mich n Cit 





District Council, John G 


cil, 418 
Minn., F! 
ford Stru 
67 Gay § 
Hardvall 

The St 







































i ai 

1 pov developmer f t 

ff é nd harbor pri m 
IMPOSITION O PENALTIES AND PAY- 
1k? C DETENTION EXI INCI- 
I IO |} NG ALIE INTO THE 

I ) i 

D t de of } IKEN’S 


Mr. RUSSELI Mr. President, I won- 


der if the S tor from Vermont would 
nereus el gh to permit the Chal 

] down a message from the House 

of R ‘ ntatives on a Senate bill which 
pa d in September, in order that we 
I ke a n on certain amendment 

Mr. AIKEN. I shall be glad to yield 


for that purpose 


PRESIDING laid be- 


OFFICER 


fore the Senate the amendments of the 
Hou of Representatives to the bill (S. 
963) relating to the imposition of cer- 
tain penalties and the payment of de- 


incident to the bringing 
into the United States, 


tention expense 


of certain alien 





which were: 
2 1 e 11 rike ] f 
l udall inc i i € 1 of 
P ) 2 fter “13 inse (a) 
1) « 
2. line 14, strike 1 ll afte ~ 
C n t 1 lud and n e 16 
1 P ) e 17, afte 13 inse (a) 
(1) or (3) 
>». Page 3, line 8, strike out all “em- 
barkation” dow » and including “issued” 
> 1] 
6. Page 3 trike out all of section 4 


} 


RUSSELL. I move that the 
in House amendments 1 to 5, 


Mr Sen- 


ate concul 


inclusive 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I now move that the 
Senate insist upon its position on amend- 


ment No. 6, and reject the amendment 


otion was agreed to. 
DEVELOPMENT OF VIRGIN 
ISLANDS 


INTERNAI THE 


Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid aside temporarily and 
that the Senate proceed to consider 
H e bill 5029, Calendar 1323. I have 
discu d the matter with the acting ma- 
jority lead nd I understand the mi- 
nority leader has been consulted as well, 
and there is no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
Will be ted by title for the information 
of the & 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
5029) to assist in the internal develop- 
ment of the Virgin Islands by the under- 
taking of useful projects therein, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield 


Mi 
M1 


correct 


ELLENDER. 
WHITE 


I Vie ld. 

I want to be sure I am 
in my understanding of the pro- 
posed legislation. It is my belief that it 
deals with school facilities, water facili- 
ties, sanitation districts, communication 
facilities, and other public works of that 


general character, 
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ELLENDER. T! 


It simply authorizes an appropria- 
t ( 'T) 





Mr 





for that pur} > I committee 
! amended the b ing prefer- 
¢ to certain named | ( which are 
» be undertaken fil 
Mr. WHITE. I hope. Mr. President, 
that the bill will be p ed 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Pre nt, W tl 


Senator yield to me? 
Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. I understand lh 
the unanimous approval of the Commit- 
on Territories and Insular Affairs. 


Mr. ELLENDER. The 


the bill has 


Lee 
Senator is cor- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection to the request of the 

from Louisana. 
There being 
proceeded to 


Is there 
Senator 


no objection, the Senate 
consider the bill (H. R. 
to assist in the internal develop- 
of the Virgin Islands by the under- 

of useful projects therein, and 
other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Terri- 
tories and Insular Affairs, with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, 
line 7, after the word “project”, to insert 
Provided further, That items 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 
9, 14, 16, and 17 shall have priority over 
cthers of the projects on the islands of 
St. Thomas and St. John, and items 
$, 20, 22, and 29 shall have priority 
over others of the projects on the island 
of St. Croix: Provided further, That 
funds shall be available for the purposes 
ified in section 2 on other projects 
without regard to the priorties so 
tablished.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 7, 


5029) 


ment 


"7 
af, 


— 


spec 


eSe- 


line 20, after “$10,028,420", to strike out 
“to be immediately available and to re- 


main available until expended”, and in- 
ert “$2,028,420 to be available in 1945, 
and $2,000,000 in each of the following 
4 years, each yearly sum to remain avail- 
able until expended.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

a 


he amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
tim 
The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 


STATEMENT BY 
STETTINIUS ON 
GREECE 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this morn- 

x at his press conference the Secretary 

of State, Mr. Stettinius, was asked this 


SECRETARY OF STATE 
THE SITUATION IN 





anything which you can tell 


he situation in Greece? 


us 
Mr. Stettinius’ answer to the question 


I was interested to note that in 
ment on the subject on Decen ' 
ld the House of 


M er Churchill t l- 
m the followi1 “Our own position, as 

have said, is extremely clear. Whether the 
Greek pecple form themselves into a mon- 


chy or republic is for their decision 






Whether they form a government of the right 
I ft is for their decision. These are en- 
tirely matters for them.” With this state- 
me I am in full agreement It is also our 
t hope that the people and authorities 
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of Greece and our British allies will w 





tner in rebullding that ravished 

Mr. President, I want to expre n 
agreement with Secretary Stettiniu I 
am sure that the American pe 


strongly feel that 


the people of Gr 
have the right wn 


to choose their own fo; 
of government without interference 
dictation from any other £overnmer 
Any such interference or dictation wou 
be contrary to and in violation of one 
the fundamental rights for which we 
carrying on the present war. 

BILLS AFFECTING THE 
COLUMBIA 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I want 
ask permission to call up the bills on t} 
calendar affecting the District of Colum- 
bia. I wish to say that they are la) 
House bills which have been on the cal- 
endar for some time. The Senate com- 
mittee, after a thorough reading and un- 
derstanding of them, has reported 
bills unanimously. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will th: 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Reserving the right to 
object, I wish to say that I talked wit 
the Senator from Mississippi about the 


ISTRICT OF 


bills a few days ago. There are 17 of 
them on the calendar, as I recall. 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. Fourteen of them ar 


House bills and three are Senate bills. 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. I have made as careful a 
canvass as I could of the minority mem- 
bers of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia which reported the bills. I 
have found no objection on the part of 
the committee members to the consider- 
ation of or to the passage of these bill 
I have not, however, had any opportu- 
nity to talk with the membership gener- 
ally, and I hope the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, at this time, with simply a hand- 
ful of Senators on the floor, will not a 
for consideration of the bills, but that he 
will do so at some time during the earlie: 
part of a day when there is present 
substantial number of Senators, at whi 
time I will give the Senator from Missi 
sippi as much aid as I can in securin 
consideration and passage of the bills. 
do not feel that we ought to attempt 
take action on them now. 

Mr. BILBO. I am in thorough sym- 
pathy with the feeling which the Senato: 
from Maine has expressed, but I do n 
have any chance to call up the bills f 
consideration when there is a fuller at- 
tendance of Members. I have pleaded 
with my friend the Senator from Louisi- 
ana |Mr. CverTon!] to request that tl 
pending bill be laid aside so action can | 
had on the District of Columbia bill 
Discussion of the bill now under consid- 
eration seems to have no end. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana suggested that I we 
until the close of the day and then mak 
my request. That is why I made the re- 
quest now. I have no desire, however, to 
press unduly for the passage of the bills 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I repeat 
what I said, that in justice to Senators 
who are absent, I do not feel that I can 
now consent to the request made by the 











night, but rather to serve 
that the request will be made at 
tomorrow afternoon, or approx- 
| that 


that 


rn 
11O- 


iat time? It might be 
important matter will be un- 
nsideration at 5 o’clock tomorrow, 
reeable to the Senator’s unani- 
request, the order were 
would mean that when 
nds of the clock came to 5 o’clock 
afternoon, at exactly that 
‘would have to proceed to 
de the then pending business, and 
t the Senator from Mississippi to 
p the District of Columbia bills. It 
to me, Mr. President, it would 
the purpose just as well if the Sen- 
Louisiana were now to give 
it it is his intention to yield to- 
o the Senator from Mississippi 
call up these bills, and that it is the 
tion of the Senator from Missis- 
» call them up at about 5 o’clock 
rrow afternoon 
Mr. OVERTON. That will be satisfac- 


meets with the approval of the 


en 
consent 


now if 
I Ww, At 





irom 


Mr. WHITE. That is 
wanted to have notice given to 

t Senators that District of Colum- 

] coming up for consid- 


agreeable to me 


BILBO. That is perfectly 
to me Some of the bills are 
to have 


VHITE. I said a 


r from Ohio | Mr. BuRTON 
ly, and he, with his usus 
ig care, has gone through each and 


bill and, I unde! 


tand, has indi- 


i to me his approval of them I 
that is partially true, at least to 
eX t, of all minority members 





Committee 
hom I came in contact. I think 


will be no opposition to the bills 


ide of the Chamber, At least, I 
pe not 

BILBO. I know of no opposition 

M President, to any of these bills, 

' ( ler among the members of the com- 

ttee or on the part of Members of the 

senate outside the committee. The only 

; measure concerning which there was 

; very much controversy we promptly 


killed, so that measure is not before us. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, has 
distinguished acting majority leader 
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} ly 4 

nas worked we d d to ! 

bills reported from the commi I 

is the ntentior oO ( e! } 
oon as we ¢ 1 ) } € OD 

portunity to cor ier unobjected-to | 


Mr. ELLENDER I thank the Ser 


tol 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, 1 


ingir of f eCtine moaionrit } 
I ing iC Ol Ae ACUI NajOrl i Cl 


whether he contemplates that t 
shall be a ses 
urd , f . 1 at Jicry \f +} Yy y q 
uraay lf we Go not aispose ol the pens 


ing bill by that time? 


Mr. HILL. Of cow the de 
finish the pending b i oon pe 
ble. I will say to the Senator t 
shall be id to confe1 th him tome 

ro vynen W see V il progress t 


session on Saturday Tr} 

idea is to makeé as n h progre ! 
sible on the bill 

Mr. OVERTON. I thank the Senat 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Ser 


SESSION 





proceed to the consideration of 
tive business. 
The motion was agreed to: and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
t 
OF COM) I 
( Hie rep ( 
ai ed 
+V I ( 
I 
( F.M I M 
a a ral 
B M 
\ R f | 
N 2 ‘ I 
A Tex 


e Allied Med : 
OFFICER (M 
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Ed 


SENATE 


Mr. HILI 
; a 
TI 
Dece 
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8990 
Carroll Hamilton W i 
E. T. York, Jr 
To be second lieutenants, Coast Artillery 
C ve 
Aaron George Amacher 


Baen 


Spencer Roe 


Stanley Marlin Block 
John William McConnell, Jr. 
Frank Watt R , ot 
Vernon Roberts Widerquist 
To be second lieutenants, Corps of Engineers 
Edsel Jay Burkhart 


William George Donaldson 
John Irwin Dye 
Stephen Charles Kaffer 
To be second lieutenan 
Daniel Overton 


ts, Signal Corps 


George Murrell Snead, Jr. 
To be second lieutenants, Ordnance 
Department 


George Henry Childers 
Walter Edward Rafert 
To be second lieutenant, 
Service 
David Mortimer Falk 
To be second lieutenants, Quartermaster 
Corps 
William Wooldridge Dillard 
Robert Bruce Stiles 
To be first lieutena 
William Karl Barton 
Wayne Peter Beardsley 
John Joseph Graff 
Hal Bruce Jennings, 
Voris Francis McFall 
Wayne Creekmore Pittman 
Joseph Gilbert Rogers 
Carlton Willard Sargent 
Valter Frank Smejkal 
To be second lieutenant, Pharmacy Corps 
Jack Williamson McNamara 
POSTMASTERS 


Chemical Warfare 


nts, Medical Corps 


Jr. 


CALIFORNIA 
Catherine V. Andrews, Los Nietos. 
Charles K. James, Robbins. 

Perry M. Hawkins, Tionesta, 
COLORADO 
Floyd L. Templeton, Derby. 
CONNECTICUT 
James M. Abbott, Gales Ferry. 
Marion B. Foster, South Glastonbury. 
MARYLAND 
James A. Hayman, Fruitland, 
Gilbert F. Murphy, Laurel, 
MISSISSIPPI 
Horace H. McRae, Laurel. 
Thomas S. Doty, Lucedale. 
Carey G. Raborn, Magnolia. 


MISSOURI 
Roger M. Roy, Dora. 
Paul Harrison Burns, Gobler. 
Paul M. Blanchard, Warsaw. 
NEBRASKA 
Frances L. Mooberry, Dorchester, 
John A. Graf, Talmage. 
NORTH CAROLINA 
toland A. Brooks, Midland, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont- 
gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Lord and Saviour of us all, whether 
dim or clear, Thou art the way, the truth, 
and the life. 


We pray for an undefiled 








conscience, for lips never benumbed by 
silence when they should speak, nor ever 
violated by words that should not be 
spoken. We would follow the example 
and attitude of Jesus, who was far from 
hatred and hostility and never sought to 
please the clamor of the crowds, though 
assailed with cruel mockeries and false 
accusations. O God, let us learn with all 
our soul to do His will and walk in His 
way like a river set toward the boundless 
sea. 

Grant that we may be able to blend 
humility with dignity, strength with gen- 
tleness, and passion with repose. In all 
our labors make us deeply sincere, re- 
moved from all guile. Enable us to join 
hands with all remedial forces—religious, 
social, and political—which are working 
for the preservation and salvation of our 
free, national life. We bless Thee for 
Thy compassion; behind its great heart 
is Thy forgiveness and love touched with 
pity: “I am among you as One who 
serves.” Forgive us if we should wrap 
ourselves with slothful selfishness and 
bury ourselves in the cares of the mo- 
ment, for whosoever shall seek to save his 
life shall lose it. Nourish us with all 
goodness and make us to love that which 
Thou dost command, and Thine shall be 
the praise. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 
RESIGNATION FROM THE SEVENTY- 


EIGHTH CONGRESS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 

the following communication: 
DECEMBER 7, 1944, 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DeAR Mr. SPEAKER: I beg leave to inform 
you that I have this day transmitted to the 
Governor of Rhode Island my resignation as 
a Representative in the Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress of the United States from the Second 
District of Rhode Island. 

With assurance of my high esteem, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 
JOHN E. FoGARrty. 
OLIVER N. KNIGHT 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (S. 1827) for the 
relief of Oliver N. Knight, with a House 
amendment thereto to which the Senate 
has disagreed, and request a conference 
with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. MCGEHEE, KEOGH, and 
JENNINGS. 

KATHERINE SCHERER 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 3929) for 
the relief of Katherine Scherer, with a 
Senate amendment thereto, and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and 
the Senate amendment as follows: 

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$5,215” and insert 


“29 ON RAE” 
$2,200.85. 


The Senate amendment was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
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CONRAD H. CLARK 


Mr. KEOGH. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker’s desk the 
bill (H. R. 933) for the relief of Conrad 
H. Clark, with a Senate amendment 
thereto, and concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and 
the Senate amendment as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act f 
the relief of Conrad H. Clark and Rocco Cx 
lette.” 


The Senate amendment was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on th 
table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 
therein two newspaper clippings. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 


SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE 
CONDITIONS OF AMERICAN INDIANS— 
PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT 


Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select Com- 
mittee to Investigate Conditions of Amer- 
ican Indians be permitted to file a report 
at any time during the present month of 
this year. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object, Mr. Speake: 
will there be more than one report from 
the committee? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. No. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
one? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. Just one. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from 
Montana? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remark 
in the Recorp and include therein proc 
lamations issued by the Governor of In 
diana and the mayor of Indianapolis pro 
claiming Hoosier Sons’ and Daughter 
Day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t: 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re 
marks in the Recorp and include a stat 
ment I made before the Committee on 
Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’BRIEN of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and 
to include a telegram sent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States by the distin- 
guished newspaper editor, Frank Gan- 
nett, of Rochester, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


Ju + 


: i 


» 6 


> 








Rees of Kan iske 


en D and t iaqeé an 
’ 
7 ly x 
K unanil- 
remarks 
in edl- 
-Sen- 





SPEAKER Is there objec n to 
juest of the gentleman from In- 


e was no objection. 


MISSION 


TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
imous consent that I may address 
House for 10 minutes after the dis- 
L of he business on the Speaker's 
and other special orders 
, SPE AK -ER. Is objection to 


there 
juest of the gentleman from Mich- 


There was 


no objection. 


EASE OF CONGRESSIONAL SALARIES 
AND CLERK HIRE 


Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 


inanimous consent to address the 
1 minute, and to revise and ex- 
{1 my remarks 


Th SPE AKER. Is there objection to 
quest of the gentleman from Ohio? 
re was no objection. 

ITH of Ohi Spe 

o go on record as being opposed to 
movement that is aa way to in- 
the salaries of Members of Con- 

I am also opposed to the proposal 


aker, I 


being made by the Committee or 

ints to provide additional clerk hire 
Con men 

Sh id the C neres vote to raise the 


its own Members it would open 
floodgates to an avalanche of de- 
nds from about 3,000,000 people on the 
Federal pay roll, not only to make perma- 
the temporary salaries provided 
during the war emergency but to 
irther raise them. 

he Federal annual pay roll is already 

upward of $8,000,000,000 or somewhere 
nd eight times than the total 
nt ] of the Federal Government 
fore oe War No. 1. 
es ost unanimous vote the Con- 
ess of he United States commanded 
young men to be sent to the four 
rners of the earth to bleed and die for 
r country. What sacrifices are Con- 
ressmen, as a whole, in their capacity as 
Representatives, making in this war? 
Practically none that I can see. 

If I were to vote to increase my salary 
of $10,008 a year now, while the flower 
Our young manhood is making the 
ipreme sacrifice for our homeland on 
ie many battle fronts of the world—for 
$55 per month—I would be so ashamed 
of myself that I would never again wish 
to look into the face of any returning 
S0ialer, 


nore 


cost 





SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER. Under previous spe- 
cial order of the House, the Resident 
Commissioner of the Philippines [Mr. 
ROMULO] is recognized for 20 minutes. 

(At the request of Mr. McCORMACK, 
Mr. RoMvuLo was granted permission 
during the course of his address to pro- 
ceed for 15 additional minutes.) 
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FRONT LINES OF DEMOCRAS 


Mr ROMULO Mr. Speaker, I } 


) MaKe a po! I I 
S democ! Tha j 
m Le} Phili nes 
Mor an 21 have pa 
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thur in the Sou est Pacif I t 
en the tart orf the 
ntry, and I ha re- 
and to this fl l 
erican Cor - 

n peop! h ati- 
tude of the people of the Philippin 
Within these past weeks we have stood 

upon Philippine soil; we have seen t 

American flag and the Filipino flag fly- 

ing over that land again; we have talked 

with people who, since December 7, 1941 

3 full years, have ght, waited, and 

praved with America. TI I 

people, and I speak to you now with tl 

t is thei I 


voice, and i 





f r the entire vyorid 
It is the storv of a peo S rw 
faith in America, unshaken by t! 
tiality of a brutal enemy during t 
n t of humiliation and de It 
the story of e redemption of a pl 
honor given by idin |! 
fulfill d in the in t - 
tion It the no } 
resistance that it 1 
leade p and tod i 
irom isiand to ther 
tacular un en 1 
the world. Itis orv of a nT it 
in ex ¢ ret ir? n¢ to t } m<é nd nd 
taki: over the « fs rnm f 
the military witl ndergoil 
hroes of internecine warfar 
the libe j } 


ee in many ol 


Europe today. 
; 
i 





jlood brotherhood of two les of two 
different races and one h in i 
It the story of den ac ts b 

First of all, I want to report that we 


met with victory on Leyte and that our 


hold there is secure It is our first step 
toward inevitable, final ctor) O 
one difference makes it unlike other vic- 


tories. 
That difference 
Since Bataar 
been fighting 
American idea of 
racy. He had seen 
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pi no Nation upheld 
to American ideal 
justified in the fox 
was forced from th 





expressed in the 
will return.” 

He kept that pled 
words that are now part of our kr 
history: “I have 

My story really by rins with October 20 
of this year, which for our force 
A- the day of our 
Phi lipr pines which will serve a 
springboard to Manila. It is not for me 
to tell you now how A-day was advanced 
by General MacArthur, nor of the weeks 
chopped off our schedule and the Ameri- 


can lives saved by that pricels ilvage 
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blasted rubble that had been the Japa- 
nese barricades, and they were not being 
thrown back anywhere as far our 
glasses could see. Only those were left 
on the beach and in the water who could 
not go on. 

Red Beach, Palo, Leyte. Remember 
that landing place—the first step back; 
the first erasure against Corregidor and 
Bataan. 

We waded ashore. Under my feet I 
felt the crunch of my land, my country 
again, the earth of the Philippines. Af- 
ter 2'> years of forced absence—my 
native land. The landscape around us 
was raging with fires set by our rockets 
and flame throwers, and the rubble of 
Japanese installations was before us, and 
all around us on the beach were our dead. 
But this was it. The answer to millions 
of anguished prayers. Once more, a por- 
tion of our soil set free. In that moment 
on the beach there flashed through my 
mind a picture I had vowed never to for- 
get, the picture of our dead who had 
been piled to the water’s edge on Bataan, 
and I thought to myself, how much easier 
they will rest tonight. 

There were Japanese dead on Leyte, 
but while I felt no exultation over their 
strewn bodies I could not pity them. 
These were the men who had dealt out 
flame and death to our forces when we 
were helpless on Bataan. These were the 
bestial Japanese who had marched our 
naked and defenseless boys over those 
cruel miles and into the barbed-wire 
traps they called prisons. They had tied 
our men back to back and had bayoneted 
them. They had done unmentionable 
things. They had defiled an emblem 
never before dishonored. But not for 
long. Because the first thing I saw on 
Leyte was the American flag hoisted to a 
coconut tree, and beside it was our Fili- 
pino flag, both flying together again over 
the Philippines. 

Under those united flags our soldiers 
were spread out in fox holes forming a 
wide guarding phalanx to protect Gen- 
eral MacArthur and President Osmefia 
from the Japanese snipers. The crack of 
Japanese rifles answered by American 
guns interrupted all that followed. Pres- 
ident Osmeha and General MacArthur 
sat down on a fallen tree trunk under a 
coconut palm and neld the first confer- 
ence on liberated Philippine soil, while 
all around them the soldiers watched 
from their fox holes, and beyond lay those 
who would not watch again. 

It is the story of these men on Leyte 
beach that I have returned to tell you 
today, but it is also the story of other men 
who fought—in the beginning without 
uniforms or shoes or guns or food or hope. 
Their courage helped us on A-day at 
Leyte. 

They are the Filipino guerrillas whose 
story can at last be told. The fall of 
Bataan has become a datemark: “Be- 
fore Bataan fell,” or “after Bataan fell.” 
But an accuracy of date is a fallacy of 
fact. To the Filipinos Bataan never 
really fell. It spread. The Japanese 
hordes crushed it, then scattered the 
fragments, and like seeds sown afar, 


¢ 
as 


Bataan has spread throughout the 
Philippines, new crops in new earth. 


This was the civilian resistance against 


CONG 
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2viu 


LMOSLONA 
the enemy, that no Japanése terrorism | 
could stop. This was the Filipino under- 
ground movement that inspired General 

MacArthur to issue a special release upon 
landing on Leyte, praising their loyalty 


to America, their valor, and their 
tenacity. 
For 21% years we had been obliged to 


conceal their living story. How I longed 
to tell it. How I wanted the American 
people and all people everywhere to know 
that a captive nation had united under 
bondage to fight in support of the Amer- 
icans who had once been their con- 
querors. No longer -can we look to the 
Philippines and say: “This is Philippine 
earth, or this American.” It is Fil-Amer- 
ica: it is the new world, the El Dorado 
of all those who throughout history have 
dreamed of freedom. It was founded by 
white and brown brothers who went cold 
and wet and hungry in tropic mud, who 
might have given up but did not, who 
joined forces and grew and survived 
against incredible opposition, thinking 
the same thoughts, sharing the same 
dreams, fighting for the same ideals— 
equality, fraternity, liberty. These have 
been fought for before, but never have we 
seen them so triumphant as we saw them 
that first day on Leyte. 

America’s forces and the secret Filipino 
forces joined for the first time on Leyte. 
While our armadas of the sea and land 
and sky were driving the Japanese back, 
the guerrillas were synchronizing their 
attacks from the rear, not only on this 
island but everywhere in the Philippines, 
Even on Luzon they are fighting now to 
meet us On our way. 

This is no hit-and-miss crusade. It 
is planned victory. We have been in 
active communication with the Philip- 
pines ever since Bataan. The Filipino 
guerrillas, motivated by loyalty to Amer- 
ica, gave up their homes, their families, 
and any security that might be left them 
to live in woods and caves like animals, 
fighting when they could, facing capture 
and Japanese atrocities. Many died by 
torture. 

The Filipino guerrillas knew all that 
America was planning, and they aided 
and abetted all plans. They were ready 
to welcome President Osmena and his 
civil government. The Free Philippines 
magazine, printed for the Filipinos by the 
Office of War Information, was taken by 
submarine to the Philippines, and every 
copy delivered inere was passed from 
hand to hand. Thus, every Filipino 
knew that President Quezon had diea i” 
America, that President Osmena had 
taken his place in exile, and that Amer- 
ica was bringing President Osmefia back 
to the Philippines. With makeshift 
radio sets and electric energy generated 
by hours of effort, they listened to KGEI 
from San Francisco and the Philippine 
Hour in Brisbane. During this past year 
American submarines have landed on 
Philippine coasts with clothing, guns, 
ammunition, radio sets, cigarettes, and 
chewing gum for the guerrilla army 
until the desperate Japanese overlords 
were driven to declare the possession of 
a stick of chewing gum punishable by 
death. The reports of Tokyo propa- 
gandists were futile against the swift and 
sure communication between the Fili- 
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pinos who were in captivity and the 
Americans who were on the way. 

Mr. Speaker, consider Leyte beside th: 
scenes that have taken place in Paris, in 


Rome, and now in Brussels and in 
Athens. In Europe we have disorders 
riots, civil war. There were shaven 


heads and brandings and the mobs tak- 
ing justice into their own hands. But 
the reestablishment of the Common- 
wealth Government of the Philippines on 
Philippine soil has been accomplished 
with a dignity that should make every 
American proud. Directly after occupy- 
ing a town or city, General MacArthur, 
inspired by the spirit of liberalism that 
has guided American policy since the in- 
ception of American rule in the Philip- 
pines, turns the liberated city back to 
the Commonwealth Government. 

How I wish the world could have wit- 
nessed the ceremony on the capitol steps 
in Tacloban when, in the presence of 
the Presidential and military staffs, just 
2 days after it was freed from enemy 
control, General MacArthur delivered 
in Tacloban when, in the presence of 
of President Osmena. In Osmefna’s sim- 
ple words of acknowledgment, the Com- 
monwealth of the Philippines was re- 
established on Philippine soil. 

During the next days the schools wer: 
reopened and mass was said in the 
churches. Religion and knowledge, God 
and learning, two matters the Japanese 
forgot, returned to Leyte together with 
freedom. During that first week other 
towns were retaken, and the same pro- 
cedure was followed. 

The transition from military to civil 
government was as smooth as it was 
rapid. This smooth transition was due 
to three factors: First, General Mac- 
Arthur, as a true American, has faith- 
fully followed the liberal policy set by 
this Congress in dealing with the Philip- 
pines, a policy that has been reaffirmed 
time and again by that steadfast friend 
of the Filipino people, President Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt; second, President Os- 
mena had a master plan ready, and the 
blueprints, as prepared by him and his 
government, had been laid out in ad- 
vance; and, third, because the Filipino 
people were prepared for the restoration 
of their constitutional rights and liber- 
ties. To them, Sergio Osmena is the 
symbol of Filipino unity, and they rallied 
to his side when he sounded the clarion 
call of national oneness and responsi- 
bility. He said: 

Qurs is a constitutional Government; ours 
is a comin nity educated in the norms of 4 
Christian civilization, Due respect for the 
law, rigid adherence to thcs@ Dfrincip-es 
established in civilized countries, comp.S*? 
obedience to the decisions of the courts—all 
these involve forms of character and high 
moral attributes that are the possession of 
enlightened countries like ours. On th 
threshold of occupying a sovereign place in 
the concert of free nations, we must live up 
to our responsibilities. We must prove our 
ability to maintain domestic peace and our 
capacity to mete out justice. Precisely when 
the eyes of the civilized world are focused on 
our country, we cannot allow acts of per- 
sonal revenge and misguided zeal to cast a 
reflection on our civilization and our ability 
to maintain an orderly government. Ours Is 


e 


a Government by law: the splendor of its 
majesty must never be dimmed in our land. 
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is is the story I have come back 
m the Philippines to tell you. It is 
General MacArthur and the idea he 
lived and fought for since he left 
n. It is of President Osmefia and 
plan for the future of the Philippines 
ibilitation, relief, early independ- 
has fitted together an 
ked along with all that was planned 
America. It is the story of that great 
no underground army that fought 
irt-k for two and 

f years and their final triumph in 
our victory at Leyte. And it is, 
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yreaking secrecy 


h and all of these, Ameri- 


ver, eac 
feelings and Filipino feelings, 


dif- 
reasons and different earth, but 
d by the same impulse that can 


mmed up in one word—Bataan 
an againon Leyte. Filipinos 
Americans there shared understand- 
I having shared the 


or liberty, 


iger f ame sacri- 
nd death and glories, and the same 


God. From this American Congress we 
d political equality; in Bataan we 
social equality. That i 

sible to encompass in communiqu 
>the American G. I. feels toward 
Filipino who fought alongside his fel- 
Americaninthesame fox holes in Ba- 
ind later inside the barricade as his 
and friend; impossible to compress 

1 print the way the Filipino feels toward 
G. I. Joe, his comrade-in-arms and 
] ator. This is democracy as we saw it 
on Bataan. It is on Leyte, set like a 
t h between East and West. 

Between these two places within a 

of two and a half years, we have 
compressed the greatest story in all free- 
dom’s history. It did not begin at Leyte, 
however, or even in Bataan. The first 
words were written within this Chamber 
with the passage of the Jones Act in 1916. 
To it can be dedicated this sacrifice and 
brotherhood between men of two races 
and a single human standard. Bataan 
v the first chapter written in the 
mingled blood of Filipinos and Ameri- 
cans, and Leyte and every recovered 
Philippine mile are others, all leading to 
the final shared exaltation at the fall of 
imperial Tokyo. 

This is democracy’s story written by 
your sons and mine, a story for all the 
orld. I have returned temporarily 
from the fighting front to bring it to you 
and to bring you renewed assurance of 
the pledged gratitude and loyalty of the 
people of the Philippines. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CCCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute in order to make a request 
by direction of the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
request of the gentleman from Mis- 
‘ , +9 

There was no objection. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK HIRE 


COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, by 
unanimous vote of the members of the 
Committee on Accounts, I am directed to 
report H. R. 5590, which is a bill that 
contains the language of the amendment 
that I offered yesterday relating to cler- 
ical hire for the Members of the House. 


why it is 
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Mr 


CON( 


AN 


‘D 


unanim 
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favorably on this bill. 
Mr. TARVER 
made by the gentleman 


to the un 


Mr. COCHRAN. The 


usly agreed that 
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advised by,the chairman that if the 
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unanim us consent r the lmmeaqal 
consideration of H. R. 5590 
The SPEAKER. Is ! bj t ) 
the reque of ntleman m 
Missouri? 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. S kK 
have the bill reported 
Th } a Clerk 
the bill 
Mr. COCHRAN. The re} f 1 
this morning 
Mr. RANKIN. We ild lik k V 
what the bill is 
The Clerk read the |} as f 
B é t é I effe J 
1, 1945, the clerk hire é Membe I - 
d Resid Comn n 
a the r e f $9,500 pe im i 
fficia rm f ng co! f 
( her e ¢ ttee AP} - 
T ns ver I w) 
rearra e the é es S é 
and f € i I - 
spe committer P é That 
I i y I be fixed hereunde ite 
in excess of $5,000 per num I n 
shall be taken reduce any whi 
specifically fixed by law at a e higher 
than $5,000 per annum: Provided f 
That such changes as may be made - 
sequence hereof shall 1 increase f re- 
gate of the sa es p ded for h offices 
mmittee I e fiscal year ¢ I June 
} 1945, or thereafter, be, i the d l 
amount herein 1 rized clerk h f 
Representatives, Delegate and the Resident 
Commissioner from Puerto Rico d an 
imount equivalent to the difference between 
i¢ yre t mount I te 1 - 
es of a st ( committee f he fiscal 
year 1945 d the noun yuire t - 
crease the < pensa I pre y n 
December 6, 1944 ( f e 
rate last paid clerk fa 
C tee t a! € t cCe $ 00 
I nnum: P l th That n- 
per tion te hall be ] pur- 
ance hereof which is not a mul e of fi 
P ded That R é D - 
he Resident Comm f n Pu ) 
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the 10th day of the 1 - 
rangements ¢ I les 
be me effe € € 
] re ange { = 
bu ffice, \ I n 
em} é ir - 
ments or char P I e 
prov ns of t ; f 
any wine t ew 
For ar a 1945 
for comn e ¢ € t e 
ely for « C 1 a - 
1 for <« Ks € as 
uthorized in I I h 
$42,630 
n add I 1 fiscal ye 1945 
for clerk hire, M ers and Dé c 
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en vie 
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man f New Y¢ 


M TABER 
it be considered in the He ea I 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. COCHRAN I asked for rece 
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ion to consiae! Immediate 

Mr. TABER. I think the proper pro- 
cedure Would be ti into the Com- 
mittee with it, if it is to be done ind 
have debate on it that those who are 
fol and those who are a iinst it May 
h e an opportunit lo eXpl! the 
views. 

Mr. COCHRAN I am sure the Sp ~ 
er will recognize anybody who wants to 
strike out the ist ord and make a 
statement I know I ill not attemp 
in any way to cut anyo! I from ds f 

Mr. SABATH Mr. Speak would it 
not be 1n order to K unanimous consent 
hat there be general d ite on the mat- 
ter for 1 hour or an |} rand a half « 
2 hours, if any ntlemen d re to speak 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will en- 


tertaln any such req t 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. I object, 
Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER a ntleman f! 


FIRSI PPLEMENTA PPROPRIATI( 
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M1 CANNON of Missouri. M 
Speaker, I move that the House re 
it ell in ») tne ( AAAAAAA { t W 
House on the state of t I n for t 
fur r col j yn f ll (H. J 
5587) making appropriations to pI 
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the fiscal year endil J ), 1944 i 
for prior fiscal ! i¢ - 
plemer apy e fiscal 
} ending Jur ), 194 nd June 30, 
1946 nd ior otne 

Mr. FISH. Mr. & i n- 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FISH. MayI ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Rules if he could call 
a meeting of that committee this after- 
noon to consider a rule on the clerk sal- 
ary bill? 

Mr. SABATH. If it is the desire, and 
it seems to me it is the desire of a vast 
majority of the Members, that that be 
done, naturally the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules will comply, as he 
always has, and will call a meeting for 
2:30 this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 5587, with 
Mr. Bonner in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the com- 
mittee for 1 minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. 
meeting at 2:30, the Committee on Rules 
will meet immediately. The members of 


I yield to 


that committee are requested to come up | 


to the committee room right away. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the paragraph 
of the bill to which I yesterday made a 
point of order which was sustained may 
be reinstated in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries and expenses: For an additional 
amount, fiscal year 1945, for salaries and cx- 
penses, $34,000, including the objects speci- 
fied under this head in the Department of 
Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1945. 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
I have been greatly concerned in the past 
months with the reports that have ema- 
nated from the War Production Board, 
indicating the tremendous shortage in 
the production of necessary and vital war 
materials. The statements issued by the 
present Director of the War Production 
Board have been supplemented by com- 
munications from General Efsenhower 
and communications from the various 
Pacific fronts. These reports all indicate 
a tremendous manpower shortage in the 
country in vital war production, so vital 
in fact, that the War Production Board 
was compelled to cancel the authority for 
resumption of consumer production in 
many areas of the country. The War 
Manpower Commission has been striving 
night and day to force men and women 
into war-production activities. As a mat- 
ter of fact, the word has gone out from 
General Somervell, just day before yes- 
terday, that they will be here before the 
Congress, aSking for compulsory drafting 
of civilian employees unless the bottle- 
neck of production is solved and men and 
women get into active war production. 


Instead of holding the | 
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Now, I am interested because in looking 
through this bill I am utterly amazed to 
find that we are appropriating money for 
a large number of activities that are 
going to require the services of thousands 
upon thousands of citizens of this coun- 
try. Ido not care whether it is said that 


| they are to be principally women or not. 


We are going to be engaged in a lot of 
activities under this appropriation bill 
which will operate in direct competition 


| with the war industries of this country, 
for which the Army, Navy and Air Corps | 
| are clamoring for help. 


Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 

Mr. CASE. Yesterday we struck out 
some of those provisions on a point of 
order. We hope that a few more may 
be taken out today. If the gentleman 
has some suggestions for further taking 
out, either by amendment or a point of 
order, I hope he will point them out as 
the debate proceeds, 

Mr. KEEFE. I understand that, and 
I am very familiar with what took place 
yesterday. You struck out the first one 
on page 18 of the bill, providing $830,000 
for consumer expenditures and savings 
study, and the next paragraph provid- 
ing for consumer income study, $210,- 
000. Then on page 20 of the bill, under 
the item for the Bureau of the Census 
we find, census of manufacturers for 
1945 an1 1946, $2,400,000. The next item 
is compiling census reports, $990,000. 

Consumers’ income study, 1945 and 
1946, $3,500,000. 

Census of agriculture, $5,500,000. 

Sample census of business, $1,200,000. 

Then we go over into the Labor De- 
partment and we find consumers’ ex- 
penditures and savings study, 1945, $1,- 
532,000. 

I have gone through the hearings to 
find out how many people it will be 
necessary to place on the pay rolls of 
this Government in order to carry on 
all these various studies that are pro- 
posed in these various appropriations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KEEFE], 
has expired. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for an 
additional 5 minutues. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I find on 
an examination of the hearings on this 
bill that it is going to run into thousands, 
and here we are, taking men and women 
out of essential production and proposing 
to put them to work on consumers’ sav- 
ing and expenditure studies all over the 
United States. The justification for 
every one of these studies, outside of the 
fact that organic law passed years ago 
provides for some of these census activi- 
ties, is that it is going to be valuable in- 
formation sometime for business for la- 
bor, and agriculture in the post-war 
period. Every one of these activities is 
predicated upon the assumption that this 
war is about over, and yet, night after 
night the voices of people in America who 
are in a position to know are telling the 
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| American people that the war is not ove; 
and that a long, dreary road lies ah¢ 
that may take years and years. In the 
face of this gigantic war effort we are 
asking the American people to tax them- 
selves millions and millions of dollars to 
put thousands upon thousands of peop 
on the pay roll to make studies which 2 
years from now may be utterly worth} 
and utterly useless, as have been many 
of the studies that have been made in the 
past 4or 5 years. I want to voice my pro- 
test against this procedure, and as thes 
items are reached, if they do not go out 
on points of order, I propose to offer 
amendments to strike those items from 
the bill, as they are in direct interferenc: 
with the proper and urgent prosecution 
of this war. 

Mr.MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. MAY. I was going to say to the 
gentleman that I would like to vote for 
every one of those motions to strike, an: 
I call attention to the fact that there i 
a farm census being taken now that 
unnecessary. 

Mr. KEEFE. It seems to me that this 
is just another proposal to put thousand 
upon thousands of people on the pay rol! 
put them to work in activities in direct 
competition with the necessary war effort 
in this country. It is no answer for thos: 
people to come here and say “Oh, we ar‘ 
going to use women instead of men, gen- 
erally.” Of necessity, there will be thou- 
sands upon thousands of men engaged in 
these activities who should be engaged in 
essential war work. That will be dis- 
closed by the hearings. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I wish to 
commend the gentleman upon his ap- 
proach to this particular issue, and to 
join with him in his effort. In my opin- 
ion, the inclusion of many of these items 
is doing nothing but damage to our war 
effort at this time. 

Mr. KEEFE. I may say further that 
with respect to some of these items testi- 
mony was taken before the regular sub- 
committee of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and the regular subcommittee 
refused to go along and make the appro- 
priation. Yet, as inevitably as the day 
follows the night, we find that where the 
regular subcommittee has given consid- 
eration to some of these items and when 
the regular subcommittee has refused to 
recommend the appropriation, the defi- 
ciency committee hears the request and 
very frequently recommends the same. I 
cannot see anything in the nature of a 
deficiency where you are setting up a new 
activity to engage in an entirely new 
study under the auspices of the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics, or set up some new 
statistical information under the Bureau 
of the Census. Such appropriations, it 
seems to me, properly should be presented 
to the regular subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that is charged 
with appropriating for that particular 
department, and not slide them in here 
under the guise of deficiencies when there 
is nothing of a deficiency character about 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains 

the point of order. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Chairman, I offer 


ny 
ail 


Amendment offered by Mr. Tarver: Page 
22, line 24, insert 

“Census of agriculture: For an additional 
amount for census of agriculture, including 


the objects specified under this head in the 
Department of Commerce Appropriation Act, 
1945, $5,500,000, to remain available until 
June 30, 1946.’ 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the first oppor- 
tunity to pass directly on the question of 
whether or not this Congress is going to 
take a step which, in my humble judg- 
ment, can have no other effect than to 
nterfere seriously with the manpower 
situation that confronts the country. It 
is true that arguments will be made in 
connection with this situation, as they 
were made before the deficiency sub- 
committee, that this $5,500,000 to be 


spent by the Department of Agriculture | 


over a period which under the amend- 
ment will end June 30, 1946, will not have 
any particular effect on the manpower 
situation, because those employed will 
be principally women and principally 
people that perhaps could not otherwise 
be used in the war effort. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Is it not a fact that all 
through the country districts—and I 
know the gentleman has a great agricul- 
tural territory himself—women are in 
great demand to do such things as pick- 
ing beans and peas and canning them, 
and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. KEEFE. Of course. 

The whole situation resolves itself into 
this, that that contention on the part of 
the proponents of this proposed appro- 
priation just will not hold water. The 
point is, are we going to employ thou- 
sands of people scattered throughout 
this country and spend $5,500,000 on a 
project that has no relation whatever to 
the war effort except to gather a lot of 
statistics that, by the time they are gath- 
ered, will be worthless and useless? Are 
we going now, today, to vote to do that 
very thing, and put the Department of 
Agriculture in competition with vital war 
industries in the effort to recruit the 
people necessary to carry out the proj- 
ect, when those charged with the war 
effort say the situation is so vital and 
critical that they are compelled to 
threaten a labor draft unless it is imme- 
diately relieved? 

I do not want my vote cast in the face 
of the critical character of the war effort 
as it stands today to put to work on this 
project thousands of people who ought 
to be in the vital war effort, whether in 
the canning industry, in the war indus- 
tries, on the farms, or in the shops. Ido 
not want by my vote to take those people 
off their necessary jobs and interfere 
with the war effort by putting them to 
work on this piddling job of gathering 
Statistics that will not have any value 





to your constituents or to mine and that 
will not make any contribution worth 
while to the war effort. 

I think this program can be postponed 
and I think it ought to be postponed. I 
think it is contrary to every statement 
that has emanated from the administra- 
tion and those in charge of our war ef- 
fort that we must do nothing to inter- 
fere with this manpower and woman- 
power situation that is so vital in con- 
nection with our war industries. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman state 
specifically what this $5,500,000 is for? 
What kind of statistics are they going to 
gather? 

Mr. KEEFE. They are going to gather 
statistics specified under the Depart- 
ment of Commerce Appropriation Act of 
1945. I suppose, according to the in- 
formation given in the hearings, they are 
going to gather the same type of infor- 
mation they have always gathered here- 
tofore, and then are going to compile 
it, and by the time they get it gathered 
and compiled, and it is covered with dust, 
the information, except for a few, will be 
useless and valueless. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 2 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield. 

Mr. KEFFE. I yield. 

Mr. S..UTHOFF. In my district, 
which adjoins the district of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, 4,500 employees 
1ave had to be imported from Jamaica 
and the Barbados; as well as German war 
prisoners being used to take care of the 
canning industry. In addition to that, 
the Hercules Powder Plant is calling for 
12,000 employees, including women as 
well as men. They do not discriminate 
between them, they can use both men 
and women. There is no sense to this. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman,Iam glad 
that the gentleman has pointed that out. 
Here Congress is in the position of ap- 
propriating money in this very bill to 
import labor from foreign countries; 
Mexico, and the islands of Barbados, 
Jamaica, and so forth, and utilizing every 
German war prisoner we can, and still 
we are appropriating money to take our 
own people out of necessary productive 
activity in the war effort and putting 
them out to gather statistics because it is 
said that some Congress in the past, au- 
thorized the census to be taken. Yes, 
we have authorized it. But there is 
nothing in the law which says because it 
is authorized we must make the appro- 
priation to implement that authorization 
and make it effective. I think the Mem- 
bers of this Congress will be sending a 
heartening word out to the people of this 
country if we say we are going to put a 
stop to this useless activity now. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the amendment which I 
have cffered. The amendment which I 
offered and which at present is bein 
considered by the Committee of th 
Whole is simply to restore the langua 
carried in the bill when reported by the 
full Committee on Appropriations, with 
the change made necessary as to the last 
date of availability of the appropriation 
by the ruling made by the Chair on the 
point of order. The arguments ad- 
vanced by the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin would have been very appropriat¢ 
upon the passage of the Department of 
Commerce Appropriation Act for the 
fiscal year 1945. In fact, those arceu- 
ments were advanced in connection with 
the making of the original appropria- 
tion for the quinquennial farm census 
by the passage of that act through the 
House of Representatives. We thrashed 
that out, that is, all of these subject 
matters to which the gentleman from 
Wisconsin has made reference, at that 
time. It was said then that notwith- 
standing the fact that Congress had au- 
thorized and directed the taking of a 
census of agriculture every 5 years, that 
it was not mandatory upon the Congress 
to provide the funds with which to mak: 
that authorization effective, and yet y 
did provide the funds. 

You have already appropriated in the 
Department of Commerce appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1945, $7,250,000. A 
part of that money has been spent, the 
remainder of it will be spent. The only 
question now is, whether or not having 
put your hand to the plow and directed 
the taking of this census and having pro- 
vided $7,250,000 for expenditure in that 
connection, you now propose to deny the 
remainder of the amount which will be 
necessary to complete it in an efficient 
manner. It is not material, as I see it, 
now, whether or not the taking of th: 
farm census, is essential to agriculture. 
I conceive it to be essential. The Con- 
gress conceived it to be essential when 
it provided for it originally and you, the 
Members of this House, conceived it to 
be essential, or a majority of you did, 
when you passed the Department of! 
Commerce appropriation bill for the 
present fiscal year and provided fund 
for it. So it seems to me to be an en- 
tirely unreasonable position to say that 
because, in the opinion of some Member 
or Members, you should not have started 
this thing and that you should not have 
made the initial appropriation that now 
you should deny the funds to complete 
the work, already undertaken by the 
Bureau of the Census. 

Mr. KERR. Mr, Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. KERR. As a matter of fact, this 
provision of the law calling for a census 
was passed many years ago and has been 
taken time and time again, and ma- 
chinery has been set up to complete this 
census. 

Mr. TARVER. The gentleman is ex- 
actly correct. Of course, I do not insist 
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n from Georgia has expired. pee Gan — a ee : ¢ Kanes Bez 
TARVER ‘] who feel that every p ble ounce olf oi North Carona 
TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask es aoe rl 


eines. Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I yield 1 
: ; : ur energy should be given to the war Mr. H ARL AN RSEN j 
consent to proceed for 2 ad- | OW § : + ea " 


( 
I *. D> ‘ . 5 
T3ATRR y : , oppose the amendment offered by the Mr. DONDER I n 
CHAIRMAN. Is there objection aad Pr pig ; fy 


ol ne entleman trom 


. TARVER ee ade a tion any more talthiully on tn Hoo! Will } an extra 
. VER. I tak aeciaed l€ during the past 6 ye than I} : { I l L 


{ S ‘ , he vcentlema ; ; ; oi Mr. H. CARL ANDI D . 
he : iteme nt of the gen leman the further expenditure of $5,500,000 at Mr. H. CARL AND 
Wisconsin that the shortage of this time. proposing to keep fro 7.000 tleman from M igan fings 
rh et lon i since the ‘ory ress ead ae ; . ta . ‘ << 5 ar = , t mr ? r t W ) W'é ’ Or | 
rl deve ped sin he C ngre .in to 30,000 people in the field takin n rigi n Wi n 
i immer of this year, passed the De- wericultural censu is not in keeping farms, ¥V t I need b my farm 
ment of Commerce appropriation | with the idea that we do evervthir e Minne n ¢ i | 
r the fis al year 1945. There has | ean to back up the boys at the front he grain i h ind I 
1s 1, during the entire period of the em- Allow mé I 


ing € » to call to your attention the every farmer nee t nd 
f CV t reryv ¢ 1 c} rt ce ) le } d Oot KI V ere We A I 1 ‘ id= 
n n a very acute shortage of labor, | tp timony on page 194 of the hearings: ao not kn wsiei cay 
- particularly of farm labor. If you will Alt 


' ditional men. Yet he t proj to 
Mr. LUDLOW. What will be the over-all . 
examine the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. the | hee of enmtote ammenionitid a die have up to near 30 000 F em} ves 
ry argument which the gentleman | census? 7 : compiling statistics as to what we Na 
x~ ‘rom Wisconsin makes today was ad- Mr. CAPT. Between 27,000, 29,000 nd | not done on the farms | ise we have 


st nced upon the passage of the Depart- | 30,000, including all employees in the field. not had the labor available t ) $0. 
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Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. 
the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. COLE of New York. If the 
tleman had not already done so I 


I yield to 


gen- 
sug- 


gest that he point out the effect of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia as to making available 
twice as much money for this function. 


Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I have al- 
ready done that, I may say to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks. 


Mr MORRISON of North Carolina. I 
object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 


man from North Carolina object to the 
gentleman from Minnesota revising his 
remarks? 

Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina. 
It is a unanimous-consent request, and 
I object. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
rike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment has 
been referred to as a political census. I 
thought they took a political census on 
November 7 and that it is all over. 

I want to disabuse the minds of some 
of my good friends over here. This is not 


st 


primarily an agricultural bill. It is a 
bill to assemble agricultural statistics 
of production throughout the United 


States and the justification for this is 
found on page 193 of the hearings of last 
spring when the appropriation was pro- 
vided for the year 1945, I desire to quote 
the justification given by the Director of 
the Bureau of the Census. Remember, 
this is not for the Department of Agri- 
culture, this is for the Department of 
Commerce, and I quote the purpose of 
this census and grounds upon which the 
appropriation was made. The Director 
said in support of his estimate: 
Production and supplying of food have as- 
sumed great importance in the prosecution 
of the war equal to that of guns and shells. 


I repeat, “production of foodsuffs is 
equal to that of guns and shells.” Do 
we know whether we are now producing 
enough foodstuffs to meet the demands 
of our armed forces? Do you know 
whether or not we have been producing 
enough guns and shells? Certainly we 
know. It would be tragic if we did not. 
If we have not been producing enough 
food we want to know it. This war is 
not over yet and it will not be over within 
the next few days or few months, and it 
is not too soon to find out what is avail- 
able for our boys this next year. This 
census will be taken in January. 

Let me read further what the Director 
says: 

The availability of food may be an im- 
portant determining factor in the future 
course of the war, especially as the number 
of men in the armed forces Overseas in- 
creases, and as more occupied territories are 
taken over by the United Nations, which, of 
be supplied with foodstuffs. 


course, must 











Accurate and timely statistics on food sup- 
plies on hand and of future production pos- 
sibilities in the United States are necessary 
for efficient programing and more effective 
operations in meeting the needs of our armed 
forces, our civilian population and our allies. 
Agricultural statistics will be of fundamental 
importance also in planning the conversion 
from a war to a peacetime economy, particu- 
larly in measuring farm markets, for the 
guidance of manufacturers and sellers of both 
durable and consumer goods. 


Does anyone here this afternoon want 
to stand up and vote against a small ap- 
propriation which is designed primarily 
for the prosecution of our war effort and 
to see that our young men are supplied 
with food and clothing? 

Let me go a little further. 

The question was raised as to whether 
or not the employment of these people 
would interfere with the production pro- 
gram in industry and in agriculture. 
Listen to what the Director said: 

We are particularly determined that it be 
not permitted to interfere insofar as we are 
able. We have issued instructions to our 
field force, which is in a formative state at 
the moment, that we must first look to peo- 
ple who would normally not be available for 
regular jobs and not take people from the 
normal labor force. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be given 1 additional minute. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose 
does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
rise? 

Mr.SNYDER. Mr. Chairman,I desire 
to finish reading this paragraph, that is 


all. The gentleman from South Caro- 
line [Mr. Hare] was just reading the 


paragraph at the bottom of page 193 
when his time expired. 

We have issued instructions to our field 
force, which is in a formative state at the 
moment, that we must first look to people 
who would normaliy not be available for 
regular jobs and not take people from the 
normal labor force under any circumstances, 
giving first preference to honorably dis- 
charged veterans who are able to do our 
work, to members of their families, and the 
families of men still in the services. 


There are approximately sufficient 
men back home who have been rehabili- 
tated, who had slight wounds, to fill these 
offices, and I think it would be a grand 
thing if we could give them work of this 
nature when they come back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. EpwIn ARTHUR HALL]. 


Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Chairman, in up-State New York they 
have had to bring in a lot of migrant 
laborers in the past few years to pick 
peas and beans. They have imported 
them from points as remote as Jamaica. 
I am certainly not going to vote $5,- 
000,000 for a census when nobody is 
worried about how we are going to get 
those peas and beans picked in up-State 
New York. Instead of money being ap- 
propriated for these purposes, I would 
like to see a little concentration on the 
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part of those in authority to bring abx 
the harvesting of food for victory. W) 
not assist the dairy farmers in up-S: 
New York in the production of m 
Heaven only knows there has been litt 
enough done to foster a constructive and 
tangible occupation such as dairy farm- 
ing in New York State. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will t} 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yi 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman is aware 
that the Department of Agricultu 
is constantly fathering informati 
through the mail boxes, by putti: 
posters in every farmer’s mail box, is h 
not? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. TI! 
gentleman is aware of this much, t] 
there has been a dearth of farm lal 
in up-State New York. Anybody who 
eligible to take a census around th 
farming areas is certainly able to 
some work on the farm. 

Mr. GROSS. Is this information th 
is constantly being gathered and put « 
monthly to all of the farmers of n 
value? Why do they not use it? What 
value will they make of the information 
they get from this $5,000,000 appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. N 
value whatsoever, because all they ha 
to do is to go to up-State New York and 
see the difficulties that the farmers ha 
been laboring under up there. I will 
guarantee that unless they wake up t 
the labor shortage in that region the 
is going to be a terrible food shorta 
throughout the entire Nation. They a 
not going to be able to supply our arm 
forces unless they realize what we are 
undergoing up there. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. DONDERO. In addition to wh 
the gentleman has said, in my own Stat« 
of Michigan peaches by the tens of 
thousands of bushels rotted on the tre: 
this year because there was no labor t 
harvest them. They brought in labo! 
from Jamaica, from Haiti, and from t! 
West Indies to harvest the cherry crop 
in my State. How would this census in 

any way change that picture? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. 









U 


I yiel 


The 


hinder it, because it will take up a lot 
of labor which should go to the produc- 
tion and harvesting of crops. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chai! 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. REED of New York. I will tell the 
gentleman why they are getting no as- 
sistance in the dairy regions. It is be 
cause they are so busy displacing the 
dairy products with oleomargarine that 
they are not interested in anything else. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Ths 
gentleman is right. He and I both come 
from districts where there are labor 
shortages. We are not interested in re- 
cruiting a lot of people to take an agri- 
cultural census, We know how short we 








reason, Mr. Chairman, I am 
ition to this amendment and 
mething more constructive than 
ill be proposed. 

CHAIRMAN. ai 
tl gentleman from North Caro- 

Mr. KERR 
Mr. MORRISON of 
(r. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KERR. I yield to th 

North Carolina. 

Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina. 
ir. Chairman, when I objected to the 
t of the gentleman from Minne- 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN 
merely resenting his refusal to 
me I thought he had asked to 
for 2 additional minutes, and I 
i more for mischief than for any- 
I should like to withdraw 
Iam perfectly willing for 


extend his remarks all he de- 


North Carolina. 


gentieman 


a while ago, 
M oH. CA 


RL ANDERSEN Mr. 


( man, I renew my request to revise 
xtend my remarks. 
CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
request of the gentleman from 
wa no oot on 
KERR. Mr. Chairman, Iam more 
familiar with the statute which 


f 


ly provided for this census. It 
sed in 1925, when the Republicans 
d the Congress. At thé 

yught it was a great measure, and 
ink the Democrats concurred with 
] We have been 
every 5 years ever 
It is a census which is most help- 
o the business of this country— 
rybody concedes that. I doubt that 
ne who today opposes the continua- 
n of this census will insist that it is not 
valuable to the farmers and the 
nessmen of the country. It gives 
em Statistics with reference to farm 
ts and farm life, and these figures 
ble the businessmen of the country to 
determine their business activities some- 
{ for more than a year ahead and 
metimes for as much as 5 years. That 
purpose of this census. The Re- 
iblicans in 1925, I am sure, thought it 
a very beneficial act. I cannot un- 
cerstand why they oppose the continua- 
tion of this census today and oppose this 
mendment to complete the carrying out 
a census they themselves inaugurated 

1€ years ago. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. 
tleman yield? 
Mr. KERR. I yield to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin. 
Mr. KEEFE. Does my distinguished 
friend believe that in view of the critical 
tuation facing the country in its war 
eNort we should rely 


n that supposition. 


IS census 


} 1u¢ 


hairman, will the 





upon the 


slogan 
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< } «A 
eat pi of } 5 eady | 

4Ul hii Acai iii Cemsus hat Ail iif 

$5.000.000 necessal t complete od 

job through a law that has |} n 

the statute books of th ‘ount 

more than 40 yea and has 

beneficial to the |} iness life ( 


Nation 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Cl 
gentleman vield? 
Mr. KERR. I 
Mr. JENSEN. I nder if tl entle- 





man realizes that l ensus will take 
lea 2 hours of every farm«e 
and there are 6,000,000 farme That 
meal 12,000,000 hours of fa 
lo I think this is bad til t pend 
12,000.000 he ( farm la 
census which could be taken b 
extension agent in eve 
\ Id cost not! ! 
Le tamps and I I yu is ac- 
( ilf an ( 
under this plar 
Mr. KERR The 
1 point which I think is incon 
nd hich he need b 
Mr. JENSEN. Certainly) 
man will admit that warti1 id 
time to spend 12,000,000 h 
labor to take a cen 
Mr. KERR. I think the gentl 
mistaken in a mi that tl 
n time ould be col 1 in 
th I kn the Der ! I 
et up machine to take t l 
and I think it uld b eanda 
foolish thing not » let it complete 
in view of the fact that it has alr 
begun this important work 
Mr. JENSEN But it \ tak p 2 
hours of the time of every farmer! 
Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry 
I cannot yield to the gentleman furthe 


The CHAIRMAN The time of the 
gentleman has expired 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
nan, I move that the Con t i \ 
rise 

The motion was agreed to 

Accordingly the Committee rose ind 
the Speaker, having resi . 
Mr. Bonner, Chairman of the Com: 


of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee had 
had under considerction the bill, H. R. 
5587, the first supplemental appropria- 
tion bill, 1945, and had come to no r‘ - 
lution thereon 


ESTABLISHMENT OF GRADE OF 
ADMIRAL IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY 
Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted the ' ' f 
resolution (H. Res. 6 


FLEE 


if) 





rhe SPEAKER. Thi 


ct « 
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Spe 
to the vote on the er 
is not present, 


ound that a quo 
and I make the point of 


CONGRI 


iker, I object 
a 


r1tT 
Auli 


order that a quorum is not present. 


The SPEAKER. 
present. 
close the doors, 

absent 


quorum 


will 


notify 


the 


Clerk will call the roll. 


The 


as follows: 


Allen, La 
Anderson, Calif 
Anderson, 
N. Mex, 
Andresen 
August H. 
Andiews, Ala 
Andrews, N. Y 
Angell 
Arends 
Arnold 
Barrett 
Bates, Ky 
Bates, Mass. 
Beall 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Bender 
Bennett, Mich 
Bennett, Mo. 
Bishop 
Bland 
Bloom 
Bonner 
Boren 
Boykin 
Bradley, Mich. 
Bradiey, Pa. 
Brehm 
Buck 
Burchill, N. Y. 
Butler 
Byrne 


Cannon, Mo 
Carson, Ohio 
Carter 

Case 

Celler 


Chiperfield 
Cochran 
Coffee 
Cole Mo 
Cole, N. ¥. 
Colmer 
Cox 
Cravens 
Crawford 
Crosser 
Curley 
Dawson 
Day 
Dilweg 
Dingell 
Dirksen 
Dondero 
Drewry 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Ellis 
Ellison, Md. 
Ellsworth 
Engel, Mich. 
Engle, Calif. 
Feighan 
Fellows 
Fernandez 
Fish 
Flannagan 
Folger 
Forand 
Fuller 
Gale 


Abernethy 
Andersen, 
H. Carl 
Bolton 
Brown, Ga. 
Brumbaugh 
Bryson 
Burch Va. 
Burdick 
Camp 
Carlson, Kans. 


question 
were—yeas 208; 


was 


[Roll 
YEAS—208 


Gamble 

Gathings 

Gerlach 

Gibson 

Gifford 

Gillespie 

Goodwin 

Gordon 

Gorski 

Grant, Ala. 

Gregory 

Hagen 

Ha e 

Hall 

Edwin Arthur 

Hall, 
Leonard W. 

Hancock 

Harless, Ariz. 

Harris 

Hart 

Hays 

Hébert 

Herter 

Hess 

Hill 

Hobbs 

Hoch 

Hoffman 

Holmes, Mass. 

Holmes, Wash. 

Howell 

Hull 

Izac 

Jackson 

Jarman 

Jennings 

Jensen 

Johnson, 
Anton J. 

Johnson, 
Calvin D. 

Johnson, Ind. 

Johnson, Okla. 

Kearney 

Kee 

Keefe 

Kefauver 

Kelley 

Keogh 

Kerr 

King 

Kirwan 

Kleberg 

Klein 

Landis 

Lane 

Larcade 

Lea 

LeFevre 

Lesinski 

Lewis 

Lynch 

McCormack 

McKenzie 

McMillan, 8. C. 

McMilien, Ol. 

Madden 

Manasco 

Marcantonio 

Martin, Iowa 

Martin, Mass. 


NAYS—90 
Carrier 
Chapman 
Church 
Clason 
Clevenger 
Compton 
Cooper 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
D’Alesandro 
Disney 


No 


Evidently there is 
The Doorkeeper will 
Sergeant 
Members, 


taken; 
nays 90; not voting 130, 


121] 


no 


at Arms 
and the 


and there 


May 
Merrow 
Mills 
Monroney 
Morrison 
Morrison, 
Mundt 
Murdock 
Myers 
Norton 
O'Brien, Tl. 
O'Brien, Mich. 
O’Brien. N. ¥. 
O'Connor 
O'Hara 
O'Konski 
O'Toole 
Peterson, Fla. 
Pittenger 
Plumley 
Poage 

Priest 

Rabaut 
Randolph 
Rankin 

Reed, Ill. 
Richards 
Rivers 
Robinson, Utah 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rolph 

Sabath 
Sadowski 
Scrivner 
Sheppard 
Slaughter 
Smith. Wis. 
Snyder 
Somers, N. Y. 
Spence 
Stanley 
Starnes, Ala. 
Stevenson 
Stewart 
Stigler 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Talle 
Thom: 
Torrens 
Vincent, Ky. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Voorhis, Calif 
Wadsworth 
Walter 
Wasielewski 
Weaver 
Weichel, Ohio 
Welch 

West 

White 
Whitten 
Wickersham 
Wigglesworth 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Worley 

Wright 


La 
N.C. 


3, Tex. 


Doughton, N.C. 
Durham 
Dworshak 
Elmer 
Gavin 
Gilchrist 
Gillette 
Gillie 
Gossett 
Graham 
Gross 





Tt. 
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Gw Mason 
Hare Michener 
H er Miller, Conn 
Hoeven Miller, M 
H Miller, Nebr 
Jenkins Miller Pa 
Johnson, Murray, Tenn 

J. Leroy Murray, Wis 
John Norman 

Luther A. Norreli ar 
Jones O'Neal Thomason 
Jonkman Peterson, Ga. Tibbott 
Kinzer Pratt, Troutman 
Knutson Joseph M Vorys, Ohio 
Kunkel Ramey Vursell 
Lanham Reed, N.Y Whittington 
LeCompte Rees, Kans. Willey 
Lemke Rockwell Wilson 
Ludlow Rodgers, Pa. Zimmerman 
McConnell Rohrbough 
Mahon Rowe 

NOT VOTING—130 

Allen, Ill. Halleck Phillips 
Auchincloss Harness, Ind. Ploeser 
Baldwin, Md Hartley Poulson 
Baldwin,N.Y. Heffernan Powers 
Barden Hendricks Precht, 
Barry Hinshaw C. Frederick 
Blackney Holifield Price 
Brooks Horan Ramspeck 
Brown Ohio Jefirey Reece Tenn. 
Buckley Johnson, Rizley 
Buffett Lyndon B. Robertson 
3ulwinkle Johnson, Ward Rooney 
Burgin Judd Rowan 
Busbey Kean Russell 
Canfield Kennedy Sasscer 
Cannon, Fla. Kilburn Satterfield 
Capozzoli Kilday Scanlon 
Chenoweth LaFoilette Schiffer 
Clark Lambertson Scott 
Cooley Luce Shafer 
Costello McCord Sheridan 


McCowen 
McGehee 


Courtney 
Daughton, Va. 


Simpson, Pa. 
Smith. Maine 


Davis McGregor Smith, W. Va. 

Delaney McLean Sparkman 

Dewey McMurray Stearns, N H. 

Dickstein McWilliams Stefan 

Dies Maas Stockman 

Domengeaux Magnuson Sundstrom 

Douglas Maloney Talbot 

Eaton Mansfield, Taylor 

Elston, Ohio Mont. Thomas, N. J. 
Fay Mansfield, Tex. Tolan 

Fenton Merritt Towe 

Fisher Monkiewicz Treadway 

Fitzpatrick fott Ward 

Ford Mruk Weiss 
Fulbright Murphy Wene 

Fulmer Newsome Wheichel, Ga. 
Furlong Outland Winstead 
yallagher Pace Wolfenden. Pa, 

Gearhart Patman Wolverton, N. J. 

Granger Patton Woodrum, Va. 
Grant, Ind feifer 

Griffiths Philbin 


So, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the House decided to consider 
the resolution. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

General pairs: 

Mr. Ramsveck with Mr. Halleck. 

Mr. Outland with Mr. Shafer. 

Mr. Winstead with Mr. Jeffrey. 

Mr. Baldwin of Maryland with Mr. Baldwin 
of New York. 

Mr. Pfeifer with Mr. Hartley. 

Mr. McGehee with Mr. Brown of Ohio. 

Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Wolverton of New 
Jersey. 

Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Judd. 

Mr. Clark with Mr. Eaton. 


Mr. Merritt with Mrs. Luce. 

Mr. Domengeaux with Mr. Elston of Ohio. 

Mr. Courtney with Mr. Kilburn. 

Mr. Barry with Mr. Wolfenden of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. Smith of West Virginia with Mr. Taylor. 

Mr. Weiss with Mr. Stefan. 

Mr. Buckley with Mr. Talbot. 

Mr. Sasscer with Mrs. Smith of Maine. 

Mr. Mansfield of Montana with Mr. Ploeser. 

Mr. Heffernan with Mr. Fenton, 

Mr. Kilday with Mr. Powers. 

Mr. Robertson with Mr. Reece of Tennessee. 
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Mr. Hendri cKs with Mr. Simpson of Pe: 
sylvania. 

Mr. Delaney with Mr. Rizley. 

Mr Pace with Mr. Stockman 

Mr. Daughton of Virginia with Mr. Th 
of New Jersey. 

Mr. Philbin with Mr. Grant of Indian 


Mr. Rooney with Mr. Harness of Inc 


The result of the vote was announ 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Tlinois |Mr. SABATH] is recognized. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, havin 
observed that a vast majority of t!] 
Members desired action, having reque 
ed that the Rules Committee be cal! 
to grant a rule to make in order the | 
H. R. 5590, the Rules Committee co: 
plied with the express wishes of t} 
majority, held a meeting and reports 
the resolution which you have now mad 
in order by a record vote of 208 to $0. 

In that connection I wish to say thr 
resolution which the Committee on Rul! 
has reported is an open fule. It p: 
vides for 1 hour general debate, aft: 
which the privilege of amendment 
provided. 

Mr. Speaker, having served longer th 
any other Member prcsent, finishing m 
thirty-eighth year, I may enlighte: 
those, especially the new Members, as t 
the need for this additional clerk hir: 
When I entered the House, I venture t 
say we received daily three to six lette: 
and sometimes a telegram. Up to about 
34 years ago and before the first offic: 
building was constructed and ready f 
occupancy, Members had desks in the 
House Chamber, as are still in use in the 
Senate, and we were obliged to do most 
of our work in the cloakrooms, in th 
Members’ lobby, and at our hotel room 
or living quarters. Today we receive 
hundreds of letters and telegrams, reso- 
lutions, and demands that were not 
dreamed of 38 years ago. 

I fully appreciate the time that it re- 
quires to comply with the many requ 
of the mothers, fathers, sisters, 
brothers of those millions now in t! 
armed forces, to whom we all desire to b 
of service. This ever-increasing service 
takes a great deal of time and require 
additional help. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a mandatory 
law. It will not compel any Member to 
accept the additional allowance. There 
may be some Members who will not need 
this additional help. If so, I am sure 
they will not take advantage of this law, 
simply to put on additional help in or- 
der to spend the money provided for. 

My experience goes back many years 
when we increased the salaries of Mem- 
bers from $5,000 to $7,500. I recall that 
there were two or three Members who 
refused to vote for it and who stated 
they would not accept the additional 
compensation, but later on they recon- 
sidered and consented, without a great 
deal of prodding, to take the money. 

That happened when we increased the 
congressional salary from $7,500 to $10.- 
000. Right in this connection, Mr. 
Speaker, let me say that I believe the 
salary of $5,000 a year 38 years ago pro- 
vided better care of Members than the 
$10,000 they receive now. Due to the 


and 
ana 


























































ions and the extreme 

| cost of living in Washington very 
unless they 
their budget. 
respect to 
ton applies 
etaries, committee clerks, and 
who find their living costs 
nses nearly double that of 4 or 5 


N 


ad- 





the 


apners 


increases have been pro- 


I them as Was accorded ¢ 1er 

( ment employees. I appreciate 
ere are a large number of under- 

nd women in the United 

You have heard me call atten- 

m. I refer to the white-collar 

I have pleaded and urged 


> , + 
us to take afhirm ve and 
n to bring relief to these 
id men and women who are de- 


of our aid and cooperation. With 
iditional help given to the 


| be able to devote 





idy of the needs of these under- 
te-collar workers and 

1 out for their relief. 
me Members have told me that this 
ild cost a great deal of money. 
M nswer is “Yes” and “No.” It will 
$657,000 if all of the Members of the 
use this additional clerk 
I was surprised that objection to 
nsideration of this bill should be 
by one of the Members who ap- 
ed before the Committee on Rules 


ise actually 


rday asking for a rule on a bill 
ting an increase of $400 a year to 
postal employees. That rule was 


nted It will cost the Government 
2.000.000 a year if the bill is passed. 
Mr. ROWE rose. 
Mr. SABATH. It 

man from Ohio. 

Mr. ROWE. 


was not the gentle- 

I wish to ask the gentle- 

he will yield for a correction. 

Mr. SABATH. Fora correction? Al- 

Mr. ROWE. The gentleman under- 

tands that the $132,000,000 figure is the 

1 cost. If it is held to the present 
$300 it will cost less than $30,000,000. 

Mr. SABATH. Just a minute. The 

ther was a temporary proposition, I re- 

What the gentleman from Ohio 

wants to say is that the increase from 

$300 to $400 makes a difference of only 

: bout $36,000,000. That is right, yes; 

. the appropriation necessary to take 

care of it, if it is made permanent law, 


cost the Government $132,000,000 
” nnually. 
Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
. Mr. SABATH. I yield. 
t Mr. BENDER. Did I understand the 
ntleman to say that the Rules Com- 
i I ee voted out the rule on the bill 


granting an increase to postal workers? 

: Mr. SABATH. We have granted the 
Mr. BENDER. 

leman for taking 

- Mr. SABATH. I thank the gentleman. 

I always feel, however, the fact that 

> have been unable to aid others is not 

Vays a valid reason why we should 

restrict ourselves and fail to help those 

who are also in need of assistance, 


I commend the 
that action. 


gen- 
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In other s, I do not think two 
wrongs n 1 rig and because we 
have not en a is yet to a pon 
relief for the e-collar workers does 
not indi f e s d not re e our 
underpala i and ( e¢ 
cle forces. It most diff f 
Members to ob , cs for f 
that we forms or at p it I - 
ing n We able f ‘ et 
a ster I r f $125 o1 - 
day \ cant f elp for t sala 
You cannot mal! ho kn ny- 
thir at for t n $200. $250 
$300 a month and a good mar - 





commands from $400 to $500 a 
Therefore, Mr. Spe ae ( 
the con } at the < int i ¢ a 
titled to t \ be rvices t t 
Me be can rendadeél na tna ~ 
st en of the val ; Memb en- 
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and to tl Se é ! he Mer 

in? + VE W ¥ ffi + , ) 
oO clerks v ( for he 
vork and give t fee 
and that I fee ! per it ho 
entitled to 

Mr. Speaker, I have therefore upon 


the request of the Members of the House 


reported this rule It ha een my 
policy and the p y of the Committee 
on Rules to bring to the floor for cor i. 
eration legislation recommended by the 


proper committees or upon the urgent 
request of a majority of the Members 
of the House. That is the reasonI] 

consented to the immediate call of the 
Committee on Rules in order to bring in 


this rule 


The rule is an open one and permits an 
opportunity to vote for or against the 
bill. You may reduce the amount pro- 


vided therein or you may increase it, bu 
I hope that no one will endeavor to in- 
crease it, because I believe an additional 
amount of $3,000 is sufficient to take care 
of our needs. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret that we have 
been able also to take care of help for 
many of the important committees of 
the House. However, I hope that the 
committee which we are creating 
study and investigate the reorganization 
of the Congress will 
tion and report ¢ I 
forthcoming to those committees that 
have been handicapped in the past on 
account of lack of clerical, sten¢ 
or other help that they may be in 
of, experienced help which they may re- 
juire to aid the co! in rf 
ing their duties upon important legisla- 
tion they are called upon from ti 
time to consider and report to the I 


Mr. Speaker, I hope 





own views and vote a dir 


low thei 


o their good judgment upon this rule 
Ir y) nion the iditinnal an nt 
n my opinion, the aaqditional am n 
necessary and I hope it will be voted for. 
Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 


tleman yield? 


Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle- 


m Ke ntucky 


e! man has 1 

7 } _ . . T 
littie coniused about the n i re l 
J ee . les rm + y ¥ } 
thought it was merely an increase in the 


amount of clerk hire or secretarial aid 


HOU 


I have made my- 


self clear. I trust the Members will fol- 
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qu n of Memb ( ! vill re- 
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an 


“Oo 
US ad 


et ffed. If the Member nt to 
e ing 1e ¢ t t} ’ 
{ 1 n J 
( ( ( } 5 
l an acdal- 
t ( K 1 ) h rk or to 
i? I t! 1 yuld be in ac- 
( ( 1 
Thi ( 1 none of this 
mone of ; co! to my clerks 
i me duck’’ Member of the Congre 
avor of t proposal. Much can 
n the ¢ e, but I think it is 
more or less a tem in a teapot, and 
public back home will not resent an 
increase for prop clerk hire in the 
House of Representatives. When the war 
is over and the G. I. Joes and and the 
G.I. Janes come home there will be thou- 
Sands of cases arising out of the war 
that have to be handled in every 
conert onal office, and they will expect 
prompt and efficient service. That is 
their right The war veterans are en- 
titled to expeditious handling of their 


ca by Members of Congress, 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. COMPTON. Does not the gentle- 
man think it would be better to have a 


Con- 
as this 


miinins 


meal 


comprehensive pk 
s than try to do it piec 
attempts to do? 


Nn Oi SUreé 


gre 


Mr. FISH. The Committee on Rules 
did report out today a resolution for 
that purpose, to create a special com- 
mittee to consider this very proposal, in- 
cluding many others, but as long as it is 
before the Congress it is a very simple 
issue and should be considered and 
adopted. The Members of Congress 


themselves must know whether they need 
more cle ire to conduct the functions 
of their office efficiently for the public 
i t and the interest of their con- 
stituents. I am informed that the mail 
has doubled in the last few years for 
every Member of Congress. Most dis- 
tricts are larger in population than they 
were 10 years ago. We are now in the 
midst of the greatest war in history, that 
will be followed by all kinds of veteran 
cases and loans and employment that 
will require additional clerk hire for a 


ry 


yl 
rK 


eres 


number of year 

Mr. Speaker, there is one matter very 
close to my heart that has been referred 
to by the chairman of the Committee on 
Rule If for no other reason than that 
I would support the pending bill. I be- 
lieve if the Members of Congress by their 
votes vote for an increase in clerk hire, 
that they will have a moral duty to vote 
legislation for the benefit of the white- 
collar class, for those 20,000,000 under- 
paid men and women in America, who 
are struggling every day against the high 
cost of living, yet an employer of labor 
cannot increase their pay without going 
to. the National War Labor Board if it 
is above 50 cents an hour. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Did we 
not on the 19th of June have that very 


Mr. 








bill here, when we had the Andresen 
amendment 
Mr. FISH. 


sma 


It was defeated by a very 
ll vote, under a time limitation where 


it was impossible to present the facts to 
the Congress. I had an amendment 
similar to the Andresen amendment, and 


I should like to recall, if I may now, that 
it was the Andresen-Fish amendment, 
because the amendments were identical, 
and because I deferred to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. Aucust H. ANpRE- 
SEN] So he could present his amendment 
first. He had 5 or 6 minutes to speak on 
it and I had only 2 or 3 minutes. 

I believe that if we had had an oppor- 

tunity to present the merits of that 
proposition to Congress it would have 
gone through by an overwhelming vote. 
I believe that if we could offer an amend- 
ment to this bill so that an employer of 
labor could increase the pay of his em- 
ployees up to 75 cents an hour, or $36 a 
week, without the necessity of going to 
the National War Labor Board to get per- 
mission to do so, it would be adopted 
overwhelmingly. Now the Board can 
give permission for only a 15-percent 
increase up to 50 cents an hour. The 
amendment I recently proposed would 
permit an increase to 75 cents an hour or 
$36 a week, which an employer of labor 
might award an efficient and hardwork- 
ing employee without applying to the 
War Labor Board. 
We must all know those facts. We 
know the little, humble, white-collar 
workers, clerks in stores, poorly paid fac- 
tory workers have no lobby, have no 
spokesmen to come before Congress to 
plead their case, yet every day millions 
of these people in the factories and in 
the stores, both in peace and war, in- 
cluding stenographers and clerical help, 
are so underpaid that they cannot com- 
pete with the withholding taxes and 
high cost of living and at the same time 
live according to decent American 
standards. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Does the 
gentleman feel that possibly that ameud- 
ment should be raised to the same 
amount this bill provides for a clerk, $70 
a week? 

Mr. FISH. No; I do not think it has 
any direct connection. I think it is a 
moral issue. If we can do something for 
our own clerks, at least we of the Con- 
gress of the United States can do some- 
thing that is meritorious and almost 
necessary for 20,000,000 Americans, who 
in the midst of plenty and abundance 
are living on virtually starvation wages. 
This proposal will not in any way upset 
the Little Steel formula as that applies 
to higher wage scale groups. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. DONDERO. Ido not understand 
that this bill advances the pay of clerks 
to $70 a week, but that it allows $3,000 
as the maximum, for a Member to divide 
among his entire staff of clerks. 

Mr. FISH. But he may also give the 
entire $3,000 to a research man. There 
is no reason why he should not. He may 
divide it among his entire staff. But if 
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he needs a research man, or an addit 
clerk, he can give the entire $3,000 
that man or divide it among his secret 
and clerks. 

Mr. DONDERO. That may be trus 

Mr. FISH. It has nothing to do with 
this question of $70 a week. The gentle. 
man is perfectly correct. I am rx 
another issue, @ moral issue. I am 1 - 
ing it as one who is about to leave t} 
Congress. I am appealing to Democ: 
and Republicans in the next Conere 
view of the fact that you are goin 
vote for this bill, at ‘east you should 
something, after you have done that, { 
those 20,000,000 wage earners who a! 
bei underpaid and whom the employ- 
ers of labor want to help, but are help- 
less; who want to reward their emp] 
for their efficient labor and who are n 
able to do so. That issue, ai least, ou 
to be one which is nonpartisan. It is one 
that should appeal to every America: 
It applies to every congressional dist 
Therefore, as a concluding word by « 
who is going to vote for this bill, I do 
believing there is a moral obligation upon 
you to look after the 20,000,000 Ameri- 
cans who are unable to help themsel\ 
and in the next Congress to pass legisla- 
tion permitting employers of labo 
pay their employees 75 cents an h 
without permission of the War Labor 
Board. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will t! 
gentleman yield for a short question? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. DONDERO. DoI understand t! 
if the $3,000 additional is voted to t! 
Members that the 15 percent, now al- 
lowed, will be wiped out; or will that 15 
percent still remain in effect, over and 
above the basic pay? 

Mr. FISH. As I understand it, that 
included. The 15 percent is included in 
the proposal. 

Mr. DONDERO. 
$3,000? 

Mr. FISH. SoI understand. 

Mr. DONDERO. So that the $3,00 
is not entirely an increase, but it 
$3,000, less the 15 percent that the clerks 
now receive? 

Mr. FISH. I think the gentleman h 
brought up a very good point, and I think 
he is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has again expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. MIcHENER], a member of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
not discuss the merits of whether or n 
Members have all the clerical help they 
need at this time. I think the question 
asked by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut a moment ago, just touched the spot 
No, this is not the time. 

The gentleman from New York said 
there is a hue and cry throughout the 
country in behalf of streamlining Con- 
gress, making it more workable, consoli- 
dating it, and economizing, and expand- 
ing where necessary, for the good of the 
institution. I agree with that. The 
country wants a real job done. This is 
piecemeal and may retard the over-all 
task 
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th the same amendment in the 
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the bill might be considered, 
any further debate, to be read 
the 5-minute rule. As oon as the 
eman from \X.issouri was denied the 
to bring the bill up by unanimou 
the chairman of the Rules Com- 
forthwith called a meeting of the 
Committee. Inside of possibly 10 
we who are members of that 
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of the Committee on Rules. I do not 
think we are act ry good grace 
if we take care of our own employees on 
this matte: 


) 
ing in V 


ind leave the 


$1,200, $1,500, o 


little folks out 


$1,800 


a year, starvation wag I am going to 
propose an amendment to this bill which 
I know will have the enthusiastic support 
of the gentleman from Illinois. I shall 


irther proviso in the bill when it 
comes up for consideration that notwith- 
tanding any other law or any other Ex- 
ecutive order, or rule, or regulation of 
any department, nothing shall prevent 
an employer from voluntarily paying to 
his employees a wage not in excess of 75 
cent 

Mr. SABATH. I assure the 
man I will support him. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I knew the 
gentleman would be enthusiastically for 
it. s we do that we will have done 
something for the 20,000,000 who are the 
white pena d workers about which the 
gentleman from New York has spoken. 

Let me give you an example. I am 
sure a lot of you know about it already. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman 1 additional minute. 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. 
we have this situation with respect to the 
white-collar workers: If you employ 
clerks in your bank or in your store and 
you know they are underpaid, they know 
they are underpaid, you may know they 
are on starvation wages, yet the situa- 
tion is such that you cannot raise them 
a single nickel unless you ask the War 
Manpower Commission or the War La- 
bor Board. I have had the experience. 
The result is you try your best, you put up 
the very best case you can, you fill out 
questionnaires until your head grows 
bald; but the answer is always, “No, you 
cannot raise this man’s wages.” That is 
not right. an aes we have to go 
through wi all that when these people 
actually nee nd the money and they need it 

worse than our clerks do 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I hope 
the gentleman introduces his amendment 
because I believe the House will approve 
such an amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I shall offer 
the amendment, although I question 
whether it is germane to this bill, but 
I hope that those who are big-hearted 
about this wil: not raise a point of order, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tlema las again expired. 

Mr Fl ISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Michigan 
{Mr. Horrman]. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Virginia does not need 
to worry at all about anyone being stam- 
peded into voting for this bill. The need 
back of this thing has been dammed up 
for a good many years by the refusal 
of the Members to consider the issue. 
There is not a Member of the Congress 
here who has not known from the day 
he came here and assumed his duties and 
tried to perform them, whether he need- 


an hour 


gentle- 


Speaker, 


Will the 
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ed or did not need an additional clerk in 
order that better service might be given 
his constituents. Not all of us possess 
the intelligence, wealth, and experience 
of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
MICHENER!], who has been here a long, 
long tim: He tells us his conscience will 
not let him vote for the bill, and with 
his next breath he says if the appropria- 
tion is made he will accept the money. 
I just do not understand his argument, 
which is that the passage of this is 
should not do it; but, never- 
theless, if a majority does adopt it, he 
intends to profit by our mistake and by 
our wrongdoing and give his secretary 
the additional allowance. That is what 
the gentleman from Michigan I[Mr. 
MICHENER! said, though I do not know 
whether it will appear in the Recorp of 
today. Either he does not pay his clerk 
enough or he gives his clerk adequate 
pay. I gather from what he says that 
he assigns an adequate sum for that 
purpose. Yet he says he is going to take 
this money which we mistakenly, in his 
opinion, make available and turn it over 
to those in his office. I have no objectiOn 
to that and that is none of my business, 
but I cannot figure out his course of rea- 
soning. Maybe he is just talking for 
— consumption. Ido not know from 

t he said just what point he was try- 
ing ‘oa make except that he personally 
did not need additional assistance. We 
are not all so fortunate. 

Then the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. MIcHENER] talks about having the 
courage to stand up and be counted. I 
am one of a minority of six who, more 
than once, stood up to be counted. So 
the challenge to stand up and be counted 
does not mean anything to me. I have 
never in my life gone out into the cloak- 
room when a roll call was about to be had, 
and I have never gone out when there 
was a voice vote or a rising vote coming 
up on any matter. Iam sure the gentle- 
man is not talking about me. The 
gentleman says he is opposed to the bill. 
If I were merely against this bill, if I 
thought it was wrong to adopt it, I would 
not take the money if the bill passed, but 
that is only my thought. As the gentle- 
man said, each Member must be guided 
by his own conscience, Let it go at that. 
Iam not criticizing anyone. I know my 
people need the additional service. I do 
not need it for my own convenience. My 
people need the extra service, and while 
I have voted against billions of dollars 
being sent across the seas to buy silk 
stockings and handkerchiefs for some 
Hottentot, I am going to vote in the 
interest of the people of my district, and 
do it right now. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KnutT- 
son! 5 minutes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
sorry that I do not find myself in accord 
with the majority of the House on this 
proposition. I think it is wrong. Why 
do I say so? Of course, I only have my 
own office to base my opinion upon. I 
dare say that we receive as many letters 


wrone’ we 
wrong; W 
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ing, as the average Member of Con 
and we have plenty of clerk hire t¢ 
dle the work. 

May I say to the gentleman from M 
igan (Mr. MICHENER] that if this al 
ance is made, I shall not accept it 
am not playing politics. With a nati 
debt that is rapidly approaching ¢: 

00,000,000, with the war going as it 
and with all the other consideration 
should ponder well before we act. 
not feel that I am justified in ca 
my vote for the resolution. I im; 
the House that if you are going to 
this extra clerk hire, you add an ams 
ment to it that will provide that no « 
hire will be made to a Member ex 
upon written application which must 
accompanied by an affidavit that it 
be spent for clerk hire. We have } 
lot of disagreeable things said over 
country about Congress in years gon 
about nepotism and one thing o1 
other in connection with clerk hire 
is unfortunate, most unfortunate 
see it, that we should have stopped 1 
in the middle of our deliberations of 
supplemental appropriation bill th 
ries $458,000.000 to consider a p 
proposition like this. The way 
Members are acting, one would 
that somebody was going to grab 
Treasury and run away with it befor: 
come back in January. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield t 


gentleman from Illinois {[Mr. Drrx 
3 minutes. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, 


rather interesting that the poise of 
House can be so disturbed br an 
that will probably aggregate $150, 
and within a few hours from n¢ 
will pass a deficiency bill, perhaps \ 
out a record vote, for $438,000,000. I 
not understand the skittishness and 
fear that somehow creeps into thi 
of Congress when it undertakes to n 
proper provision for itself. If Ih 
choice, I would have followed the r: 
mendation that was made to co! 
this as a part of the reo! 
studies under the faloney 
resolution which was reported tod 
the Committee on Rules. 

We are not responsible for its | 
here. Itis here before us now be 
Committee on Rules brought it in 
= Té am not going to dodge tl 


ar 


ae ond let the country fe el th: t I 
afraid to make proper provision fo1 
office and for the discharge of th 

sponsibilities that are incident to a 

stituency of 300,000 people. It is : 

time that we have just a little more 

in the people back home. 

As to this business of talking 
“cutting a hunk of pie,” if I did not 
that I could sell this to my constitue! 
back home, I would not ask them to s 
me back to Congress. They expect 0! 
to do a job. The fathers and moth 
expect one to do a job on casualti 
The G. I. Joes are expecting us to 
a job in connection with veterans’ lo 
on homes, businesses, and farms. T! 
will expect that, with expedition and dl 
patch, one will discharge his duties her¢ 





It is a matter of individual conscience 
at Room 1111, New House Office Build- | Nobody has to implore this body for mé 








ee 
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to wha: I am going to do. I know 
needs of my office. You could have 
ngs from now until doomsday 
1 it would not add one iota to the 
‘mation I now have as to the case 
i of work in my office and what I 
i. So it is a matter of individual 
ience with which we are all famiiliar 
1r own Offices. If you need the help, 
for it. If you do not need it, you 
not need to vote for it. But itis a 
issive bill. It says that the rate 
1! not exceed $9,500. You can vote 
t, but no man has to take the money 
t on any more clerks than he needs. 
t is as simple as the issue is today. 
r. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
utes to the gentleman from Georgia 

. TARVER]. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, earlier 
the day on this third anniversary of 
disaster of Pearl Harbor we were 
ileged to listen to the Resident Com- 
oner from the Philippines, General 
MULO, aS he gave to us an eyewitness 
y of the landing of the American 
iers on Leyte Island on October 20, 
‘4. I have heard no more eloquent 
1 informative address delivered dur- 
ing the several years of my service here 
lan was delivered by General RoMULO. 
I am sure the hearts of all of us were 
ved when we heard his description 
f the heroism displayed on that occa- 
n and the sufferings and the hard- 
ips which were undergone by those 


xerformed those deeds of valor on Oc- 
ber 20 and on subsequent days. Most 
f those boys were fighting on a wage 
le of $55 per month, 
But perhaps the effect on us was not 
ting, because soon after he concluded 
s; address we rose from our duties in 
>» Committee of the Whole, where we 
re deciding whether or not to appro- 
priate approximately half a billion dol- 
urs of the people’s money, a large part 
of which is intended for use by activities 
relating to the armed services, and de- 
cided to suspend action on that bill until 
we should determine whether or not we 
hould increase our own perquisites by 
$3,000 each. 

I do not want to say anything to give 
offease to any Member of the House. I 
think my office is just as busy an office 

that of any other Member of the House 
of Representatives. I know the hard- 
ships that are undergone by our clerks in 
endeavoring to get along on the salary 
allowances and with the personnel avail- 
able for each office under present condi- 
tions, but if they will start a little earlier 
in the morning and work a little later 
in the afternoon, as most of them do and 
as most of us do, they will be able to do 
the job. Surely there ought to be some 
in this country willing to make some little 
sacrifice in overtime work and in endur- 
ing some slight hardships, when we take 
into consideration the fact that we have 
about 12,000,000 American boys, a great 
many of whom are on the firing lines, 
most of whom on the firing lines are serv- 
ing at $50 per month plus 10 percent for 
their service overseas, while our clerks 
get far larger compensation with no risk 
involved and no real hardships endured. 

This is only a part and parcel of a far 
greater movement than would appear 
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from a casual consideration of this bill. | visions, in order to take up a whole after- 


This morning the Appropriations Com- 
mittee raised the salaries of all of our 
clerks in amounts up to 
$1,400 each. The Post Office Committee 
has reported a bill here to raise the sala- 
ries of all the postal employees in the 
country by, I think, about $400 each, 
which will be followed by bills to further 
increase all Federal salaries. 
is going on in the House to increase the 


salaries of Members of Congress to as | 
You | 


much as $15,000 or $20,000 apiece. 
do one of these things and it may seem to 


be a small thing when you do it, but you | 


do one thing and you open a regular 
Pandora’s box that you cannot shut up 
after you have opened it. Some of these 
claims for increases are more deserving 
than others. 
be justified in normal times. But these 
are not normal times. We have a na- 
tional debt of $233,000,000,000 and it is 
growing like a Chinese baby. 
have told our constituents we will try to 


hold down nonwar expenditures but by | 


this sort of legislation we will vastly in- 
crease them, not by this bill alone, but by 
other bills that will follow. 

How can you ask laboring people not 
to seek higher wages when you are pro- 
viding greater benefits out of the Public 
Treasury for yourselves and your em- 
ployees? The danger of unrestrained in- 
flation in this country is very real. Meas- 
ures like this will speed the day when all 
restraint upon that catastrophe will be 
swept away, both in Government and in 
the business and commercial world. 

I know of no surer way by which you 
might set aside the Little Steel formula 
and make it impossible to hold down 
wages in private industry, than by the 
enactment of legislation of this kind, 
giving additional privileges and money 
for the use of Members of the House of 
Representatives or their employees. Sol 
hope that in the interest of the national 
welfare, no matter how much you may 
feel your clerks are entitled to more 
money, or that you are entitled to ad- 
ditional personnel for the operation of 
your offices, you may be willing to un- 
dergo, or have your office force undergo 
some hardship, in view of the existing 
conditions, and in view of the fact that, 
after all, few of us in this country have 
endured any hardships except those who 
have actually been engaged on the firing 
line on the battlefields all over the world. 
Surely, if it requires that you go to your 
office an hour earlier in the morning or 
that your clerks go to your office an hour 
earlier in the morning or stay a half- 
hour later in the afternoon, in order to 
discharge your and their duties in this 
period of emergency, that is not too much 
of a sacrifice for you and them to make. 
You get $10,000 a year salary and you 
already have $6,500 a year for clerk’s hire, 
which has been increased 15 percent, for 
the salaries of your clerks by recent legis- 
lation, so far as salaries up to $2,900 a 
year are concerned. You ought to be 
able to struggle along and not stop the 
consideration, as has been done, of an 
important appropriation bill, which is 
material to the welfare of the armed 
services of the country in some of its pro- 


increases of | 


Agitation | 


Perhaps all of them would | 


Most of us | viding for additional clerk hire and noth- 


| Committee of the Whole Houss 





noon in determining whether you will 
award yourselves and your offices addi- 
nal financial benefits. 

I hope you wil!l not do it. 

7 SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 


+ 
ui 


+7 


in has expired. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. 
self 15 
the House 


Speaker, I yield my- 
I hope no Member of 
will make a point of order 

inst the proposed amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia {Mr. SmtH 
to take care of 20,000,000 American wage 
earners. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BENDER]. 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Speaker, the 
Member who has just addressed the 
House, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Tarver!, indicated that this bill provided 
an increase for us. This is not a correct 
statement. This is an authorization pro- 


seconds. 


ing else. Iam sure that our constituents 
will appreciate the bett which 
will be provided for them with this au- 
thorization. The volume of work in a 
congressional office is constantly increas- 
ing, and every constituent who calls on 
his Congressman for service is entitled to 
get the best. I could enumerate many of 
the things that we are called upon to do 
today that we were not required to take 
care of a few years back. One item, for 
example, is the serviceman and his fam- 
ily. This will be an ever-increasing 
problem. 

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENDER. I yield to my distin- 
guished colleague from Ohio. 

Mr. BREHM. As time goes on, that 
burden will increase so far as the widows 
and orphans and the boys and girls who 
need help and services are concerned. 

Mr. BENDER. You are absolutely cor- 
rect. This job of being a Congressman 
is just a little more difficult than it was 
6 or 8 years ago and the duties of the 
average Member are vastly greater than 
they were at that time. Frankly Iam not 
the least bit hesitant about voting for 


r service 


the bill reported out unanimously by the 


Accounts Committee because I feel that 


| my constituents are entitled to the best 


possible service that my office can pro- 
vide. Of course, this legislation is not 
in the same category as the so-called 
congressional pension bill. We are dis- 
cussing it in the light of day. There is no 
subterfuge about it. I trust that it will 
receive a unanimous vote. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
on the 
state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5590) to increase clerk 
hire, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
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on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 5590, with 
Mr. Cooper in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The first reading of the bill was dis- 
pensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CocHran] 
is entitled to recognition for 30 minutes 
and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 


ALLEN! is entitled to recognition for 30 
minute 

The gentleman from Missouri is rec- 
ognized 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. 
yield myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill comes from the 
Committee on Accounts. As I said a 
few minutes ago, the committee has been 
considering matters of this character for 
2 years. The rules cover the jurisdic- 
tion of our various committees. The 
Committee on Accounts has jurisdiction 
over the contingent fund of the House 
and over the expenses of the House of 
Representatives. It has no other juris- 
diction. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SMITH! may think he is going to em- 
barrass me when he says he is going 
to offer his amendment to this bill. 
When the bill was before the House pro- 
viding for $37.59 for white-collar workers, 
the record will show that I not only voted 
for it, but I spoke for it. I come froma 
great industrial center, St. Louis. There 
is no type of people in this country that 
has been more forgotten than the white- 
collar workers. Bring in a bill from the 
proper committee which has jurisdiction, 
that will do something for the white- 
collar workers, and I will not only vote 
for it, but I will speak for it and will do 
everything I can to have it passed. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Not now. I will 
yield later. 

Now, when it comes to doing some- 
thing for those in the low brackets, the 
man and woman down below, I will put 
my record against the record of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. SMITH] at 
any time he desires. he gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Sm1tH] is author of 
the most outstanding antilabor law that 
was ever placed upon the statute books 
of this country. He is the coauthor of 
the Smith-Connally bill, the law that 
was condemned by both political parties 
in the last election and both candidates 
for President. Yes; since I referred to 
the gentleman by name, I yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man,Iam sorry that the gentleman from 
Missouri finds it necessary to make a 
personal attack upon me. It certainly is 
not warranted by anything I have said. 
I have debated the question of the Con- 
nally-Smith bill, and it passed this House 
by a vote of 2 to 1. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Do not 
speech, 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. All right; 
will the gentleman let me proceed for 
just one-half minute? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. And I also 
debated the so-called Smith bill which 
passed this House by a vote of 2 tol. So 


Chairman, I 


make a 





! 





if my action in that respect was repre- 
hensible the gentleman should also indict 
two-thirds of the Members of the House. 

What I wanted to say to the gentleman 
when he said I was embarrassing him is 
to assure him that I never considered 
him in any way, shape, or form about 
the proposed amendment and certainly 
I have no desire to embarrass him now or 
at any other time. 

Mr. CCCHRAN. I have been around 
here a little too long not to know what 
some men have in their minds. I can 
analyze an amendment and I can analyze 
a bill. 

The gentleman knew that I was 
chairman of this committee. He knew 
that the man to make the point of order, 
if he offered the amendment, was the 
chairman of the committee, myself; and 
I will tell him now that when he offers 
his amendment I will not shirk my duty. 
I will make the point of order for the 
reasons I have stated, because if there 
is one thing I want to do as long asI am 
a Member of the House, it is to preserve 
the integrity of the rules of the House. 

I was asked yesterday by any number 
of Members to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair when the Chair held that 
my amendment was not germane and 
sustained the point of order. Itold them 
no, that I would rather sacrifice the legis- 
lation than try to destroy the rules of the 
House when I knew that the amend- 
ment was subject to a point of order. 
As I said a moment ago, I will make a 
point of order against any amendment 
offered to the bill that is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 additicnal minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation results 
from the appeal of men on both sides of 
the aisle, a great majority of the Mem- 
bers of the House who have complained 
to me und complained to the members of 
the committee that they just could not 
get along without going down into their 
own pockets and employing additional 
help to meet the demands of their con- 
stituents. The suggestion was made that 
if this legislation were brought in at 
this time and it became a law that when 
the Members were home for the hclidays 
they could take up the question of an 
additional clerk. I was asked to have 
this legislation considered. I was asked 
by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations on Friday. The gentle- 
man wanted to know whether or not the 
committee would pass a resolution. I 
said I could not speak for the commit- 
tee, but would find out. I got busy and 
in an hour’s time the committee approved 
the resolution. I then told him and 
asked him to put it on the appropriation 
bill. I wrote him a letter and gave him 
all the information as to what occurred 
in the committee when it considered the 
matter. To my surprise he said he 
thought it should be brought into the 
House in the form of a resolution rather 
than be put on an appropriation bill as 
an amendment. He told me he wanted 
to get the bill to the Printing Office on 
Saturday because the Printing Office was 
closed on Sunday, 
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If he had that in mind I certainly fi 
ured he wanted to put it in the deficiency 
bill, but that was not the result. It y 
suggested that if the House would pa 
this bill the committee would accept th: 
amendment. So, I introduced the b 
last night and this morning we had 
meeting of the committee. The membe 
of that committee unanimously ordered 
me to report the bill and at 12 o'clock I 
brought in the report. 

I notified Members of the House la 
night that if anybody wanted to apps 
before the committee in opposition to th: 
bill they would be welcome. Two Mer 
bers appeared before the committe. 
opposition, the gentleman from Wisco: 
sin (Mr. Murray] and the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. SmitH]. Any othe; 
Member who desired could have bs 
heard if they had come before the com- 
mittee. No other witnesses were the: 
The committee voted unanimously to re- 
port the bill and when an attempt v 
made to get the bill up for considerati 
this morning by unanimous consent 
objection was made. Thereupon t! 
Rules Committee met and brought in a 
rule and as chairman of the Committ 
on Accounts it is my duty to handle t! 
bill on the floor of the House. That i 
what I intend to do. 

Mr. Chairman, each and every Mem- 
per of the House knows what is in t) 
bill, each and every Member of the Hou 
knows whether or not he should vote fo: 
this bill. There is no need debating it. 
Everyone present has made up his mind 
If the Members who have come to th 
Committee on Accounts know what they 
are talking about, then there is need for 
this legislation. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the 
yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KEEFE. It is true, is it not, that 
this f~roposal cannot become effectiv 
until it passes the Senate and has been 
signed into law by the President? 

fr. COCHRAN. That is true. 

Mr. KEEFE. And it cannot be mad 
effective until the Appropriations Com- 
mittee furnishes the money? 

Mr. COCHRAN. No. The gentleman 
is wrong, because this bill is so drawn, 
and it was drawn purposely, I may sa) 
to the gentleman—probably it has not 
been discovered, but it is in there—s 
that it is an appropriation, as well as an 
authorization. That is the reason I 
asked the Rules Committee when it 
brought in the rule to provide for waive 
of points of order. 

Mr. KEEFE. Then if that is the case 
I think the House should be advised that 
the gentleman is tying the whole bundle 
up in one operation. The gentleman is 
not oniy providing the authorization, but 
he is making an appropriation under a 
rule which waives points of order that 
might otherwise be raised against it? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Which has been done 
here time and time again, as the gen- 
tleman knows. 

Mr. KEEFE. By doing it that way 
the gentleman has prevented the pos- 
sibility of making a point of order in 
case an amendment is offered to the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill; is that true? 


gentleman 








1944 








COCHRAN. No. That is not 
sary if this passes. The chairman 
the committee tells me if the House 
s this bill that committee will not 

e a point of order. 
KEEFE. I am very happy to 
n that because I think most Mem- 


of the House were in complete 
rance of that fact. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the 


leman has expired. 
COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
myself 2 additional minutes. 
has always been the policy of the 
bodies, if one body passes legisla- 
ired by that body, the other body 
pass it. There is no doubt about 
yn by the Senate in due time. That 
foregone conclusion. The Senate 
ict and I am sure the President will 
KEEFE. Is it usual to have an 
rization measure also contain pro- 
n for making an appropriation? 
Ir. COCHRAN. I may say to the gen- 
1an it is not unusual. It has been 
by the Appropriations Committee 
f. You have direct appropriations in 
upplemental bill pending which con- 
legislation or authorizations that 
never been made. 
KEEFE. They are being knocked 
by points of order. 
Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman may 
up the report and he will find a 
n of them if he wants to read the 
rt. If he wants to make a point of 
r, as a member of the committee he 
do it. I am not going to do it be- 
> that committee says they are es- 
itial for war purposes. For that rea- 

1 I would not make a point of order 

iinst it. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that the Mem- 

; of the House should approach this 
tter in such a way that will leave out 
ne of the stuff that we call dema- 
‘ry. Iam not going to call anybody 
1 demagog, although I would be within 
rules of the House if I did, because I 
member a decision of the present 
Speaker when he took the big dictionary 
nd gave the definition of a demagog, 
vhich was a political leader. Some of 
hese gentlemen who are today making 
these speeches are not demagogs; they 
ire political leaders. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. Do I understand 
from a reading of this bill that an 
amendment would be in order providing 
for a smaller amount than that stated 
in the bill? 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is true. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Vorys]. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I do not think this is a good time to be 
raising the salaries of congressional help. 
I think this is a good time for Congress 
to help, rather than hinder, the feeble 
efforts of the administration, hold the 
line on wartime wages and salaries. All 
of these clerks are beneficiaries of the 
0-called cost-of-living increases we have 
voted for all Federal employees for the 
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duration. Many of them are doubtless 
worth more than they are now receiving. 
We should appeal to their patriotism to 
serve through the war on the preseut 
basis, rather than grant them wartime 
permanent increases while we are asking 
private employers and employees to hold 
the line. 

Under this bill we are going to increase 
the numbers in our offices while we urge 
other Government departments and pri- 
vate employers to get along with less. I 
do not believe this is setting a very good 
example. 

I have heard Members since the elec- 
tion saying they could not render ade- 
quate service to their districts with their 
present staffs and present pay allowances. 
I did not hear any such claims during 
the recent election when we were all 
fighting to get back here. It is futile to 
argue that no Member needs to use the 
increases now being voted. Human na- 
ture, being what it is, the maximum pay 
for a class of employees soon becomes the 
minimum. Isympathize with those who 
say they and their staffs are overworked 
and underpaid. I have a busy office my- 
self. I urge them to urge their constitu- 
ents, who just reelected them, to bear 
with their present condition, rather than 
to vote these blanket increases with so 
little investigation, in this unusual bill. 
We ought to determine whether we are 
really streamlining Congress, or merely 
feathering our own official nests. I am 
opposed to this bill. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Regs]. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, 
legislation to provide additional allow- 
ances for our own membership, for our 
own offices, should not be brought to 
the House in this manner. It just does 
not look so good for the House to stop 
in the middle of the consideration of an 
appropriation bill involving hundreds of 
millions of dollars, and at the last days 
of the session, and take up legislation for 
our own benefit without prior notice, and 
then proceed to vote on it. I just do not 
see the emergency of it. Mind you, Iam 
only expressing my own views. I have 
the highest respect for the opinion of 
those who want this legislation passed 
immediately. 

Mr. Chairman, I am informed legisla- 
tion is to be considered within the next 
day or two to study our legislative pro- 
cedure with a view of streamlining its 
processes. Why not, at least, let this 
legislation go over and give it study at 
the same time? 

I realize, Mr. Chairman, the work and 
the responsibilities in congressional of- 
fices are greater than a few years ago. 
Incidently, I represent one of the larger 
districts in this country. The growth 
and expansion of governmental agencies 
have increased the duties of the Members 
of Congress. But, let us not forget, the 
duties and responsibilities of men and 
women everywhere have also increased 
tremendously. Look around at the folks 
in your own community. It is true of 
those who are carrying on their business 
affairs, their farm operations. With 
shortage of help they work harder and 
for longer hours in order to carry on. 
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Mr. Chairman, the functions of this 
Government will not be impaired if this 








legislation is not passed immediately. It 
authorizes the additional expenditure of 
more than a million dollars a year for 


this House. If, later on, the demand for 
more assistance becomes greater, we can 
give consideration to this problem. But 
now when there is a shortage of man- 


power, when there is so much discussion 
of wage stabilization, and when salaries 
of millions of workers are frozen, I be- 
lieve we should turn this le ition down 
and at least go along until such time 
when the spending of this money and 
need for additional help is more urgent 
than it is right now. 

I am sure, as other Members have 
stated, that later on as demobilization 
takes place and members of armed 
forces return to their homes, ere will 
be greater demand upon the vices of 
the Members of Congress. Of course, we 
are now, and will then, give every as- 
sistance possible. If it takes more help 


in our offices to get it done we will see 
it is provided. 


Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
vield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin {Mr. Murray] 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 


Chairman, I have not been here as long 


as the Chairman of this Committee but 
I have been here long enough to catch on 
to some of the things that happen here 
on the floor of the House. I remember 


all the stories we heard about Guam, un- 
til it kind of blew up in somebody’s face. 
Then I noticed what happened on the 
Congressmen’s pensions, which seemed 
to blow up in everybody’s face. I saw 
the soldiers’ yote bill, wherein according 
to my humble judgment the soldiers were 
not given a chance, only a third of their 
franchise. I then saw people running all 
over the country pointing fingers at 
others and claiming they did not want 
the soldiers to vote. 

Anyone, of course, can do as he wants 
to on this piece of legislation. I repre- 
sent a district probably a little below 
average incomes than the average of the 
United States; just about the average, 
maybe. I think this.is a very inoppor- 
tune time to bring this legislation in on 
the floor of the House. It should have 
been brought in shortly before election. 
I think we would have had a much dif- 
ferent discussion. We went out to our 
people and told them many things dur- 
ing the last few months, but I doubt if 
any Member told them he wanted more 
bureaucrats in Washington or wanted to 
put anyone else on the pay roll. I doubt 
if a single Member has done that. 

I do not see how in the midst of war 
anyone who has any respect for the Lit- 
tle Steel formula can vote for this legis- 
lation. We cannot vote to give our of- 
fice help a 46-percent increase in salary 
at the same time that we tell the rest of 
the world that they can only have a 15- 
percent increase. In my district I have 


thousands of people who are frozen to 
a 40 or 50 cents hourly wage. In view of 
that, I shall not say to them, “I voted a 
46-percent increase to handle my oflice 
in order to write you a le once in a 
while.” 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I refuse 
to yield. I do not want to be personal 
with anyone. That is the reason I did 
not yield. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. There was nothing 
personal about my remarks. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I say to 
you here today that this is the most in- 
opportune time to do this. As I said, I 
do not want to be personal, but I know a 
pretty good way to get work done in an 
office. At least, I have been able to get 
along fairly well with the plan in the 
last 6 years. That is to be in the office. 
I have found that helps a lot toward 
tending to your constituents and tending 
to your mail, if you will just kind of be 
there. 

I have not figured out any schemes 
for getting on junket trips or running 
around looking at the world. I saw 
quite a bit of the world before I got here. 
I did not figure that Uncle Sam should 
send me out to look the rest of the world 
over, because I was sure that, after being 
a Congressman, I would have the time to 
get out and look over the rest of the 
world. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Will the gentleman 
yield so I can admit he is a model Con- 
gressman? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I will ad- 
mit it, so the gentleman will not need to 
admit it. Think of the legislation we 
have had here on the floor of the House. 
Men who may vote for this bill have 
stood up here and gone through all the 
egonies in the world because the farmers 
were going to get 3 or 4 cents more a 
bushel for their corn. You would think 
that that would cause every day to be 
black and the sun was never going to 
shine again. 

When we had the Andresen amend- 
ment up here to allow people to get 
$37.50 a week without taking it up with 
the War Labor Board, who opposed it 
here on this floor? I read a column the 
other day. I am supposed to be a reac- 
tionary Republican from Wisconsin. If 
I am, and if I am supposed to be looking 
after the common people, as that article 
said, I should start to work on the ma- 
jority side. I have to start working with 
those boys because the leadership here 
got up on this floor and said that we 
could not have the $37.50 per week be- 
cause it would cause inflation. The com- 
mon people of this country could not be 
allowed to make $37.50 a week. Then 
they bring in a bill like this providing 
for our own offices and raising the ex- 
penses of our secretarial staff 46 percent. 
That is not in keeping with common 
sense. I hope it will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
New Jersey {| Mrs. Norton]. 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I am 
in favor of this bill and intend to vote 
for it. I think it is about time we gave 
consideration to this matter. As has 
been said here so well today, any person 
who does not want to get this additional 


2 
eee ee 


help in his office, certainly can vote 
against it. I believe if the Members 
really vote the way they feel, and the 
way they would like to vote, it would be a 
unanimous vote from this committee. 
There has been a lot of talk about dema- 
goguery. I am not going to criticize 
people who are demagogs. That is 
something that is up to their own con- 
science, and if they can get away with 
it, well, that is their business. The de- 
bate today brings to my mind the debate 
on the so-called pension bill before the 
House a few years ago. Iwas told by the 
chairman of the committee having juris- 
diction of that legislation that many 
Members had requested him to bring in 
that bill. Yet we know what happened 
and how few supported him in the final 
vote. When a few people on the outside, 
who did not really understand the bill, 
criticized it, many Members seemed to 
lose their courage and voted against the 
very thing that they really wanted done. 
I hope that this is not going to be the 
case with this bill. As a woman, keeping 
house here in the District, I find that my 
bills have increased more than 50 per- 
cent in the last few years. These clerks 
of ours, and mostly they are girls in our 
offices, are finding it very difficult to get 
along and pay their bills and live de- 
cently in the District, where everything 
is higher, probably, than it is in any other 
part of the country. I am hoping that 
we will be able to give our faithful em- 
ployees in our oifices an advance in sal- 
ary. They need it very badly. I know 
girls who find it impossible to go home 
for a whole year. Many of them find 
it impossible to go home for Christmas 
because they really cannot afford to pay 
the pric. of the railway ticket. Now, let 
us be honest with ourselves and kind to 
them when the voteis taken. They need 
an advance in salary and we need more 
help in our offices. I know in my office 
my work has practically doubled since 
we have beenin the war. Iam sure that 
is true in perhaps the same ratio with all 
the Members of the House. I sincerely 
hope, now that we have this opportunity 
to do a really good deed, advance the 
salaries of faithful employees, and give 
more efficient service to our districts, we 
shall not hesitate to do so because of fear 
of criticism. 

I predict that the people of the country 
will approve our actions. The bill should 
be approved unanimously. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. JENNINGS]. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, let 
us see what we are talking about, and 
what it is we are proposing to do. We 
are proposing to allow each Member who 
considers that he needs clerk hire to em- 
ploy such help to the extent of an addi- 
tional sum of $3,000. The burden of the 
opposition seems to be that this will 
wreck the economy of the country. 
Everyone knows that there is almost 
a universal call and demand on Con- 
gress for additional service. They talk 
about streamlining Congress—and I 
think that is a catch phrase that may 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





DECEMBER 7 


mean much or little; but let us see wha: 
it means now in terms of dollars ana 
cents to afford this additional compensa- 
tion to congressional secretaries or the 
employment of additional help. I rep- 
resent a district that now has a popu- 
lation of around 450,000 people. Let y 
put it on the basis of 400,000 people. I 
I should decide to hire $3,000 additiona) 
clerk help, that would cost each residen: 
of my district three-quarters of a cent 
a year, or if I did it for 2 years, then eac} 
resident of my district would have to pa, 
an extra three-quarters of a cent pe) 
year, or a cent and a half for the nex 
2 years. 

My people write me. I get lette: 
from men and women in every walk of 
life—from bankers, from operators 
mines, from miners, from manufactur- 
ing establishments, from their employees, 
from mercantile establishments, from 
their help—from farmers, from soldie: 
from the dependents of veterans, from 
the fathers and mothers of members of 
our armed forces, and we are going t 
get these calls for help and these re- 
quests for assistance not in increasing 
numbers by the score, but by the hun- 
dreds and thousands. My people ar: 
not a penurious people. They are not 
penny-pinchers. They are not litt 
folk, nor are yours. They are entitled 
to the best service we can give them a 
Members of this House. I have always 
subscribed to the doctrine that God hates 
a coward. A coward dies a thousand 
deaths before he finally “kicks the buck- 
et.” Let us just do what is right—go back 
and face the people and tell them what 
we have done. My folks believe me, be- 
cause up to this good moment, I have not 
ducked or dodged any issue, and I have 
made it a habit to tell them the truth. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENNINGS. Yes. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Does the 
gentleman infer that anyone who op- 
poses this bill is a coward? 

Mr. JENNINGS. Oh, no. Far be it 
from me to impute cowardice to any- 
body, and let me say to my good friend 
from Wisconsin that I regard him as one 
of the ablest and most useful Members 
of this House. He is always alert to 
the best interests of his constituents and 
fearless and sincere in his advocacy of 
what he thinks is to the best interests of 
the country as a whole, 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. O’Too.LeE]. 

Mr. O’TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, I was 
elected to this Congress to represent the 
911,000 people of the Eighth Congres- 
sional District of the State of New York. 
They sent me here because they had 
faithinme. They placed into my mouth 
the authority to speak for them on all 
matters governing the welfare of this 
country both for the present and for the 
future. They invested me with the right 
to decide for myself what is essential for 
the welfare of this land, and when they 
gave me such broad powers they certainly 
gave me the right to decide whether I 
need additional help in my office. 








= no one in n t and 
Whi not De ( ni mt 
) O ows the ¢ ems of my 
xcept myself, and I will « ( 
I need additional help or not 
the time comes to vote and I cast 
» for the $3,000 additional « 
I will apologize to no man or woman 
district 
is shocked a few moments ago to 
statement uttered by the gentle- 


from Minnesota. This gentleman 
t for many years in this House, 


him to say that he wi 


lavit of need from Members 


require 


of the 


before they could take on addi- 
help and take advantage of this 
lution was indeed a slap in the face 


very Member of Congress. If we 
hold the third highest position in 
Government and who have been duly 
ed by the people cannot be trusted 
extent then we are not fit or 
fied to write the laws or to govern 
country. By the very nature of the 
on that each Member occupies in 
House, I have impli 





it faith in hin 
rdless of which side of the aisle he 
on. Never in my legislative career 
I ever expect to ask any Member of 
ress to place either his word or his 
is in affidavit form. 

Chairman, this body has been too 
i—and that is the word—too timic 
he past in those matters affectin 
s. I body march up 
hill on the pension bill and then I 
it march down again within a few 
ks. We aid not gain the trust or the 

the people of this Nation 
t kind. We did not give 
ition itself. If the peo- 





J2 


saw this 





courage, they must have 





» me, the crux of this situation is 


; f 
each Member, and each Member 

! has the right to answer in this 
1} out the clerk hire that is neces- 
fc s office. No other Member can 


! 
him. Te do otherwise, as 
ny are trying to do today, is sheer 


emagoguery of the worst type. If the 


Members know they need additional 
ks in their offices, they should vote 
r this bill and thus extend the serv- 


s that 


tituency. 


they can give to their con- 

If they do not need them, 
hen they are not compelled by law or 
r any other reason to take the money 
ppropriated. But if the people are to 

served and they are short of help, it 
then a matter of conscience that they 
vote for this bill. 

Regardless cf whether we need it or 
not, let us not put up falacious argu- 
ments. Let us face the situation as men. 
Let us face it in the manner th 
onstituents desire us to face all ques- 
ons—courageously. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is a 
necessary measure for more than 60 per- 

nt of the Members of this body, and I 
do not propose to be frightened by dema- 
C 


f 


goguery or the thought of future elec- 
tir 
Mr. Chairman, I will yield back the 


balance of my time. 
gentlemar 


The CHAIRMAN. The nar 


from New York yields back 1 minute. 
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\ 13 minu t l 
I Mr. D N 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. C rmar t is 
SCé nec to t S 
pecau I I M 
Nas aireéa ( ned \ € 
to respond « the roll call Probably 
tl I c e U ‘ ) 4 t aca c 4 t t 
ut 1 li ere ( be if i! 
aviv s 
First l 
si 
( over 
bral ot - 
n iham 
n unc I 
lel, tn \ E . I on t 
civilian pay roll When the armistice 
was signed on November 11, 1918, t f 
were 917,000. There are t V ee - 
ing to the report on the very deficien 
bill which will follow this measure 


2,880,000 civilians on the pay roll The 





measure of pay-roll owth is » the 
measure of the growth of the Govern- 
ment in terms of functions; and in pro- 
portion as government grows so our busi- 
ness grows. usly you cannot dis- 
charge these responsibilities if you pro- 


ceed on the j ini 
Webster, 140 years ago, when there were 
only 203 Members of this body. Itis a 


truism that as government grows so con- 





gressional business grows 
Secondly, look at the need for re ! 
I caused the Legislative Reference S - 


ice of the Library of Congress to mak 
a little study of the amount of money we 
appropriate for research in the execu- 
tive branch, Probably there is not a soul 
in this body. other than t! ; 
the Rules Committee, who heard me 


; , } +h - , arrh , ¢ 
testify the other day, who can determin 
ax: ? + en 17 . : Dawe « ey 
what it is. I will tell you. For all ex- 
ploratory and research purposes we are 


appropriating about $120,000,000 a year 
for the executive agencies. 

Would we be so niggardly 
so out of line to provide additional clerk 
hire for ourselves? The element of the 
Little Steel formula comes up. You 
not have to violate the Little Steel for- 
mula if you do not want to. You are not 
bound by the Little Steel formula to 
begin with. 

This is a permissive bill. It says “Ne 
to exceed $5.000”" may be paid to any 
individual clerk. You can do as you like 


rr) é 











about it. You do not have to put on any 
additional clerks. You may do as you 
like about that It is absolutely per- 
missive. So it is your own conscience 
that determines the m: r, your own 
conscience plus the faith that is evinced 


1 


in you by the people back home and you 
faith in them 
Mr. Chairman, I sometimes think we 





should be a little asha 
for the way we let fear cause us to run 


out on things when the country expe 


he clerks to Members of Congress h 
a wholly insecure posit ei 
is dependent upon a fortuity and that 
fortuity is whether you are reelected « 
not. I had that situation ari in 

office boi l 
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P Harbor f ild be t - 
A t i ( I f 
I Am ] i < t 
t eat al mud i ! 
( ] of I n F) — fi 
t } t ht of of x oC 
I n ¢ Ar a are ( ng i tne 
iment in behalf of tl measure, 
I} ep a3 efficient mill- 
tary f he be ! orld. They 
ant their Governn t to be equally effi- 
Cle Tl nt t r Congress to b 
equ efficier When they 1 irn, the 
nt e, and it is our resp i- 
b , { ‘ Tt) il the ? lt 
Phe Gove lent of the United State 
bigar corporation on the face of 


A new budget is being pre- 
advised in advance it 
i thousand million doll 
1946. Money is trans- 
of functions that con- 
own desk. 
of busine they get 
into difficulties with O. P. A., O. D. T., 
and O. W. I. and all the rest; the prob- 
lems of the farmers as they come under 
the Soil Conservation Act and as they 
participate in all these activitie 


red and we are 
irs 


for the fiscal veat 


youl 


The demands as 


tnat are 


set cut in the Department of Agriculture; 
the laboring men who more and more 
think now in terms of the center of gov- 


ernment here in Washington and what 
the Congress and the executive branch 
can do by way of security in the days that 
lie ahead—all those are expressed in 
terms of functions that constantly flow 
‘ross your desk, so we have to be staffed 
for it You cannot be overworking your 


people constantly, and I confess publicly 
here and now that I have done just 
exactly that thing. I have had them 
come back to the office on Sundays. The 
first 4 years, or maybe the first 6 years, 
that I served in this body, I do not be- 


lieve there were as many as two Sundays 
a year when I was not in my office on 
Sunday. Isee the lights burning in con- 
sional offices after nightfall. We 
need not apologize for the hours we keep. 
They will compare with the hours of the 
busiest men in the country. This is the 
age of efficiency. The people have a 
right to expect it. They want answers 
to their letters. They want devotion to 
the public business. They expect a per- 
son to grow in his job as a legislator and 
public servant. They want the offices 
where public business is done operated 
on an efficient basis. After all, we are 
the liaison officers between hundreds of 
thousands of people back home and this 
great labyrinthine structure that we 
know as the Government of the United 
States. Soitis uptous. Let your own 
conscience be your guide. You can vote 
for it and not use the money. You do 
not have to raise your clerks if you do 
not wantto. Idonot doanything in my 
office that will not stand the light of day. 
I am willing to go out and tell my people 
about it. 

A question came up here about retire- 


res 
Rr 


ment for Congressmen and about pen- 
sions that invoked for us a movement 
that they called bundles for Congress, 


when they sent a lot of these worry birds 
and other things to our offices. I went 
out home and justified it. I went out and 
defended it, and I am for it now. When 
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the agitation for retirement pay was at 
its height a few years ago I went to the 
c S Commission and said, “How 
much will this retirement plan Cost 

They figured it out and put it on paper 
for me. In my own case, the provisions 
of the bill which was passed called for 


$4,400 in cash and then $500 a year for 
_and then I would be the recipi- 


ent of a munificent retirement pay of 


$137.50a month. There is not an old-line 
life-insurance company in the United 
States that could not do better than that. 
The trouble is that we were just too nig- 
re for ourselves and failed to bring 

t matter out into the open and to have 
full and free debate on it so that the 
1ole country might have been apprised 
of the provisions of that proposal. We 
thinking now in terms of more social 


‘ of annual wages for labor, and 


I am in favor of moving ahead in that 
field. I am also in favor of telling our 
tory openly and wholeheartedly to the 
people and say, “Here is the circum- 
tance.” Do we take them into our con- 
fidence? Do we say, “Look, here is 


$10,000 a year; it seems like a princely 
sum that we receive, but here is how it is 
expended.” My telephone bills have of- 
ten been a hundred dollars a month. I 
believe in calling people nut home when 
the is a matter that needs expeditious 
tre: They withhold $1,990 from 
your pay check right over here in the 
Sergeant at Arms office. Living expenses 
here in Washington are quite high, and 
I have to keep my home in Illinois. Put 
it all together, and where are you? 
There are millions of men carrying din- 
ner buckets today who are infinitely bet- 
ter off than Members of the Congress, 
and probably the only thing we have to 
show for it is the exhilaration that goes 
with public life and the dignity that goes 
with the title. 

Let us go back and tell our constitu- 
ents: “I want to be a better public serv- 
ant, and I am going to support those pro- 
posals which provide the tools with which 
to work.” 

To do less than that and to fail to pro- 
vide the help and the equipment that is 
need to dispatch the public business is a 
derliction to the very cause of efficient 
Government. I intend to support the 
bill which is before us. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. BraDLey). 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, the statements made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DrrKsen], 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
O'TOOLE], and others, have set the issue 
forth so clearly that obviously there is 
no need for further comment. I asked 
for this time primarily to make some 
comments upon the remarks of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Accounts, and the fact that he has 
received information that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. SMITH] intends to 
propose an amendment to the bill which 
on its face would appear to be in the in- 
terest of the white-collared workers 
whose wage scale is in the lower brackets. 

I do not question the sincerity of the 
gentleman from Virginia. Under the 
rules of the House I] could not do that, 


re 
tment. 
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and I will not. But I to say 
the gentleman from Missouri, as ey 
knows, that he must make a } 
of order on this amendment, 

one understands his position clearly 

I think we have the right to be appre- 
hensive when the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia introduces an amendment of 
kind, when we recall his vigorous opp: 
tion to the wage-and-hour law, his int: 
duction of numerous amendments 
emasculate that act, and his rigid op; 
sition continually to everything in 
interest of the wage earner. So y 
not need to go to a crystal gazer fo) 
determination concerning any ame! 
ment he might offer. We need not t! 
services of a soothsayer with respect 
his proposals. We Know where 
stands. We Know what the record 
We know that every time a bill com 
before the House he comes forward wit! 
some complicating amendment. He did 
it on the G. I. bill, with an amendmen 
that was designed to do nothing for tl 
servicemen but would have complicate 
the passage of that legislation. 

Should someone introduce a bill 
provide milk bottles for the starvins 
fants of some State or Territory, cer- 
tainly we can anticipate that the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will propose 
amendment designed in some way to get 
at the glassblowers’ union. Sho 
someone present a bill for the protecti 
of the deer up in Alaska, I would exp: 
that the gentleman from Virginia mi 
show up with something designed to take 
a crack at the teamsters’ union. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Missouri needs to make no explanation 
to this House or to the people of his dis- 
trict. His record has been outstandin 
with respect to supporting legislation fo1 
the wage earner. We have the right to 
apprehensive when the gentleman from 
Virginia suddenly appears sponsoring 
something which makes him appear as 
benefactor of the underprivileged. The 
point of order not only is necessary, thers 
is no other course for the gentleman from 
Missouri to take, and everyone in thi 
House and everyone in the country will 
understand that. 

The gentleman from Virginia will have 
ample opportunity in the next Congre 
after January 3, when we can depend on 
more votes for liberal legislation to sup- 
port many measures in the interest of 
those in the lower wage scales. He will 
have the opportunity to vote for legisla- 
tion to raise the minimum standards of 
the wage-and-hour law. We will give 
him, time and time again, the opportu 
nity to vote for white-collar workers and 
for all others who are in the low-salary 
scales. So, the gentleman from Missouri 
can go ahead with his duty without fear 
that anyone will misunderstand the posi- 
tion in which he has been placed by any 
amendment the gentleman from Virginia 
may offer. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, I 
xield 5 minutes to the gentleman froin 
Missouri |Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
think it is very frequent that I address 
this body, but as I sat here this after- 
noon I kept thinking about the splendid 
men and women who are serving the 


want 


one 


and eve! 
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ibers of this Congress as our secre- 


I have a young man 

m<é He has been with me for 10 
acollege-bredman. He was grad- 

i years ago from one of the finest 
ls in America. He was a young 
paper man. He has been here for 
He has worked with no ques- 


working 


years 


about when the clock started or 
nit stopped. Many and manyatime 


n things have been before this House 

t have been of importance to the peo- 

f America, that young man has been 

er there in that office burning the light 
after sundown. Many and many a 

he has worked over there until 
iidnight. He has never yet asked me 
overtime. I remember during my 

t term as a Member of this body, I was 
jucting an important investigation. 





over there. Today, after years of 
ining as a college man and after 10 
of experience on the Hill, all that I 

n permitted to pay him under the law 

1 pitiful $3,900 a year. As I sat there 

1. little while ago, I was thinking of an- 
ther young man whom I have known 
oughout the years. He lives down in 
Missouri. He is a fine young man. He 
nt as far as the third grade in school 
but decided he did not want to go to 
hool any further. He began his ca- 
as a farm hand. He worked for 
quite a number of years. He is a good 
rker, a fine young man, but when the 
war broke out he was getting $40 a 
nth and he told me he felt he was 
ing very well. He was saving some of 
Che war came and he went to his 
employer and said, “I am going to have 


quit you. I have been with you a 
number of years. I love to work with 
you. Youhave been kindtome. Ihave 


enjoyed my work with you, but I can go 
over to the munitions plant and I can get 
$100 a week instead of $40 per month.” 
That young man who can hardly read or 
write is drawing $100 a week, practically 
$5,000 a year. In other words, he is get- 
ting from $1,000 to $1,200 more per year 
than the secretaries upon this Hill. 
Now, some will say, “That is all right. 
The educated man ought not to get any 
more than the man who is barely 
able to read or write.” But you do not 
take into consideration the long years 
the man on the Hill, who has acted as 
your secretary, spent in school, earning 
his living perhaps, by doing chores at 
night and on Saturdays and Sundays, 
trying to gothrough college. You do not 
take into consideration, the years when 
he was not laying anything aside and 
could not earn anything because he was 

ing to college, nor do you consider the 
years the farm hand was earning his 
$40 a month, while your secretary was 
preparing himself to serve you on the 
Hill, 

I think the people of America have a 
stake in this bill. I have 300,000 people 
in my district, demanding services. They 
are daily being faced with problems 
which tear their hearts in their efforts to 
know how to solve them. A day never 
passes but when I get letters, sometimes 
by the dozens and sometimes by the hun- 
dreds, from mothers and fathers who are 
seeking information about their boys 





| 
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who are fighting the battles of this coun- 
try, on the far-flung battlefields of this 
globe. Now, these questions may seem 
little to some of you folks up here but 
these problems that are facing your con- 
stituents back home, are problems of 
tremendous importance to them. They 
are problems of life and death to those 
people. It is a problem of life and death 
to that poor gray-haired mother out in 
Missouri, and out there in Illinois, and 
dcwn there in Alabama, who wants to 
find out where her boy is, who has been 
reported missing in action. Yet some of 
us would be so niggardly that we will not 
cast a vote to give a decent salary to the 
man who spends long hours, digging 

the records here in Washington, to g 
these bits of information to the people 
back home who need that information so 
badly. Gentlemen, let us be brave today. 
You all know that if you do your duty 
as Members of this House, you have no 
time to do that important clerical work. 
Do not get so badiy scared for fear that 
some constituent will vote against you 
because you are paying your clerk a li 
ing wage in Washington. I can remem- 
ber when I first came to this town 10 
years ago, the cost of living was just 
about 3313 percent of what it is today. 
You gentlemen know that the cost of liv- 
ing has gone up. There is not a man in 
this body, when you consider the taxes 
paid to the United States Government 
and the taxes you pay to your own State, 
travel back and forth to your district 
and the rent that you pay here in addi- 
tion to your house at home and the tele- 
graph and telephone bills, that are purely 
incidental to your office, there is not a 
man in this room today, who is making 
net, more than $2,000 a year. Now, the 
same things are affecting your secretaries 
that have affected you. There is nota 
secretary on this hill that is making a 
living wage. Let us be fair and decent to 
our help this once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from California {[Mr. SHEpP- 
PARD |}. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman,I co 
not approach this topic with any emo- 
tionalism, because I feel it is something 
that should be considered on its basic 
equity and that alone. After listening to 
some of the addresses here this after- 
noon, I think Iam more happy and more 
responsive to the majority that my con- 
stituency gave me in the recent election. 
I am particularly appreciative of that 
splendid majority because it was based 
upon the following philosophy: My op- 
ponent, a very splendid gentleman, crit- 
icized me, upon the basis of my being a 
member of the Appropriations Commi 
tee and chairman of a subcommittee 
which presented an appropriation bill to 
the House for $33,000,000,000 for our 
Navy. Yet, after all of the vituperous 
attacks by my opponent, the people of 
my district had enough confidence in me 
to send me back here to this body with 
a splendid majority. I am grateful for 
that. In fact, I have a very responsive 
constituency. I have always told them 
what conditions were as they pertain to 


into 


V- 


time of the 


tT 
U 
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my offi S, and I I © ¢ y ft 1 
to render to that constitu : } : 
that has justified nfide W 
handle 1 my} e 
f No. 13, a1 thre t - 
basket, bu Ve inSsWer e ! 
Only @ plain | al ( i a 
cub lead pencil, because t n 
who sent that card his or her inte t 
in the matter under considerat 
as great a e intere I ar 
La Ve C rn ~ ) I - 
son f Lo } I € i ) I 
offi A A } I it ¢ 
me $1,242 t f eXtra » In my 
offic M ( ‘ into 
my cff ! ( m - 
ship that I presently \ 1 does 
not emanate from my co! ional dis- 
trict I have no extra retarial help 
to take care of tha work 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chai l} 
gentieman vield? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Ye 

Mr. MAY. I would like to have the 
gentle! con und a < 
at the n com fl f 
the chair in of t Co! ( lill- 





tary Affair 

Mr.SHEPPARD. Of course, I have no 
knowledge of the gentlemar mail, but 
if he has so much that the re 
cannot take care of 
he will 


Mr. 


nnort th } Int 
Pppol LIS ie€g1isia 


MAY. That he will do. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Some. gentlemen 
have brought up the subject <« nfring- 
ing upon the Little Steel formula I 
think it might be well if they would read 
that formula ttle more « vith 
relatic t k I Inder con- 
sideration. This legislation, which will 


give $3,000 of additional clerk hire in an 
individual cffice, is no infringement 
the Little 
ing regulations 

There has been n comment this 
afternoon a 
which this bill ha I 
House and the lack of op} 
survey what this bill mean I, of 


course, have no way of k: ng how my 


Steel formula un 





colleagues may analyze their probl 
but after several years here I ca 
to you frankly I do 

months or any time to: 
cal necessities of my office I nes 

help, and I am goir to support 
legislation t use I think it is a pr r 
proposal. Furthermore, I am not ing 
to offer any apology to the people of 1 
district, because they would not re 


me ; tneir 


getting truck prioritie if I nnot | 
them by going down to many « 

of Government and a t them 
quire me thin they tl c they ne 
From 28 to 35 pe nt of my 

in direct contact wit fferent de} 
ments of the Government in an efi 
tO assist my constituency in tne }{ - 
lems they are it] 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman 
concerned I have no crit 
anyone who 


iV , oul 
I am supporting it unre vedly and 
wholeheartedly solely upon my concept 


of better service to my 
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The CHAIRMAN 


ntleman from California has expire 


for such offices or com- 
June 30 
beyond additional 
herein authorized for clerk hire for 
Delegates, and the Resident 
m Puert Rico, and 


nt to the difference 


the 


an 
between 
Sala- 


cal 


lated for 
for the fis 


appropr 





y, the 
standing 
$5,000 
com- 
pur- 
ple of 


tatives, 





from 
nairmen, ¢ 
onth in which 

sched- 
* shall certify in 
or changes to 
hall thereafter 


ice With such 


n or 





For an addit nal mount, fiscal year 


1945 
available 
additional 


ovees to be 


com- 


pensation for clerks to standing committees, 


the preceding paragraph, 
ear 1945, 
Delegates, 


Members and 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the last word and ask 
the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CocnH- 


RAN], author of the pending bill, a ques- 
What is the increase in compen- 
ition of the clerks of committees of the 

House as provided in this bill? I ask 

that particularly with respect to the lan- 

on page 2, commencing in line 8, 

reading as follows: 


{10n: 


Uudke 


An amount equivalent to the 


between the aggregate 


difference 





amount appropriated 

laries of a standing committee for the 

f ve 1945 and the am« required 

ra ease the compensation rate prevail- 
n Dece r 6, 1944, 

Mr. COCHRAN. I may say to the 


gentleman from Mississippi that section 
7 of the Ramspeck Act, so-called, pro- 
vides a limitation of $4,500 in the pay- 
ment to any clerk of a committee or to 
a clerk of a Member. This bill provides 
for an increase of the limitation of the 
clerk of $500 or up to $500 provided that 
the committee chairman wants to pay 
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him that he same with the $3,000. 
The Member can raise salaries or hire 

a new employee. 
We wanted to do the same thing for 
mittee clerks where it is poSsible 


ymmittee chairman to So ar- 





for the ¢ 


range » money allowed to his commit- 
tee. If the clerk is paid $4,500 now he 
would have the right to pay him $5.000. 


Of course, the gentleman from Missis- 
i cannot do it because as I know and 
the gentleman knows the clerk to his 


oulstanding committee only receives 
$2,750 under the basic law. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Let us take 
that case as an illustration. My ques- 
tion is this: What automatic increase in 
the salary of that clerk is contained in 
this bill? 


XT 


Mr. COCHRAN. Five hundred dol- 
inder the first paragraph, page 3. 
It amounts to $500 for each committee 
or $46,000 plus. 


lars 1 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. Without fur- 
ther legislation could the Committee on 
Appropriations provide for a larger 


amount so as to increase the salaries of 


those clerks who now receive $3,000 or 
$3,500 

Mr. COCHRAN. It would be subject 
to a point of order unless authorized. 
That the reason you are considering 
this bill today. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Unquestion- 
ably Here is my question: Is an in- 


crease in excess of $500 authorized by 
this legislation? 
Mr. COCHRAN. 
ceiving $4,500. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Then we would 
have to have further authorization to in- 


No; if the man is re- 


crease it? 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is coming in 
under what we call the Monroney-Ma- 
loney resolution which is expected to go 


into the various committees of this 
House and do something for the able 
clerks of the committees of the House. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. I appreciate 
that, but I confine my question to this 
bill purely as a matter of information 
because frankly I have not been able to 
ascertain the answer. Iam asking now, 
is there any additional clerk hire author- 
ized in this bill except $500 to each of the 
clerks of the committees? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Yes; $3,000 for each 
Member 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Oh,no. Isaid 
“clerks to committees.” 
Mr. COCHRAN. No. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is there any 
additional compensation except $500 
contemplated for clerks of committees? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Not in this bill. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Does this ap- 
ply to messengers as well as clerks? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Whatever the chair- 
man of the committee desires to do with 
it he can do it under the Ramspeck Act, 
which is not touched by this bill. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. You do not af- 
fect that at all at the present time? 
Mr. COCHRAN. No. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. 
tive appropriation bill 
specified for each clerk, 
or janitor. 


Mr. COCHRAN. 


} 


Only $500. 


In the legisla- 
an amount is 
each messenger 


Yes. 


| 








Mr. WHITTINGTON. This does not 
affect that except it provides an increa 
of $500 for the clerk? 

Mr. COCHRAN. We are not 
ing the Ramspeck Act at all. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If the $500 be 
applied on the clerk is an increase 
thorized under this bill for the 
ger or janitor? 

Mr. COCHRAN. 
$500 for the clerk. 
anything left for 
Janitor. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. 
every committee? 

Mr.COCHRAN. Yes. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. And _ nothi: 
for an assistant clerk or janitor? 

Mr. COCHRAN. No; unless you want 
to do it that way. 


bother- 


aul- 
nessen. 
Not if he uses the 
You would not hav: 
the messenger or! 


This $500 i 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of f 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KNYTSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. KNuTSON: P 
1, strike ouce lines 4 and 5 and 
Delegate, and Resident Commissioner wi! 
with the Clerk of the House a st 
ment, verified by his oath or affirmati 
that— 

“(1) The total amount now provided f 
clerk hire in his office is being paid to pe 
regularly employed in his office 

performance of necessary office work; 

“(2) The work of his office is of such vol- 
ume or difficulty that it cannot be efficiently 
performed by the persons so employed; and 

“(3) All of the amounts allowed him f 
clerk hire, sncluding the additional amounts 
herein provided, will be paid to persons re 
ularly employed in his office in 
formance of necessary office work; 

hall thereafter be at the rate of 
annum. Effective January 1, 1945 
Delegates, and Resident Commissi 
chairmen of.” 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
freely concede that there are many Mem- 
bers in this body whose volume of work 
in their offices is of such magnitude that 
the present clerk hire is not sufficient 
But we all know of Members who only 
have one clerk in the office at the present 
time, and surely where they only have 
one, there is no justification for an in- 
crease, 

This measure merely provides that 
each Member who files an application 
for the increase, supported by an affidavit 
that it is necessary, and that it will be 
spent for clerk hire, will be given the in- 
crease proposed under the bill. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNUTSON. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is the gentleman 
aware that many of us employ special 
help temporarily for a week or 2 
at a time? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Under this provision 
you would employ regular help. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. No; you would call 





insert pe! 


files 


SULS in 


the per- 
$9 500 per 


Membe 


hers, a 


weeks 


in some extra help for a week or two. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Oh, that is the same 
old thing that we have heard every time 
there has been a proposal before this 
body. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Has the gentleman 
never done that himself? 
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Mr. KNUTSON. I used to do it back 
n we were only allowec $1,500, but I 
not had occasion to doitsince. You 
t want to lose sight of the fact that 
would be the fourth increase taking 
since World War No. 1. When I 
came to Congress we were allowed 
0, which was wholly inadequate. 
was increased to $3,200. Later it 
urther increased to $4,500, and then 
00, and then to $6,500. Now you 
e to increase it to $9,500. It is all 
where you need it, but it is a raid 

» Treasury if you do not need it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
the distinguished gentleman frem 
;, the Honorable SAM RAYBURN. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, we 
reached the acme. I have heard 
hes made here today that, being « 

- of this institution known as the 
e of Representatives, have made me 
very badly. The Members of this 
e who have been here for years have 
ntially convicted this House and 
membership of dishonesty. If you are 
to adopt amendments like this, 
ought to throw this bill out of the 
I am everlastingly tired—and 

I speak with some feeling I hope you 

pardon me—of some of the state- 
its made here today. You have done 
a great honor by making me the 
d of this House and I am proud of it 
i proud of you. But if the people of 
is country thought of me and you as 
» of our colleagues today have indi- 
od they think of us, I would not be 
proud of myself or very proud of 
The people on the outside of Con- 
; who know nothing about the work- 
of the Congress say enough about 
without our adopting amendments 
this and hearing speeches like those 
ist made. 

I hope that now, without further de- 

te, you will do with this amendment 

what ought to be done with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

he amendment offered by the gentleman 

m Minnesota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 

man, I offer an amendment. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Smirn of Vir- 
ginia: On page 2, line 24, after the semicolon, 
isert “Provided further, That nothing in 
this act or in any Executive order or rule or 
ulation promulgated by any agency of the 
ited States Government shall prohibit any 
nployer from paying to any employee a wage 
r salary equivalent to 75 cents per hour, 
based on a 48-hour week.” 


Mr, COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, for 
the reasons previously mentioned, I make 
the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane to this legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Will the gen- 
tleman reserve his point of order? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I reserve the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I appreciate the courtesy of the 
gentleman from Missouri and his kind- 
ness in permitting me to speak on this 
amendment when he might have insisted 
on the point of order. I reiterate what I 
said a while ago, that I have no quarrel 
with the gentleman from Missouri. 


Ur 
€ 








| 


When I proposed this amendment I had | trying to raise a family and 


no idea in the world that it could be re- 
garded by him as embarrassing; as a 
matter of fact I thought it was going to 
help him. I thought it would help him 
to do those things for the working classes 
of the people that he has so strenuously 
and ardently and sincerely and honestly 
fought for all these years. When I hear 
these speeches urging we must not do it 
now, we must wait for another time, I 
say that now is the time to do it if you 
want to do something for the white-col- 
lar workers. You can do it now; why 
not do it now? 

It is said that it is irregular to put it 
on this bill. Is anything more irregular 
than this bill itself? Have any of you 
ever seen anything that came in here 
under more irregular conditions than 
the bill which we are today considering? 
Yet the gentleman says, “No, this is not 
the right time to do it, we will do it some 
other time.” 

Let us doit now. I will cooperate with 
the gentlemen. They will not cooperate 
with me. I am just trying to go along 
with them, yet they jump up here and 
make all these speeches in the nature of 
personal attacks on me. 

The religion I was raised under said 
that notwithstanding that a fellow might 
sin, “as long as the light holds out to 
burn the vilest sinner might return.” I 
have come to their rescue and tried to 
help them in this matter. When I do, 
the gentleman with the bleeding heart 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brapitey! comes 
here and rants about what I have done. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsyivania. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I do not 
yield. 

I repeat again for the record that I 
have introduced three labor measures, 
and everyone of those three which has 
been voted on by this House has been 
passed by a roll-call vote of 2 to 1, and 
on one occasion of 3 to 1 in this House. 
When the bleeding-hearted gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and my good friend 
from Missouri attack me on the floor of 
the House on those bills, I want them and 
the House to know that they are indict- 
ing two-thirds of the Members of this 
House. If they want to let it go at that, 
they are welcome to do so. 

As to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, his heart bleeds when any measure 
comes up here affecting the highly or- 
ganized workingmen who can protect 
themselves and who can protect him in 
his seat in Congress. They are organ- 
ized. Oh, the gentleman’s heart bleeds 
copiously forthem. But when you bring 
up the poor little devil who has no or- 
ganization to support him, who is de- 
pending just as a citizen upon the big 
heart of his Representative in Congress 
to take care of him and protect him, does 
the heart of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania bleed for that unprotected, 
helpless citizen who has no great organ- 
ization back of him with the great 
finances of the C. I. O.-P. A.C.? Oh, no. 
That bleeding heart dries up when that 
poor little fellow comes here. 

Is his heart bleeding this evening for 
those people here in Washington working 
for wages of $1,200 to $1,500 a year, and 
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feed them 
and support them and ¢ e them 
under the conditions which y all know 
and which the bleeding-hearted gent] 
man from Pennsylvania knov 
this city with its high cost of livine? 


Does his heart bleed for those people 
who need his assistance and his charity? 
Oh, no; not for them. He will not even 
join with me in an effort to help tl ’ 
poor citizens. He will not even join with 
me in an effort to help « of like 
character in his own dist t when all I 
ask is that employees may have their 
wages increased to at least 75 c¢ per 
hour, without having to s re Govern- 
ment permission. But my friends, just 
let the Political Action Com ee come 
forward with some proposal in this 


House, and then the heart 
tleman from Pennsylvania bleeds « 


’ Z , ) 
or the gene 


pi- 
ously again 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 


Mr. COCHRAN. 
sist on my p 
The 
man 
on 


Mr. Ch 
int of order. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 
from Virginia desire to be heard 

the point of order? 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia. 
man, I do not. 


airman, I in- 


Mr. Chair- 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle- 
man from Missouri desire to be heard? 
Mr. COCHRAN. No, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cooper). The 
Cheir is prepared to rule. gentle- 
nan from Virginia has offered an amend- 
ment which has been reported, to which 
the gentleman from Missouri has made 
a point of order on the ground that the 
amendment is not germane to the pend- 
ing bill. The Chair invites attention to 
clause 7 of rule 16 which provides— 


Che 


And no motion or proposition on a sub- 


ject different from that under consideration 


shall be admitted under color of amendment. 

The Chair likewise invites attention 
to page 193 of Cannon’s Precedents of 
the Hou of Representatives, which 
states under the subject of germaneness: 

One individual proposition may not be 
amended by another individual proposition 
even though the two may belong to the 
same class 


The Chair is of the opinion that the 


} 


amendment presented is clearly in viola- 
tion of the rule cited by the Chair, and 
the precedent which has likewise been 
cited, under which numerous decisions 
have been made by occupants of the 


Chair throughout the years of the past. 
Therefore, the Chair sustains the point 
of order. 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ths gentieman 
from Missouri, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, is r mized for 5 minutes 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not going to take the 5 minutes. It is 
getting late, but I assume I do owe some 
thanks to my dear friend the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. SmiTu]. I was 
thinking while he was ta! and I re« 
called my vigorous opp 1 to many 
attempts he has made in « tion with 
antilabor legislation on floor. The 


reason I feel I owe him some thanks is 
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because I am quite sure that that vigor- 
ous opposition of mine to that legisla- 
tion was indeed partly responsible for 
the fact that my Republican opponent 


withdrew in the election and thus I did | 


not have any opposition at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose 
does the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr, 
SAUTHOFF] rise? 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Chairman, I of- 


fer an amendment which is at the Clerk’s | 


desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. Permit the Chair 
to state it is the policy of the Chair to 
alternate recognition on either side. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


SauTHorr] offers an amendment which | 


the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. SavuTHorFr: 
On page 3, line 6, strike out the period, in- 
sert a colon and add the following: “Pro- 
vided, That none of these funds shall be 
used as compensation for clerks who are em- 
ployed by Members and Delegates to whom 
they are related.” 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to smoke out some of the wood- 
chucks that I think are hiding in the 
woodpile of this legislation. I am not 
going to indulge in a lot of emotionalism, 
and it strikes me that this is not the 
place for it. What I want to see done 
and done as speedily as possible is that 
every office have an adequate staff, but 
that it be not loaded down with Mem- 
bers of a Congressman’s family. That 
has been an evil practice to which I have 
always been opposed, and I am still 
opposed, and I would like to see it done 
away with. The amendment speaks for 
itself. It just moves out of anybody’s 
office someone who is related to him. 
Let the employees of that office be those 
who are entitled to the positions by virtue 
of their ability, and not be put on the 
job as absentee receivers of checks. 

Mr. RAMEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. Yes. 

Mr. RAMEY. Has anybody done that 
except Mr. TRUMAN’s wife? 

Mr. SAUTHOFF. I do not know any- 
thing about her, or anything about the 
matter the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. I think 
I can speak impersonally about this 
amendment, because I have never as- 
sumed to put any relative on the pay roll. 
I think I have bent over backward to 
keep brothers from getting into any kind 
of public service, so that the voice of sus- 
picion might not be raised nor the mo- 
tives impugned. Let us see what the 
effect would be if this amendment should 
be passed. We had a very gracious 
character in this House a few years ago, 
Governor Pierce, of Oregon. His office 
was in the same corridor with mine. He 
was born in Illinois and went to Oregon 
at a tender age. He held the office of 
governor of that State with distinction 
and then was elected to this body. He 
had a very gracious, gentle wife, who had 
served as State librarian of the State of 
Oregon, and without whom he would 


have had real difficulty in discharging 
the duties and the responsibilities of his 
If ever there was a kindly, sweet, 


office. 





gracious soul, it was Heneritta Pierce. 
The Governor was of advanced age. He 
depended upon her. If we pass this 
amendment, of course, you would stop 
that practice. Certainly there have been 
abuses, but everyone has to be measured 
by his own conscience, and are we going 
around impugning each other’s motives? 
If you want to put your kinsfolk on the 
pay roll, that is your responsibility and 
your job, and not mine. You must an- 
swer for them, and if one of the column- 
ists sometimes carries an item stating 
that you have a relative on the pay roll 
when he thinks you ought not to have 
there, you are the one who is going to 
suffer. There are cases like the one I 
cited, and probably others where there is 
a degree of relationship, but I am not 
going to be a party to any amendment 
that will serve as an inflexible restriction 
because it might in some cases operate 
most unjustly. It is not for me to sit 
in judgment. 


Mr. SAUTHOFF. Mr. Chairman, will | 


the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes. 

Mr SAUTHOFF. Let me ask the gen- 
tleman if it is not possible for any Mem- 
ber’s wife to go to his office and help him 
if she wants to, but there is no reason 
that the taxpayer has to be charged for 
her? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The point is that Iam 
not going to make it my responsibility to 
pass on the other fellow, whether he 
wants to have his wife on the pay roll or 
not. I do not have my wife or any other 
relative on the rolls, but you may put 
your own wife on the pay roll if you want 
to. I say to you, follow your own con- 
science in that. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I agree 
with what the gentleman from Illinois 
said and I say to you right now that for 
the past 2 years my wife has worked in 
my office on the pay roll. I wish I had 
another worker just as good. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am only going to say 
one word. I amin the same position as 
the gentleman from Illinois. No mem- 
ber of my family, since I have been here, 
in any manner, shape, or form, has ever 
benefited financially as a result of my 
service. But the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
accomplish what he seeks, for it applies 
only to the money in this bill. There- 
fore, if a Member desires to place a rela- 
tive on the pay roll, he can take it out 
of the other money and not out of this 
money. It is easy to see that the amend- 
ment does not accomplish what the gen- 
tleman desires. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

fr. MORRISON of North Carolina. 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two lines. 

Mr. Chairman, what reason is there 
for a Member of the House of Represent- 
atives to deny himself the power of ap- 
pointment of subordinates that would 
not apply to any other appointive power 
in this Republic? Why let a Congress- 
man debase himself by saying that he 
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could not exercise the same power that 
is exercised by the President of t} 
United States and every officer beneath 
him clothed with the power to appoint 
official assistants? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question in on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. SAUTHOFF) there 
were—ayes 11, noes 142. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Chairman,I move 
to strike cut the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I seldom take the fi 
to occupy your time but on this occasion 
I would feel derelict to friendships o{ 
16 years or more were I not to rise and 
lend my voice in support of this bill. It 
so happens that it was my happy priy- 
ilege and pleasure to serve as a secretary 
in this Congress for 16 years to a gen- 
tleman of whom I was very fond and who 
I know was very fond of me. Our 
friendship grew into something stronger 
than mere friendship. During that time 
I made the acquaintance of secretaries 
of many of the Members of this House. 
They were people whom I appreciate 
deeply, whom I Know to be competent, 
strong, fine men and women who have 
served here at a financial loss, at a loss 
that prohibited them from living in the 
many comforts and luxuries they might 
have lived in had they never come to 
Washington. They have served faith- 
fully, they have served long, they have 
carried out every trust imposed on them: 
and I hope that the many things that 
have been said here today may be for- 
gotten and that reconsideration will be 
given by those who seem to oppose this 
bill. 

I can tell you from personal expe- 
rience that the funds here requested are 
needed. Tell me, why should we not 
have as competent office assistants, as- 
sistants who are worthy of their hire, as 
those who sit in the executive offices up 
Pennsylvania Avenue. 

Here is what happened to me since I 
have been in Congress. Probably I 
brought too good an office staff to Wash- 
ington. My office staff has been offered 
larger compensation by agencies of the 
Government. My office staff has re- 
mained with me because I have tried to 
be as kind and considerate as I could 
of their feelings, and I have made every 
possible effort to permit them to return 
home whenever possible. I know that 
they need this increase in compensation. 
I know my secretary is about to leave me 
because another branch of the Govern- 
ment offers him $600 a year more. He 
is really worth $1,500 a year more. He 
is worth a great deal to me and I hate 
to lose his service. He has a wife and 
two small children to take care of. I 
appreciate the compliment paid my of- 
fice staff in the various offers—I consider 
it a compliment to my district and me 
that my secretary has received an offer 
to serve in the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope this will be seri- 
ously considered today because the peo- 
ple who serve in the offices of the various 
Members if they are fit to serve at all are 
entitled to this larger compensation. 
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DONDERO. Will the gentleman 


t ONNER. I yield to the gentle- 
, from Michigan. 
* DONDERO. I may say to the gen- 
man that the one who is now address- 
him also had a similar experience. 
of his staff has already been lost to 
try because they offered many hun- 
of dollars more than the Govern- 

nt would pay. 
r. BONNER. And I may say to the 
leman that he was just as much en- 
i to that service and his district was 
as much entitled to that service as 
industry that found a way to pay 


1e CHAIRMAN. The 

tleman has expired. 
REED of New York. Mr. Chair- 
I move to strike out the last two 


time of the 


Mr. Chairman, I voted against con- 
ration of this proposition. It is not 
1 that debate changes my mind very 
1. But I have had a little personal 
rience. I know what this Congress 

ng to face. I was here immediately 

er the last war and in those days I 

nk I was about as strong physically as 
man in this House. I remember the 
n that was put upon me and my of- 

ff and Dr. Calver can verify this 
e he was called to my office on one 
his first calls after he became physi- 
to Members of the House. He 
ced over me for 2 hours and it was 
hing else but physical and mental ex- 
istion. It was a case of working night 
i day, and sometimes I did work all 

ht long. 
A person has got to have help. I have 
ver had a member of my family on the 
roll in 26 years except as some smear 
tist might pick up the fact that I have 
nephew who draws a Salary as tail- 
nner on a plane in Italy, another 
hew who is a junior officer in the 
rchant marine, and a son of mine who 
in the Navy. That ought to be suffi- 
nt foundation for a good smear article 

n having relatives on the pay roll. 

The Government is not the only one 
taking trained clerks. Ihave had aclerk 
with me, one of the grandest, finest, and 
most loyal men who ever lived. He came 

to me as a boy and has been with me 24 

years. The limit that I can pay him, of 

course, you all know under the law. He 
ias had it. No man ever rendered a 
reater, finer service to my district and to 
me than he has. Many of you Members 
know him. He is a remarkable young 
man. He studied law since he has been 
my secretary and he is a good lawyer. 
Along comes an association in New 

York which pays him five or six times 

anything that the law would allow me to 

pay him. My district has had the benefit 
of that young man’s ability. He will 

receive now from $12,000 to $24,000 a 

year. Heis not the only secretary I have 

trained that has gone to a higher posi- 
tion that I have lost. I sey to you with- 

out fear, as you will remember, that I 

voted for the pension for Congressmen, 

and I so declared on the floor of this 

House. I make no excuses for it. Since 

I have heard this debate and what I know 

from past experience, let me say that if 





I have a relative in my district who can 
do this job better than anybody else in 
my office can do it for me, so help me 
God, I propose to hire him or her. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to request the 
attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Cocuran}. If I understood the gen- 
tleman from Missouri correctly, in de- 
bate earlier this afternoon he took the 
position that the language on page 3 of 
the bill constitutes an actual appropri- 
ation of the funds necessary to carry out 
the purposes of the bill, and that further 
action by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations or by the Congress in an appro- 
priation bill will be unnecessary; is that 
correct? 

Mr. COCHRAN. It is my understand- 
ing that if this bill passes in its present 
form, the members of thy Committee on 
Appropriations will not make a point of 
order if it is offered on the deficiency bill 
tomorrow. 

Mr. TARVER. Then the gentleman 
does not take the position that this is an 
actual appropriation of funds? 

Mr. COCHRAN. No. 

Mr. TARVER. I am very giad to have 
that additional explanation from the 
gentleman, because there is no appropri- 
ating language used in connection with 
the two paragraphs on page 3 of thc bill 
and there is no appropriation made by 
the bill. No funds will be made avail- 
able by the bill unless “‘urther action is 
taken in connection with an appropria- 
tion bill. I was anxious that that fact 
be made clear for the Recorp. 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
five words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not going to con- 
sume 5 minutes, but I cannot-leave un- 
answered in the Recorp the statement of 
the gentleman from Virginia that he is 
the champion of the unorganized work- 
ers of this country. The wages-and- 
hours law was designed to benefit the un- 
organized workers. Those who were in 
the unions did not need it. There was no 
more vigorous opponent of that law than 
the gentleman from Virginia, as every 
record in this House that had to do with 
labor legislation will disclose. 

I am far the gentleman’s amendment. 
Even though I am a little bit concerned 
about Greeks bearing gifts, I shall vote 
for it if it can be brought toa vote. The 
gentleman from Virginia is one of the 
best parliamentarians in this House. He 
is a member of the Committee on Rules 
and has strangled more progressive 
legislation in the interest of the un- 
organized workers of the country than 
any other Member of this body. He 
knew before he offered the amendment 
that it was subject to a point of order, 
and that it could not be voted upon, so I 
leave you to draw your own conclusions 
as to his purpose. 

With respect to my bleeding heart, of 
which he spoke sarcastically at least 10 
times, I will say that when that organ of 
mine does bleed, at least the substance 
that comes out will be blood, whereas 
with respect to some others whose names 
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I will not mention, a great many people 
are of the opinion that’ the fluid which 
emanates from their hearts is very chilly 
ice water. 

There are some people, when 
speak of labor—and again I will not men- 
tion any names, but I will give 
guess to whom I am referring 
hearts get as big as ice wagons 
as cold 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to : 
thing clear. When the gen 
Missouri was § 
interrogate 
quest 
int nded to carry 


they 


you one 


— whose 


and just 


move 


ion of wheth 
i 


ent this so-cs 


+1 


> purpose 


man indic 
and that 
and the REcorp 
ays, in response t« 
rentleman from G 
TaRVER! that that is1 


cannot conceive how you 


wt the 


I ition of money 
Coner‘ in a bill of t! 
a legisla 


any appropriating 


appropri 
ned in the bill 

The point I think th 
ought to know 
tended that this bill shall 
propriation and that actio 
mittee on J 

funds must foll 

gress in pa: 

The question 
manisthis. Sup 
House. It must the! » Senate 
and be passed by and be 
signed by the President, because that 
affects organic law and changes it. If 
that is », then there can be no appro- 
priation made by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that would not be subject 
to a point of order until the bill is finally 
passed and is signed by the President 
So, in the event we pass this bill today 
and an attempt is made to write an 
amendment into the pending deficiency 
appropriation bill to provide the funds to 
implement this bill and make it 
tive, any Member of the House could 
block such a move by making a point of 
order that the proposed appropriation is 
not authorized yet by law. I 
rect? 

Mr. COCHRAN The gentleman is 
right. The language in this bill is what 
the members of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations told me would be sufficient 
They said that if the Committee on Ac- 
counts brought tre bill to the floor of 
the House and it passed, even before the 
Senate acted they would accept the 
amendment. In other words, if the 
House by a majority vote passed the bill 
that was sufficient for them to accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. KEEFE. I think it should be per- 
fectly clear, then, that when the Mem- 
bers vote on this bill they shor 
so with exultation in their 
ing that they have suc 
$3,000 to the clerical hire 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Ct 


Iouse 


> gentile- 
yasses the 


rue 


effec- 


; that cor- 


Id not do 


|} gentleman yield? 
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Mr. KEEFE 
from Georgia 

Mr. TARVER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations cannot accept the amend- 
ment if any Member of the House desires 
to cffer a point of order to it. In that 
case, 1t will be rejected no matter what 
the Committee on Appropriations will be 
willing to accept. 

Mr. KEEFE. That is exactly the point 
I wanted to make clear. So when this 
bill is passed it provides an authorization 
for an appropriation of sufficient funds 
to implement the pending legislation, 
but it cannot be effective so as to provide 
this clerical hire the first of the year 
unless the Congress, through the action 
of its Appropriations Committee, can get 
every Member in this House to waive any 
point of order that might be raised 
against the appropriation provided it is 
submitted before this bill finally becomes 
law. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KEEFE, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. The in- 
crease could be put on in the Senate 
after this act has been signed by the 
President. 

Mr. KEEFE. That is very true, pro- 
vided the increase should be put on in 
the Senate after the President signs the 
bill, that is, provided this bill becomes 
law. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Regardless of 
whether the President signs the bill, the 
provision could be put in because no point 
of order can be made against it in the 
Senate or in the House if it comes back 
with that provision in it from conference. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose 
does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Voornuis] rise? 


I yield to the gentleman 


Mr. 


Mr. VOORHIS of California. I move 
to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, before this debate 


closes and we vote on this bill, I want to 
see if in just a few words I cannot put 
this matter in its place where I think it 
belongs. We are engaged in the great- 
est war in all history, a war that has its 
roots largely in the fact that in certain 
nations of the world, democratic govern- 
ment found it impossible to live and all 
power was concentrated in the hands of 
an all-powerful executive clique who 
took over the complete direction of the 
destiny of those people and plunged the 
world into war. In this body and in the 
other body at the other end of the Capi- 
tol, there reposes more than in any other 
place in this whole world, the future 
destiny of democratic governments, and 
personal freedom and individual liber- 
ties. Why? Because to the extent this 
Congress does its job in the future, and 
does its job in a world most difficult, in a 
world afflicted by problems far more diffi- 
cult of solution than any that organized 
nations have ever faced before, to the 
extent we do that job effectively we will 
justify democratic government and build 
strong and true for a nation governed by 
three departments of government, each 
with its coequal field and scope in that 
government, and with the defense of the 
liberties of the people secure in the hands 
of their own representatives. The rea- 








son I am for this bill and the reason my 
vote will be cast for this bill, is briefly 
this: I want to come as near as I can to 
doing the job I ought to do on national 
legislation. 

I want enough help in my office and 
help which is well enough paid, so that 
all the detailed work that ought to be 
done by my office, and the many things 
I am asked to do and which I should 
properly be asked to do by the people of 
my district, can be handled efficiently 
and well and so that I still will have 
time tc inform myself adequately and 
to study with care the weighty problems 
before us. Every one of us must be able 
to come before the House on these na- 
tional legislative questions that will af- 
fect the destiny of millions of people as 
well prepared as is humanly possible to 
pass on such questions. That is why I 
am for this bill. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this is but 
the first step in the action of this Con- 
gress to strengthen itself to do this tre- 
mendous job. I hope it is not the last 
step. For in my judgment there are 
other measures of greater importance. 
I hope these will follow on the basis of 
the study and thought »f Members of 
this body. I believe the American Con- 
gress is going to equip itself to do its 
part in governing this democratic Na- 
tion so well that by the effectiveness of 
the job it does, it will justify its own 
position and put to shame, the people 
who have questioned the future vigor 
and strength of the democratic institu- 
tions of this great Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

All pro forma amendments were with- 
drawn. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move that all debate on the bill close in 
10 minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHran] to 
the effect that all debate on this bill and 
all amendments thereto do now close. 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is satisfactory 
to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi to thé motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Lan- 
HAM, having resumed the chair, Mr. 
Cooper, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 5590, pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 672, and reported the same back to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lan- 
HAM). Under the rule, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered. The question is on the 
engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read th; 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. ™; 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas ana 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and the) 
were—yeas 202, nays 88, not voting 138 
as follows: 


{Roll No. 122] 
YEAS—202 

Allen, La. Gavin Merrow 
Andersen, Gerlach Miller, Mo. 

H. Carl Gibson Mills 
Anderson, Calif. Gifford Monroney 
Anderson, Gillespie Morrison, La 

N. Mex. Goodwin Morrison, N.C 
Andresen, Gordon Mundt 

August H. Gorski Murdock 
Andrews, Ala. Granger Myers 
Andrews, N.Y Grant, Ala. Norton 
Angell Gregory O'Brien, Il 
Arends Gross O'Brien, Mich 
Arnold Hagen O’Brien, N. Y 
Auchincloss Hale O'Connor 

| Barden Hall, O'Hara 
Barrett Edwin Arthur O’Konski 
Bates, Ky. Hall, O'Toole 
Bates, Mass. Leonard W. Patton 
Beall Hal'eck Peterson, Fla 
Beckworth Hancock Peterson, Ga 
Bell Harless, Ariz Phillips 
Bender Harris Pittenger 
Bishop Hart Poage 
Bloom Hébert Powers 
Bolton Herter Priest 
Bonner Hess Rabaut 
Boren Hill Randolph 
Boykin Hobbs Rankin 
Bradley. Mich. Hoch Reed, Ill. 
Bradley, Pa. Hoffman Reed, N. Y. 
Brehm “Holmes, Mass. Rivers 
Buck Ho!mes, Wash. Robsion, Ky 
Burchill, N. Y. Howell Rogers, Mass 
Butler Hull Rolph 
Byrne Izac Sabath 
Canfield Jackson Sadowski 
Carter Jarman Scrivner 
Case Jennings Sheppard 
Celler Jensen Short 
Chiperfield Johnson, Slaughter 
Cochran Anton J. Snyder 
Coffee Johnson,Ind. Somers, N. Y. 
Cole, Mo. Johnson, Spence 
Cole, N. Y. Lyndon B. Stanley 
Cox Johnson, Okla. Starnes, Ala. 
Cravens Kean Stevenson 
Crawford Kee Stewart 
Crosser Kefauver Stigler 
Cunningham Kelley Stockman 
Curley Keogh Sumners, Tex 
Day Kerr Sundstrom 
Dilweg King Talie 
Dingell Kirwan Thomas, Tex. 
Dirksen Kleberg Torrens 
Domengeaux Landis Vinson, Ga. 
Dondero Larcade Voorhis, Calif, 
Drewry Lea Wa!ter 
Eberharter LeFevre Wasielewski 
Elliott Lesinski Weaver 
Ellsworth Lewis Welch 
Engel, Mich. Lynch White 
Engle, Calif. McCormack Wickersham 
Feighan McKenzie Wigglesworth 
Fellows McMillan, 8.C. Winter 
Fernandez Madden Wolcott 
Fish Manasco Woodruff, Mich. 
Forand Marcantonio Woodrum, Va. 
Fuller Martin, Iowa Worley 
Gamble Martin, Mass. Wright 
Gathings May 
NAYS—88 

Abernethy Clevenger Gossett 
Bennett, Mo. Colmer Graham 
Bland Cooper Gwynne 
Brown Ga. Curtis Heidinger 
Brumbaugh D’Alesandro Hoeven 
Bryson Doughton, N. C. Hope 
Burch, Va. Durham Jenkins 
Camp Dworshak Johnson, 
Cannon, Mo. Ellison, Md. J. Leroy 
Carlson, Kans. Elmer Johnson, 
Carrier Flannagan Luther A. 
Chapman Folger Jonkman 
Church Gilchrist Keefe 
Clason Gillette Kinzer 





HIM 


4AdaH 











ith 


NOT VOTING—138 


Harness, Ind 


Heffernan 
Hendricks 








Reece, Tenn. 


Johnson, Ward ison, Utah 





Lambertson 





mpson, Pa. 


McCowen 





McGregor 


is 


McMillen, Il. 
McMurray 
McWilliams 


The mas, N. J. 


Magnuson 
Treadway 
Mansfield, Troutman 
Mansfield, Tex. 


Miller, Pa. 








Wolfenden, Pa. 


Newsome Wolverton, N. J. 


So the bill was passed. 


The Clerk announced the following 


On this vote: 


with Mr. Knutson against. 


Carson of Ohio for, with Mr, 


Dickstein for, with Mr. Brown of 


Until further notice: 


tamspeck with Mr. Judd. 
Outland with Mr. Shafer. 
Winstead with Mr. Jeffrey 

Mr. Baldwin of Maryland with Mr. Baldwin 
of New York. 
E * with Mr. Hartley. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Wolverton of New 
Mr. Clark with Mr. Eaton. 
Merritt with Mrs 
McGehee with Mr. 
y with Mr. Kilburn. 
Mr. Barry with Mr. Wol i 


"Mr. Smith of West Virginia 1 Mr. Tay- 


Veiss with Mr. Stefan. 
Smith of Maine 


ansfield of Montana with Mr 
ffernan with Mr. Fenton, 
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Mr. Hendricks Mr. s Penn- 
sy 

Ir. De with Mr. R y 

ir. P Mr. § 

ir. H Mr. T New Jers 





wd 
i 
e 
~ 


The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE ORGANIZA- 
TION OF CONGI S 


Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on 


Rules, reported the following concurrent 
resolution (S. Con. Res. 23), which was 
referred to the House Calendar and or- 
dered printed: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House 
Representatives concurring), That there 
hereby establi ; n th 
Organization of the Congress (hereinafter 








referred to as the committee to be com- 
posed of six Members of Se e | t 
more than three of whom shall be members 





of the majority party) to be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, and six Members 
of the House of Represe 


than three of whom shall be members of the 


st 















majority party) to be by € 
Speaker of the House ni s 
Vacancies in the membe e com- 
mittee shall not affect the 
remaining members to execute the functions 
of the cx ee, and shall be filled in the 
same manner as in the case 1e 

selection The committee l sels ’ 
chairn ind a vice < rom among 
its rec tion sl be 
mi: ttee except uj} - 
jori nt S represe I € 1 


House, taken separately. 

1ittee shall make a full 
and complete s ly of the organization and 
operation o ! Yongress of the U1 
States and shall recommend improven 
in such ) 





n and operation witl 





enil the ¢ S im- 
ns re ts rela- 
branches of the United 


States Government, and enabling it better to 
meet its responsibilities under the Consti- 
tution. This study shall include, but shall 
not be limited to, the organization and oper- 
ation of each House of 
relatior 
relationships between th 
branche f the Gover: 


ment and remuneration 





ip between 





Members and the committees of the Con- 
gress; and the structu f 
ships between, the vari 
and select committees o h ngi 3: 
vided, That nothing in this concurrent res 




















lution shall be construed to the 
committee to rec ny f 
or change in the par! ntary r ern- 
ing proce ir use 

Sec. 3. or duly 
authorize € ae ~ 
ized to s Ces and 
during the sessions, recess¢ and adjourned 
periods of the nty-¢ 1 Cc 
require by subpena or otherwise the attend- 
ance of such witnesses and the production 
such papers, and documents, t i- 
minister oatl to take such te 
to procure such printing and bindiz 
make such expenditures as it deems - 
able The c . Cc sé 
report ich hearing hall not be in ex 


of 25 cents per hundred 
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conference report 


1 H. R. 3429, f 


EXTENSION OF 


Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Spe 
mous consent to revi 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. I 


objection to the request oI the gentieman 
f 


from California? 


There was no objection. 

Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, on Novem- 
ber 26, 1944, approximately 10,0C0 peo- 
ple assembled in San Francisco’s munici- 
pal auditorium to celebrate Greek lib- 
eratior A beautiful pageant depicted 
thrilling episodes in Grecian history. 

The hearts and souls not only of those 
with Hellenic blood in their veins but 
all liberty-loving Americans are stirred 

knowing that the Nazis have been 
expelled. Greece is fre At the San 
Francisco gathering, every reference to 
the 4-year struggle against Hitler was 


rreeted with tremendous applause. No 
one will ever forget the intense loyalty 
and devotion of those present. 

But deep interest in Greece by Ameri- 


cans is nothing new. In 1821 the brave 
little country regained its independence 
from Turkey. James Monroe was Presi- 
dent of the United States at the time. 


Speakers in the Congress expressed Satis- 
faction that Greece had been able to set 
up her own government. Federal au- 
thorities in Washington sent medical 
upplies and food to the new nation. Our 
two countries have always been ex- 
tremely friendly. 

Accounts of current Hellenic 
are confusing to all Americans. Ameri- 
can-Greeks desire to their mother 
country restored to order. They want 
to see it get along and prosper. They 
do not want any revolution. 

Not once since 1821 has Greece been 
threatened with civil war". Always 
changes have been accomplished without 
bloodshed. As in the United States it- 
self, constitutional methods invariably 
prevail Americans are confident the 
present situation will be met in the same 
statesmanlike manner. We extend greet- 
ings and best wishes to a brave people 
and a gallant nation. 

EXTENSION OF 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks on two different subjects. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 


MEETING TOMORROW 


Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet tomorrow at 11 o'clock. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, and I do not propose to 
object, I would like to inquire of the dis- 
tinguished majority leader what will 
happen to the bill we have just passed; 
that is, the clerk-hire bill. Can the 
gentleman tell us what will be the dis- 
position of that legislation? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
welcome that inquiry, in a sense. Of 
course, I have no knowledge of what will 
take place. But I hope and assume that 
tomorrow, while the deficiency appro- 
priations bill is pending, an amendment 
will be offered, having the effect exactly 
of the bill adopted by the House today. 
It seems to me it would be unnecessary, 


events 


see 


REMARKS 


HOUR OF 
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| Hole bill at that time. 


in view of the fact that we are now con- 
sidering the deficiency appropriations 
end two bills to the Senate. As- 
suming a point of order can be made, 


and I do not undertake to pass upon 
vhat any occupant of the chair might 


point of order, but assuming 
that a point of order is made, and as- 
uming under the rules of the House, 
the point of order would have to be sus- 
tained, it seems to me in view of the fact 
that the House has taken action as it 
has, and expressed itself as it has, I 
would hope that no Member would make 
a point of order. The bill has been de- 
bated on its merits and the House has 
ssed itself, and those who are op- 
posed to it have had an opportunity of 
placing themselves on record. It would 
be my hope that the policy of a good 
sport and good loser would be adopted 
by anyone who voted against the bill. I 
do not know if that answers the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. FISH. Yes; it answers my ques- 
tion completely. I thoroughly agree 
with the gentleman that the Members 
who voted against the bill ought to re- 
frain from making a point of order. 

Mr. McCORMACK. We will continue 
with the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. Then we will take up 
probably the admirals bill, which I un- 
derstand has been more or less ironed out. 
Then I gave a promise last week that 
the Jackson Hole would be put on the 
program for this week. I do not like to 
break my promise. 

Mr. FISH. I hope the gentleman be- 
fore he makes a definite commitment 
will remember that some of us have 
special orders tomorrow, and we would 
like to address the House before 6 or 7 
o’clock at night. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
will remember that a member of the 
Committee on Rules last week very cour- 
teously served notice on me that it is his 
intention to exercise his right under the 
rule and have members of the Committee 
call up the rule on the Jackson Hole bill, 
it having been reported out of the gentle- 
man’s committee for a period longer than 
7 legislative days. I placed it on the 
program and I told him it would be on 
the program, and be brought up next 
week, which is this week. Tomorrow is 
the last day. I gave a promise to the 
House and Iam going to keep my promise 
if Ican. If it cannot be kept, it will be 
because of circumstances over which I 
have no control. I prefer not to have 
the bill up. I would not have such a bill 
on the program if I had my way, I will 
be frank to say. 

Mr. FISH. Would there be any differ- 
ence if the bill came up on Monday next. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I made a promise 
that the bill would come up this week. So 
far as Iam concerned, if the House takes 
a position contrary to my wishes on this 
bill I would welcome it, but I am going 
to stick by the commitment that I made. 

If the deficiency bill gets through at a 
reasonable time tomorrow these things 
can be accomplished, but, of course, if 
it goes on to 5 o'clock, then I don’t think 
that anyone would think I am violating 
a promise by not taking up the Jackson 


expre 
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I shall keep my 
promise unless circumstances present a 
different situation. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Ii 
the Jackson Hole bill should by any 
chance not be reached tomorrow, it would 
be in order for Monday, would it not? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I feel the commit- 
ment I made would mean that I should 
have to bring it up as soon asI can. To 
be absolutely frank, I hope the Jacks 
Hole bill does not come up tomorrow, 
though I intend to keep my commitment, 
if I can. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, fur- 
ther reserving the right to object, so faz 
as the clerical help bill which has just 
been passed, is concerned, as the gentle- 
man knows, I was opposed to this pro- 
cedure. I did not like to see it done in 
this way, to have it taken up in the midst 
of the consideration of an appropriation 
bill. However, inasmuch as such a large 
majority of the House approved of that 
procedure, I hope that no one will object 
tomorrow to the interjection and inser- 
tion of this important legislative bill in 
the regular appropriation bill under con- 
sideration, in violation of the rules of the 
House, but in keeping with the senti- 
ments of a majority of the House. 

Mr. McCORMACK. If that were done 
I am sure my friend the gentleman from 
Michigan would agree that it would be 
in conformity with the rules of th: 
House, considering the action that has 
been taken. 

Mr. MICHENER. I would take just 
the opposite view; I would say that the 
Chairman would hold that any legisla- 
tive language in an appropriation bill is 
subject to a point of order unless the ap- 
propriation has been authorized by law. 
This could not be authorized by law 
until it had passed the Senate and the 
President signed the bill. I could make 
a point of order against this tomorrow, 
or any other Member could make a point 
of order against it, and the Chair would 
have to sustain the point of order: but 
in view of what has happened I hope 
that will not be done. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
has clarified it in my mind. I agree with 
the gentleman’s statement as to the au- 
thority of law and the processes the bill 
would have to go through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourn today it adjourn to meet at 11 
o’clock tomorrow. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. BENDER asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his own remarks in 
the REcorp.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. JonK- 
MAN! is recognized for 10 minutes. 


SHIPPING FACILITIES FOR OFFSHORE 
SUGAR 


Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Speaker, last 


spring I called attention to the neglect 
of Government agencies charged with ad- 
ministering the supply and distribution 
It was especially emphasized 


of sugar. 








1 my district, a man only ¢ 
njoyed the first big peach cro 


ee 
rcenara 
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4 p 
which had previ been cu 
percent of 1941 use. 
thstanding the amelioration 
still an 
rtage ol si I 
ar. in 
Was practic 


ves. Fruit crops 





a and dumped, 
fter going to the trouble and ex- 
f picking them. The tragedy 
n worse than that, if I may re- 


1 


ingle instance. One 


that he had nurtured 
In September, after selling a few 
on the city market for about what 
1 


ild cost to pick them—although he 
sicked them himself—he was 


told 


iyers on the market that they did 


igar obtainable for 


he 


hes. In 


ant his peaches because there was 
canning pur- 
He took his load of peaches back 
farm and in despair he hanged 
beside the load of unwanted 
an adjoining part of his 


1 


, when they found him, were another 


logan that 








in that 


hes were 


90 half-bushel baskets of peaches 
for the market This man, under 
“food will win the war” 
ne his part toward the winning of 
ir only to find that the inability of 
vilian administration to efficiently 
the war effort, brought all his 
id efforts and s to naught. 
m informed that in my district 
locality 500 bushels of 
dumped into one ravine 
se there was no market, 
was no sugar for 
ie district I w confronte 
ints about the acute suga 


like for commercial consumption 











SuCCE 


because 
All 
d with 


shor he 


canning 


ning purposes 
Speaker, the American people 





and still are willin 
ke any sacrifices and bear any 
ly necessary to win the war 
quickly, but the; not content 
id by and see our civil adminis- 
away from our mili 
hip and our fightin 


_ wing hea war 
winning tne war 


are 
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1 take 








time excuse their neglect and in- 

y in the handling of the civilian 

ibility in the war effort, under the 

that their whole effort is centered 

I inning the war in the field of battle 
Tl administration's first and great 
e) isibility is to furnish to our fight- 
rees everything that is needed for 

m to win the war and win it quickly, 

t th cannot thereby avoid the sec- 
lary responsibility of furnishing the 

I 1e front with everything possible, not 
needed or used by the military, to the 


end 






that 


var effort. 


the home front can back 


To meet this secondary 
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iat this year on October 1 they had 
hed to 465,000 short t 


more than 10 


dimini 
value, the lowest level in 
years 

Think of it, on October 
we began facing next year with a little 
better than half the stock pile we had 
last year at the 
more than a thir 
at the same time. There 
for alarm. 
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As is quite well known, and as the re- 
port I have referred to states 
is a \ ergy f Its nu ~ 
tance is 1 € ed < I the of x 
d when civi st | ‘ 
tained About lf rt f 1 
ene equireme S t f tne 
U ted S é ( nre- ere « 
I d direct tk 1 be 1 I 1- 
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only a fev 

This report further states that tl r- 
rent sugar shortage has been caused 
chiefly by: 

1. Inad late € f t 
in ray ¥ 
‘ * , a 
ial 

These re still the ume reasons ad- 
anced by me as a member of the Repub- 
lican Cor essional Food St Comr - 
tee last spring and it is to b2 hoped that 
all the Government n¢ res} 
will lend every effort to é l a 
ocean tonnage that ca e used withou 
impairing war shippi! othem m 
extent. At the same time th ild 
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ADDRESS 
Speaker, I as} 
yu n House for 
hour on Monday next after disposition 
iness on the Speaker’ 


c and other 


I do this in case the time I have for to- 


reached tomor- 


Che SPEAKER pro tempore 


»> gentleman 


There was no objectio 
ENROLLED BILLS 


Committee 
reported that 
eXamined 
ed a bill of the House of the follow- 
‘ title, which wa 


olled Bills, 


thereupon signed by 


The SPEAKER 
> to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 


announced his 
>» Senate of 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Committee 
Enrolled Bills, reported that 
mittee did on this day 
President, his approval, bills of 


following 


University 


1905 (33 Stat. 


ADJOURNMENT 
D'ALESANDRO. 
House do now adjourn. 
rhe motion was agreed to; 

6 o'clock and 9 minutes p. m.) 
its previous order, 
adjourned until tomorrow, December 8, 
11 o'clock a. m. 


accordingly 


pursuant 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
of rule XXIV a 
letter from the Chairman, United States 
Tariff Commission, transmitting copy of 
personnel requirements 
lariff Commission 


Under clause 


estimate 
the Unitec 
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for the quarter ending March 31, 1945, 


was taken from the Speaker’s table and 
red to the Committee on the Civil 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

r clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

ttees were delivered to the Clerk 

ting and reference to the proper 


calendar, as follows: 





M COCHRAN: Committee on Account 
H. R. 559 A bill to increase clerk hire, and 
for othe purposes W ut amendme! 
(Rept. No. 2029) Referred to the Committee 

the Whole House on e state 1 the 


Mr. BONNER: Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. Interim report pur- 
lant to House Resolution 52. Resolution t 
investigation the Cor 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
under House Resolution 281, Seventy- 





( it le the 





tee n the 


begu 
seventh Congress ,Rept. No. 2030). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union 

Mr. CAPOZZOLI: Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. Interim report 
pursuant to House Resolution 52. Resolu- 


» continue the investigation by the 
on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
begun under House Resolution 281, 
Seventy-seventh Congress (Rept. No. 2031) 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on state of the Union 
Mr. BLAND: Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. H.R. 5387. A bill to 
amend sections 101 (a) and 212 (b) 
the Merché Marine Act of 1936, as amend- 
e amendment (Rept. No. 2032). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 


committee 


erie 


the 


(2) of 
ant 


d; with 


on the state of the Union 

Mr WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary 
S. 1898. An act to amend section 99 of the 
Judicial Code, as amended, so as to change 
the term of the District Court for the 
District of North Dakota at Minot, N. Dak.; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2033). Re- 


the House 
Mr. SABATH: C 
Resolution 671. 


ferred to Calendar 
ymmittee on Rules. 


Resolution for the c 


House 


mnsid-e 


eration of the bill (S. 2019) to establish the 
rade of fleet admiral of the United States 
Navy, and for other purposes; without 


2034). 


amendment 


the H 


(Rept. N 
use Calendar 


Referred to 


Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 672. Resolution for the consid- 
eration of H. R. 5590, to increase clerk hire 
and for other purposes; without amendment 


(Rept. No. 
Calendar 
Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judici- 
ary H. R. 4425. A bill to incorporate the 
Regular Veterans’ Association; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2036). 
the House Calendar. 
Mr. ROCKWELL: C 
Reclamation. 5S. li 
vide that the transmountain 


House 


2035). Referred to the 





ymmittee on Irrigation 





and 





structed in connection with the Colorado-Big 
Thompson project shall be known as the 
“Alva B. Adams Tunnel”; without amend- 


ment (Rept. No. 2037). Referred to 
House Calendar 

Mr. COLE of New York: C 
sular Affairs. H. R. 5570. A bill to pi 


he term oO! Ol 
Rico shall expire 60 days from 





¥ f 
nce Ol 


without 
Referred to 





period thereafter; 
ment (Rept. No. 2038). 
House Calendar ‘ 

Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on the 
Service. H.R.4683. A bill to amend 
Service Retirement Act 
29, 1930, as amended, so as to 
payments under 





exempt an 





Referred to 


to pro- 


tunnel con- 


the 





he Governor of 
the 
nent of this act and at the end of each 
amend- 


the 
Civil 
the 


approved May 


such act from tax- 








DECEMBER 7 


(Rept 








ation; with amendment 
Referred to the Committee of the Wh 
House on the state of the Union 
Mr. BLOOM: Committee on reign 
H.R. 4988. A bill for the reli 
ertain officers and employees of the F 
United States who, wt 
he course of their respective duties iffe 


losses of personal 


f 
f 
C 
Service of the 
t 


property by reas« 


conditions; without amendment (Re; d 
2040) Referred to the Committee 


Whole House 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the D 
of Columbia H.R.5159. A bill to re 
in the District of Columbia the tran 
stock rporations and t 
uniform the law with reference theret 
amendment (Rept. No. 2041) Referre 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
state of the Union 

Mr. WHITE: Committee of confers 
H. R. 3429. A bill to amend section 


snares of 


in ¢ 


act entitled “An act authorizing the S¢« 
tary of the Interior to employ engineers 
economists for consultation purposes on im- 


portant reclamation work,” approved Feb: 
ary 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406); as 
the act of April 22, 1940 (54 Stat 
amendment (Rept. No. 2042). 
to be printed 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. S« 
Concurrent Resolution 23. Senate : 
current resolution establishing a Joint Com- 
mittee on the Organization of the Congres 
with amendments (Rept. No. 2043). R 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 664. Resolution providing for 1 
consideration of S. 2194, a bill 
appropriations for the United States Nav 
for additional ordnance manufacturing 
production facilities, and for other purp¢ 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2044). R 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: Committee on Irrig 
and Reclamation. H.R.4932. A bill 
amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of the Reclama- 
tion Project Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 1187) f 
the purpose of extending the time in wh 
amendatory contracts may be made, a 
other related purposes; without amendme¢ 
(Rept. No. 2045) Referred to the Cor 
the Whole House on 


amended 
148) 
And orde 


ate 


authorizi 


tee of 


Union. 


the state of 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, pub 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CELLER: 

H.R. 5592. A bill to increase compet 
of Members of Senate and House, Dele 
and Resident Commissioners; to the C 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAY: 

H. R. 5593. A bill to provide that commts- 
sioned and warrant officers placed in St. E 
beths Hospital or certain United States Pub- 
lic Health Service hospitals be liable 
pay such rate per day as may be prescril 
from time to time by the President, 
to authorize the heads of the several age 
cies to deduct such sum from their pay 
to transmit it to St 
the Committee on Military Affairs 


shall 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, priv: 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: ° 

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS: 

H.R. 5594. A bill for the relief of the Fair 
Haven Yacht Works; to the Committee on 
Claims 

By Mr. FELLOWS: 

H.R. 5595. A bill for the relief of the Mount 
Desert Boat Yard, Inc.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 
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ite 
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SMITH of M 


SENATE 


FPripay, DECEMBER 8, 1944 


l itive day of Tuesd November 
"7 7¢ 
21, 1944 
Senate met at 12 « ck meridian 


e expiration ol the recess 
The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
D. D., offered the following 
Eternal Spirit, whom we seek in vain 
out unless we first find Thee within, 


of Thy presence fall now 
iven live In a time for 
ve us lrom Inner cowaraice 
us unwil to pay the 
that 


coming, 


n our di 
tness Sat 
lakes illing 
We 
ired 


coniess 


Thy 


not through us e have sought fo1 
vy order that would leave our own 

1 unchanged 
B f li rht ol a gu din Lal b tne 
fal venly host, by the ire of 
nanger, by the smile of a little 
reveal to us the f e pride that 
late ir petty kr vledge and grant 
e humility that stoops to learn Thy 


in bringing in a 


d delivered from disorder and ag- 
mia ( atior d from col- 
nd catastrophe 1! unity re- 
d from anoth and ! dread- 
ai 

4 nN 

a rise at to span 


Its firm 
ymmonwealth of man 


The city of our God.” 


foundations broad, 


DESIGNATION OF 
PRO 


ACTING PRESIDENT 
TEMPORE 


The Secretary, Edwin A. Hal id 
t following lette1 
UN p STA SENA 
PRESIDENT PRO E 


4 I appoir Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, & 
= f the State of 7 esse “ 
i au Ss ¢ the ¢ aurin — my 


Mr 


McKELLAR thereupon took 
chai I ] 


as Acting Preside 
XC 











i ul I ( a ol e Caiel ( 
Thu Decembe 7, 1944 dis- 
( ua 
MESS A‘ ) I 
a S from the H a 
resentatives Mr. Mcl 4 
k ! inced that the House ! 
¢ j to vé in ’ of } c 
to ¢ l i i€ \ i ( A 
Hous¢ 
H.R.9 f ( 
H. Clark 
H.R. 3929. A K 2 
© 
The mess als¢ unced that tl 
House had passed a b (H. R. 5590 ) 
increase clerk hire 1 for other pur- 
poses, in which it requested the cor - 
rence of the Senate 
ENROLLED BI S SIGNED 
The message further announced tha 
the Speaker had affixed his nature to 
the following enrolled bills nd they 
were signed by the Acting President pro 
tempore: 
H.R.933. Ar f é ( 
H. Clark : 3 Ce € 
H.R. 3929. A f K er- 


Mr. HILL. I suggest the absen ( 
a quorum 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 


pore. The clerk will call the 1 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to thei 
name 
Alike ( oO 
4 ( ‘ M ey 
B ( Ove 
B ( é R 
I l G R i 
B H Re 
B H I 
Br H R 
B H I 
Bi H : 3 
B 1 J 
B ( 3 
I ( I 
¢ K I ( 
Ca \ La I t 
( diet La V 
( Id ) Lu W 
( M Mc< W 
( Mc l W 
‘ 


2 


et bet et tt 


Mr. HILL. I announce that t Sena- 


tor from Virginia | Mr. GLAs 
from the Senate because of illn 

The Senator from Florida | Mr. PEppE 
is ebsent on important public | ne 

The Senator from Nevada | Mr. Mc¢ - 
RAN and the Senate I I Utal Mr 
MurpockK!] are detained on official busi- 


ness. 

The Senator 
BARKLEY! an 
Mexico |Mr. CHAVEZ!) are unavoidably de- 
tained. 

The 
DREWS!, the 


| Mr. EASTLAND], the Senator from Nevada 
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Witr His Exce cy our Governor, and 
our retar fs e nd our seal hereto 
aff i at Col 8. C., this, the 2d day of 
December lf 
OLIN D. JOHNSTON, 
Governor. 
RB I Gover! 
| SEAL] W. P. BLACKWELI 
Secretary of State. 
Mr.CAPPER. Mr. President, I present 
the certificate of the Governor of Kansas 
certifying to the reelection of Senator 


CLYDE M. REep at the election held on No- 
vember 7, last, and ask that it be read. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The credentials will be read. 
The credentials were read and ordered 


to be filed, as follows: 


STATE OF KANSAS 
Executive Department. 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 
This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944, CrypeE M. REED was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 


of Kansas as Senat 


or from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senat the United 
States for the term of 6 years, beginning on 


the 3d day of January 1945 


e ol 
ft 
i 


Witness: His Excellency our Governor, 
Andrew F. Schoeppel, and our seal hereto 
affixed at Topeka, Kans., this 5th day of De- 
cember, in the year of our Lord 1944 

ANDREW F.. SCHOEPPEL, 
Gove or. 
By the Governor: 
[SEAL] FRANK J. RYAN, 
Secretary of State. 


FILIPINO REHABILITATION COMMISSION 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Chair has received the resig- 
nation of the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
CLARK] as a member of the Filipino Re- 
habilitation Commission, and, under the 
provisions of Public Law 381, appoints 
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] 
to fill the vacancy. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore laid before the Senate the following 
letters, which were referred as indicated: 


FILM SERVICING BUILDING AND VAULTS 


A letter from the Administrator of the 
Federal Works Agency, transmitting a draft 
of proposed legislation to authorize construc- 
tion of a film servicir building and vaults 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com- 









mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
MERITORIOUS SALARY INCREASES IN 
GOVERNMENTAL SERVICE 


A letter from the President of the United 


States Civil Service Commission, transmit- 
t , pursuant to k consolidated report 
and supporting data covering especially meri- 
torious salary increases made by the several 
Government departments and agencies for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1944 (with 
accompanying paper to the Committee on 


Civil Service 
PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS 

Letters from the Chairman of the United 
States Tariff Commission and the Director, 
Division of Administrative Management, Na- 
tional War Labor Board, transmit pur- 
suant to law, estimates of personnel require- 
ments for their respective offices for the 
quarter ending March 31, 1945 (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Civil 


tine 
ie, 


Service. 
DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 
A letter from the Archivist of the United 


States 


1 


transmitting, pursuant to law, a list 


CONGRES' 


of papers and documents on the files of the 
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Departments of War (6), Navy (2), and Agri- PRESENTED 
culture; War Manpower Commission, and 
Office of Cens re which are not needed | Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committe: 
in the conduct of business and have no per- | On Enrolled Bills, reported that on D 
manent value or historical interest, and re- | cember 7, 1944, that committee present 
questing action looking to their disposition | to the President of the United Stat 
(with ng papers); to a Joint Se- | following enrolled bills: 
lect Commi on the Disposition of Papers S.218. An act to authorize relief of 
ant — ve Departments. | bursing officers of the Army on 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- loss or deficiency of Government f 
pore appointed Mr. BarKtey and Mr. | You meee, Lecords, oa ra er © 
BREWSTER members of the committee on | 4j,, sete Macpac. Met pe esi 
the part of the Senate. | Modoc Tribes and Yahooskin Band of 8: 
ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY—STATEMENT BY Indians; 

A. S. GOSS S.556. An act for the relief of Pedro J 
ADU ia Arrecoechea; 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I pre- | 5 616. An act for the relief of Mrs. M 
sent a statement from A. S. Goss, master | Vullo; 
of the National Grange, setting forth the | 5.1002. An act to compensate Roy W. Ol- 
views of that organization in favor of sen for the loss of an eye on accour f 
the St. Lawrence waterway program and | ligence of Works Progress Admit 





ask that it be printed in the Recorp and 
appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

THE NATIONAL GRANGE, 
Washington, D. C., December 7, 19 
To Members of tite Senate 


» 


4 
2s 


4. 






We have had inquiry as to the position of | 
the National Grange on the St. Lawrence | 
waterway. For your information, the Na- 





tional Gr e has approved the development 
of the St. Lawrence waterway and the devel- 
opment of power connected with it along 
the general lines of the contract between the 
United States Government and the Canadian 
Government, entered into in 1941. With the 
outbreak of hostilities, the Grange modified | 


its position with reference to the time of | 
development, advocating that development | 
should be undertaken at a time which would 
fit in best with war needs. he Grange feels 
that the project should be approved in order 
that plans might be perfected and work un- 
dertaken at a time when, in the judgment of 
the Congress, it would best meet the needs 
of war or unemployment conditions as they | 


may develop after the war. 
Ne feel the project should have congres- 








sic approval. Had it been completed be- 
for Stilities opened, its contribution to- 
ward our war effort would have paid a larger 
part, if not the full cost, of construction. 


We feel action should be taken without delay 
to pave the way for the development of this 


project whenever conditions make it prac- 
tical. 
Sincerely yours, 
A. 8. Goss, 


Master, the National Grange. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees | 
were submitted: 

By Mr. WALSI 
Naval Affairs 

H.R. 1023. A bill to establish a Chief of 
Chaplains of the United States Navy; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1370). 

By Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Committee 


Fh! 


from the Committee on 


} 
i 


on Public Lands and Surveys: 
H.R. 4665. A bill authorizing the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to convey certain lands 
in Powell town site, Wyoming, Shoshone rec- 
lamation project, Wyoming, to the University 
of Wyoming; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1371). 

By Mr. ELLENDER (for Mr. TyprIncs), 
from the Committee on Territcries and In- 
sular Affairs: 


H.R. 4502. A bill to amend the act of Con- | 
gress approved May 20, 1935, entitled “An 
act concerning the incorporated town of 
Seward, Territory of Alaska,” as amended; 


without amendment (Rept. No. 1372). 





employees September 25, 1938, at 
R. I.; 


S. 1274. An act for the relief of V 
Jackson; 

S.1462. An act for the relief of Sok 
and Marie Theriault; 

S.1557. An act for the relief of Joel A 
Hart; 

S.1732. An act for the relief of Art 
M. Sellers; 

S.1740. An act conferring jurisdi 
upon the United States District Court 
the District of Massachusetts to hear, deter- 
mine, and render judgment upon the cl 
of Marjorie E. Drake, Edith Mae Drake, Min- 
nie L. Bickford, and Irene M. Paolini; 

S.1756. An act for the relief of Will 
Luther Thaxton, Jr., and William Luthe 
Thaxton, Sr.; 

S.1853. An act for the relief of Dr. F1 
K. Boland, Sr.; 

S. 1869. An act for the relief of Mrs. Mam 


Dutch Vaughn; 

S. 1897. An act for the relief of Mrs. Soph 
Tannenbaum; 

§.1899. An act conferring jurisdicti 
upon the United States District Court for t! 
District of Massachusetts to hear, determi: 


and render judgment upon the claim of 
Alfred Files; 
S.1900. An act conferring jurisdiction 


upon the United States District Court for the 
District of Massachusetts to hear, determins 
and render judgment upon the claim of the 
estate of Bertha L. Tatrault; 

S. 1942. An act for the relief of 
Axtell; 

S.1958. An act for the relief of Fire Dis- 
trict No. 1 of the town of Colchester, Vt.; 

S. 1960. An act for the relief of Clifford E 
Long and Laura C. Long: 

S. 1968. An act for the relief of Elizabeth 
A. Becker; 

S.1987. An act for 
Lewis Coppage; 

S.1993. An act for the relief of the estat« 
of Joseph B. Gowen and Ruth V. Gowen 

S.1997. An act for the relief of Jack St 
ers, B. & O. Store, and Cotton County P 
try & Egg Co.; 


Dr. E 


the relief of Gord 


S. 2006. An act for the relief of J. A. Davis; 
S.2008. An act for the relief of Herman 
An act for the relief of the le 





ssrand, a minor; 
the relief of Richa: 


guardian of Nancy Fra 

S. 2064. An act for 
H. Beall; 

S. 2168. An act for the relief of certain dis- 
bursing officers of the Army of the United 
States, and for other purposes; and 

S.J. Res.156. Joint resolution to extend 
statute of limitation in certain cas 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
INTRODUCED 
Bills and a joint resolution were in- 
troduced, read the first time, and, by 


d 


the 
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Military Aff 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
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MENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT 
OF 194 AMENDMENT 


Mr. BANKHEAD submitted an amend- 


nded to be proposed by him to 
(H. R. 4184) to amend te 
é lil part II Tra Do .tion 
1940. with respect to the 1 e- 
Governmer! traffi which 
Rag on the | nd to be 


INUATION OF AUTHORITY ro 

DY AND SURVEY PROBLEMS OF 
BUSINESS ENTERPRISES 

Mr. MURRAY submitted the follow- 

lution (S. Res. 349), which was 

d to the Committee to Audit and 


| the Contingent Expenses of the 


mULl 
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INGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PUB- 

LANDS AND SURVEYS DURING SEV- 
NINTH CONGRESS 

Mr. HATCH submitted the following 

m (S. Res. 350 which was re- 

ed to the Committee to Audit and 

trol the Contingent Expenses of the 
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ESTORATION OF PUBLIC LANDS TO 


| IN 


TAH AND OURAY RESERVATION 
UTAH—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. HATCH submitted the following 


eC port: 


The mmittee « c ere e t dis- 
et y v es f the H € on 
} € 5 of t Se é e t (H.R 
7) to restore and add certain public 1 
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ANNUAI MESSAGI BY THEODORE W 
NOYES TO THE ASSOCIATION OF ¢ DE 
INHABITANTS OF THE DISTRICT OF 


COLUMBIA 
Mr. CAPPER ask¢ 


é 


Tr} dore W. } 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing tl! 
construction, repair, and preserva l ( 
certain public works on rivers and - 





bors, and for other purposs 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 


pore. The bill is open to further amend- 





DEFICIENCY JUDGMENTS AND THE 
FEDERAL LAND BANK 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I desire 
to bring to the attention of the Senate a 
bill I have introduced, Senate bill 2086 
entitled “A bill to amend the Federal 
Farm Loan Act as amended, so as to pro- 
hibit Federal land banks from refusing 
to make mortgage loans in State the 
laws of which prevent the rendering of 


deficiency judgments.” The bill 


E ennai é I $ 
Federal Farm I A me - 
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Dakota. They had made them on land 
f out the same ratio that the insur- 
t ( ymanies and } ite banks had 
made them. When a farmer could not 
I in t d M President, h 
( d ») over tot p ate bank, to thi 
j I ( par and deal with them 
He « i “TIT cannot pay this indebt- 
edr in l, but I n lling to j 
t Ican.” In otl words, he could 
ipre his debt. But the Federal 
took the position that under 


it was unable to ¢ romise, that 


to throw off a single dollar 


omy 


was unabpie 


f indebtedne 

The result was that there was a refusal 
to make any reduction in the loans made 
by the Federal land bank ana also in the 
Commissioner’s loans. Further, the Fed- 
eral land bank refuSed to make any more 
loans in North Dakota. The same ap- 
plied with respect to Commissioner's 
loans. Asa matter of fact, even before I 
became Governor, under the governor- 
ship of my predecessor, Mr, George F. 
Shafer, the Federal land bank refused to 
lend a single dollar in North Dakota be- 
cause of the decision of the supreme 
court of our State, which said if any 


farmer who took out hail insurance did 
not pay his premium that the State had 
the first lien for that premium, which 
would be a first lien upon the land and 
would be superior to the mortgage held 
by the Federa! land bank. So, using that 
as an excuse, the Federal land bank re- 
fused to make any loans in the latter part 
of 1932. 

Mr. President, this was not the first 
time XY had had trouble with the Federal 
land hank. When I was attorney general 
of my State, back in 1918, the Legislature 
of North Dakota passed a law which pro- 
vided that the counties might furnish 
seed to the farmers who were broke. The 
law provided that, if such seed was fur- 
nished, the county would have a first lien 
on the land for that seed. Using that law 
as a pretext, the Federal land bank in 
1918—it may have been the latter part 
of 1917—arbitrarily refused to loan any 
money to the farmers of North Dakota. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. WHERRY. I do not want to dis- 
tract the Senator. 

Mr. LANGER. No, Mr. Presid .t; Iam 
glad to have the able Senator interrupt 
me. 

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask 
the distinguished Senator from Nortl 
Dakota if the prohibition contained in 
the Senator’s bill with respect to Federal 
farm loans extends also to the farm 
mortgage loan associations which I un- 
derstand were set up for the very purpose 
of giving relief loans to farmers, as the 
Senator from North Dakota has so ably 
described? 

Mr. LANGER. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska mean the so-called Commis- 
sioner’s loans? 





Mr. WHERRY. Yes. Does that ex- 
tend also to them? 
Mr. LANGER. Yes. They have not 


made any loans in my State for a great 
many years, and my bill would prohibit 








them from refusing to make mortgage | 
leans in spite of the fact that we have | 
in our State an antideficiency judgment 
law. 

Mr. WHERRY. I understand that, but 
the prohibition in the Federal Farm Loan 
Act not only extends to the Federal land 
banks but also extends to the Federal 


farm-mortgage commission loans which 
were made relief loans, and second 
mortgages by the Federal land banks. 

Mr. LANGER. The Senator does not 
se the right word. 

Mr. WHERRY. 
word? 

Mr. LANGER. The word “prohibit” is 
not the right word. The Senator from 
Webraska has not seen my bill before. 

Mr. WHERRY. No. 

Mr. LANGER. It provides that in spite 
of the fact that a State may have a law 
which would prevent the rendering of 
deficiency judgments, that shall be no ex- 
cuse for the Federal land bank not to 
make loans or from the making of Com- 
missioner’s loans. 

Mr. WHERR I thank the Senator. 
I understand the language of the meas- 
ure so far as it provides for the making 
of loans by Federal land banks. But 
my understanding is, that at least in our 
State, when a farmer was in a situation 
such the Senator has just so mi- 
nutely described, and had secured a first- 
mortgage loan from the Federal land 
bank, and the amount the farmer then 
borrowed to relieve him of his financial 
burden was not sufficient under the first 
mortgage, he then made an application 
for a second-mortgage loan to the Fed- 
eral Farm Mortgage Loan Association— 


as 


u 


What the right 


is 


as 


we call it a Farm Commissioner loan. 
The Federal Farm Commissioner was 


supposed to make loans which were not 
acceptable to the Federal land bank, 
not only in the first instance, but in 
other circumstances where the first loan 
was insufficient, or the loan was unac- 
ceptable to the Federal land bank. 
Very often a farmer would get a loan 
from the Federal Farm Mortgage Com- 
missioner when he could not obtain a 
Federal land bank loan. What I should 
like to know is this: Under the Federal 
Farm Loan Act, about which the Senator 
is speaking, would this bill bring relief 
not only in connection with Federal land 
bank loans, but also in connection with 
farm-mortgage loans? Is relief also 
needed in that connection? 

Mr. LANGER. Yes. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is to say a 
farmer cannot now borrow from the Fed- 
eral Farm Mortgage Commissioner be- 
cause of the Antideficiency Judgment 
Act in North Dakota. 

Mr. LANGER. We do not use the 
word “prohibit.” It is not prohibitive. 
The Federal land bank will not make 
either the first-mortgage loan or the 
Commissioner loan. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is the point I 
make. So the farmers of North Dakota 
have been restrained—I do not like the 
word “prohibit’”—not only from mak- 
ing loans from the Federal land bank, 
but also, as a practical matter, from 
making loans from the Federal Farm 


Mortgage Commissioner, 
Mr. LANGER. Yes. 
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Mr. WHERRY. Because of the anti- 


deficiency judgment law that is on t 
statute books? 

Mr. LANGER. In other words, t! 
Federal land bank has simply refuss 
to make the loans. 

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Fed l 
land bank operate the Federal Farm 
Mortgage Commissioner set-up also? 


Mr. LANGER. Yes. 








Mr. WHERRY. So it makes bot 
classes of loans? 


Mr. LANGER. It makes both clas 
of loans. As the Senator stated a mo- 
ment ago, the titles are different, but 
it is the same organization. 

Mr. President, our legislature enacted 
an antideficiency judgment act, and t! 
insurance companies, the private bank 
and the Federal land bank were 
placed ona par. The same laws applic 
to all of them, and to anyone who mac 
a loan to a farmer. After the drou 
was over—in fact, even before it was 
over—insurance companies again be 
to make loans in North Dakota. Toda, 
I do not know of a single reputable life 
insurance company which did busines 
in North Dakota before the drou 
which is not making loans in North Da- 
kota today. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. On what terms are they 
making such loans? Are the terms as 
liberal as they were before the drought, 
and before the era of foreclosures, or a1 
they making them on a very conservativ: 
basis now? 

Mr. LANGER. The loans are bein 
made on a conservative basis, but with 
about the same security, the same in- 
terest rate, and the same land valuation 
as prevailed before the drought. 

Mr. AIKEN. As I understand, when 
the able Senator from North Dakota was 
elected governor there was a legal rate of 
interest of 12 percent. 

Mr. LANGER. No. It had been 12 
percent. It was reduced to 10 percent 
then to 9 percent, and then 8 percent. 
Today the legal rate in North Dakota is 
4 percent. 

Mr. AIKEN. If I correctly recall, the 
Senator from North Dakota had some- 
thing to do with bringing about that re- 
duction in the interest rate. 

Mr. LANGER. Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN. Which did not make him 
any more popular in some quarters. 

Mr. LANGER. We did that through 
the establishment of the Bank of North 
Dakota. Shortly before the Bank of 
North Dakota was organized, the interest 
rate had been 12 percent. It went down 
to 11 and then to 10 percent; and after 
the Bank of North Dakota went into 
operation, the interest rate was cut in 
half. It was reduced to 512 or 6 percent, 
on an amortization plan. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. WHERRY. What other States 
are affected by the provisions of anti- 
deficiency judgment laws? 

Mr. LANGER. At the present time no 
State other than the State of North 
Dakota is affected; but if the distin- 


will th 


President, will 














xed Senator's State of Nebraska 
ld tomorrow enact an antideficien- 
judgment law, of course, the State of 
yraska would be affected. 

ck in 1918, when the Federal land 
nk refused to make loans to the farm- 

of North Dakota, the moment they 
the lending agencies got to- 
ier and promptly raised their rate to 
percent. They had a meeting at 
not, N. Dak. So after that meeting in 
18, if a farmer wished to make a first 
age loan on his land, he had to pay 
percent for a short-term loan. 
I came to Washington and spent 6 
ks here with William Gibbs McAdoo, 
10 at that time was Secretary of the 
ury. It was at that time that the 
istinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
rT] assisted me in getting the Federal 
nd bank to go back into the State of 
North Dakota and do business. The ex- 
cuse given at that time was that since the 
county had furnished seed to the farm- 
ers, that represented a first lien, and 
erefore the Federal land bank could 
not make loans, because it was claimed 
that under the law it must have a first 
mortgage on the land. It was arbitrarily 
held that such a seed loan would pro- 
hibit the Federal land bank from mak- 
ing a loan. 

At that time we prepared a brief on the 

bject. It was shown that in the State 

of Texas and other States which had ir- 
rigation, the irrigation ditches repre- 
ented a first lien until they were paid 
for; nevertheless, the Federal Govern- 
ment made loans, and paid no attention 
to the fact that the irrigation ditch rep- 
resented a first lien on the land. 

Let me explain to the Members of this 
body how it happened that North Da- 
kota enacted the antideficiency judgment 
law. The antideficiency judgment law 
applies not only to real estate, but also to 
the sale of personal property. It so hap- 
pened that one of the largest wholesale 
and retail mail-order houses in the world 
doing business in North Dakota had sold 
a washing machine to a woman at North- 
wood, N. Dak. As I remember, the price 
of the washing machine was $87.50. That 
woman made her living by doing wash- 
ing for her neighbors. She had paid for 
the machine in full, with the exception 
of $3.50. That was all she owed. One 
day a lawyer in Grand Forks sent the 
sheriff out, on behalf of this great cor- 
poration, worth millions of dollars, with 
repievin papers, to take the washing ma- 
chine away from this woman, who still 
owed $3.50 on it. 

That meant that the lawyer who drew 
up the replevin papers could charge a 
fixed fee of $25. It meant that the sher- 
iff would receive mileage of 10 cents a 
mile for coming from Grand Forks, N. 
Dak., to Northwood, N. Dak. In addition 
to the mileage allowance of 10 cenis a 
mile, he would also receive a fee pro- 
vided by law. 

The result was that the woman, in or- 
der to get her washing machine back, 
would have to pay between $40 and $50. 
One of the State senators there, Mr. 
Oliver Bilden, of Northwood, telephoned 
me, as Governor, and told me the cir- 
cumstances of the case. I sent a tele- 
gram to the sheriff, Oscar Redwing, say- 


sea, 


,ita 
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ing, “Unless you get the washing ma- 
chine back to that woman by 8 o'clock 
tonight, I will remove you as sheriff, and 
we will have a new sheriff in Grand Forks 
tomorrow morning.” I told him that I 
wanted a telegram from him as to wheth- 
er or not the washing machine had been 
returned to the woman at 7 o’clock that 
night. At 7 o’clock that evening I re- 
ceived a telegram stating that the wash- 
ing machine had been returned. I may 
add that later the woman paid the $3.50 
which she still owed to the mail order 
concern, as soon as she earned it. 

The members of the legislature and 
the people of North Dakota became in- 
tensely interested, not only in that case, 
but in hundreds of others. For example, 
some of the farmers had purchased 
trucks, and because of the drought, 
which really was an act of God, they 
suddenly found themselves unable to pay 
for the trucks. Some of them had pur- 
chased farm machinery, and others had 
purchased land. Those farmers were 
perfectiy willing to pay just as soon as 
they got hold of any money with which 
to pay, but they certainly could not pay 
until they had crops. 

This was about 1933 or 1934. About 
that time the Federal Government en- 
tered the picture, and Mr. Henry WAL- 
LACE, who at that time was Secretary of 
Agriculture, said that thousands of cattle 
out there had to be killed. Literally 
thousands of farmers sold cows for which 
they had paid $60, $75, or $80, for $17, 
$18, $19, or $20. I myself owned some 
cattle which were marched over to a 
sand pit and shot. Due to the lack of 
feed, it was felt that they could not be 
kept, and Mr. WALLACE did not seem to 
want to ship them to some other State. 

The Legislature of North Dakota at 
that time or shortly thereafter passed 
an antideficiency judgment bill. I wish 
to call the attention of the- Senate to 
the fact that even before that bill was 
passed, in an attempt to coerce the Su- 
preme Court of North Dakota, the Leg- 
islature of North Dakota, and the people 
of North Dakota, because of a decision 
to the effect that the State would have 
a first lien on the land because of the 
payment by the State of the premium 
for hail insurance, even at that time 
the Federal land bank was not making 
loans in the State of North Dakota. Up 
until that time, Mr. President, it was the 
matter of State hail insurance, they said, 
which kept the Federal land bank from 
operating within the borders of our 
State. Up until that time—1933—that 
was its excuse. 

Mr. President, after the legislature 
passed the Antideficiency Judgment Act, 
and ever since that time, every time we 
have had a session of the legislature the 
Federal land bank has been up there 
trying to get the State of North Dakota 
to repeal the Antideficiency Judgment 
Act. Let me say that up to the present 
time the members of the North Dakota 
Legislature, regardless of politics, have 
refused to repeal the Antideficiency 
Judgment Act. You can readily see 
how unfair it would be to repeal it. 

Let me add that there is another ele- 
ment which entered into the picture. 
In 1917 and 1918 an outfit which would 


SENATE 


| 











9025 





be 


selling hing 


threshing machines would 
send an agent to a farmer’s place. The 
situation I am about to describe is not 
true in all cases; perhaps it is true in 
only a small percentage of them. But 


the salesman would be so anxious to sell 
a $7,000 or $8,000 machine outfit to the 
farmer that he would talk the farmer 


into buying the threshing outfit, know- 


ing that the security on the machine 
itself—the engine and the separator— 
was not sufficient, and he would not 
only induce the farmer to give back a 
mortgage on the threshing machine and 
the engine but he would also take a 
mortgage on the farm itself. 

I remember one case, Mr. President, 


the Jacobs case, which was tried in the 
district court of North Dakota. It in- 
volved a farmer named Jacobs, who was 
living at Flasher, Morton County, N. Dak. 
He signed a $7,000 mortgage on an en- 
gine and separator, and also had a mort- 
gage put on his farm. The engine and 
separator were sent to the farm. When 
they arrived, the farmer let them stand 
in the yard for about a week before he 
first used them. When he used the ma- 
chine, he found it had a great many 
flaws in it, and that it was not as rep- 
resented. He notified the machine com- 
pany that he did not wart the engine 
and separator. To his surprise, he found 
on the back of the purchase agreement 
which he had signed, set out in very 
small print, words to the effect that 


“unless within 3 days after he received 


the engine and separator he notified the 
machine company by registered mail of 
any flaws he would have waived all 
rights on his part in connection with 
any flaws in that machinery. 

So when our legislature met, it passed 
a law which prohibited the printing in 
fine type on the back of any form of 
anything which was to be considered as 
a part of the agreement. Later on, still 
in 1933, while I was Governor of the 
State, the legislature passed another law 
which provided that a mortgage given 
by a farmer was not good unless it was 
also signed by his wife. That is still the 
law in North Dakota today. 

Since 1932 the Federal land bank has 
not made these loans in the State of 
North Dakota. It is for that reason that 
I introduced Senate bill 2086, a bill to 
amend the Federal Farm Loan Act so as 
to prohibit the Federal land banks from 
refusing to make mortgage loans in 
States the laws of which prevent the 
rendering of deficiency judgments. 

I am sure the Senate will be interested 
in a letter which I received, which was 
enclosed in one sent to me this morning 
by the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Wac- 
NER]. I know that the farmers of North 
Dakota will be interested in it. 

The letter is signed by the Assistant 
Administrator, Charles F. Brannan. The 
letter is dated December 2. I hope every 
farmer in the State of North Dakota and 
every farmer in the entire Northwest 
will read the letter, because it shows to 
what extent bureaucracy runs riot and 
that when we give some of these men @ 
little authority they are perfectly willing 
to use it even against the farmers, the 
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people of a State, who, through their 
representatives, voted to create the Fed- 
eral land bank itself. 

The letter reads as follows: 

Deak SenaTor WaGNeR: Further reference 
is made to your letter of August 25, 1944, 


requesting a report on S. 2086, a bill to 
amend the Federal Farm Loan Act, as 
amended, so as to prohibit Federal land banks 
from refusing to make mortgage loans in 
States the laws of which prevent the render- 


of deficiency judgments. 
bill would amend section 14 of the 
Farm Loan Act, as amended (12 


ing 
The 
Fec eral 


U. S. C. 791), by adding a new paragraph 
to provide that no Federal land bank shall 
have power to refuse to make loans in any 
State for the reason that the laws of said 


State prohibit the rendering of deficiency 
judgments in foreclosure proceedings of 
mortgages, liens, or contracts. The effect of 
the bill would be to require Federal land 


banks to make loans in any State the laws 
of which wholly preclude enforcement of the 
personal liability of borrowers on real estate 


mortgaces. 

At the present time the bill would apply 
only to the State of North Dakota, which is 
the only State where, because of such laws, 
Federal land-bank loans now are not being 
maae, 


Mr. President, let me digress a moment 
to say that when the writer of the letter 
said that North Dakota is the only State 


law, that man, the Assistant Administra- 
tor, is paying a splendid compliment to 
the farmers of the State of North Dakota. 
I do not know of any other State in the 
Union where the farmers are so thor- 
oughly organized against unjust legisla- 
tion as they are in the State of North 
Dakota. They have spent 27 years in 
becoming educated. Out there they 
know when they, are robbed; out there 
they know when they are being discrim- 
inated against. So, out there, those 
farmers, beginning 27 years ago, have 
taken steps to see to it that the kind of 
legislation which protects them is en- 
acted. 

The distinguished junior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AIKkEen] a moment ago 
mentioned the fact that the interest 
rates were reduced. That is correct. 
But that was not done, Mr. President, 
until the farmers organized. In that 
State, up until the time when the farm- 
ers organized themselves, we were pay- 
ing all the way from 12 percent to 18 
percent interest when land was sold for 
taxes. In order to redeem the land it was 
necessary to pay interest of from 12 per- 
cent to 18 percent; and I myself have 
abstracts showing that mortgages on 
land, made prior to 1916, were drawing 
interest at the rate of 12 percent 

The farmers there organized by estab- 
lishing the Bank of North Dakota. They 
appropriated $2,000,000 in order to es- 
tablish a bank owned by the people of 
North Dakota. That bank has been so 
successful that not only has the §$2,- 
000,000 been paid back a long, long time 
ago, but today the bank is, I believe, the 
largest bank between Minneapolis, Minn., 
on the one side, and Seattle, Wash., on 
the other. The last time I saw the foot- 
ings in that bank they were in the neigh- 
borhood of $70,000,000. As far back as I 
can remember, no matter who was man- 


| as a reactionary, a liberal, a Republican, 


or a Democrat, the bank has never made 
a profit of less than one-half million dol- 
lars a year. I understand that this year 
the profit will be considerably greater. 
That half million dollars is a direct bene- 
fit to the people as the bank is owned by 
the people of North Dakota. 

But in addition, Mr. President, many 
million dollars of indirect benefits have 
been received by the people. For ex- 
ample, in selling its bonds a county, 
which formerly had to pay 6-percent 
interest, is now enabled to obtain money 
from the Bank of North Dakota at an 
interest rate of from 14 to 242 percent. 
Not only is that true, but I remember that 
one county, when it was unable to sell 
its bonds to anyone at any price, got the 
Bank of North Dakota to take the bonds, 
and they have since been paid off in 
full. 

So in North Dakota, Mr. President, we 
do not worry any more about whether 
we shall have a scourge of grasshoppers, 
or rust, or drought, because the various 
municipalities of North Dakota know 
that there is one place to which they 
can always go to dispose of some of their 
bonds. 

In January of 1935 the Legislature of 


| North Dakota amended the law so that 
in the Union which has this kind of a | 





ager of the bank, whether he was known | 


the counties of that State could issue 
bonds. The legislature safeguarded the 
people by providing that the bonds could 
not pay more than 6 percent interest, and 
if a county exchanged old bonds for new 
ones, they had to be exchanged on a 
basis of equality. 

I refer again to Mr. Brannan’s letter 
which reads, in part, as follows: 

The principles embodied in this bill have 
been considered by the Farm Credit Adminis- 
tration in previous reports. 


I may add that not only did the farm- 
ers in North Dakota create the Bank of 
North Dakota, but after they established 
the bank they went still further. They 
said that the farmers of North Dakota 
might also insure their crops with the 
State of North Dakota against hail. I 
am sure that every Senator in this Cham- 
ber, especially if he comes from a farm- 
ing State, will be interested in knowing 
that by the passage of the law to which 
I have referred the farmers have been 
enabled to save between $50,000,000 and 
$55,000,000 in premiums on hail insur- 
ance. They have paid that much less 
than they would have paid if they had 
been compelled to insure their crops with 
companies which were writing hail in- 
surance. 

The fight in North Dakota became so 
bitter that those who were in opposition 
to the farmers made the mistake of 
assailing them, with the result that the 
farmers of North Dakota passed legisla- 
tion which provided for the insuring of 
all public buildings against fire and tor- 
nado with the State of North Dakota. In 
that respect the rates were reduced 
nearly two-thirds. Not only were the 
rates reduced about two-thirds on fire 
insurance on every public building in 
North Dakota, but today there is a fund 
of between $2,000,000 and $3,000,000 to 
take care of such insurance. I know 
that some of the municipalities have 
not been called upon to pay anything for 
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some years. I believe that legislation was 
introduced which provided that if the 
fund should reach $2,000,000 no assess- 
ment was to be made for a certain period 
of time. Moreover, Mr. President, th: 
State issues fiduciary bonds. Thos: 
bonds have been issued at a rate of about 
3314 percent of what was charged before. 
That department of the State govern- 
ment has also been very successful. 

So, I judge, Mr. President, that the 
Federal land banks are not interested 
very much in the matter of the anti-defi- 
ciency-judgment law. I think that their 
attitude is camouflaged. As I have al- 
ready said, they did not make loans in 
North Dakota because of the pretext tha 
the Supreme Court decision held that the 
premium on hail insurance should be a 
first lien upon the land. It was on that 
pretext that they originally refused to 
make loans within the State. The matter 
of the anti-deficiency-judgment law wa 
merely an excuse on their part for not 
making the loans. 

Mr. President, I remember one day 
when one of their attorneys came to 
me. He said, “Governor, we have nev 
sued for a deficiency judgment against 
any farmer in the State of North Dakota 
in all our history.” I said, “If that 
true, what objection have you to the | 
which has been passed by the legislatu 
and overwhelmingly approved by the 
people of the State of North Dakota?” 

Mr. President, as I proceed to read the 
letter to which I have already referred 


| I believe that it will be found to go into 


considerable detail. The letter states: 


The principles involved in this bill have 
been considered by the Farm Credit Admin- 
istration in previous reports. On June 1, 
1937, a report was submitted by Governor 
Myers to Hon. Marvin Jones, chairman, Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, United States House 
of Representatives, on H. R. 5401 (75th Con 
lst sess.), a bill prohibiting deficiency judg- 
ments in real-estate foreclosure by the Farm 
Credit Administration, the Federal Land Bank 
Commissioner, and the Federal land banks, 
and prohibiting an increased rate of interest 
after maturity. On April 8, 1939, pursuant 
to Senate Resolution 89 (76th Cong., Ist sess.) | 
Governor Hill submitted a report to the Pres- 
ident of the Senate concerning deficiency 
judgments which had been obtained by the 
Federal land banks and the Federal Farm 
Mortgage Corporation (S. Doc. No. 59). In 
each of these reports, the view was expressed 
that nullification of the right to enforce the 
personal responsibility of borrowers would 
materially impair the capacity of the Fed- 
eral land banks to extend credit to farmers 
and endanger the cooperative principles 
upon which the Federal farm-loan system is 
founded. 


Mr. President, digressing again, I wish 
to repeat that, in my opinion, it is not a 
fact at all that the Federal land bank 
has refused to make these loans because 
of the anti-deficiency-judgment law, and 
it is an attempt to wreck the entire pro- 
gram in the State of North Dakota. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield to the distin- 
guished Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. It comes to my 
mind what was done by the commercial 
banks throughout the West during the 
banking crisis. The State banks and the 
National banks also were permitted to 








their depositors in and say, “We can- 
not pay our liabilities,” and they were 
nermitted to make a deal with the de- 
»ositors by which the depositors would 
1 off 30 or 40 or 50 or 60 percent of 
‘deposits. Their deposits were lia- 

ies of the banks just as much as the 
age on a farm is a liability against 
borrower. The banks were per- 
mitted to do that, in fact they were 
iced to have their customers come in 

| sign off and take the loss which had 

n sustained by the operators of the 
banks. ‘The depositors lost as high as 75 


percent. That was permitted for the 
commercial banks, but the Federal land 
could not do that with the 

] mers 
Mr. LANGER. That is exactly cor- 
rect, and, in order that there may be no 


I nderstanding, I may say that the 
Bank of North Dakota has paid in full 
every penny it ever owed to anybody to- 
her with interest; but some 561 com- 
cial banks in North Dakota which 
( d, as the distinguished senior Sen- 
from Minnesota has said, some- 
es signed agreements whereby the 
depositor lost 75 percent and even up to 
60 percent and in some cases where the 
nk became insolvent the depositor got 
‘tically nothing. The Federal land 
nk, however, as the distinguished Sen- 
r has said, would not throw off one 
ingle dollar. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I may say for the 
purpose of illustrating my previous re- 
rks that there was a banker in my 
State who said that if a farmer could not 
his mortgage he was not entitled to 
it back at a lower price than the 
rtgage, while speculators could at 
tion buy it for perhaps two-thirds or 
half the amount of the mortgage that 
was due. He said he thought that was 
all right; that if a man cannot pay his 
debts he ought to lose his security. I 


said, “Why do you not apply that to 
yourself?” He asked, “What do you 
mean?” I said, “You never paid your 


debts in the crisis.” He said, “What do 
you mean?” I said, “Like others, you 
called your depositors in and said to 
them you were not able to pay your li- 
abilities and that you would have to close 
the bank unless they would sign off 
enough of what you owed them so as to 
leave the bank solvent with what was 
left.” I said further, “I do not see that 
there is any difference between your tak- 
ing deposits and a man borrowing money 
from a bank on security. I know you 
advertise your total footings as assets 
and liabilities, but the money you have 
on deposit in the bank is money you 
borrowed from your depositors, and you 
were permitted to say, ‘I can pay you 30 
cents on the dollar’—or something like 
thet—‘and give you a deposit slip for 30 
or 40 percent of what I owe.’” I said, 
“I do not see why you should be entitled 
to do that when a man who has worked 
on his farm for 12 or 15 years and has 
done the best he could but has had poor 
crops cannot have the benefit of this 
Same washing out as you bankers have.” 
He said, “I never thought of that.” 
Mr.LANGER. The distinguished Sen- 
ator from Minnesota is exceedingly well 
informed. 
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Mr. President, I have just been in- 
formed that the distinguished senior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Fot- 
LETTE] desires to speak upon the St. 
Lawrence waterway and I shall yield to 
him, but before doing so I wish to say 
that one reason why this matter of in- 
surance by the State of North Dakota 
has been so very successful has been due 
to the fine men we have been able to at- 
tract to the various offices in the insur- 
ance department. The present State in- 


surance commissioner, Mr. Oscar E, 
Erickson, has been insurance commis- 


sioner now for going on the tenth year. 
He has made an outstanding success; he 
is known as perhaps the ablest State in- 
surance commissioner in the entire 
United States of America, and I want 
to make it very plain that with such ex- 
cellent management, of course, insur- 
ance of this kind can be very successful. 

I now yield the floor to the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Wisconsin yield to the Senator 
from Maine? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
INFORMATION FROM TARIFF COMMIS- 

SION CONCERNING CERTAIN PRODUCTS 

AND THE RATIO OF IMPORTS IN RELA- 

TION THERETO 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate Resolution 341, 
which is on the calendar with a unani- 


mous report. There are two commit- 
tee amendments which I shall ask to 


have adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res- 
olution will be stated by title 
information of the Senate. 

The Curer CierK. Aresolution (5. Res. 
341) calling on the United States Tariff 
Commission for information concerning 
certain products and the ratio of imports 
in relation thereto. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand, the resolution has been unani- 
mously reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee, and it is a simple resolution to 
obtain certain informaiion from the 
Tariff Commission. 

Mr. BREWSTER. That is correct, and 
there are two committee amendments 
which have been suggested by the Tariff 
Commission which I shall ask to have 
adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution (S., 
Res. 341) submitted by Mr. BREWSTER On 
November 29, 1944, and reported on De- 
cember 7, 1944, from the Committee on 
Finance, with amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will state the first amendment reported 
by the Committee on Finance. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On 
line 1, after the word “Resolved”, it is 
proposed to strike out: 

That the United States Tariff Commission 
is hereby directed, under the provisions of 
section 332 of the Tariff Act of 1930, to exam- 


for the 


nage 2 


ta “~ 
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ine the dutiable items, the imp 


nports of which 
in 1939 were valued at over $100,000, and to 



































































report to the Senate, with respect to each 
such item or closely related group of items, 


as follows: 
(1) The quantity and value of United 
States production in 1939 and the rat f 


imports to domestic consumption in that 


year; 

(2) The probable long-term annual im- 
ports in quantity and value for each of these 
products in the post-war period. 


That the United States Tariff Commission 
is ereby directed, under the provisions of 
se n 332 the Tariff Act of 1930, to exam- 
TY ] 





> and free, the imports of 


> valued at over $100,000, 
or which in the judgment of the Commission 
might t mported in excess of that amount 
in the post-war period, and, insofar as 
may prove practicable, to report to the Sen- 
ate, with respect to each su-h cle, as 
follows: 


(1) (a) The quantity and value of imports 
in 1939; 








(b) The ntity of United 
States production, ¢ and exports 
in 1939 of the like, similar, or compe ve 
article, the ratio of imports to dom c con- 
sumption, and the number of pt ns en- 

ed in the pro l t nd 

(2) The prob > sl - and long-term 
effects of the changes in conditions which 
have resulted from the war upon the qu . 
and value of imports, and upon the produc- 
tion, the number of persons engaged i 
production, the consumption and the exports 





of the like, si 


milar, or competitive article 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I 
propose an amendment to the committs 
amendment, which I ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will state the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Maine to the committee 


amendment. 


The LECISLATIVE CLERK. In thi m- 
mittee amendment, on page 3, line 3, 
after the word “effects”, it is proposed 
to insert#‘with specific estimates wher- 


ever posable 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to 

The amendment a 
agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee 
was, on page 3, after line 15, to strike 
section 2, as follow 


amended was 





Sec. 2. The Commissi« l ] n- 
sofar as statistical data will } the m- 
ber of S ¢ aged l )} in United 
St es t prod é | f the } d- 
uc ( ly of prod i : i t nis 
re 1 1 the ¢ nated 1 which 

>. 
MW d e ¢ yed und 3 

1u r (2) abd 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 
line 22, after ‘“‘Sec.’’, to strike out “3” 


and insert “2.” 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment wa 
line 3, after the 
rike out “January 31, 1945” and insert 
“February 28, 1945.” 
The amendment was agreed to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER If 
be no further an to be p 
th 


words “later than”, to 


«+ 


1endment 





question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended 
The resolution r 4 reed 
to a {fo oO 
Re T I . 
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provisions of section 332 of the Tariff Act of 





1930, to examine articles, dutiable and free, 
the imports of which in 1939 were valued at 
over $100,000, or which in the judgment of 
the Com! yn might be imported in excess 
of that amount in the post-war period, and, 
it as it may prove practicable, to report 
to tl nate, with respect to each such arti- 
cle, as 1OlloV 

(1) (a) The quantity and value of imports 


and value of United 
col nption, and exports 
in 1 ) of the like, similar, or competitive 
e, the ratio of imports to domestic con- 
tion, and the number of persons en- 

d in the production thereof; and 
2) The probable sh and long-term ef- 
timates wherever pos- 


tity 


Lort- 


ts with specific e 


» of the changes in conditions which have 
resulted from the war upon the quantity and 
value of imports, and upon the production, 

e number of persons engaged in produc- 
I he consumption and the exports of the 

‘ ilar, or competitive article, if the 
iuties in effect on July 1, 1939, were to (a) 


t 
T 

} 

i 

c 

r in in effect, (b) be reduced by 50 per- 
cent, and (c) be increased by 50 percent: 
Provided, That such estimates shall be based 
upon two assumptions: First, that the na- 
tional annual income in the post-war period 
ximately that which prevailed in 
] and, second, that the national annual 
income in the post-war period will be 75 
percent greater than in 1939. 

Sec. 2. (a) The Commission shall under- 
take these projects, so far as practical accord- 
ing to the schedules in the Tariff Act of 1930, 
or, if preferred, according to the import 
classes used by the Department of Commerce. 
The report on each group shall be submitted 
to the Senate as it is completed and all re- 
ports in response to this resolution shall be 
submitted not later than February 28, 1945. 

(b) In the preparation of the report in 
response to this resolution, the Commission 
is authorized to secure such information as 
may be necessary from the Departments of 
Commerce, State, Agriculture, and such other 
departments or agencies of the Government 
as may be necessary, and is directed to give 
precedence to this work over other work now 
before the Commission. 


is appre 


The preamble was agreed to. 
STATE DEPARTMENT NOMINATIONS—AN- 
NOUNCEMENT OF PUBLIC HEARINGS 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I re- 
gret that so many Senators deeply inter- 
ested in the recent nominations to posi- 
tions in the State Department are not 
present at this time. I merely wish to 
announce to the Senate and to all inter- 
ested Senators that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations has set a meeting for 
next Tuesday, at 10:30 o’clock a m., in 
the caucus room, Senate Office Building, 
for public hearings on the four nomina- 
tions which have been heretofore sub- 
mitted for positions in the Department of 
ite and two additional ones which will 
robably be sent to the Senate today. 
ourt the attention of all the Senators 
are seeking information, so that if 
desire they may be present. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 


Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States submitting nomina- 
tions were communicated to the Senate 
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


St: 
n 
I cc 
whi 
t 


10 
hey 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
construction, repair, and preservation of 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


certain public works on rivers and har- 

bors, and for other purposes. 

PRIVATE INTEREST IN THE ST. LAW- 
RENCE PROJECT 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
when the St. Lawrence seaway project 
was under consideration in the Senate in 
1934, I discussed the project at great 
length and participated in the debate. It 
is not my purpose this morning to go into 
great detail in connection with the vari- 
ous aspects of the project. I do wish to 
touch upon certain matters which I 
think are of importance in considering 
the proposal, and, should there be further 
debate upon it at this session or at the 
| coming session of Congress, I expect to 
go into the matter in greater detail. 

Mr. President, it is not possible to un- 
derstand the contentions and maneuver- 
ing which have been going on in Wash- 
ington and throughout the country re- 
garding the St. Lawrence project with- 
| out reference to the historic back- 
ground. In the past 10 years a whole 
series of arguments have been advanced 
against the project, and each one has 
proved to be unfounded. 

It has been contended that the proj- 
| ect is not feasible from an engineering 
point of view; that it is not desirable from 
an economic point of view; that it will 
cost too much and, therefore, will be 
wasteful; that it will be used too much 
and, consequently, would hurt existing 
industries; that we do not need the power 
because we have plenty of it, but, if we 
need the power, it is better to get it from 
more expensive steam-electric stations; 
and that as a treaty it is not desirable, 
but as an agreement it is unconstitu- 
tional. 

In the course of the discussion, I am 
certain that much of this confusion will 
be dispelled and the great national bene- 
fits of this project will be convincingly 
| presented to the Senate. 

There was a time prior to 1932 when 
there was little confusion and contro- 
versy about the advantages of this proj- 
ect. In fact, as early as 1902, when pri- 
vate interests were beginning to show 
justifiable self-interest in the develop- 
ment of the project for private profit, the 
advantages of the undertaking as the 
cheapest source of power were fully rec- 
ognized. It is only since it has become 
government policy both in the State of 
New York and the Federal Government 
to develop water power resources under 
government initiative, that the confusion 
has been wilfully fostered. This will be- 
come clear in a brief recitation of the 
various steps taken by private and pub- 
lic bodies to develop this project. Ever 
since 1902, first the Aluminum Co. of 
America, then the General Electric Co., 
the du Pont Co., and later the Niagara 
Hudson Power Corporation, have all been 
successively interested in acquiring 
power sites and riparian rights, as well as 
licenses, for the development of the 
water power on the St. Lawrence River. 

In 1807 the Long Sault Development 
Co. was incorporated as a subsidiary of 
the Aluminum Co. of America. Under 
the terms of its incorporation it was 
granted the right by the New York State 
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Legislature to build a dam and to con- 
struct works upon the St. Lawrence Ri 
The company proceeded to acquire title 
to considerable island and shore proper- 
ty on the St. Lawrence River, and m 
engineering plans for the development o{ 
hydroelectric power near Barnh 
Island, where the plant proposed by 1 
amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont would be built. This subsid 

of the Aluminum Co. claimed, tocei! 
with its Canadian subsidiary, the § 
Lawrence Power Co., the exclusive 1 
to construct works upon the St. L 
rence River in the International Ra; 
section. 

In 1913, however, the act of 1907, w! 
granted permission to construct w 
upon the St. Lawrence River to the L: 
Sault Development Co., was repealed 
the New York State Legislature. T 
was followed in 1916 by a decision of t 
Court of Appeals of New York St 
which held that the State could n 
properly surrender righis which it h 
in trust for the people. It conclu 
that the act of 1907 under which the L 
Sault Development Co. was incorporai 
was unconstitutional and void. 

Under conditions of war emergency 
in 1918, the Aluminum Co. of Ameri 
applied for authorization and obtain 
permission from the War Department 
and the International Joint Commissi 
to build a submerged weir on the St 
Lawrence River to increase the supply o/ 
power to its plant at Massena, N. Y. In 
September 1918, the construction of th 
weir was approved. Thus, on the ver: 
river and near the same site where it is 
proposed to build the river project unde: 
the terms of the amendment the sam 
privilege was granted to a private com- 
pany, without a fight, by the order of 
executive and administrative agenc 

In 1921 the State of New York created 
a Water Power Commission with the 
power to issue 50-year licenses for priva 
development of the State-owned powe! 
sites. Immediately the St. Lawrenc: 
Transmission Co., again a subsidiary of 
the Aluminum Co. of America, and th 
St. Lawrence Power Co., a subsidiary of 
General Electric Co. and E. I. du Pont cs 
Nemours & Co., Inc., applied for licenses. 
These two companies were soon merged 
into one, which came to be known as the 
Frontier Corporation. 

It is well to point out that at this time 
the International Joint Commission had 
been holding hearings all over this coun- 
try and in Canada on the feasibility of 
@ deep waterway from the Great Lakes 
to the Atlantic Ocean. This interest was 
aroused and stimulated by the experi- 
ences of the last war, when our railroad 
transportation system was nearly par- 
alyzed and supplies were delayed in 
reaching ship side. 

Now the Frontier Corporation, repre- 
senting the Aluminum Co. of America, 
the General Electric Co., and the du 
Pont Co., was interested in the acquisi- 
tion and development of the power re- 
sources of the St. Lawrence River. They 
had acquired then title to most of the 
land in the international boundary where 
this project is proposed to be constructed. 
Incidentally, the Frontier Corporation, 
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The first plan for the develop- 


ind a report to the 
i ommission on Navigation 
Power in the St. Lawrence River by 
L. Cooper & Co. On the cover of 
py I have here is engraved the 
of Owen D. Young Hugh L. 
Senators will recall, is the Amer- 
ineer who later constructed the 
Dam for the Russian Govern- 
The generating equipment for 
Dniep per Dam was built by the Gen- 
Electric Co. at Schenectady, N. Y. 
mentioning these facts only to point 
it this first comprehensive private 
r the development of the St. Law- 
away and power project carries 
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hority 


wel and experience 
nd it 
privatewompanies that were back- 
Colonel Cooper's plans for the devel- 
ent of the St. Lawrence seaway and 
er project are well known through- 
the country for their keen eye for 
-making opportunities. In brief, 
nel Cooper proposed to the Inter- 
Joint Commission for their ap- 
the construction at private ex- 
necessary dams and 
from Lake Ontario to Montreal to 
te a navigation channel of 30 feet, 
1 power, both at the International 
ids as well as down the river at Sou- 
and Lachine Rapids, upward of 
10,000 horsepower. He proposed to 
rtake this at a total cost of 
00.000, 000 to his private clients. 
nel Cooper’s clients would make a 
of the joint costs of navigation and 
to the Governments of Canada 
United States in exchange for 
right to generate and sell the power 
the whole St. Lawrence River. 
lonel Cooper's clients did not rest 
r case merely by the presentation of 
report to the International Joint 
mission. On June 11, 1920, they 
application with the Federal 
Commission for the right to build 
m on the St. Lawrence River 1 ! 
terms and provisions of the law set 
280, Sixty-sixth 
approved by the 


nde 
inaer 


3184, 


jlent of the United States on June 
1920. It must be clear that they did 
waste much time before filing an ap- 
ition for the construction of this dan 


SS the > international boundar The 
, York, however, file a an ob- 
ion wi th the Federal Power Com- 
sion to this application. 
n 1926 another report was filed by 
ynel Cooper with the New York State 
er Power Commission in connection 
1 license application on behalf of the 
ntier Corporation. At the same time 
entered into the 
application was made to 
r Power Com- 
sion on behalf of the American Super 
tion. The Commission 
ed that it was ready to grant permits 
the construction of the dams to the 


ting interests 
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Smith opposed this proposition and made 
it a campaign issue in that year, and 
upon reelection of Governor Smith the 


application was withdrawn 


In i928 the capital of the 








poration was juired | the new 
formed i i-Hudson Power Corpo- 
ration Ss corporation acq d all 
private claims to Niagara River power re- 
ources and those upon the interr nal 


subsidiary, the 

cont inued to purchase substantial tracts 
of land, including an additional part of 
Barnhart Island and the whole of 


Crysler Island 


This effort on the part of the private 


interests to secure the development of 
this great natural resource for their own 
benefit can well be appreciated, and I 


quote from Colonel Cooper's report 


If afforded the opportunity— 


Colonel 








Cooper's report said— 

we will offer to provide without G 

d or guarat Ss from ¢ da l 1 
State two < r¢ dams nd tw vere 
Nouse a tneir ! € . 

Colonel Cooper’s report continued 

We believe that the € est sing e€ r 
the estor% l i the publi to n ( - 
tentment and hap} 
The construction of ed 
will give to the Zo ls 
nd for a radius of fron he 
Croil Island site, power advantages at least 
equal to and probably be r than t € at 
now exist, or can be hereafter created at 
Niagara Falls, for re ns that wlll be here- 
inafter set forth 


Colonel 
eulogistic 
a 


oe 'S 
about 


report was equally 
the advantages of navi- 
g and I qu 1ote briefly from that sec- 
tion of the report: 





It will be seer there e, t the € 
to be supplied with cheap power v e 
aided ir commercial development t e 
coincide cre ol ne n o 
vantage These ! 4 n d p 
p! ce ed wv water | i 
the vast ra l exl I 
territ y W ve 2 e ll ist! i- 
Val € that cant De tnerw cY ed 
or I d elise here e A 4 - 





Colonel Cooper and his clients, the 
Aluminum Co. of America, the General 
Electric Co., and the du Pont Co. were 
not the only ones interested in the de- 
velopment of the St. Lawrence seaway 
and power project. Tl undertakin 
held equal favor with highly placed New 
England businessmen. Mr. Henry I. 
Harriman, twice president of the United 
States Chamber of Commerce and also 
president of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce and the New England Cou | 
was one of the ents proponents of the 
St. Lawrence power and navigation proj- 
ect. Senators know that Mr. Harriman 


J ole, ry v. } j ha pt , 
is as widely experienced in the develop- 
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— . AIKEN. Mr. President—— 
he PRESIDING OFFICE Ri BILBO 
in ‘ee chair). Does the estes from 
Wisconsin yield t the § fi 
Vermont? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield 
AIKEN. I think it might be well 
to state at this point that Mr. Harriman 
is one of the most pre minent f not th 
most prominent, public-ut executives 
in all New England 

Mr. LA ee I made that 
statement. Pt eS did r 
hear ij 
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eyeiwm ¢ wae maiinlie c 
Mr. Harriman was equally enth 





about the transportation features of this 
project He said: 

To summarize, then, it is fair to ¢ ime 
tha 4 DU of il can I! DY A e! 
t h the ilu ed St. Lawre n 
Vv end e Great Lak t Pp 
of New En d for 12 cents or lk and 
the west pt ble rate which it ¢ now 
move t t e same is 18 cen 
Wi tru f wl would be ¢ ly tru 
of f 1 d even more tru ( pack € 
fre is ¢ to t t Bui- 
1 fre t I 

fraffic from inte: New England pc S 
\ d benefit by the St. Lawrence route 

lay such traffic, moving to its destination 
via the Great Lake must first move 609 
miles by rail to Buffalo; but upon the com- 
} n of this project it would move 300 
mile by rail to Ogdensburg or other St. 
Lawrence ports, and there be transferred to 
lake eamers; and this would be an ad- 
vantage, 1 only to the shippers, but to the 
New Eng d railroads which would thereby 
receive a lor r hau er their own rails 

I l believe frei uld move more 

pidly and more regularly to and from the 


( of the Great Lakes by boat than by 
in Boats would travel from Boston, 
tland, or Providence to Detroit or Cleve- 


ind in 7 to 8 days, and to Duluth or Chicago 
n 10 days, and a shipper could be sure of his 


me of delivery whereas now he is subject 


an bh et tet be ee oe 


1 


the rail delays caused at the various 
crowded gateways through which traffic 
must pass. (Excerpt from the St. Lawrence 
Project—Its Meaning to New England, by 
Henry I. Harriman, former president of the 
Boston Chamber of Commerce, 1921, p. 11.) 


In 1928, Mr. Harriman was still greatly 
interested in development of the St. Law- 
rence seaway. He devoted a considerable 
portion of his presidential address before 
the Boston Chamber of Commerce to this 
preject. I quote: 

May I in closing briefly refer to a project 
which in my opinion will vitally affect for the 


better transportation conditions in New 
England. I refer to the Great Lakes-St. 
Lawrence seaway project so strongly favored 
by President Coolidge and by President-elect 
Hoover, 

* ” . * * 


The opening of the Panama Canal greatly 
expanded New England's markets on the Pa- 





citic coast Boston is now nearer to Los 
Angeles and San Francisco, from a rate stand- 
point, than is K as City or Minneapolis, 
and if the St. Lawrence seaway is built Chi- 
c » and Duluth will be as near to Boston, 
viewed from the standpoint of rates, as 
Buffalo or Pittsburgh. 
* o . . . 

The Panama Canal has opened one-fourth 
of the markets of the United States to the 
New England manufacturers, markets which 
were formerly closed to them through high 
freight rat and the construction of the 
St. Lawrence seaway will open to these same 
manufacturers another vast section of the 
country, the Middle West, with its 40,000,000 
inhabitants The St Lawrence seaway 


means much to the Middle West, but in my 
opinion it means even more to the pecple of 
the New England States. 


Mr. Harriman also wrote a book in 
1929, fully supporting by factual data 
his conclusions in favor of the seaway 
and power project. The private power 
company officials were not the only ones 
completely sold on the advantages of the 
St. Lawrence power development, but 
even to a larger degree the presidents of 
the larger railroad companies, with the 
exception of those in the East, were all in 
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usiastic | favor of the construction of the seaway. 








I have here a series of statements by the 
presidents of various western trunk lines 
heartily supporting the seaway as a 
benefit to the western railroads. These 


statements were given from 1920 to 1929 
at the same time as Colonel Cooper, on 
behalf of his clients, and Mr. Harriman, 


f 
Ja 
t of the New England Power As- 
n, were promoting the project as 
a benefit to the East. Among those who 
were supporters, some of whom are 
still living, were Ralph Budd, then presi- 
dent of the Great Northern Railroad, and 


preside 


sociatlo 


tne 


since of the Burlington lines; Mr. S. M. 
Felton, president of the Chicago, Great 
Western Railroad; Mr. Hale Holden, then 
president of Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad, and later vice president 


of the First National Bank of New York; 
Mr. A. H. Scandrett, president of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
road; Mr. Howard Elliott, chairman of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad; Mr. Fred 
Sargent, president of the Chicago, North 
Western Railroad Co. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that these statements may be 
printed as an appendix to my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 1.) 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Under the im- 
petus of this great interest in the de- 
velopment of the St. Lawrence seaway, 
many State legislatures and State Gov- 
ernors officially went on record and con- 
tributed State funds for the furtherance 
of this project through the Great Lakes- 
St. Lawrence Tidewater Association. In 
1929 there were 23 States officially con- 
nected with this organization, either by 
legislative or executive order. With na- 
tional support, President Coolidge and 
President Hoover carried through nego- 
tiations with Canada which resulted in 
the treaty of 1932. 

By the time the treaty came to a vote 
in the Senate in 1934, however, there 
had come over the country a great 
change, and those very groups which for 
years had consistently supported the St. 
Lawrence project suddenly disappeared 
from the scene. Instead, the Association 
of Railway Executives, in the person of 
the general counsel, appeared before the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee in 
1933 to vigorously oppose the project. 
Those other interests, the private power 
companies, which advertised the benefits 
of the St. Lawrence power throughout 
the land as the cheapest source of power 
in the United States, suddenly became 
silent officially, and through their agents 
started opposing the construction of this 
project. 

What was the reason for this sudden 
change in the attitude of those who were 
principally instrumental in the first place 
in stimulating public interest all through 
the first 30 years up to 1932 in the St. 
Lawrence seaway and power project? 
The plain reason for this change of atti- 
tude on the part of these groups, I be- 
lieve, was due to the change in govern- 
mental policy toward the development of 
the water resources of the State and 
Nation. After Gov. Alfred Smith came 
Gov. Franklin Roosevelt. They believed 
that the good of the people requires the 
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development of river resources of th 
country for the benefit of all the peop): 
and they would not relinquish the publ; 
heritages for private profit. 

When this policy became ent 
the Federal Government after 1932 
looked pretty hopeless for those 
wanted to take the St. Lawrence pri 
for their own. I shall shortly give px 
as to the very devious ways in which t! 
private power companies have opposed 
the St. Lawrence project. First, how- 
ver, let me explain how it is that t} 
railroads west of Lake Michigan, which 
up until 1929 were in favor of the S! 
Lawrence project, suddenly became sil 
and now are on reccrd in opposition ¢ 
it through their national railroad organ- 
ization. 

I have before me the official record 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
which give figures on the 30 large stock- 
holders of these trunk-line railroac 
With few exceptions, in every inst 
the greatest majority of the individu 
and banking and brokerage firms which 
own the largest blocks of sMares are lo- 
cated in New York or Boston. I h 
here also an analysis of the princi 
interests and connections of the direc- 
tors of the western railroads, and in t! 
majority of cases they will be found 
the Directory of Directors of New York 
City. 

It is this eastern control of much of 
the stock ownership and management 
of the western roads that establish¢ 
the connection between the power issu: 
I have just recited and the attitude ot 
the western railroad managements. T! 
issue that is being fought here is not 
economic, physical, engineering, or in 
ternational advantages or ramificatio1 
of the St. Lawrence project, for th 
factors were well considered and satis- 
factorily answered by the private inter- 
ests 15 years and more ago. 

The issue, divested of the welter « 
confusing contentions, is the public de- 
velopment of the St. Lawrence powe: 
project. It is my belief that if that i: 
were presented squarely before this bo 
there would be no doubt that the Senat 
of the United States would forthwit! 
approve the amendment of the Senato! 
from Vermont, for it is the national 
policy, as it is now the policy of the Stat 
of New York under both Democratic and 
Republican administrations, to develop 
river basins under public control and { 
the benefit of consumers. The Congres 
has asserted that principle over and o\ 
again. The last time the Senate went 
on record was only a week ago, in con- 
nection with the consideration of 
flood-control bill, and in connecti 
with the consideration of the bill whi 
is now before the Senate. 

This is a matter of public policy th 
is well established and has been recog- 
nized by both parties. It is today the 
policy of the State of New York und 
Governor Dewey, as well as of the Fede: 
Government under President Roosevelt. 

The opponents of this project dare not, 
therefore, put the real issue squarely to 
the Congress of the United States, be- 
cause I feel sure they know what would 
be the overwhelming result. Instead 
they have conjured all through these 
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932 the most fantastic strat- 
viate public opinion from the 
They have done this 
to Texas and whispering to the 
there that their jobs would be 

om them if the St. Lawrence 
were passed. They have gone to 

Illinois, and Ohio and told the 
miners that they would be out of 

if this project were developed. 

have told the railroad workers in 
Mexico and Utah that their jobs 

ld be at stake, and the farmers in 

K as, Michigan, and Iowa that foreign 
ultural products would swamp the 
market. They have gone to Mobile, 
ind Columbia, S. C., and whispered 

ir markets and the traffic going 

h them would be destroyed by the 
Lawrence project. They have gone to 

n, and in the very chamber of which 

Harriman was so long and so honor- 
» the head, they have sold the propo- 

n that New England would be eco- 
mically devastated if this power and 

ay project were constructed. In 
! opinion, it would require the most 

nstaking investigation and a very 
e staff of investigators to discover 
many and devious ways by which 
propaganda has been spread 
ughout the land. I have before me 
lence of two of the methods which 
interest the Senate. 

I hold in my hand a group of editorials 
vhich appeared on August 6 and 8, 1941. 
Each is entitled “Seaway and Defense.” 

ey appeared during the time when 

very subject was before the House 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Four 
these editorials appeared simultane- 
ly between August 6 and 8 in Johns- 
vn, Pa.; Niagara Falls, N. Y.; Woon- 
cet, R. I.; and Waterbury, Conn. An 
examination of the editorials indicates 
at they are substantially identical, 
ord for word. It is a strange coinci- 
nce indeed that the editorial muse 
ild strike the editors of these news- 
papers, located in four different States, 
with the same verbal inspiration within 
2 days’ time. 

Further examination indicates that the 
editorials were not written by the local 
editors, but were copied word for word 
from an editorial boiler plate which is 
daily circulated by a propaganda agency 
that on the record is known to be 
financed by the private utilitédes. The 
editorials appearing in Johnstown, Niag- 
ara Falls, Woonsocket, and Waterbury, 
attacking the St. Lawrence project, were 
derived from a service called the Indus- 
trial News Review, issue of August 4, 
1941. As you see, the editors lost no 
time in transcribing the propaganda out- 
bursts of this medium for the misguid- 
ance of their readers. This Industrial 
News Review is owned, edited, and pub- 
lished by an outfit called E. Hofer & Sons, 
1405 SW. Water Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 

What is this outfit that gives such daily 
editorial service to these newspapers? I 
read from the heading of the Industrial 
News Review, which I hold in my hand. 


Its weekly distribution of 

































































by going 


industrial items 





and comment herewith is supported finan- 
ly by basic lines of industry including 

c ser e companie ra ds, banks, 

1 mining, insu! e, farm organi- 
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Going behind the pious assertions of 
the owns nd ( e Ho 





service, we find that this outfit 
vestigated by the Federal Trad: 
misslor in connection with its investiga- 
tion of utility corporations, and was 
found by the Commis 
supported by privat 
Mr. AIKEN. M1 
Senator yield to me? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yie 
Mr. AIKEN. Let me ask the Senat 
from Oregon if the pur 
zation is very well Known throughout his 
section of the country 
Mr. HOLMAN. During my long po- 


litical career I have learned to know that 


e utility inters 


President, will 


. > } y , ’ 
urpose oI the organil- 





that organization writes “canned” edi- 
torials for the utilities. It not only writes 
such editorials, but also writes new 

items. It has even gone so far as to sign 
the names of fictitious persons to ficti- 


tious articles 

Mr.LAFOLLETTE. Ithank the Sen- 
ator, his remarks have greatly buttressed 
the point I desired to make. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
sent to have printed as an appendix to 
my remarks certain pages from the re 
port of the Federal Trade Commission's 
investigation, which substantiates the as- 
sertion I have made 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wit! 
objection, it red, 

(See exhibit 2 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE 
Federal Trade 
goes back quite a time, 
tion I have mentioned is, according t 
own words, which I have 
maintained by private 
corporations, railways 
surance companies. 

The case I have cited is not an 
instance, but is one of a great 
propaganda against 
I have before me a tabulation of news- 
papers which have utilized the services 
of this utility organization, which have 
copied verbatim the propaganda given 
to them, and have passed it on to their 
readers, to influence them against the 
St. Lawrence project—and here is the 
point I wish to emphasize—without dis- 
closing the 
editorial opinions are deri\ 
the impression with aders of 
the publications that this material at- 
tacking the St. Lawrence project was 
the product of the brain of the editorial 
writer or the publisher of the respec- 
tive publications. The list which I have 
before me includes newspapers in the 
following cities: Ashland, Ky 

R. I.; Davenport, Iowa; ins 
town, Pa.; Paterson, N. J.; Niagara Fall 
N. Y.; Lynn, Mass.; Terre I 
Waterbury, Conn.; l 
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Wheeling, W. Va.; I ll, M ww 
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Mr. HOLMAN 1: 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I leld ) 
senator f m Or 
Mr. HOLMAN I 
th Ser , 
M LA FOLLETTI I am 
have the Senator ad 
Mr. HOLMAN. The Sena | 
dealing with an invisib but eff 
f ea e batt t 
my } career, b 
e lectior 
The figl Bo! Dam a 
vet ( l Sy 
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willing to e the 
Nat ( ru l . 
thess rea ydror } { 
wi ee t p 
fits ¢ I } nt I 
f not to the } 
Mr. LA FOLLETTEI I 
Ser ! While I a ! i 
tne of a prophe I 
T i t * t ( 
York ant Federal G 
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( 1ient and in the Sta of Ne York, 
t t proje hould be publicly 
owned for the benefit of the peop! It 
is this issue, Senators, that leads those 
ulllitie and rallways to resort to con- 
fusion 1 misrep ation in order 
to sic ck t project. In 1934, 
wi hed a treaty before the Senate, 
t! f lobby in the history of this 
Nation came to Washington to defeat it. 
I 1°41, when this proposal was before 
t H e Committee on Rivers and 
Harbol! th principal propaganda 
weapon then was to promote through- 
out the country the notion that there 
was no power shortage and no trans- 
portation shortage. The very newspa- 
pers that were disseminating some of 
the propaganda have since learned that 
we have had a newsprint shortage be- 
cause of a power shortage. 


Another indication of indirect and 
methods employed by the power 
companies to defeat the St. Lawrence 
seaway is typified in the activities of 
frontier planning board. 
of that organization goes 
to the days when the pri- 


devious 


the Niagara 
The history 
back 20 years 


vate compani were trying to obtain 
licenses for the development of this re- 
source for their own gain. In 1924, a 
Niagara Frontier Planning Association 
was formed, consisting of power, rail- 
road, and banking interests in the Ni- 
agara area. One of the first steps this 


outfit took was to propose to the State 


legislatur the establishment of a 
Niagara frontier planning board for 
purposes of regional planning. The 





ne y created board, consisting of county 
officials, established its headquarters in 
the same office as that of the Niagara 


Frontier Planning Association which 
was, aS I have previously stated, sup- 
ported by power, railroad, and banking 
interests. 

30th organizations signed a joint lease. 
The board and the association also 
shared the services of the same secretary 
and the same chief engineer. In 1925, 
the board requested the association to 
cooperate with it, and officially desig- 
nated the association as its agency to col- 
lect and distribute information. The 
board has continued to be merely a 
stooge of the association of private inter- 
ests which brought it to life. The secre- 
tary and the chief engineer, jointly em- 
ployed by the association and the board, 
have been busily engaged in issuing prop- 
aganda against the St. Lawrence project 
in the holy name of a public body. 

I wish to present for printing in the 
REcORD as an appendix to my remarks a 
list of members of the association, which 
seems in all respects to run the activities 
of the board through the paid chief 
engineer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

(See exhibit 3.) 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. This list of mem- 
bers is as of February 19, 1940. In the 
list there will be found such well-known 
names as Paul A. Schoellkopf, now de- 
ceased; Jacob F. Schoellkopf, Jr., presi- 
Gent and director of Niagara Share Cor- 
poration; Col. William Kelly, president 









and director, Buffalo, Niagara & Eastern 
Power Corporation; LeGrand DeGraff, 
director; L. G. Harriman and Daniel J. 
Kenefick, both directors of the Buffalo, 
Niagara & Eastern Power Corporation; 
and Bob Roy MacLeod, executive vice 
pre Niagara Falls Power Co. 
There are also in the group others closely 
connected with railroad and banking 
interests. 

In that same year, 1940, the board put 
out a respectable looking book opposing 
the seaway. Here again we have an in- 
stance of opposition to this project by 
the various interests that used to favor 
it when they expected to obtain licenses 
for the development of the St. Lawrence 
project for their private property, but 
now oppose it tooth and nail. 

Mr. President, the Senate of the United 
States cannot afford to be fooled by these 
devices. 

It is my firm belief that the sound eco- 
nomic development of the United States, 
and of all the regions of the United 
States, requires the construction of the 
St. Lawrence seaway and power project. 
Should the question become the subject 
of debate at some future time when I am 
not handicapped by such a severe cold as 
I now have, I hope te have the oppor- 
tunity of discussing it further. 
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EXxHIsIT 1 


In 1920, when the seaway was a new 
project, Edward Pennington, president of 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Rail- 








road ng before the international joint 
committee then investigating its possibilities, 
said 

s Water 
will a 


liable 


spex 


transportation has always been and 
be the cheapest and most re- 
sportation of the world at all times, 
and this Great Lakes-St. Lawrence water 
project seems to be one that should be 
encouraged in every possible way. * * * 













I think it would be a great thing for the 
Northwest and Canada to shorten the rail 
haul. It would have the same beneficial 


effect on the Northwest as the Panama Canal 
has had on the Pacific coast cities and coast 
States.” 

In the same year Ralph Budd, president 
of the Great Northern, gave it as his opinion 
that— 

“The benefits accruing to the middle and 
northwest sections of the United States as 
a result of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
tidewater project cannot help being appar- 
ent to anyone who has given the subject 
consideration.” And in 1923 he added: 

“Our trouble is that the West, and espe- 
cially the Northwest, is sacrificed in order 
to make an exceptionally favorable show- 
ing in the East. Of course, this cannot 
continue indefinitely.” 

In 1923, Mr. S. M. Felton, president, Chi- 
cago Great Western Railroad, expressed his 
cpinion that— 

“I am heartily in accord with the project, 
but I do not believe it is wise to attempt 
to carry it out on a 25-foot channel. We 
must go to 30 feet or not at all, because 
by the time the canal is completed a 25- 
foot channel will be out of date. * * *® 
We will need the best possible facilities to 
make the program a success.” 

We have compromised with Mr. Felton on 
his 30-foot channel. We have gone down to 
27 feet with the sills placed at 30. All that 
will be needed to secure the 30-foot channel 
will be the necessary additional excavation, 
if and when the time of necessity shall arise. 
At present the 27-foot channel will amply 
provide for the vast majority of tonnage 
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that may be expected to use the St. L 
rence-ocean road. 

Again, Mr. Felton spikes the guns of t 
who say the seaway 1S a seaso! 
remarking on this point: 

“Lines which reach the Gulf f 
West naturally would not favor it, bu 
that reach Chicago and ter: 
tainly should favor it, an 
wherein there would be an 
tion on the part of our east 
at Chicago. We have alw 
worked the lake-and-rail busin 
lake-and-canal business, and I 
why we shouldn't work with the 
project, where it is our 
so.” 

Hale Holden, when president of the Chi- 





VY great of 


Great L 


for 


cago, Burlington & Quincy, said: 
“I view the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence tide. 
water project as a matter of the high 


interest and importance to the developn 
of the middle and northwestern territ 
comparable only to the Panama Canal 
its widespread and beneficial results 

A. H. Scandrett, president, Chicago, M 
waukee & St. Paul Railroad, in 1929, af 
the seaway project had been under consid- 
eration for 9 years, said: 

“The movement in volume of export 
import traffic from and to eastern term 
of western railroads would unquestiona 
be of benefit to those railroads and the terri- 
tory which they serve.” 

Howard Elliott, who wrote his name 
transportation history, both in the West 
in the East as well, said before the Harv 
Club, of New York City, when chairm 
the Northern Pacific Railway: 

“This (the seaway) is a great nati 
project, national in scope and influen 
* * * The project will be beneficial 
New England and to all the country tribu- 
tary to the Great Lakes. It will relieve - 
gestion on the railroads reaching the upy 
Atlantic ports when population and indus 
are twice what they are today. The proj 
will help coastwise trade, export and im- 
port trade between the Middle Western St 
and foreign countries and give great oppcr- 
tunity to our merchant marine fleet.” 

Fred Sargent, then president, Chi 
North Western Railway Co., held to the vi 
that: 

“The Great Lakes-St. Lawrence waterw 
will help the Middle West. Anything tl 
will help promote the prosperity of the 
land empire between the Alleghenies 
the Rockies will help the railroads and w 
be of inestimable value to the enti 
country.” 

And, finally, we have the opinion of H. E 
Byram, who as president of the then in r 
ceivership Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul, ex- 
ercised the option held by that road to pur 
chase from the Northern Pacific Railroad 
half interest in its terminals at Duluth and 
its lines between the head of the Lak« 
and St. Paul and Minneapolis. A maj 








factor in reaching the conclusion to exerci 
the option was the belief that lake ports 
would soon be made ocean ports and thé 
Milwaukee desired an outlet to the 
Lake Superior as well as on Lake Michigan 
Explaining the expenditure involved, Mr. 
Byram said in a public address in Duluth: 
“We are heartily in sympathy with the de- 
velopment of the waterway. We are n 
afraid of it as competition. We are confident 
that the waterway will come and that is why 
we want a foot on the doorstep of Duluth 
It was a considerable influence in bringing 
us to our conclusion. * * * It is use- 
less to fight such an improvement for our 
country. On the contrary, we expect to shar 
in the great business that will come with 
the opening of the Great Lakes to the se 
We are desirous of sharing in the traffi 
that must come through this port and ! 
that reason have decided to cast our lot with 


sea on 











! in the prosperity that will be 
From the CONGRESSIONAL 


19, 1934, p. 923.) 





EXHIBIT 2 
E. Horer & Sons 
ITS ORGANIZATION 
nization of E. Hofer & Sons, of 
Oreg. (the San Francisco office and 
(Oreg.) office were closed and com- 
the office at Portland), is briefly 


in a letter from E. Hofer & Sons 
A. R. Gwinn, Central Illinois Public 


Co., May 26, 1925, in which it was 


e of the Manufacturer and In- 
ws Bureau is an outgrowth of 
in Oregon, largely in the in- 
iblic utilities, 13 years ago, when, 
of self-preservation, utility and 
ndustrial companies found it neces- 
get facts before the public in order 
eract the destroying influence of 

i destructive legislation.’ 

1924 a conference in Mr. C. A. Cof- 
partment in New York, attended by 
Hofer and representatives of the util- 

uding E. A. Coffin, retired chairman 

board of directors of the General 

Co.; Randall Morgan, of the United 
( Improvement Co.; C. E. Groesbeck, S. Z. 
M ell, W. E. Breed, and E. K. Hall, of the 











af 


I + Bond & Share Co. group, resulted 
nding the Hofer service to the en- 


untry, reaching 14,500 to 15,000 news- 

particularly country papers, whereas 

i formerly reached newspapers in only 
tes in the West.” 

l annual book gotten out 

& Sons for the year 1925 stated: 

1e work started by the Manufacturer 

Industrial News Bureau in Oregon in 

2 has gradually grown until today, in- 

f reaching some 200 papers in 1 State 

an editorial discussion of subjects as 

ned, we are reaching some 14,000 papers 

he 48 States. 


by E. Hofer 


FER SERVICE SUPPORTED BY THE UTILITIES 


Before the New York conference referred to 
above, so close was the relation between the 
N. E. L. A. and this service, that in at least 

1e instance a geographic division of the N. 
E. L. A. collected the Hofer subscriptions from 

members and paid them over to the Hofer 
people. Following this conference, the utili- 
t upported the service to the extent of 
).80 a year,® to have the Hofer aims, 
wn below, disseminated through the press 
of America: 

To help counteract conditions that inter- 


429 


fere with the lawful development of business 
d industries. 
To help minimize regulation of industry 
t is unnecessary or hurtful. 
To discourage radicalism in all its forms. 
“To fight for reasonable taxation by city, 
county, State, and Federal Governments. 
Straight-from-the-shoulder arguments 
against socialistic propaganda of whatever 
nature,. because socialism does not square 


with our American industrial system and is 





col ry to the very foundation principle of 
our constitutional form of government.” ® 


Although the Hofer service was also sup- 
ported by contributions from other industries 


Ex. 3867, Exs. Pts. 7-9, 335; Pt. 7, p. 

5; see also statement of P. H. Gadsden, 

Minutes Management Committee, United 

Gas Improvement Co., Mar. 31, 1927, ex. 5285. 
Pt. pp. 223-225. 

* Ex. 3849, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 282; pt. 7, p. 233. 

‘Pt. 7, pp. 354-356. 

* Ex. 3845, exs. pts. 7-9, pp. 276-278; pt. 22, 
pp. 443, 444; pt. 51, pp. 348, 349; exs. 5282, 5283, 
pt. 51, pp. 692, 693. 

* Exs. 3850, 3851, exs. pts. 7-9, pp. 284,-285; 
ex. 3987, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 501; pt. 7, p. 225; pt. 
13, p. 61; ex. 3845, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 276. 
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THE POLICY OF THE HOFER SERVICE 

Robert M. Hofer testified that 
pursued by the Hofer service ; 
to oppose municipal opefat 
plants and government 
busines 

Referring to the value of this service in 
this respect Mr. Coffin’s views were 

“The Hofer service has 
value to public utilities. 
out in the clearest way and over again the 
dangers of municipal ownership, and the 
value of customer ownership; he has fought 
to a finish the Bone bill in the State of Wash- 
ington and largely contributed to the defeat 
of the Calfornia power bill. He ively 
shows the unwisdom of tax-exempt bonds, 
The telephone company at first brought this 
to my attention, with the statement that 
Hofer had done great service in changing the 
attitude of the legislatures in the Northwest 
and North Pacific countries toward the tele- 
phone company.” 

One of the most outstanding articles of 
this nature appearing in the Manufacturer, 
he monthly publication, included a map 
issued by N. E. L. A. showing comparative 
percentages by States of the generating ca- 
pacity and population served, between pri- 





yf utili 
participation in 


been of 


Hofer 


especial 


has pointed 


effect 


vately owned electric light and power 
systems and municipally operated electric 
plants. This map showed that 90 percent 


of the population was served by private conr- 


panies which represented 94.5 percent of 
the total generating capacity of the 48 
States. Six hundred newspapers reproduced 


this story from the Manufacturer 

The Manufacturer from September 1926 to 
May 1928 contained articles similar to those 
in the weekly news sheet, relating to soc 
ism, customer ownership, disparagement of 
the Ontario hydroelectric situation, Govern- 
ment ownership, the Swing-Johnson bill, 





sale of municipal plants, Muscle Shoals 
views of Martin J. Insull on holding com- 
panies, views of Samuel Insull on te 





initiative, and articles in disparage 
municipally owned railway 

The following captions are illustrative of 
hundreds of a similar character of 
rial contained in the weekly bulletin 

“Why special legislation.” 

“A practical answer” (relating to Muscle 
Shoals). 

“Note taxes paid.” 

“Records speak for themselves.” 

“Utilities fight for private 
ment by George B. Cortelyou, ch 
joint committee). 

“Municipal cwnership limits 

“Purchased power cheapest.” 





street 





mate- 


rights” (st 


service 


7 Ex. 3867, exs. pts. 7 
354; pts. 18-19, p. 158. 

* Ex. 3852, exs. pts. 7 

*Pt. 7, pp. 225, 237. 

” Ex. 5281, pt. 51, p. 691. 

1 Ex. 3849, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 2&3; pt. 7 f 
see also ex. 1182, exs. pt. 3, p. 934; pts. 18-19, 
p. 1538. 
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which amounted to 2,496 original reviews per 
annum.” 

In the rural press the reproductions of ar- 
ticles appeared almost invariably as original 
editorials, and constituted “a vigorous and 
continuous drive in favor of business and in- 
dustrial stability, and counteract radicalism 
in all its forms.” 

Notwithstanding its 50-percent support by 
utilit the Hofer service represented itself 
to be “an independent publication dissoci- 
ated from direct connection with any indus- 


1és8 





try,” and “doing a highly intensive and scien- 
tific line of publicity work which is reaching 
more people continuously with the industrial 
idea through the country daily and weekly 
newspapers of this Nation than are being 
reached by any other ele agency.” * 

The place for and results from such an al- 
leged independent service was expressed in a 
letter written on September 27, 1926, by R. M. 


Hofer to J. D. Pettegrew, Nebraska Power Co., 


Omaha: 

“The Nebraska utilities information com- 
mittee and the information bureau of the 
N. E. L. A. can give authentic information on 
statistics, management, operation, etc., of 
electric light and power companies. These 
organizations represent the industry and 
speak with authority on matters of fact. 


After such information has been issued it is 
then a question of getting it commented on 
editorially and thoroughly understood by the 
general public 


“At this point our organization begins to 


function, As an independent publication not 
directly and primarily affiliated with electric- 
light companies, but discussing various in- 


dustrial problems we can take up many legis- 
lative, political, taxation, and Government 
ownership questions and discuss them as 
they affect public utilities. In other words, 
a third-party opinion is often accepted with 
less bias in an editorial discussion than a 
statement from parties directly interested.” 4 

And also in a letter of December 9, 1927, 
from R. M. Hofe- to Charles M. Cohn, vice 
president, Consolidated Gas, Electric Light & 
Power Co., Baltimore, Md.: 

“It is our endeavor to get a third-party 
discussion of questions of interest to public 
utilities from a source dissociated from direct 
control of the utilities. 

“The greatest value of our service is, to the 
utilities, the fact that the people are reading 
something about public-service companies 
other than what is sent out directly by such 
companies. I feel sure that it pleases you 
to see a good editorial on utility problems, 
taxation, or public ownership in a rural 
weekly or daily paper, which has not been 
dictated by the utility interests but which 
expresses views which are sound and with 
which you can agree. Let something be said 
about utilities which is not controlled lock, 
stock, and barrel by the utilities. This helps 
build up a public understanding regarding 
fundamentals affecting the utility industry 
which assures a :nore open-minded hearing 
on the part of the people when the industry 
or an individual company has a case to pre- 
sent in its own behalf.” ” 

The utility source of some of this “inde- 
pendent” matter appears in a letter of March 
6, 1925, which A. W. Flor, publicity man for 
the Electric Bond & Share Co., wrote C. E. 
Groesbeck, vice president of the same 
company and also a member of the 1924 
conference in New York, which arranged for 
expanding the service to cover the entire 
country. In this letter Mr. Flor stated that 
he had gotten in touch with Mr. Hofer when 
he was in town and spent an afternoon with 


8 Exs. 3487, 3849, 3862, 3863, 3864, 3867, exs. 
pts. 7-9, pp. 279, 283, 303, 323, 335; pt. 7, pp. 
233, 253, 254. 

” Ex. 3847, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 279; pt. 7, p. 226. 

» Ex. 3849, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 282. 

* Ex. 3858, exs, pts. 7-9, p. 300. See also ex. 
5281, pt. 51, p. 689. 
= Ex. 3854, exs. pts, 7-9, p. 296. 
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him preparing a story for use in his service 
which was sent to 14,000 papers. This story 
was published in the weekly bulletin and bore 
the caption “Inevitable rate raise occurs in 
Cleveland,” referring to Cleveland’s munici- 
pal electric plant.” 
* On March 7, 1928, P. H. Gadsden, vice presi- 
dent of the United Gas Co., wrote to P. S. 
Young, vice president of the Public Service 
Corporation, Newark, N. J., expressing satis- 
faction with the results attained, as follows: 

“TI have kept in close touch with the Hofer 
Service and have become very much impressed 
with the walue of the publicity work which 
is being done. We have on several occasions 
asked Mr Hofer to send us the clippings for 
various States in which we were interested, 
and I have been astonished at the volume 
of it 

“Recently I spent an hour with Mr. Hofer, 
going over his work, and I am more than ever 
satisfied that he is performing a very valu- 
able service not only to the public utilities 
of the country but to business interests gen- 
erally.” 4 

Thus it would appear that utility execu- 
tives, both preceding and following Mr. 
Hofer’s statement relative to being “disasso- 
ciated from direct control of the utilities,” 
admitted their personal interest and activity 
in the Hofer service. 


THE HOFER METHODS HAD THE APPROVAL OF THE 
UTILITIES 


Mr. Hofer’s own statements in this respect 
show how highly he was regarded by the 
utilities. 

On September 27, 1926, R. M. Hofer wrote 
to I. O. Pettegrew, of the Nebraska Power Co., 
and stated, referring to his service: 

“It is hard to go into its many details in 
a letter. It is rather embarrassing to make 
what may seem to you like exaggerated state- 
ments about our own work. It has borne 
the closest investigation, however, of such 
men as the late Charles A. Coffin, E. K. Hall, 
S. Z. Mitchell, C. E. Groesbeck, Martin Insull, 
and many others.* 

N. E. L. A. also approved this work. The 
association clipped editorial articles, written 
by the Hofer service, from local papers and 
credited the local editor. Concerning the 
effect of this, Mr. Hofer said: 

“Such recognition of a local editor, by an 
organization as well known as the N. E. L. A., 
encourages newspaper editors to advocate 
sound and constructive ideas.’* 


* Ex. 3861, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 303; ex. 4465, exs. 
pts. 10-16, p. 971, pt. 7, p. 252. 

** Ex. 3852, exs. pts. 7-9, pp. 286, 294. 

* Exs. 3858, 3867, exs. pts. 7-9, 301, 336; 
pt. 7, p. 256. 

2° Ex. 3849, pts. 7-9, p. 284; pt. 7, p. 236. 
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RESULTS ACHIEVED BY HOFER SERVICE 


Favorable indirect as well as direct resu! 
were apparent soon after the 1924 meet 
in New York of Mr. Hofer and utility exec. 
tives, for the 1925 edition of the annual b 
published by E. Hofer & Sons contained t 
following statement: 

“There is one effect of our service the im- 
portance of which cannot be estimat 
namely, its influence in causing editors w! 
read it but never use our articles to consi 
questions from a more conservative viewp 
and refrain from running much radical ma- 
terial which would otherwise appear in t} 
papers. It has had that effect in many in- 
stances which have come to our observa- 
tion.” 2? 

And reviewing his work 4 years later, Mr, 
Hofer stated in a letter to A. W. Flor, pub- 
licity director for the Electric Bond & Share 
Co.: 

“The results surpass anything I expected or 
promised when I first discussed this ma 
with Mr. Coffin, Mr. Hall, Mr. Groesbeck 
and Mr. Mitchell 4 years ago this month in 
Mr. Coffin’s apartment. * * * These r 
sults could never have been secured exc 
with the wholehearted cooperation of 1 
like yourself, Mr. Hanscom, Mr. Groesb« 
Mr. Hall, the late Mr. Coffin, and others who 
took a broad-minded attitude on industrial 
and public-utility problems involving ques- 
tions of public relations. We are glad t 
we could help in securing the outcome 
corded.” 28 

In correspondence at various times, Mr, 
Hofer stated the quantity of material - 
produced in the rural press from 1924 to 1927 
and showed that for 17 months ending Octo- 
ber 1924, reproduction in all States was esti- 
mated to be 27,000,000 lines or about 25,000 
pages; for 1926, the amount of publicity ob- 
tained was estimated to be 2,318.964 inc! 
or about 19,325 solid pages, and for 1927, t 
total estimated inches were 3,111,420." 

Inasmuch as Mr. Hofer testified that the 
policy of the service was persistently to cp- 
pose municipal operation of utility pla: 
and Government operation in business, it 
safe to assume that a major portion of t 
reproduced articles carried this viewpoint 
and related particularly to the utilities 

The chart following shows, as far as dat 
were available, the amount of publicity re- 
produced from the Hofer service for the ye 

1924-27. 

Nothing was offered for the record by 
the utilities in explanation or excuse of their 
support of E. Hofer & Sons, and their 
activities. 


7 Ex. 3849, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 284. 
38 Ex. 3852, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 291; pt. 7, p. 240. 
» Exs. 3844, 3848, exs. pts. 7-9, pp. 276, 280. 


Data showing newspaper reproduction of articles from the Manufacturer and Industrial 
News Bureau, publications of E. Hofer & Sons 


Num- 




















Total 








Record references 
Total 











. , Inches, | 4; . Solid —e 
State Year oon measured | — — of | pages Volk 
ume Page | Exhibit No. 
og.) ee POTN Be Re kl ee mes 3844, p. 27 
Dee Scatcenatee 7 242 | 3852, p. 202 
1927 2, 784 7 232 | 3848, p. 
a ie. sae 0 ee ig | 3852, 29 
1926 613 75, 630 7 |239, 240 | 3852, p. 29 
ee | 1, 935, 792 ne ee | UL 
. b 1925 435 31, 710 7 
Nebraska ¢.........- I Rice ne, «a Nessa coca 8855, p 
Nevada satiate i aaa 20, 000 7 242 | 3852, p. 2 
Pennsylvania <a 1926 525 68, 850 7 243 | 3852 p. 292 
Massachusetts §.....| 1926 233 33, 246 7 245 3852, p. 2 
Maryland..........| | 
Virginia....... iH 1925 891 Sf ae en ee Seek, Ucacsinsindeditiialies: | 3858, p. 301 


West Virginia....... | 





~ 


7 ) 


+ ade). 


’ ) 
217 months. 


1 Summary of material from 14,000 country newspapers receiving Hofer Service (ex. 3848, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 280; pt 


4 1927 data cover a 4-year period for lowa (ex. 3852, exs. pts. 7-9, p. 288). 


‘The bulk of the material reproduced in Nebraska newspapers appeared as original editorials (cx 


7-9, p. 300). 


' The 233 papers in Massachusetts using this service reproduced the articles verbatim (ex. 3852. ¢ 


205; pt. 7, p. 245), 


3858, exs. pts. 


xs. pts. 7-9, D. 





EXHIBIT 3 
NIAGARA FRONTIER PLANNING BOARD 


ptember 29, 1924, at the invitation 
fred E. Smith and under the 
of the State commission of housing 
nal planning, a preli 





minary con- 

regional planning for the Niagara 
was called. Representatives of 
nd Erie Counties, the cities, t 
those counties, and 
nd planning 


wns, 
of parks, 
commissions were 





of this conference the Niagara 


Planning Association was formed 


i of directors was set up composed of 
tives of the local governments of 


ra frontier, the chambers of com- 
1 some private corporations. Paul 
pf was one of the inal di- 
representing the city of Ni: 
the members of the organization was 
ra Falls Power Co. 
sociation had as its purpose 
n and execution of a regional p 
iagara frontier. Its first major task 
legislation creating a govern- 
ur board for the region. In 
e New York State Legislature passed 
iblishing the Niagara Frontier 
ird. The text of this act, chap- 
267 of the Laws of 1925, is appended to 
rt In 1927 this law was amended 
the board reports annually to the 
instead of the housing commission. 
newly created board established its 
ters in the same office as the asso- 
both organizations signing a joint 
The board and the association also 
d the same chief engineer and secretary. 
annual report of the board, cover- 
1925, states that: 
the meeting of this board held April 
1e Niagara Frontier Planning Associa- 
requested and invited to cooperate 
the board anc was Officially designated 
1e body or agency, provided by the 
f ling act, through which this board may 
ind distribute information relative 








the 


} 
an 





sponsor 





nning € 
















irs 


ional and community planning and 
in Erie and Niagara Counties” (p. 26). 


meet 


its expenses, the board requested 


¢ 0 annually from Niagara County and 

$ ) nually from Erie County. 
O of the studies listed in the board’s 
} report and undertaken at the sugges- 


of the State housing commission dealt 

power and covered these topics: 

“gin a use of fuel for power purposes; 

in kind of power; relation of pri- 

wned and rented power with statistics 
rend; merger of power companies 

mprehensive plans, if any, for power 

29). 

In its 1926 report the board refers to the 
itior advisory and publicity 








ibution” (p 
as “lts 


The only board reports available were for 
the j s 1925-28, inclusive. In each of them 
the membership of the association was listed, 
as financial statements of both the 

n and the board. The receipts of 
board are from $18,000 to $25,000 annually 

n Niagara-and Erie Counties. The re- 

ts of the ociation from its members are 
bout $6,000 or $7,000 annually. The Niagara 
Falls Power Co. is listed as an assoc on 


well 
well 














er in each of the reports Paul A 

. ellk is representative of the city of 
I ra lls on the board of directors during 
period. Among the contributing 

to the association are the following 

N ira Hudson officials: Alfred A. Schoell- 


I Paul A. Schoelikopf, William Schoell- 
copf, De Lancy Rankine, Stephen Piek, Fred 
D. Corey. 
contributing member associated 
hoellkopfs is Robert W. Pomeroy, 
ard is also listed as a director and 

nti g member of t ssociation 
In addition to the Schoe’lkopfs, whose ccn- 
clions are well known, the following details 
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may be of interest in c 
mentioned ab 
De Lancy R 


nr + 
nnec 


ion With ot 





1 associated with 
the Niagara F ower Co. William B. Ran 
kine was one of the original group which built 
the first power plants at Niagara Falls 
Stephen Piek is a vice president of Niagara 
Hudson Power and has for many ye 
an officer of Syracuse Lighting M 
son Power, and many other N 


hsidiariee 
subsidiaries 


Fred D. Corey organize 
port & Ontario Px 
until his death 











d the Niagara, Lock- 
wer Co. and h 
ntly He also served as 





an officer of many otl 
htt eliees 
§1aiaries 

Robert W. Pomeroy is a member of Schoell- 


kopf, Hutton & Pomer y, the broFerags 
“THE 


NIAGARA FRONTIER 


“(Laws of New York 


PLANNING BOARD 
1925, ch 
to establish the Nia 
Board and to 
therefor 


“An 
Planning 


act 





authorize local 


appropria ns 


“Sec. 1 hereby est 





There is blished the 
Niagara Frontier Plannin to consis 
of 13 members The n the cities 
of Buffalo, Lackawanna, Lockport, Niagara 


Falls, N 
3 members of 
Niagara 


rth Tonawanda and 
the Board of Supervisors of 
County and 3 members of the 
Board of Supervisors of Erie County shall be 
ex-officio members of such board The 
represe! from each board of st 
visors shall be appointed annually by the 





wand 








tatives 








visors, subject 
spective board 


to the approval of 

The thirteenth 
shall be elected annually by ex-officio 
members and shall serve until his essor 
is elected. He shall be chairman of the 
board. 

“Sec. 2. The county of 
of Niagara and all cities, towns, 
in such counties may, in 
expend out of the public moneys funds to 
defray the expenses of the board and to 
further its purposes and may raise by ta 
tion such funds so expended 

“Sec. 3. The members of the board shall 
no salary or compe 
services as members of such 
Sec. 4. (1) TI 
powered to and 


their 


men 





the 


suc 


Erie and the county 


1 


and villages 
their discretion, 


receive 








le board is hereby 
shall the needs } 
conditions of regional and community plan- 
ning in Erie and Niagara Counties and pre- 
pare plans adapted to meet such needs and 
conditions, and shall, through such agencies 
as it may designate, collect and distribute 
information relative to l 
munity planning and zoning in 
Niagara Counties, and the same i 
declared to be a public purpose and all 
moneys expended for such purposes are 
clared to be for municipal use 

“(2) The board shall make a report to the 
bureau of housing and regional planning on 
January 1 of each year, together 
with its recommendation for l 
as it deems appropriate 


This act shall take effect im- 





study 





region 





cr before 


“Buc. § 
mediately 
MEMBERS OF NIAGARA FRONTIER PLANNING 
CIATION AND THEIR CORPORATE AFFILIATIONS 


ASSO- 


I. Direct representatives of the 
industry 


pe é 


Paul A. Schoellkopf: President 
tor, Niagara Falls Power Co; chairman 
director, Buffalo Niagara & Eastern Px 
Corporation; vice chairman 
Niagara Hudson Power C 
dian Niagara Power Co., 
& aders Trust Co., P 
Niag Falls Hotel 
Junction Railroad 

Jacob F. Schoellkopf, Jr.: 
director, Nia 
land; 
Bell 


and direc- 
and 
wer 
and director 













President 
ara Share Corporation of Mary 
director, Eastern States Corporation 


Aircraft Corporation, Marine Midland 























Corpor 
J D LJ! ‘ k: P 
C ke, M I L 
Buffalo Ni i & | Powe 
t Buff N a | ( 
R Lester & Pitt r R 
Bob Roy MacLeod Pre 
Ju 1 Rail v executive \ 
N t F Powe 
Buff Niagara Ele ce ¢ 
te Lows Ni a Rive E f 
Supply ¢ 
Fe n Ma P Pre i 
Ha ( nau es teé N 
t H s erve ( 
‘ i e c p 
su } Li : j 1 
s In ‘ ne 


dire I e & ( oR 
Le T. & I n Pre a 
t1 ‘ 





pubdiisne 
( b d, Gre Lal Trar 
pre ler Lake Erie Ship I 

direct Ma e Trust ¢ 

Adam E. ¢ e iit ( 
Steam Ship ¢ I Bola 
iS ti Re ) 
Erie Ship Building C 





rella ! n «{ ‘ 

, 3 Fr r FP 
t be ¢ y. \ G B 
I Hotel ¢ 

Max Becke P Gur! 
Be € Ir i 
Be Cc we 2 
dire 

V er J. Brunn Pre 
& ( me € dire 
1 & Trad I 

H Russell C P f 
] & |} lac Cl ( 
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I a 
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Buffalo 
































































































Manufac- 
ss 

a Ter- 

ae 

4 t 

Corpora- 





P 














onee 


ZU 





City Trust Co.; vice president, Niagara Hotel | 
Corporation | 





Walter A. Yates: President, Yates Lehigh 
Coal Co.; director, Bell Aircraft Corporation *; 
(his father, Harry Yates, formerly on Board 
of Planning Associ n, was president of | 
Buffalo, Roch r & Pittsburgh Ry.). 
1V. No connection or connection unknown | 

Dr J. Albert Hobbie, president, Niagara 
Frontier Planning A ciation 

A. Hart H : a nd vice president, Ni- | 

F 1 tier Planni Association. | 
J. Turner, secretary, Niagara Frontier | 
P y Ass ation. ; 
T. Sedweck, executive secretary and 
t u Niagara Frontier Planning Associa- | 
tic | 
lrew S. Butler, chairman and president, | 
I oO 1 Butler Co., Inc. | 
I Walter C. Behrendt. 
Joseph M. Boehm. 
rd R. Butler, editor and publisher, | 
I » Evening News; director, Marine Trust. 

Maj. Albert B. Cole. 

Fdward F. Entwisle. 

Eugene P. Forrestel, president, Cold Spring 
Construction Co., Akron, N. Y.; president, 
Bank of Akron. 

J Hoffman. 

Evan Hollister, member, Babcock, Hollister, 
Newbury & Russ (grendfather in lake freight- 
ing business). 

R 1ald P. Long, Imsurance Education 
Service 

Edward P. Lupfer. 

Eimer L. Markham. 

Daniel H. McCarriagher. 

Col. George S. Mimmiff. 


Martin F. Murphy. 

Harry L. Noye: 

Newell L. Nuffbaumer. 

Robert L. Rice, Niagara Falls 

Roswell T. Rosengran. 

Edwin J. Schwamhausser,. 

Elwin G. Speyer. 

John T. Symes, president, Niagara County 
National Bank & Trust Co., Lockport, N, Y. 

George F. Unger. 

Charles A. Upson, Tonawanda. 

Dow Vroman, North Tonawanda, 

Ansley Wilcox III, Niagara Falls. 

Frederick K. Wing. 

Chester W. Wright. 

Farney Worlitzer, Tonawanda, 
Rudolph Wurlitzer Co., Cleveland. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFCER. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 
names: 


president, 


Aiken Gerry O’Daniel 
Austin Gillette O'Mahoney 
Bailey Green Overton 
Ball Guffey Radcliffe 
Bankhead Gurney Reed 

Bilbo Hall Revercomb 
Brewster Hatch Reynolds 
Srooks Tayden Robertson 
Buck Hill Russell 
Burton Holman Shipstead 
Bushfield Jenner Smith 
Butler Johnson, Calif. Stewart 
Byrd Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Capper Kilgore Thomas, Okla. 
Caraway La Follette Tunnel! 
Chandler Langer Vandenberg 
Clark, Idaho Lucas Wagner 
Clark. Mo, McClellan Walsh 
Connally McFarland Weeks 
Cordon McKellar Wheeler 
Danaher Maioney Wherry 
Davis Maybank White 
Downey Mead Wiley 
Ellender Millikin Willis 
Ferguson Murray Wilson 
George Nye 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy- 
seven Senators have answered to their 
A quorum is present. 


names. 
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House bill 3961 is still before the Sen- 
ate and open to further amendment. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to 
address myself for the next 10 or 15 min- 
utes to a situation which it is hard to 
understand. Here is a presumably re- 
sponsible legislative body indulging in a 
financial orgy which it is difficult to rec- 
oncile with the conditions facing the Na- 
tion. One would think from the way we 
are appropriating money that we had an 
overflowing Treasury, that we were out 
of debt and were reducing our taxation 
to the vanishing point. As a matter of 
fact, at the end of this war we will have 
a debt so great that nobody yet has bee 
able to present any practicable plan of 
handling it and keeping the Government 
solvent on the basis of taxation the people 
can stand. Yet, in the face of that situa- 
tion, last week we passed a bill which 
calls for an expenditure of a billion dol- 
lars, which might be extended in the dis- 
cretion of the Army engineers beyond 
that amount, and we have under con- 
sideration now a bill which on its face 
calls for an expenditure of about half a 
billion dollars, and, by the same token, 
that half billion dollars can be extended 
under the discretion of the engineers be- 
yond any further approval of the legis- 
lative body to a billion dollars. So, here 
we are in the midst of a great war, spend- 
ing days and weeks to pass these bills, 
which shock the sensibilities when we 
consider the financial condition in which 
we shall find this country when the war 
ends. 

I desire to refer to a few specific in- 
stances. In the bill under consideration 
there appear several projects certainly 
of doubtful virtue. Take what is known 
in the bill as the Santee-Congaree pro- 
posal, the Beaver-Mahoning Canal, 
which was defeated, the Alabama-Coosa 
proposed water improvement, and the 
Tennessee-Tombigbee project, which 
was defeated for the third time. Aggre- 
gate those four items, and it will be seen 
that they represent a total expenditure 
in excess of $200,000,000, and might run 
considerably more than that. 

Those are mostly transportation proj- 
ects, and I wish to return to them and 
discuss them before I conclude. But I 
am thinking of the state of mind of a 
legislative body which is willing to spend 
time in considering and debating and 
voting upon these projects, some of 
which have been repeatedly defeated. 
Three times in my service in this body 
has the Tennessee-Tombigbee proposi- 
tion been defeated. 

Mr. President, why do we consider 
these matters? Wholly upon a ques- 
tionable recommendation of the Army 
engineers. There was a time when a 
recommendation of the Army engineers 
had the hallmark of merit and integrity. 
There was a time when we could take 
the recommendation of an Army engi- 
neer board almost for granted. That is 
no longer true. If a private company, 
promoting the Tennessee-Tombigbee 
project, were selling stock and using the 
United States mails in the sale of the 
stock, based upon the report of the Army 
engineers, such a company could be 
prosecuted for using the mails to de- 
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fraud. That is how bad this 
how far it goes. 

Far from the Army engineers’ re; 
continuing to be careful, profe 
and impartial, Army encineers. 
pointed out by the cistinguished se: 
Senator from Michigan, in some 
cific cases, have become ca 
what I might almost call promot 
these projects, promoting them in < 
to please certain sectional or r 
interests. The same comment coul 
applied to the Beaver-Mahoning p 

Now I wish to come to a discussio: 
the Missouri River. The flood-co: 
bill the Senate passed last week 
tained an appropriation of $200,000 
for the development of a so-called « 
prehensive plan for the Missouri F 
So far as that actually coes in conne 
with flood control, I find no fault \ 
it, but the truth is that hidden away 
the dealings in regard to the Mis 
River is the constant pressure from 
tain limited but powerful intere 
St. Louis, in Kansas City, and in On 
for navigation. The talk there is fo1 
9-foot channel in the Missouri R 
from Sioux City to the mouth. F! 
control is a secondary issue. 

Mr. President, that is purely a tr 
portation matter. Let me tell my « 
league how much traffic moves on | 
Missouri River. For years there 
been a 9-foot channel in that river fi 
the mouth of the Missouri above St. L 
up to Kansas City and on almost 
Sioux City. Preceding this period th 
was a 6-foot channel. 

In 1937 there were moved on the M 
souri River 43,000 tons of traffic. Th 
was additional movement of sand a 
materials used for construction. I 
now talking about commercial traffic 

In 1938 the movement amounted 
158,613 tons. In 1939 it amounted 
115,838 tons. In 1940 it amounted t - 
143.835 





cot 
oO, « 





Nl aioe 
eoMyUUc 


834. In 1941 it amounted to 
tons. In 1942 it amounted to 59,151 
tons. 


In 1936, when Joseph Eastman 
Coordinator of Transportation, he 1 
a report which showed that it cost t 
Government, the taxpayers, 24 cent 
ton-mile for every ton of traffic t! 
moved on the Missouri River, while | 
entire railroad freight rate avera 
about 9 mills a ton-mile. There is | 
of this river transportation that is jus! 
fied. It is only cheap because it is pa 
for by the taxpayers. 

For years the Army engineers h 
been pointing out that with a 9-fo 
channel there would be 8,000,000 tons « 
traffic a year moving on the Missouri 
River, and the last year for which I h: 
figures, 1942, there were 59,151 to: 
about one-twentieth of what the engi 
neers constantly forecast. 

If a private company were promoti! 
the Missouri River, seeking to induc 
people to invest money based on the re- 
port of the Army engineers, they would 
be subject to prosecution by the Post 
Office Department for using the mails t 
defraud, and, if they undertook to flo 
securities, the Securities and Exchang: 
Commission would ban them. 

Mr. President, that is the kind of 
situation we are in, condoning and ap- 
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1,000.000,.000 
terway 
Some 


AIKEN. 
tor yie 
REED 


AC 


> taxpaye! Just ! 
from Wyoming Mr 
d out in the B vere 





firet time t} San 
enlightened me 
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Nn the m ton- 
Yr" Cc v to + 
race ¢ #-o m 1 ) 
94 cents p tan. 


N W 
er th n bt il 1 the 
t case Tt would 


for the G vernment to I 
ht on this 


Immert 1 tonn ( 


ssouri River, and 


n. We have spent 


qj 


und figures, on the 
ng to make it navi- 


Lan 


rom its mouth to Kansas City. We 
already, 
our so-called inland 


in round ficu 


navigation pur- 


that expenditure is jus- 
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the § ol Missc } read the 
Kansas (¢ f d know that 
Mr. CLARK of M iri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, let me isk the Ser r from 
Kar a | r que yn. Is the Sen- 
ator opp l M River ! ~ 
gation } ect 
Mr. REED. I opposed to wasting 
tax} mo! on the im] ible eco- 
nomic pl ( ying to make the Mis- 
River n ¢ ! nik nd eilcient 
nev « portation, } 

Ir. CLARK of M ul Let me ask 
the itor mol pecifically is he op- 
p the M iri River r ion 
proj isam ure of re tion ol 
tl railre of the United States? 

Mr. REED. If river navigation can be 
p d 1 byproduct of either power, 
Ol ion, ¢ flood control, then of 
( it V ild | to take advan- 
{ of navigation to the extent to which 
it can beneficially be taken advantage of. 

M CLARK of Missouri. But the 
Senato opposed to Missouri River 
n on? 


ind of it 


self. ves. It 
money. It always 
da waste of money It 
» of money now The 
find any well-informed 
who ever thinks it can 
I do not mean to say that 
rinee! will not continue to 
; it, but I do say that no Army engi- 
neer with whom I have ever talked— 
I have talked with some high rank- 
if \ thinks that the Missouri 
River can be made a successful and effi- 





nee! 


one —(>\ l 


cient agency of nsportation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was simply 
trying to develop the Senator’s position. 
If tl Senator’s position is in absolute 
oppo yn to Missouri River naviga- 
tion 

Mr. REED. I do not need my good 
friend the Senator from Missouri to state 
my po on 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not 
trying to state the Senator’s position. I 

n trying to develop it 


I will develop my own 
I have any command of the 
anguage I shall develop my own 


position. I really do not need the Sen- 


ator from Missouri to help me in that 
m 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 


. 
Tis 
dent, what I was really trying to do was 
to find out if I could, whether the Sena- 
tor from Kansas was in absolute opposi- 
tion to the Missouri River navigation 
project, in which case I want to go down 
and get a shave, because I am sure the 
Senator will not be able to develop 

iinst it. Otherwise, I 
’ and listen to the Senator’s 


enough 
Want 
gument 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I thought 
that because, as the Senator from 
Missouri expressed it, of the charm of 
oratory of the Senator from Kansas, the 
Senator from Missouri was going to stay 
for the sheer pleasure of listening. I see 
that I was mistaken. 
Mr. WHEELER. 
the Senator yield? 
Mr. REED. I yield to 
from Montana. 


to st 


al 


Mr. President, will 


the Senator 


CONGR 








SSSIONAL RECORD 


AT, 





WHEELER. So long as we are 
discussing navigation, let me say that I 


d on the floor of the Senate the 
other day that I have always voted for 
navigation. But those who really get the 
b fits from navigation are the big oil 
companies, the big cement companies, 


and the big lumber companies. 
that line, let me call attention to 
n testimony which was given in a 
hearing before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission held in Memphis, Tenn., in 
February 1939, on Fourth Section Appli- 
tion No. 17430, involving rates on gaso- 
line and kerosene from Baton Rouge to 
Alabama points. A Mr. A. M. Stephens, 
neral tra manager of the Standard 
1 Co. of Kentucky, testified as follows: 


Alon 


Fp 
inh¢ 





We d not take into consideration any 
evaporation charges in conn n with any 
e we made for any individual terminals, 

be 1 e find that on all of our inland 
waterways terminals we amortize this in- 





v ment; as to our inland-waterways termi- 
usually amortize them within 2 or 
3 In other words, the money we make 
( ter terminals, we put in our pocket 
We don't pass it on to the consumer. No 
ot! l company does, that I know of, except 
ere there is price competition, and natu- 
rally, in that condition, we have a deprecia- 
ti -up that may last for 10 years, but in 
the meantime we have fully amortized the 
il shown in our accounting pro- 
cedure, and the economy that we realize is 
cI d to the profit-and-loss account for 
m it 
We have such a great savings in our water- 
ways terminals, inland-waterways terminals, 
we eliminate entirely evaporation, and 
insurance, in all of our calculations. That 


rs into our general account, by reason of 


tl number of water terminals operat- 
iz the present time on the South Atlantic 
( e Gulf coast, and the Ohio River, and 


the evaporation loss, from Our aggregate 
figures, is less than 40 points; in other words, 

; than one-half of 1 percent. I have 
the figures here showing our evaporation 


l s in connection with all of our tra 
portation to these Ohio River points which 


ns- 





I have indicated, and I will be glad to file 
them for the record if they are so desired, 
becau they do bear out my statement that 
our evaporation losses are less than one-half 
of 1 percent of the total. 


cross-examination the following 





occurred: 

Q 1. (By Mr. Beck). Mr. Stephens, 
with rd to the possibility of imposition 
of t on these rivers, has that received 
tl full consideration of your company in 
dealing with these matters? That is, do 





you view things like that for any particular 
time in future? 

Answer. Oh, yes. We exercise our judg- 
ment and foresight in the consideration of all 
of these matters. We have found that none 
of t other companies are passing any of 
th ney on to the consuming public. 


Now, as an instance in mind, I have before 
at the present time a statement of the 
market price delivered to points in northern 
Georgia, to which you move gas ¢ of Gunt- 
ersville, for instance, at Dalton when you first 
began operation the market price at Dalton 
was 18 cents; that is the posted market on 
May 8, 1938. In December 1938 it was 17.5 
refiect a reduction in the refined market 
‘eveport and the Gulf coast, and it 
nts a one-half cent reduction entirely 
tank price so far as dollars are con- 
In other words, Mr. Beck, we have 
n any passage of this savings to the 

ns public. We have examined the 
markets at Dalton, Fort Wayne, Cedar Bluff, 
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etc., a 


has b 


but 


ha 
that private carriers on the wate 
of the Great Lakes and the Mississi) 
have not been regulated. They have} 
given the free use of the rivers and lak 
They have not 
they are private and contract c 
Under the Transportation Act of 1940 
put the common carriers under the I 
terstate 
lower 
water, were arranged for by some of 
barge lines. 
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not fc 


d we have und that any of t! 
en passed on to the consume: 


Question And there ar 


though where you could find just the op; 


conditions? 


Answer. No; I have 


I cannot. 


SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, 


not. I have tried 


Mr. 


the Senator yield? 


Mr. REED. I yield. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. In view of what t 


Senator from Montana has said, I sh 
like to call attention to a very import 
point. 


One reason for the fact that no ber 
been passed on to the consum 


AaiCl 
yu 


been regulated bec: 


Commission: a 
joint rates, rail 


Commerce 
rates, and 


nf 
avi 


Mr. CLARK of 
against our protest. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. That traffic 
volved carrying grain into the Chic 
market by water and east by rail. T) 
railroads went to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and had those j 
rates wiped out. The shippers appeal: 
to the Supreme Court, and the Supren 
Court held that it had no jurisdicticn in 
the matter, because under the system 
administrative law the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission had been given full 
authority, and the Court could not inter- 
vene. 

Until we have honest regulation of ¢ 
riers the large corporations which < 
private carriers will have a monopoly of 
the use of the waterways on which 
have spent hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars. That is the answer to the qu 
as to why the public has not benefi 
from water transportation. It is 
fault of the Congress and of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission that tl 
has.not been honest regulation of <¢ 
riers so as to affect the water rate to t 
consumer and the producer. Whereve: 
there is competition, of course, the con- 
sumer gets the benefit; but private 
contaact carriers get together and fix 
their own rates, and usually there is n 
competition. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask my) 
colleagues to indulge me. If they wi 
to make speeches, I ask them to do it 
their own time. They can obtain t! 
floor, just as I have done. I shall be ver 
happy to answer any question to develop 
any point which any Senator wishes 
develop. 

Mr. AIKEN. 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I call attention to the 
fact that when submarine warfare caused 
a cessation of shipments of oil and gaso- 
line by water in early 1942, the Govern- 
ment began paying a subsidy, as I re- 
call, in July of that year. Before we 
finished paying that subsidy we had 


issouri. Very mu 


Mr. President, will the 
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« De 


One was tl 

or great producers who own the  CL¢RK the n m A pcel 
Virginia (Mr. Byrn]. I was the third | Vanced in the senat the « 1 

WHEELER. Of course Senator who did so. We were the only K iS and the Se! ri 1M 





. VW Tt ) Wy t 
tn eenators tl nd t ] . : . 
about an ine? n t ral I yt 
‘ ‘ 
( oi 1 j a to ; I ) ke 
the G iment uld n tep id ‘ ti iren ( 
7 r Vi 
T ( ( to f ivi 
' ex t of r } differe he. n I i I t 
tween t fi t 1 for transpt - | Mgnt e } ( - 
a , : 
tion by tanker and tl lreigi rate for . : i 
transportation by 1 road If , \ come- nd I vy it - 
| f wme? I I I \ ’ 
to supsiaize one class Ol consum oO! 
. + f ol I ? > 
T Olt S viIOn OL Lne Cou ry eCa t ol . 
wartime disturbances. v by find that the most imp f 
f -_— a : - 4 5 t t f ' . ’ 
. stop? Soon we would be doing it for me Wale WHICH MOVES | Ohio 
; eve 0} the tr nortation of « la ‘ ‘ 








of t ruffe, & 
di will t itor } latt point? : : C 
in pou “a it w ne le tor e ( f P 
: vit. But the Senator from Kansas Mr. REED. I 1 ( ati ‘ 
I certainly know that the establish- Mr. CLARK of M uri I entirely y oe ont 
! of even one project on the Mis- | agree with what the Senator has said | ( C , 
River h meant imm a ble ad- about the matter of j ‘ “i : 
iV hic iii sal bii,lsi A , < I I ( é 
to the people of the Missouri ers in respect to the increased chal coa 1. t 
\ y in the way of the establishment | for the transportation ol in ti ( ! ( 
ter freight rates which are com- | take that position for the 1 1 | the river. T c ( i 
petitive with railroad freight rates. and | Was assigned at that time. But, Mr. | psig 
iii ‘ il < ai 2 } i t 
has meant such advantages not only to | Fresi t is a well-re A | d } ( 
t big shippers but to the farmers and that the establishment of \ r frel . 
trialists in the Missouri Vailev. If | has a regulatory effect on rail f1 t with ' ak aaa 
Senator does not know that. he h It s 1s to me that the q ion W u 1) 
I to read the t - are now determining is whether the { I cesire to pr« : 
! tives of the Mis- interior sé yn of the « n —tK I t M Pp T 
E I 
tion and of the I yraska, Iowa, Missouri 1d the o ( i « Vv I { 
m nd of the mavor ‘ s which make up the g1 M ri I t T 
! her leading citi- | Valley—shall be discriminated against | 1 wish to 1 
ttee on Commerce | by means of the arbitré power o to the & f } : 
a l on t s verv b rail S ) IMpose of frei I 23 a va ra 
i I n of the Senator | rates they p ys ether we ll | ima 12 13 3 
- t very question ¢ n i ba ich I } t f 
* } esic the trou- | water-f it 1 unque ( 
- bl t of the Senator € blish, to ameliorate the ! ! ( t 
f 


fr Missouri is that althouch the testi- of the railro: 


i ! y show some degree, it is the only question which is involved in I l 
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( I { n in a pti to 
( : ( inne on t Missouri 
| i fre -rate f 
r l Y { I 
t ( It | I r 
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n ¢ ijint } l i 
». No; t bill p les for 

t { 1 of the « I ll t) 
( A 9-1 ( nnel ha 

| i far as Kansas City 
J ent, h t a billion 
( ided t ) 
1 for the expenditure 
of al ey on d irs which may be 
nt f rans} non inland water- 
] \ he important they are 
in the he tran tation picture In 
1943, 2.8 percent of the commercial 
frei tra of the United S Ss was 
handled on the inland waterw We 
ready have spent a billion dollars. We 





to spend another bil- 


pla 








lion dol what for? For 2's percent 
of the total traffic. Of that 2'2 percent, 
’ 90 percent is made up of coal or steei or 











oil which belongs to the large companies, 
and those companies take or keep what- 





d savings in transportation 
The savings do not go to the 


ever St 
»~ma 


WNeY 
umers 


y={ 


de 











are 
cil 


co! 






























I wish I could have had time yesterday 
to support the Senator from Wyoming in 
the statement which he made that be- 
fore we waste more money we should 














have some authority more competent 
than the Army engineers to pass judg- 
upon the necessity for additional 


ransportation facilities. 





















































Mr. President, under our scheme of 
t] one cannot start operating a com- 
mercial t without first obtaining a 
cert >» of convenience and necessity. 
If he vy } to start operating a truck 








iry that he first ob- 





for hire, it is ne 










































































tain ¢ vy to do so. One cannot 
( I ( iti a radio station 
\ ( ng authority from 
t I 1 Communications Commis- 
: ( ( } build a new railroad, 
or « ( n carrier boat on a 
] 1 ( 1g a certificate 
t] L ( ns are necessary. In 
no e t in the present in- 
‘ ( \ l wild and spend 
m ] s of millions of 
a \ ch ( ¢ lina- 
tion i b 3 e | some 
c 1 or ¢ t body 
th | tre ‘ 1 facil- 
i \ Cl i by the ex- 
} ur to ve Maa are nec - 
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Let us leave out of consideration 
ther the facilities are to be supplied 

b roads, h Vays, the airways, pipe 
lines, or whatever they may be. If the 
Pub Treasury is to furnish money for 
t purpose of creating additional trans- 
} yn facilities, there should be a 


ome comy 


ne 
student 
the fact remain 


over we 1} 


will have 


are 
alt 





in we will know how to use 


all ¥ 


ed to spend as much ;¢ 


napoint ol > re Irom the 
of the highways, from the 
of the airways, or from what 
is taking taxpayers’ m 
due precaution that the exp 
ire 18S necesSary or even wise, 
Mr. President, I make this additional 
ion: I have heard it said th: 
yposed inland waterways would be 
nificent aid tothe war effort. That 
is not tru Less traffic is now being han- 
died on the inland waterways than was 
handled on them at the beginning of the 
war. Ihold in my hand an annual report 


ipoint 
ndpoint 


tandpoint, it 


oney 


ond 
end- 


oO} rvat 


the pri 


Ss ut 


ama 


rp 
ue, 





NATE 





. 
4 


DECEMBER & 


ed by the Inland 
It is the las 


m 1942 to 1943 th 


Waterws 


report 


ivs C 
Va 


total traffi 


Inland Waterways Corporation d 
expressed in tons, 14 percent In 
the Inland Waterways Corpo! 

died only 1,932,000 tons as com 
2,213,000 t in 1942 








ing the wal 


ed dul 


g, has declin 
EED subsequently s 


,it had been my inte 
I add d the Senate earl 
aSK permission to Insert a tav 
the distribution of commercial { 
traffic in the United States. I ¢ 


to do so, and I ask unanimous ¢ 
now that I be permitted to insert 


close of my remarks the tabl 
send to the desk. 
There being no objection, the 


was ordered to be printed in the R: 


as 1ollows: 


TABLE I.—D bution of comme cial freight trafic i the Uni 1 Ste i 
| Mi yns of ton- l j 
| | 
XY ) 1 1 
414, 2 R7 7 7 09 j 
k 7 t l 7 2 2 2 2 
( 1 (0 9 ( 67, 270 s st 
1] A), ( 4 7 
Al 1, 250 ] 








TOG) cease - 451, O5¢ 404, 1 4 j b4 j s 
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION 
S 9 88, 2 72.6 | 72.6 | 74. ¢ 79.8 
R | ] 1.9 4.3] 4 } 4.2 j 
( i 5. 13.6 | l 12 
I TUCKS... ..ccccee a 4 4.0 me) S ‘ 
RRO Reds pion .k beaseaa Sioasaeas ( 0.3 0.2 0.2 0 6 
lectwesnendcnbnneasenseaenpe ] 100. 0 U4 100, { ( 100. { 
i t t ' Gr I tr ( 
a] oe ric \ ( 
( led otlic by I {R E¢ ( Associat Ar I 
FREEZING OF PAY-ROLL TAXES AT 1 | will state further that the speech 
PERCENT | consume 4 or 5 hours. Several Sen 
eS “Th . | ore wrecrec ( cneak h S a ft 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I very | are expected to speak this ai 


G 
1esitate to ask that the unfinished 
be temporarily laid aside. I 
now how diligently the Senator from 
uisiana [Mr. OVERTON] has been in 
ndling the pending bill. I wonder if 
would be appropriate to inquire if 
are other speeches to be made on 
rand harbor bill, or other amend- 
nts to be offered. If not, the consid- 
n of the pending bill might be 

bi ht to a speedy conclusion. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I may say 
that there are other speeches to be made 
on the river and harbor bill, and at least 
one other amendment is to be offered. I 





cre 


tne rive 
I 


Only one of them, the Senator from ‘ 


consin [Mr. La FoLleTTe) has spok 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. Pyesident, 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield 

Mr. OVERTON. iould li 
much to at 1mod Senato 
as I have said before, time is of t 
( nee in p ng t pendit ig | 
it is to be pa 1 at all. Ih 
delay m s until Sen ; can 
away ¢ pl 1 to be c 
€ ii I 2 ] i D \ 
to make any s hes which they d 


to ma! 





to the distin- 


HILL. I 


. + y . ; vy sy 
1 Senator from Louisiana that ¢ 











the Senate could meet tomorrow, 

I will cooperate with the Senator to 
mit of my ability, and if he decide 
this afternoon that he feels that 

Senate should hold a Saturday ses- 


( 
hall be delighted to cooperate with 
n that matter. 
OVERTON. There is no question 
f the declaration made by th 
Mr. AIKEN] that 


rmont 





s we possibly ¢ 
Mr. HILI If the Senator f1 
l yield, I sh 
cooperate to the fullest with th 
tor from Louisiana in complyins 
his wishes as to the pending bill and 
session tomorrow 
n this afternoon. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. 
I realize the great imp 
1 the Senator from Georgi 
have considered. I 1 


it debate on it will n 








tT 


and as toa 





ly 35 minutes, if that long 
Ir. WAGNER. The debate will tak 
l hat. 
M Not on the part of 
» favor the pro} il. I do not 





sion this aiternoon u 
fir 1}] on bot hose b 
Mr. GEORGE. Ir 
\ 1 tne acting majol 

expression 
Mr. HATCH D 
floor leader also I 














NHITE. I most certa 
IATCH. Might it not be 
to amend or mo t ul 
consent agreement ounded 
Senator from Georgia So as t 
the further agreement that immed 
he completion of the bil 
referred the Senate 
ion of the 











Will the Senator from Geo! 
his request to that effe 

Mr. HILI Mr. President, if 
ator from Georgia will yield, I 
no rea why the Sena } 
make such an order We wal 
both b this a rnoon 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no « 
that be acon 

The ACTING PRESIDENT 
port Is there objection to 
of the Senator from Georgia 
fic d 


Mr. H 





































































iD il iit CO! eC 
h y ! inne ou As late 
18:9 f rn na D t be- 
nning of the fiscal year on June 30, 
1944 he I nt of the 1 rve fund 
ild b bs e more than $3,000,000,- 
600 I} the figure Actually the 
mount 1 t ! e lund t the be- 
nr r of ( nt fiscal year was 
», 450,000,000 ! the amount in the re- 
! fund e end of December, th 
current month, will be approximately 
6.000.C00.000 
It } been cer estimated by th 
. at A = u { B ira ILSE lf that tne 
highest expenditu from this fund, or 
he highest ¢ ft upon the fund, during 
the next 5 veal would run from four 
hundred and f miljion to seven hun- 
dred million dolla If we apply the 
formu ucgested by the Secretary of the 
Treasu j 1939—I \ not iy. that it 
1 formula in the sense that it was 
wri 1 into the law—the total expendi- 
ture f tt nex » years is protected 
ome 10 or 12 tim over by the total of 
t 1 ve fund of January 1 next 
Mr. President, I do not pretend to say 
that there is not an advantage in the 
contribute ( curity system I 
( preter to y tl there no 
I n 1 having the fund bui ip 
tl the be iciaries themselves May 
know that tl benefit payments are 
ured ( ilso that the present - 
tem f hout benefi far 
the JT is cor rned zee it 3 l 
fact ] 1 t 1 persons, written into 
( { t eS¢ func out 
\ ( l peaki is at onc 
covered into t Treasury, after deduct- 
g the cost of administration for the 
current year, and bonds of the Federal 
Government are passed into that reserve 
fund as evidencing the amount due by 
the Treasury to the fund. So it is ob- 
viou that the mon does go to the 
eeneral fund 
As a tax for general purposes, the in- 
crease to 2 percent on both employers and 
emplovees in 1845 cannot be justified. In 
fact, it cannot be justified at all as a 


It was never intended 


revenue measure 
as a revenue measure, and as a revenue 
measure it 1s the most fauity tax sug- 


gestion yet made to any Congress, at any 
time, by anybody 

In the first place, Mr. President, it is 
not a tax on the income of a taxpaver; 
it is a tax on the total pay rolls of the 
employers and the employees. Thisisa 
Suitable and appropriate time to illus- 
trate the iniquity of the tax if it be re- 
tax lor revenue. 

At the present time the employers of 
large numbers of people and, therefore, 
the employers who have large Govern- 
ment contracts are nearly all paying 


iraed as a 


excess-profits tax If they are in the 

95-percent bracket, those employers 

would pay, if the increase of 1 percent 
into effect 


went January 1. 5 percent; 


and 95 percent would be paid by the 
Government itself, because the tax is a 
credit in computing the normal and 


excess-profits taxes. 
Let 
employers 


trac 


Those 
have no con- 
s, and who are barely breaking even, 


us take another example. 


however, who 





! é me tax, of 1-percer 
ne ¢ O! elr t ai pay rol ana 
the called upo! ) pay a capita 
{ i are ¢ A Y runnin in the 
ret 

o 4 we re rd the social-security 

1 means of ing additional rev- 

enue, we are committing ourselves to the 
mi quitous and utterly indefensible 


form of taxation yet devised. 
Therefore, Mr. President, for 3 year 

increase has been frozen 

and we are still traveling along with the 

l-percent initial tax upon employer and 

emplovee 

It is a well 


known fact also at this 


moment that many of the employees 
who are in the covered industries are 
in the so-called white-collar group 
Their deductions for one cause or an- 


otner—taxes, 
and the like—have been estimated 
to run from 6 to 12 percent of their in- 
comes. To take another 1 percent out 
of the white-collar cla in America at 
this time is without the slightest justi- 


purchases of Federal 


fication, so far as the Federal revenue 
is concerned, and so far as any remote 
or indirect effect upon inflationary o1 
def l forces is concerned 

In other v ds, Mr. President, t 

| urity tax—and I am sure th 

Vv ] e for a long time advocated oun 
! nt ocial-security stem will 

ree—should be levied only for the pur- 
pose of maintaining the integrity of the 
reserve fund. 

The fi ng of this tax will not in any 

I affect the old- benefit pay- 
me! or any payments to the aged and 
ot] I rou cial- rit \ m 


Treasury. If the 


pria n out of the 

tax automatically doubles beginning 
January 1 it will not increase the benefit 
of ingle beneficiary now under the 
S¢ l-security system. In other words, 


the tax is permitted to go into effect, 


only increase the amount of the 

Mr. President, the Social 
Board has advised with 
matter, 


Security 
us regarding this 
and I personally had hoped we 
might avoid a freezing of the entire auto- 
mat increase, but during the conver- 
sations I have had I have been assured 
that for some 20 years at least the pres- 
ent reserve, plus the annual tax, even 
at the present rate, would be able to 
take care of the system, and meet all the 
obligations under the system. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I feel that 

the House of Representatives was justi- 
fied in again freezing the tax, and that 
the Finance Committee was likewise jus- 
tified in concluding that the tax should 
be frozen at the present rate of 1 per- 
cent. 
The bill is therefore before the Sen- 
ate. I do not care to debate the matter 
at any great length, because it has been 
discussed in this body on three previous 
occasions. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I wish 
to express my opposition to the pending 
bill, and to state as briefly and as simply 
as I can, the reasons why in my opinion 
the Senate should not vote to freeze the 








butions, I b 


( 
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social-security contributions at the 


ent rate of 1 percent. 


Millions of our men and wome: 
today serving in the armed fo 
their country. In speaking again 
proposed fre of social-security « 


lieve that I ar 

the wishes not only of the vast ma 

f Americans on the home front, t 

of those fighting men and women of 
med forces who, when th 


n expre 


ey re 





home, are entitled to every possibl 
curity, including social security. 
REPEATED TAMPERING WITH CONTRIBI 
AY DESTROY PUBLIC CONFIDENCE 
BANCE SYSTEM 
As one who sponsored the original ‘ 


cial Security Act in 1935, I feel it i 
duty to warn Senators that a contir 
freeze of the contributions may seri 
impair the financial soundness of 
contributory system of social insura) 
and vitiate the whole idea of contri 
tory social insurance. I believe 
people of America—and the Memb 
Congress—want the contributory soc 





insurance system and have no d 
jeopardize it. That is my opinion. B 
constant tampering by Congress wit 


1 to destroy | 


4} a1 
vne aDlILY alld 


premium rates is bou 
confidence in 
of the insurance system. 

I am cpposed 


old-age and survivol insurance ¢ 


introduce the evils of uncertainty 
confusion ram whicl 


into a pre 


be definite and clear. An essenti 
of the old-age and survivors’ in 
system is the certainty and securit 


re embodied in any insurance 
nstant tampering with the contri 
tion rates a few weeks before a nev 
is scheduled to go into effect conf 
employers and workers who cont 
to the program, and alarms <¢ 


ld 


to it for security in their old as 





SCOPE OF 

At this time I believe it will be hel) 
to state some of the most important f 
about the insurance system. Even a} 
from the pending question of the f1 
Senators will be interested, I am sure 
a brief summary of how the insuran 
system operates, especially since we m\ 
scon consider the larger question 
broadening the coverage of the systen 
extending the types of benefits provided 
and liberalizing the benefit paymen 
This will, of course, involve an incr‘ 
in the contribution rates. Five jy 
have passed since the Senate last r¢ 
viewed the basic elements of social 
curity—much too long a delay, in m 
estimation. 

The Federal old-age and survivors 1! 
surance benefits are only one part 
the Social Security Act. The insural 
system is composed of two sections—t 
insurance benefits provided in title I] 
the Social Security Act and the insuran 
premiums embodied in the Inter! 
Revenue Code. The Social Secu 
Board administers the insurance benefit 
The Collector of Internal Revenue, unas 
the Secretary of the Treasury, collec 
the insurance premiums, 


INSURANCE SYSTEM 
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H t further t t the cial- 11-insurance benefit, however, would to be financed out of general reven 
{ tia ! $23 a month, with an additional if all of the population were cov 
, rs to com benefit of $16.50 a month for his wife, social insurance—as they should 
t true that at pres- if } ‘re aged 65 or over—a total of At present, as we all know, th 
ent the coll re far ir e3 of 49.50 a mon It is, of course, right so. Since the old age and \ 
ee besehits neid out. But that tl cial-insurance pregram should insurance system operates ¢ 
“ors From t fact dif- | tak nt of the past years during workers in private industry and « 
ictees:- ian alt ~iiam< Maiatbie V] r workers have made thei merce, some 20,.C09,000 jobs are excl 
M T} “<< of contribu- | contri on to societ; It should pay Our three to four million azriculiu 
f does n¢ e benefits to persons who have laborers and our 2,500,000 dom: 
I { to inere the contri- | had an opportunity to contribute to the | ants are outside the system. Th 
VW es vet at the very be- l-insurance system for a short tim employed are excluded—amon 
of o il-securitv program But we do not want to ask the some 6.900.000 farm owners and ope) 
that the income would ho are now young to shoulde! tors. One million employees of 1 
! eX | the outzo. But ou in f i too great a share of thes profit charitable and other institut 
ram is commi 1 t noi are not covered. Fublic employees 
benefi h will I TS OF INSURANCE BENEFITS excluded, and there are other 
cost for a lon Part of the confusion results from the If all those grcups were covered 
1 of tit fact that no one can predict exactly old-age and survivors in uranc Ish 
M n th yunt. re still | what the cost of the 1etirement and sur- y, “Very well and e sed; let part of 
reti f They «re build- Vive benefits provided under the act cost be paid ee eee, Se of gel 
p their 1 now to their future will be. There are many variable fac- | Tevenues.” Despite the fact that mi 
} Bit bans es on we must ‘ ch 2s mortality, life expectancy, of those who are supporting the f 
1 I I I WOrkK and §£ eral economic condition ‘ ™ n state that they favor such a sub id I 
| both retirement age | years from now. or 20 vears or 30, will | Predict that if we continue a limit: 
der which they will | most men choose to retire and start | COVerase system the time will come whi 
fits The costs of the d in benefits at 65. or will they it will be argued that the ex luded gro 
; ae tly ¢ ry ¥ nd have the opportunity—to shculd not be taxed to provide gene: 
. nd actuaries estimat : , ; ies rte ) revenue that is to be used for the pay- 


e} l j until they are 67 or 68 samt of endiiia Unde wal 
; ; a i nottt 7 : ced ; ; ne ( nefits under a system f) 
hy 1 exvenditure for benef will yea of ave Will we. through the S at dE i ee s = m 1 

90 to 25 time anions f j the | Which they themselves are excluded. |] 


of medical science and 
fact, the argument is being made 


adop i a national health program | aa eg 
s wh mak medical care wid ’ avail | ready. That is why I oppose the 
A \ I MENTS AFTEF THE WAR WhHICN Mavaes I) ic al Wi 1Y aAVAaAlI“ | » . 
RR i nie giranee i reducing the death | freeze. We ought to settle the a 
There is, moreover, one factor which — Se a a ee ere are tion of policy involved in financin 
vient tons sch ea a co are ee l Will the expected life span in- - pol of d 1 fine eee 
( ! to keep down the pr : : insurance system before we tinke1 
That is the facto: of wartime-employ- crease, thus adding to the number of 


with the contribution rates. 
People just naturally do not like b 
taxed for bencfits from which they th 


ment opportunities At present some yeais during which old-age benefits are 
700.000 work« vho ve already payal I could mention many othe1 
! 


eatirament ae na lici factors, but I think these illustrate the ; ; 
! i retirement age and are eligi- t yf the ‘hI ; ; seives are excluded. I have recei 








lor benefits are not drawing benef is Seen ee wi. | hundreds of letters from the self-em- 
They are working because they have thé : idied the question at great a pleyed, and so have many other Sena- 
chance to work. Some of these had | ©Stimat that the ee one OF Ee | sors. “Why should we help pay for bene- 
retired and begun to draw bene- | benefits now provided is likely to be | sts for our employees when we ourse!\ 
f { ha given up their | a oe" rigesdlos and + percent. are excluded?” these people say. “W1 
1 order to earn Age I tion a a y be less than kind of justice is there in that?” Mar 
e not. of ¢ expect to continu * 2 oz of them point to their own great ne 
We must ¢ t that these aged work¢ Ii the cost proves to be only 4 percent | o¢ old-age and survivors protection 
\ re mas employment op- on ti iverage, then workers and em- offer to pay on their own account b 
portunities decrease They will draw | Pioyers today are paying for only halt the employer and the employee premi- 
benefl and in many cases their Wis u ep - Fe at Wea See ee bu . ums in order to get that prot 
Wl od vWf ei Whenever wal up on th sis OF tNGay We : that Other Senators also receive man 
1} me se a SS = . ide up by | ters from workers who sometimes ' 
{ ( irp 1 the future ef promised in private industry or commerce, but ' 
d It © to Be paid. - onty omer | do not stay under the system long e1 
\ F LENE! ) “A se : sal 7 wr i a to get insured. Some ask to be } 
’ m re2so le that : ae tir ear ae : nee Taint mitted to continue under the system, « 
la ; ; re ee ee i ee though they are now working in 1 - 
} L} . ; aa * rt ree el d employment Lik s > empl 
n ot I just mentioned, they offer to pay 
, of t i , , wnen can afford it the employer and the employee fi 
; : d payments now are a strong aes 
{ C is cel ilv not oat fult cuninend al teint ta People want justice in matters of 
\ r! er ere ore a aee F ation, and my experience hes b 
who 1 employment are by ° = they get more impatient about u 
’ 1 for a} spe vi [LY MEANS COM- xes than about many other inju 
their own F It is human n to want \ t 
pro ( cou \ ( o on havin p for. It i ») humen nat 
i ( nd t -_ rs contribute to want to pay lor ben 5 t 
! ( \ t it ( of the old- somebcdy el! 
( : ! ) ( vance benefi There would be no injustice in | 
{ under t eX Social Secu- ome of the costs of social insurance } 
( ' ‘ f lrir on val nd I Act We could do that, but only out of general revenue if all workers 
( is to « the old -insur- f the c ; were to be financed covered by social insurances But « 
contri th the benefits. A ( of general revenues raised by pro- then I must admit that many peopl ll 
worker who cont tes for 10 vi on i e taxation. |} would not want to see a major part so 
the basis of an a ace \ of $150 a I, myself, would not be opposed to financed. Most people want to see @ 
month cou'd hase with his contribu- havi 1 part of the costs so financed. reasonable part of the tctal cost of in- 
1 annuity of only 94 cent month | it i, it seems to me, be wholly appro- | surance benefits paid for by direct con- 
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ma private insurance company. His priate and desirable for part of the costs tributions from insured workers and 











rs If we reta 2 n- 
m, we pres¢ t rin- 
benefits are paid as a matter 
hen they fall due 
portant -hat the social-insur- 
m be soundly and securely 
if it is to bring real ty 
and their fan and to 
economy} I am for ¢ I 
I S m and s ngthen- 
I to t cove 


ibution an f Con- 

ll adhere to t S 1 be- 

f ) We ¢ ot prop- 
u ind r¢ here on tl 
nate to Just I! z1Y i 

is, and th yy pror l- 

( f ub if doubt- 


l I é 

» ¢ ? e fol ¢ S nd 

senat Lo Cc ae! ( - 
iy If Sen: l in la I 
ment subsidy to the insur- 


} ypor an 
plete cove! of perso! un- 
irance plan That is the only 
d equitable position 
NOT I N 


cted into law, 1945 
ninth year during 
rates ol contribu- 
in effect. During 
rve of nearly $6,000,000,- 
for the future pay- 

i >wno support t 


additions at the l- 
adequate to assure 
of benefits. Let m 





mo! pecific a l- 
1 support this contention 
1 from Geol 
t contention a short 
0G, 
rgument in support of the freeze 
it is required by the so-called Mor- 





cretary of the Treasury 





thus is used to support the freeze. 
here is ample evidence in the 1939 
timony before coners onal commit- 


that the so-called three-times rule 
intended to be applied only in the 


years of the system after benefit 
yments were well along in their long- 
rise; and that the suggestion was 





: not intended to be applicable to the very 
. rly years of the system. Specifically, 
- the suggestion of the Secretary of the 
rreasury was in terms of an “eventual” 
rve. “Eventual” certainly must have 

d reference to a period some time after 
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1949 when the maximum 3-percent rates tl 
al juled to gointo effect. To apply I 
this long-term rule as a basis for finan- t 
cial pr y in the very early years of the not 
system. in mv < nian ic ta maka 1 f 
> ex} ~ . ~ q + 
‘ I 4 I ¥ I ¥ I ir I Uctu « S 
ised in tl \ 
Tl lan now in ft} S 1 Sea. 
s AAAs s Aid » 
. ++ } . ‘ T 
curity A 1 res} to tl t - 
. 1 ; ~ + j 
t I n no binds C 
} 51] SC 
4 ‘ s y \ 
p s | endeavored to eaa tnt 
imp 1 Ci ed t 
it 4 . 

1 1939 C 
? , i 
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tion « exact langua t 
to say that a new cong i 
to the maximum size of the 1 é I 
established in 1939. Th 1al f 
that Con estab } Ln y l 


but instead of justifyin é I i 

on its merits, re to a 1 it - 
pretation of the ite itself, and of t A t 
recommendation made to Congre ‘ 

the Secretary of the Tr ! I l : : 
the proposed fre ng of rat for 1945 é 
cannot be justified by rv ence to the ' 
o-( 1 Me a I } 


l u- : 
ment frequ y a nced by t - | ; 
voring Ir Ol tT KE { - 
ment of h r rates of contribut 
I will 1 dimi nish the burden of n 
] ress in later yeal ince. a second : 
et of taxes will have to be paic - ; 

I 
quently to fin e la - 
, perm 
l ition oO! 1 f ul olid- 











given a prominer eport of 
t Sen Fk ! in Jan- PI ca 
uary ot this ye on t I ( 
1944 ra un » by Ser 
from M n du ( ( 
bill I ement was mad t 
time t I es no ¢ ( to : 
taxpayer wh« $500,000,000 = | of, 
I at 1 € lé YVtop I ( ; 
investmen of a re é I 
whether $1,500,000,000 is dit { ~ 
pi i Gover? t sub ) t 
old- > ane rvive nsul ‘ . 
LI set id argu ta anced +1 ¢ 
f r of the freez no n t 
than the first argur it, and I - ' 
ing to the extent to W the ¢ fo! " 
a freezing of rates is 1 d on ; 
elementary fiscal erro! : ‘ 
So k as there 41 public d tion 
seems likely that we shall have a ¢ tax t 
for many years to come, and we shall lat 
have very large annual interest charges prof 
to pay. Except for possible slight dif- | be rs 


ferences in rates, the amount of such Mi 
interest will be the same whether it is ST 

paid entirely to private holders of the | poss 
debt or whether a part of it is paid to | is an 
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1} e now ( 1 three of the mai 
I I re made I ] 

t ! r 1945 and | ed I a 
t we I sl} ly di i 
fourth just yn often at iced fo 
main ni rat t tl l-pe t level 
N is 1 of the f t th c é 
‘ e ] r l I e b 1 much 
I r tl ( ated in 1939 d 
t the 1 é h has al been 
accumulated i 0 ] r than or - 
nally est 1 ] true that the en- 
tra of t Nation ir war, which 
unforeseen in 1939, h mendously in- 
crea 1 con b n collected t the 
l-percent rate ju it has led to un- 
precedented incre in most econom 
il x 

The b v of the ment that 
this fact fr ng of rate t t 
it ec ely i I l effect 
of the \ on enefit | ty of the 
S\ f B e pay un¢ rt e 
( i ( insuran pl im 
on ) ot \ ( 1 in cove 1 
€ mi I war ] re ted in 
! I ch | 
t n i | 1 ipated nd t ! 
] l 1 { \ ; ( nt ol 
\ re ito the cre t of ind 1 
\ In] -- last f year pre- 
{ e! I cL ¢ e am nc rn of 
1 ( { 1 32,000,000 p ) earned 
\ in ¢ ed em} rment dui tl 
yi In < 48.000,C00 | ns 
( ( ( nl 3 xX - 
j I n 16,000,009 the nur r 


€ mt 1 ). It is ve doul ] 
il ! ( ore than 50 percent 
would |] ( 1 if there had been 
ho It « i sin a tre- 
n 1 the lial y of the 


covVe- 
worker similarly increased from 
} Propo- 
1ients of the tax freeze lay great stress on 
rowth in contributions, but 
ay li eornoa 


upon the liabilities of the sys- 


ttention to the effect of 
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news- 





I ! pread the story around that 
the taxpayer must pay twice for social 
b e in addition to paying 

l contributions each person 

I help to pay the taxes which the 
I ry needs to redeem those bonds 
held t] insurance tem This 
chal at the taxpayer must pay twice 
f¢ S 1 security is absolutely and 


fied before congressional committees 
‘ n and in and ted that these 
chal S are untrue But the lie con- 
tinues to be spread 
? PERS WHICH OIF I E 

A the other times when the ques- 
t of ! ing the social- ! con- 
{ 
YT) 
< ( 
{ 





There being no objection, the editorials 


ITY 


: » action to the « rar the « Ss 
urity-tax rate will advance from e pres- 

ent 11 it to 2 percent. §& r VANDEN- 
I \ has thi times led t succe ul 
f to y opera 1 of the pr on for 
increase, announces that he will 


seek to keep the rate at the 1 percent 
; employers and employees 
m ress should refuse to 
th the Michigan Senator. It is time 


se who are building up rights under 


co 


tk 




















If that cost will « ed 6 percent 
r¢ there uld be no furthe C 
t y evs et ft I eu t t 
C plus 3 per tn 1um 1! } 
ir. t and now eduled t 


1 } ent The ] ) 
jump to 2 pe t, but tw I ( 
! ed execu Year-by-ye 
I De no it 1te I a 
gram of s l- ur f nci the 











v 1 come in the ¢ i fi 
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V ( I ln i il me¢ at 
’ x ‘ f ¥ 
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[From the New York Journal of Con 





2 percent on January 1 next a 
now provides. H 
the social security tax rate sh 
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! 1 lab- 
0} I X-! - 
Y ( ‘ 1 ° 
I ( D 1 | 
lel 1! ( ae | 1 Ol ( 
m ft t ¢ ? } 1 
every f h ) uld be ¢ 
to rol 
T) bill calls also for a long-deferred 
i l o those men and women 
who are n ving their country in 
the a ed f It provides for the 
protection f nsion of their social- 
ecurity righ | iving them wage 
credits for the entire period of their 


, Without deductions from 
to be borne by the 


Government out of general reve- 


of this coun- 
social-security 
juate social-secur- 
do not want to wait 
They want it now, so 
ie al social security 
may serve to absorb the shocks of read- 
L} ‘time economy. Those 
shocks cannot be avoided, but they can 


be minimized. We can forge an instru- 


pet ple 
iwrehensive 
really ade 
am. Th 


ment to 1 the shocks. In the dif- 
ficult period that lies ahead, a compre- 
hensiv n of social security would 
I b r factor the importance of 
which ca be overemphasized. 


MURRAY. Mr. President, I 


ed t ’ r, as I was last 


am 
( year, to 
{ { f > old-age and survivors’ 
insurancs x at the present rate of 1 
I nt } mployers and em- 
} 

nament to 


aul 


freeze the 
yn last year, 
7% ls » |] fon this floor my 
reasol { ( ng what I regarded 


OV irresponsible 
tink { fi ( oi the social- 
security 

Tam to repeat all that I said 
last y rents 
of the t a > then 
h S me V iJ ced 
last year to { freeze 





even more € nt toc than it 
? » that the prese! + « ntri- 
l { inadequate to n .'s 
n ti insurance s\ l 
{ E € tand evel 
( t t Dp! m 
ei | f ( ol 
pron l pre it 
1] nt of 1 
hia l pu t 
i —vv } t or ¢ 6 
7 Ine ¢ Ol W 
‘ % ’ ¢ ’ 1 ] 
) , , 
i Ali ce p! m 
! m ( vy af- 
r | In no 
} 1 
ii t 
f y 
? 
t, mv h - 
{ x i 4 m * 
x \ I) l rom 
he } f sccial 
( ) i to the tax freez 
I ble to me, I want b1 
f I e the arguments advanced | 
nent ( 7 I want tT 
nt cut to tl I misl ing 
e al S al I want to 
y . 
n e ( hov in le of 
ng the proposed action those ar- 
: "¢ 
- 1,3 ae » le 
For convenience, I address my remarks 
immary of the arguments whicn 


lin the New York 
This editorial is 


ay ared in an editorié 
Tim of December 5. 
based on a statement by Mr. M. Albert 
Linton, the president of Provident 
h Life Insurance of Phila- 


avai. 


the 
Co. 


Last year the New York Times opposed 
the tax fre and supported the sched- 
uled increase in the tax rate to 2 percent 
On employers and employees, on the 
sound ground that this amount would ke 
needed to meet the anticipated liabili- 
ties of the insurance system. None of 
the eight arguments cited in last Tues- 
day’s editorial controverts that point. 
What, then, are the eight arguments? 
Let me first dispose of two of them. 
They have nothing to do with the real 
ue we are discussing. These two must, 
herefore, be regarded as only red her- 


eZt 


ings, intended to distract attention froin 
he real issues. These two arguments 
are stated as follows: 

Raising the social-security tax rate to meet 
es would be unsound It is dan- 


] 
t 
I 
{ 


to use these taxes for extraneous pur- 
I 
And, secondly: 
Raising the social-security tax rate as an 
i-inflationary measure would also be un- 


Well, certainly, both those statements 
are true. But what is their significance? 
Th intend to imply, of course, that 

l-security taxes are being misused, 
and that those of us—and the millions 
of workers who stand with us—who sup- 
port the scheduled increase in contribu- 


cor 
eOl 


tion rates do so for ulterior purposes. 
That is an utterly false implication. The 


increase in contribution rates is being 
urged because it is necessary to the long- 
run stability of the social-insurance sys- 
, and for no other reason. The fact 

Wwe can move toward the desirable 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





contribution level at this time 
undesirable economic consequen 
hare an argument for refusing 1 
that step. 

Of a simil character i 
t uments wok ie N 
! ds as meking a case f 
f Again,Iq : 

1l 

Vi l l 
I nd 

I ! | 
V 1 Ss a I 
m 

I hope my chan ip of sm 
ness has been suf ently \ 
( tent so th no one 
I ves when I characte 
I i nothing but croc le te 
( xX oI the < ument 1s int 

to inci tine 7 ta 
( arly na im} unjust 1 
cens 

Certainly, unnece ry taxe 
justified whenever imposed. B 
proposed tax increase is neces 


sound and systematic long-t 
ing of l-in 
Small business s 
as big business from a strong and 
secial-insurance program. 
ness is better able to absorb the t 
crease under present conditions t! 
will be when reconversion gets 
way or possibly afterward. So 
the 


the SO 


TN 


white-collar workers are con 
they—like other workers—are rt 
pay their fair share of the costs of 
security. Indeed, the only seriou 
plaints I have heard from white-<« 
workers and small self-employed 
nessmen comes from those who are 
covered, and the complaint is that t 
are not permitted to pay contribut 
They may well ask who it is that } 
sumes to speak for them and to ofl 
them such false sympathy. Who 
we might ack, that has been camp: 
ing for the tax freeze? Who has |} 
rousing chambers of commerce and « 
ployees to oppose the tax? Small | 
nessmen? White-collar workers? I 
organizations? Nonsense! It is ths 
resentatives of certain big business. 
Let me turn to another argument 


the New York Times that should dee} 


concern every Member of Con 
The argument starts with the cor 
statement that ample funds are : 


available in the old-age and survivo! 
surance trust fund to meet all requi! 
ments for several years to come. W 
this statement neglects to state i 
fact that as time goes on, more 
more persons who reach age 65 will qu 
ify for benefits, that most workers 1 
covered by old-age and survivor: 
ance are still young, and 
young workers at present 1 
paying the full cost of tl l 
benefits. But it is the related argum 
to which I want to call particular at 


tion: 





An increase in sot irity t: v 
increase the already) e excess of i 
over ¢ ', © FF 4 if « 
ued ye r y tl 1Vv ld 
courage raids ¢ the fund eiti to be u 
(borrowed) i € ous wurposes or 
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TY 
vy} ¥ 
( 
c T ¢ 
I l S i 1 G 
f ) } 
. 
Wi Ol f 
m on li And 
I think c all re k i ( 
1 \ best | | - I tC 
qulre penel l ( 
( » Aaa , i é ‘ ‘ 
y a] 
f e s. ‘Tl f ¢ r I 
e ready and 
hey who are ing f < T e, I ar S 
The A. F. of L G. 2.9 I f 
d broths 3 bee York 7 
the tax ld be per- | tor Or ; St. l 
») step up accordilr res- I . 
cul ; I 
vho favor a tax freeze are ap- é t os ; 
more afraid of a small and varia! é f 
le immediate burden on employ- Fates aw 
n they are of however staggering I sav wi it ¢ ¢ sca ‘ 
re buraen on the Treasury. is no such } n in D} ’ 
er argument for the tax freeze I s bad en to contend t t 
the New York Times is this. reserve even in rlv \ 
a veneration hence, the annual insurance s\% m should 1 } , i 
ments for old-age benefits ex- than three times the highest ex , 
the 6-percent pay-roll tax eventu- outgo for the 5 years al d. Itise« I 
templated by the present law, worse for anyone to ma the ina 1 7 
erence can be made up through a statement that there is a prov n 
rnment subsidy. One might ask the law to the effect that the “cw ws 
the rate is ever to get to the total tax yield should be approximately tl e ; 
ercent eventually contemplated by times the current outgo.” It is evider ; - : 
present law if we continue to post- of the weakness of the position of tl a y a v 
any increases above the present who support the tax freeze that t sa) ' : 
9) ere > , wf . } + c 
of 2 percent? lean upon completely unfounded sta aa ot 
; } unifi I ! 
the main issue has to do with the ments. s ci ; 
the Government subsidy which But what I am more interested in ean. aa 
3 rr + = * + * + + “ - ‘ 
d be needed. The statement in the the conclusion which is drawn fri , ; a ] 
York Times continu: statement, which is that the preser aS snaaie 
1 bh . ; smitil +} <>} . . _ 
idies to the system of a reasonable | rate should be retained until the w = : 
nt are nothing to become alarmed situation can be carefull re é p or 
This suggestion is repeated in the eigh 
and final argument of the New Y« 
t is quite true, and I myself favor | 27° a ee oe eo 8 i] et 
as oe . Times editorial The rate should be | ae ; 
onable Government contribution the argument “by ( uit 
i Als UIC 3 ' rat . * 
ystem when it has been expanded ive expert study of t ~ i 
ive expert Stuqay i tne wn 
er all employments. But the sub- la cot a a i 
, } finan< system snouid be immedala ‘ i . 
s which would be required if the und a : 
; naertaken ¢ 
who oppose the step-up to a total — ‘ 
nent teetin hina . In the end, therefore, the a m ; : 
4-percent contributions have their g ad { ree 
; : ol who tavor tne K ire f f ' , 
year after year after year—such t they pee ¢ 
é Wil ne are—tactlcs ¢ i 
would not be reasonable. The ons Sainte cake daaiianieatiadaoaniies 
} 1 The individuals and groups who f . as 
s might have to become so re ; : . | 
: : 1ese arguments opposed the p ; 1 
) undermine the contributory r- he original Social Securit: . 
y f the nsuranc cyctem > s aA A - 
A Pg ” ea 5 y — at Th Vv h iVE cons ( 
1 for such large annual subsidies “ hae 1 
1s salient the imeeten gene ta po heir actions if not a I i 
; : aes “4 their words—the expansion of o | f t C 
hazards and uncertainties of an- 
7m : ent system to cover presently exe , 
ppropriations. The need for a 1 tot : 
rmment subsidy of such proportions ree Pat ma . “rh 7 
13a , . 4 “—- : : t 1u10Nal FISKS in qare ni r ( 
d lead to the constant danger that , = 
" opp soCial Irity sO t I Y 
fit rights might be reduced or with- 
ights might be red d vith e the issues and talk-abou ; 
n nN t +t inct F ineliranys we : I 
mn, and tha ins id of insu e we mi 3 of expert We need no « { 
hliave we aol mi » of expert : » tell us that t p of ta 
ist year, when we were debating this ent contribution rates for old-age 
> ql tion, I offered i Congress survivors insurance are too low to ur I 
1 an amendme to the Social Se- | port the insurance system. What \ 
Act authorizing a propriations need is the courage to act, not ; 2 ‘ a 
1 general revenues. I felt that such | studies by experts to tell us what 
vision was absolutely necessary to already know. I 
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An op I we 
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l ) 2G) M1 P ident 
» vol nd I share 
I I 1 immar- 
‘ ippe o the ma- 
( Commi ttee on Finance, and 
( helming majori of the 
| f Rep. ntatives, » th the 
| On! i nd e the justification ol 
é ) n y Jjuagment ren- 
( il jorit n favor of the 

| ] 

Mr. Presi I h to make cleat 
i t h have b n i 
the ¢ > of t acebate this afternoon 
! ral he expansion of old-age bene- 
{ nd f nsion of coverage ol 
old ben have absolutely noth- 
ig to ¢ question pending be- 
Lore 1 rt rate of the pay- 

be paid in 1945 has 
) r to the schedule 

( ( be paid under the 
I 1 l Oo V 1s 1 tine 

( ( I lor ¢ ti! 
\ are prop in ) 
:e cent in id « ) 

I | per We 

no i ) f t all We are 

Dp n behalf of the work 
( i lf ll not cor nt 
at ( tax to pay for ¢ = 
W l rea the qu tion Ol wheth- 
( t coverage of old-age insur- 
ld be expanded, when we reach 

( ion of whether or not the scale 
of benefit payments under old-age in- 
rance ld be expanded in certain 
cal ies n we expand the coverage, 
2] en we increase the benefits, then 
I ree it be logical to increase the 
tax to pay for the expansion. But I 
mit t { House was everlastingly 
tified when, by vote of 263 to 72, it 
] ed the bill; and the Senate Commit- 
tee on Finance was everlastingly justified 
when, by a vote of 13 to 2, it said that no 
more taxes shall be collected from the 
pay rolls of this country in 1945 than 
are ne ry to pay for existing benefits. 
The sole question before the Senate is 


whether or not the existing 1 percent tax 


on pay rolls for employees and 1 percent 
for employers will be adequate through 


1945 to sustain the payment of existing 
benefit That is the only question be- 
fore 
Mr. President, I think that question 
can be rat simply and officially 
iswered It is to be remembered that 
1939 we ¢ ciously changed the char- 
er of the old-age and survivors insur- 
ance section of the Social Security Act 
We took it from a full reserve basis and 


deliberately } it upon a contingent re- 
serve basis. We did so because it is uni- 
versally recognized that a public tax- 
supported insurance system does not re- 
quire a full reserve, inasmuch as the en- 
public credit of the whole Nation is 
iis reserve constantly. 


tire 
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ferred from a full 


} to a contingent reserve in 1939 
Th 1 question became, What is the 
pI priate measure ol a contingent re- 
That question also was settled 
( in 1939. It was settled when the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Morgen- 
1 who is the chief fiscal officer of the 
Government, testified before the House 
Wa and Means Committee on March 
24, 1939, and specifically defined what the 
contingent reserve ought to be. This is 

\ t he said: 

Sve ically, I would svggest to Congress 
t pl the fina of the old-age 
ice system with a view t maintall! y 

f ( tingencie entual reserve 
Amounting to what? This is the crux 

of t hole thing— 

l to! m e€ I € 

€ \ I r f 


That is the rule laid dow 
The di 


n by Secretary 
guished Sena- 


+ 





entnau. 


tor from New York |Mr. WAGNER! can 
discount that rule as he pleases. He can 


try to indicate that we have distorted its 





on The fact rem ; that the 

of the Treasury himself has 
repudiated the 1 and we have 

heard one sing] rd from him in 

l t to its withdray According to 
tl retary of the Ti ury in 1939 the 
rule hich we wrote by implication into 
t :t of the statute i lf, is that under 
contingent reserves the only reserve re- 


nd survivors insur- 
erve which i 


q lired for old age ar 


ance isa re three times the 
highest contemplated annual expendi- 
ture in the next 5 years 

There it stands. That is the rule 
recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and he has never taken it 
ba There it stands by implication in 
the statute itself. But what are the 
facts? 


The facts are that the old-age reserve 
on June 30 last was $5,450,000,000. The 
facts are that the highest expenditure in 
the next 5 years will be between $450,- 
000,000 and $700,000,000, according to the 
estimates of the Social Security Board. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield on that point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
JOHNSON of Colorado in the chair). 


Does the Senator from Michigan yield 
| to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. Will the Senator disclose 
to me upon what that figure is based? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That figure is 
the official estimate of the Social Security 
Board, in contemplation of the expendi- 
tures in 1949 for the payment of benefits 
under the old-age and survivors insur- 
ance section of the law. 

Mr. LUCAS. In other words, they 
testified before the committee that dur- 
ing the next 5 years the anticipated ex- 
penditure from this fund would be only 
$500.000,000; is that correct? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It will be be- 
tween $450,000,000 and $700,000,000. 
They give that much latitude in the esti- 
mate, because it is difficult to make a 

| Specific and concrete estimate, 


NATE 
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Mr. LUCAS. Then,if any more m 
is spent out of the fund it will be ne 
sary, Will-it not, for the Congress, thy 
legislation, to change the rate of em; 
ment compensation? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. This has not] 
to do with unemployment compensa 

Mr. LUCAS. Idonot mean that. « 
course under the present law paym 
in a certain amount are provided in 
way of benefits. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is corrs 

Mr. LUCAS. Benefits are to be 
inacertain amount. If any more mo: 
than the $700,0C00,000, to which they } 
testified, would have to come out of 
fund, it would be necessary for Con 
to raise the amount which is to be pai 
is that correct? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; it is nx 
all correct. If the Senator will permit 
me to finish stating the computation. | 
think perhaps he will find his answe: 
the final figure I shall reach. If I 
to do so, I ask the Senator to inter 
me again. 

Let us start again with the comp 
tion. The rule is, according to the S a 
tary of the Treasury, and by impli 
in the statute itself, that the resé 
adequate when it is three time 
highest contemplated expenditure 
next 5 years. The highest contem 
expenditure will be in 1949, when it 
be somewhere between $450,000,090 ar 
$700,000,0C0. On June 30 the xr 
without any increase by way of 
taxation, was $5,450,000,000. 


In other words, the existing rese 
without a penny added to it, is 
8 to 12 times the highest contemp! 


expenditure, instead of only 3 times 
highest contemplatea expenditure 
recommended as our basic rule by 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Does that answer the Senator’s gq - 
tion? 

Mr. LUCAS. That partially an 
my question; but this afternoon I h 
listened to the distinguished senior Sen- 


ator from New York [Mr. WaGNER] and 
the distinguished junior Senator f! 


Montana |Mr. Murray], and they ha\ 
constantly spoken about the econom 
conditions which will prevail in the coun- 
try at the end of the present war beca 

of lack of employment; and they ha\ 
constantly argued, as I have understo 
their remarks, that the reserve fund 
scarcely be too large in the event that 
we meet certain social and economic con- 
ditions which we all Know we 
eventually meet. 

The inquiry I was making was whet! 
the reserve fund, which the Senator |! 
just said is now eight or nine times m: 
than it is estimated will be needed, « 
be used to take care of persons who will 
be unemployed at the end of the war. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
must say to the Senetor again that t! 
has nothing to do with unemployment 
A person qualifies for benefits under t! 
old-age and survivors insurance system 
only when he has reached the age lin 
fixed in the statute. It has no relation- 
ship to unemployment. 

Mr. LUCAS. That was my under- 
standing. Perhaps I misunderstood t! 


aVYahbid 
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tatement 


think tl example will 
nstrate the futility of ac- 
i] e reserve in a public 
this nature 

d to have in this reserve 


inal prospectu 


$50,- 
For the 


ake of cal- 


culation, suppose the money vere in 3- 
percent Government bond At the rate 
of 3 percent the interest in 1980 would 


be $1,500.000,00( 


So 
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have collected in interest 
iise that billion and a 
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natol 
JIENBERG The taxpaye 
y any more 
ne-half billion 
t contribution to social 


follow the latter 





ll not have had an ac- 

( $50.000.000.000 in the 

That is the fundamental 

t character of the entire 
( n d in 1939 We left 

uuan reserve behind us de- 

nsciously, and turned 

\ 1 contel only a 
f n order to take cal 
‘ ie definition of tl 
I h to conclude, bu 

] ( to be v y ciear. I 

| vest witness in America 

i the most competent 

ort this d M1 





nt adviser to tl Gov- 

>) ry t t¢ rll « q Q al i 
! He was a mem- 
1d council which ren- 
t ry in 1939 in the per- 
Mr. Linton appeared 

Vi 1 the bill was before the 


House 


Ways and Means Committee I 


h to present a summary of Mr. Lin- 
on reasons why we should vote fo: 
ther freeze, or why we should vote 


or the pending bill. Mr. Linton m- 
ed the case as follie 
1 A € € é é ¢ 
é mee I julre I 
f f The « Lax a 
‘ 
$2 ( The O. A. S.I 
ust a 
a ¢ { ‘ 
é f 
In ¢ words, Mr. Lint ; point No 
] at al e funds ar i dy = 
e xX i 
r ree cu € 
d f cre Mor- 
l ] e \ tne 
x rates € A ¢ eful 
é é \ r 1ee( t be 
é € ere is € the 
be r the fh 
+ 
I the ( -secu tax rate 
expe S€ 
Which is the point, incidentally, ré d 
by the distinguished Se or from Min- 


uld go further thanthat. The use 


of the social-security tax trust fund, di- 
rectly or indirectly, for any purpose on 
eal except social-security puiposes is 


a violation of a public trust in the rankest 


Says Mr. Linton 





It d set a bad precedent for divert , 
‘ funds later other cl o 
rhe uld be ed é neet 
I t et 
4. R ig the ( ecul tax e as 
nat I me i l be 
\ 1 Ant fi f 1 be 
fr levied for tl irpos 
ant repe d whe » | é needed 
ro ex { ul es 
! nary nov we d |} de- 
n time l I nd I 
I ‘ n the Gove é i l i 
n purch pow 
I submit that section Mr. Linton's 


lV parti 
Illinois, 


tor from 
quiry he made of me 


as app 


period, to which the Senator fro 

in referred, when there may be a 1 
and a point at which there is economic 
difficulty in the United States, the funda- 
mental need will be to sustain, so far as 
possible, the mass buying power of the 
American people, and I know of no 
poorer way to support the mass buying 


he American people than need- 
to double a pay-roll tax upon the 
masses of workers of this country. 
SHIPSTEAD. Does not th 
amount to an income tax, to all intents? 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes; and onthe 
lowest-income groups in the country. 
That is exactly what it is, if my con- 
tention 1s correct. 
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her to be used (borrowed) 
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tem with a contingency recerve, a subsi 
th ystem would merely mean that a 


would be substituted for a 


ax 


kind of t 
pay-r ll t 
That is precisely the example I 
the Senator from Minnesota— 
tl of 
nothing to b 


chief danger 


to 


Subsidies to 
amount are 


bout The 
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1e system 





come 


an unwise increase in e benefit f 
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excessive An extension of the cover 
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ver, that it 


to have to c 
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wrong for this subject 


to the floor of Congress every year f 
hotgun judgment by those of us 
cannot possibly have the expert knov 


e which is essential to a compreh 
of this totally technical probl 


ed 
s10n 
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In the bill I introduced in the Senat 


on this subject there was a second 
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Joint Congressicnal Committee on 
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an advisory council of experts, the qu 
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tr. HTLL (when Mr. BANKHEAD’sS name 
( ( ie ft i] 
S ) 1A 1 (Mr. Ba HEA 


¢ \ ma and the Senator 
i nM I i on this ¢ - 
I i at if pr 1t and 
t Sen from Miss wt 1 
t mna ti = tor om Ala- 
I i ( \ I 
h WH RY (when Mr. R COMB’'S 
I e was called) The junior I 
\ t Virginia is neceé i )- 
{ I n informed that if | re 
present and voting he would vi yea,” 
The re ill was col ded 
that 





\ 


The Senator from Florida | Mr. Peprer] 
absent on important public business. 
oo Senator from Nevada ae Mc- 
| and the Senator from Ut a 
nema pedi ined See | - 
ness for the Senate 
The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BarRKLEY!] and the Senator from New 
Mexico | Mr. CHAVEZ! are unavoidably de- 
tained 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
RI the Senetor from California | Mr. 
JOWNEY!, the Senator from Mississippi 
r, EASTLAND!, the Senator from Idaho 
mar. CiarK!, the Senator from Rhode 
r. Green!, the Senator from 
my (Mr. ScrucHam], the Senator 
rom Utah {Mr. TxHomas]. the Senator 
1 Missouri [Mr. Truman] the Senator 
m Wyomin Mr. O’MAHONEY], the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typrtncsl, 
and the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WALLGREN|! are necessarily absent. 
le Sen rom Ohio (Mr. Tart] is 
P ired with the Senator from Kentucky 
* Barkiey!: the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. ANDREWS] is paired with the Sena- 


he 


= 





tor f } Rhode Island {Mr. Green|; the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 


Tosey! is paired with the Senator from 
Fiorida Ir. PEPPER]; and the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BripGes] is 
paired with the Senator from Utal {r. 
THomas!. I am advised that if present 
I 





and voting, the Senator from Ohio [Mr 
Tart], the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
ANDREWS], and the Senators from New 
Hempshire (Mr. TosBey and Mr. BripGeEs] 
would vote “yea.” The Senator from 
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro 
pore. Is there objection? The C} 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
EXTENSION OF SECOND WAR Pi 

ACT OF 1942 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro 

pore. Under the unanimous-< 
ent, the next business is ] 

bill 4993, which the Chair lays befor 








Tne Senate proceeded to cons 
bill (H. R. 4993) to amend Publi 
C venty-seventh Congress, 
session, an act to further exp 
prosecution of the war, app 


27, 1942, known as the Second War I 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I 





ise the Senate that I shall not en 
any extended remarks. I wish to 
Senators that they will never be 


upon to vote on a more import 
than the one now before the Sen 

This measure extends the powers 
ferred by the Second War Powers . 
J : act, Mr. President, all 
vast productive machinery of this c 
try has been regulated to produc 
maenificent effort and contri 
which industry has made to the 
effort Automaticaily the act ex; 
on the 3lst day of “this month. 

Yesterday. as he appeared befo1 

Mead committee dea ling with th 
re defense, I asl Krug, 
man of the War Pr Saenaes Boa 
would happen if this act should n 
ex.ended. He replied: 


Senator, I was startled when you 
act expired on the 3lst day of this n 
I had not realized it I can answer 
saying that if the powers conferred 
act are not extended the entire war ef 


I say, Mr. President, that there 
Coubt as to the correctness of that 
nent. Cf course, I told Mr. Kru 
I have tuld others, that there w 
question about the Congress extendi 
the powers conferred by that act, ; 
that it would be done immediately. 

The bill passed the House with 
amendment, and it is that amendm 
with which I should deal, or ought 


explain, if Senators are interested 
they are not, I am willing to have a v 
at this time. The amendment ado 


by the House would simply confer t 
right of judicial review in cases inve 
ing what are called suspension ord 
On that point I am sure the Senat 
from Connecticut [Mr. DANAHER] wi 

to make an observation. I yield to 

Senator from Connecticu 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in 

the attention of the Senator f: 

1 Mexico to page 2, line 11, we f 
tl 1ere the words “any order suspendin 
any priority or allocation.” 

I point out that this amended s 
would give the district courts exclusi 
jurisdiction to enjoin or set aside c 
tain orders which are described in 
language which I have just quot 
Since that language was open to v 
real qu estion as to the exact meanir 
of what jurisdiction the court wou 
have, and how that jurisdiction would | 


~ 


A 
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HATCH. I think the Senator 


kas has a very good point there, 
not think it is one which should 
le the subject of an amendment. 
CONNALLY. I shall not offer an 
mendment and I shall not press the 
int; but I wish to call the attention of 
Senator to the fact that an act can 

be terminated upon the occurrence of 
vent, and in order to make this pro- 

1 legal it is simply necessary to con- 

the adoption of a concurrent reso- 

yn as an event, not as an end, because 
cannot be repealed by a concur- 
resolution of the Congress. We 

ld condition it on the occurrence of 


event, such as the fall of a star, or 


in 


Mr. HATCH. I und 
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Th not extraordinary about 
né and some of them 
are eme! y matters. For instance, 
one of them relates to the inauguration 


of the President. 
So, Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to con- 


sider the bills to which I have referred, 
beginning with Calendar No. 1212, House 
bill 1951. 


‘ 


The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The Senator from Mississippi | 
asked unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of cer- 
tain measures relating to the District of 
Columbia, beginning with Calendar No. 
1212, House bill 1951. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, let me say, especially 
for the information of Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, that I have con- 
sulted, so far as it has been possible to do 
the minority members of the com- 
mittee, and I know of no objection—I 
speak for the minority of the committee 
at the moment—to these bills. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. Without objection, the clerk will 
proceed to state the bills referred to, be- 
ginning with Calendar No. 1212, House 


bill 1951. 


1aS 


sO, 


AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
MOTOR VENICLE PARKING FACILITY 
ACT OF 1942 


The bill (H. R. 1951) to amend the Dis- 
trict of Columbia Motor Vehicle Parking 


Facility Act of 1942, approved February 
16, 1942, was considered, ordered to a 
reading, read the third time, and 


third 

passed. 

PREVENTION OF 
NISHMENT OF 


ATTACHMENT OR GAR- 
SALARY OR WAGES IN 


THE DISTRICT 
The bill (H. R. 2116) to amend the 
la of t District of Columbia relating 


tion of property from judicial 





proc assignment of salary or 
wages, ¢ the advance payment of sal- 
ary or wages for the purpose of prevent- 
ing attachment or garnishment, was 
co dered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

GRANTING OF ADDITIONAL POWERS TO 

DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS 


> Senate proceeded to consider the 
grant 


The 


bill CH. R. #4) to additional 


«VU 








powers to the Commissioners of the Dis- 
ri f Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BILEO. Mr. President, Mr. West, 
» Corporation Counsel for the District 





of C ibia, has submitted an amend- 
nt h would ce the bill apply to 
on tt bonds involved. I offer 
th mendment, and send it to the desk 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
pore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuier CLERK. On page 4, in line 
10 is proposed to strike out the period, 
! a colon and the follow- 
P ded, however, That nothing 
in thi tion shall be construed to im- 
pose 1 the surety on any such bond 
‘ t liability than the total amount 
th r the amount remaining unex- 
ting hed by any prior recovery or re- 
( ies, as the case may be.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
T endment s ordered td be 


ssed and the bill to be read a third 


» Hil 


bill was read the third time and 
REGULATION OF PRACTICE OF THE 
HEALING ART 

ill (H. R. 3150) to amend an act 
i “An act to regulate the practice 
of the healing art to protect the public 
health in the District of Columbia,” 
approved February 27, 1929, was consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF MOTOR-VEHICLE TRAF- 
FIC AND INCREASE OF NUMBER OF 
JUDGES OF POLICE COURT 


The bill (H. R. 3313) to amend section 
10 of the act of March 3, 1925, entitled 
“An act to provide for the regulation of 
notor-vehicle traffic in the District of 
Columbia, increase the number of judges 
of the police court, and for other pur- 
poses,” as amended, was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


DISPOSAL OF DEAD HUMAN BODIES IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The bill (H. R. 3619) to amend section> 
675 and 676 of the act entitled “An act 
to establish a Code of Law for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” approved March 3, 
1901, regulating, the disposal of dead 
human bodies in the District of Colum- 
bia, was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF MOTOR-VEHICLE TRAF- 
FIC AND INCREASE OF NUMBER OF 
JUDGES OF POLICE COURT 
The bill (H. R. 3621) to amend an 

act entitled “An act to provide for the 

regulation of motor-vehicle traffic in the 

District of Columbia, increase the num- 

ber of judges of the police court, and 

for other purposes,” was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


The | 


1 
antitlar 
Criui 





APPOINTMENT OF NOTARIES PUBLIC BY 
DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS 


The bill (H. R. 3720) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to appoint notaries public was con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 






EXTENSION OF DISTRICT HEALTH RE 
LATIONS TO GOVER ENT RES 
RANTS 


Nw 
Navi 


he wella JTOCE q Ut CO! 
The Senate proceec 1 to ¢ 





bill (H. R. 4867) to extend 

re lat of the District of Colur 
Gr it restaurants within t I 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, H 
4867 is a measure pr lin 
Sanitary inspection of all rest 
now being conducted by Goverr 
agenci in the District of C 
After the committee reported thx 
discovered that it would I t 
House and Senate restaurants, whi 


under the Rules Committee of the Sen 
and the House and under Mr. Lyn: 
Architect of the Capitol. I wish to h 
the Capitol restaurants exempted f1 
the provisions of the bill. The: 
offer the amendment wh ‘ 
desk and ask to have stated. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro t 
pore. The amendment will be stated 

The CuieF CLERK. On page 2, al 
line 5, it is proposed to insert: 

Sec. 2. This act shall 
United States Senate 
atives restaurants. 






not apply t 


and House of Rep: 


sen 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be e 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time 
passed. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to ask the Senator from Missis 
to please tell us whether any of these | 
deal with the subject of the garnishment 
of salaries of Federal workers. 

Mr. BILBO. No, sir. 

Mr. DANAHER. Not any of them? 

Mr. BILBO. No, sir. 

Mr. DANAHER. I thank the Senator 


| EDUCATION OF CHILDREN OF DECEASED 
VETERANS 


The bill (H. R. 4916) to amend the act 
of June 19, 1934 (Public Law 435, 73d 
Cong.), was considered, ordered to 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
| REGULATION OF BOXING CONTESTS AND 
EXHIBITIONS IN THE DISTRICT 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 

bill (H. R. 4327) to regulate boxing con- 
tests and exhibitions in the District cf 
Columbia, and for other purposes, which 
had been reported from the Committ 
on the District of Columbia, with amend- 
ments. 
The first amendment was, on page 2 
line 20, after the words “shall be”, t 
strike out “entitled to compensation, not 
to exceed $1,800 each per annum” an 
insert “paid compensation at the rate of 
$2,400 each per annum effective July 1, 
1944,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
after line 6, to insert: 

The said funds shall be available to p 
for boxing equipment, such as glove he 
guards, mouthpieces, trunks, boxirg sh 
boxing rings and mats therefor, timekeepe 


aY 
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| bells and hammers, and trophies for mem- 
; bers of organizations engaged in th 
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1 tile ‘ i t e sf yu VA 
10 the d r e f s ¢ I i 
v determ tior 1 become é 
( f tl C cil An n ( l 
t d rmination or ac L { e Di- 
I n eal t € m to the cour 
which shall d a hearing thereon after due 
mn e to the interested partie Any person 
i eved ed by any determination or 
order of t council may appeal therefrom 
to the District Court of the United States 
for the Di t of Columbia at any time with- 
in 30 days after the date of such order, by 
service of a Ww en notice of appeaLon the 
Direc I n service of said notice of ap- 
peal, said council, by its secretary, shall 
forthwith file, with the clerk iid dis- 
t! court to which said appeal is taken, a 
certified co; of the order appealed from, 
t ther with find of fact on which tne 
S ne i I ed I pers 1 ser sucn 
tice of appe 1 shall, wi n 5 days after 
e thereof, file copy of tl! ime 
f ervice, with the cl c of tl cc 


} ler} ! L 
to which such appeal is taken; and there- 
. ' 

t 





ipon said dist court shall have jurisdic- 
-ion over said appeal, and the same shall be 
entered upon the records of said district 
court and shall be tried therein de novo ac- 
cording to the rules relating to the trial of 

ns, so far as the same are applicable. 

n aggrieved or affected by any de- 

ion, order, or decision of the district 
court may appeal therefrom to the Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia in the 


SalI 


ne manner as provided by law for the ap- 


peal of civil action 

Sec. 11. The provisions of this act shall 
apply to any person, firm, corporation, or 
craft in the District of Columbia which has 
voluntarily elected to conform with its pro- 
visions 


Sec. 12. As used or referred to in this act 
the term “The Secretary of Labor” shall mean 
the Administrat of tl Department or 
agency of the United States Government au- 
thorized to administer the provisions of Pub- 
lic Law No. 308 

13. Sections 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 20, and 
chapter 2 of title 15 of the Code of Laws 


yr 





Src 


21 


of the District of Columbia are hereby re- 
pt 1led 

Sec. 14. If any provision of this act, or the 
application thereof to any person or cir- 





cumstances, is held invalid, the remainder of 
the and the application of such provision 
to other persons and circumstances, shall not 
be affected thereby, 


REGULATION OF STOCK TRANSFERS IN 
THE DISTRICT 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1979) to regulate in the District 
of Columbia the transfer of shares of 
stock in corporations and to make uni- 
form the law with reference thereto, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, with 
amendments, on page 2, line 5, after the 








word “certificate”, to strike out “of” and 
insert “or”, and on the same page, line 
14, aft t word “itself”, to strike out 


provided” and insert “provide.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
L was ordered to be engrossed 
1 third reading, read the third time, 
as follows: 


a 





HOW TITLE TO CERTIFICATES AND SHARES MAY 
BE TRANSFERRED 

nN 1. That title to a certificate nd 

t ares represented thereby can be 


by delivery of the 


certificate endorsed 
é r in blank or to a specified person bj 
yn appearing by the certificate to be 


e owner of the shares represented thereby, 








(dD qaeil y ¢ the cer anc a 

ad ment containir a Vv tten as- 

I ( e certificate cr a power of at- 

( ( ll, a n, or transfer the same 
or th hares represented thereby, signed 
by the person appearing by the certificate 
») be the owner of the shares represented 

t eby h assignment or power of at- 
t ley may be either in blank or to a specific 


visions of this section shall be ap- 





plicab hough the charter or articles of 
incorporation or code of regulations or by- 
the corporation issuing the certificate 

1 the certificate itself provide that the 
shares represented thereby shall be trans- 


ferable only on the books of the corporation 
] stered by a registrar or trans- 
red by a transfer agent. 





POWERS OF 


THOSE LACKING FULL LEGAL CAPACITY 
AND OF FIDUCIARIES NOT ENLARGED 

Sec. 2. Nothing in this act shall be con- 

ued as enlarging the powers of an in- 

fant or other person lacking full legal capac- 


st 


ity, or of a trustee, executor, or adminis- 
trator, or other fiduciary, to make a valid 
endorsement, assignment, or power of attor- 
ney. 
CORPORATION NOT FORBIDDEN TO TREAT 
REGISTERED HOLDER AS OWNER 
Sec. 3. Nothing in this act shall be con- 


strued as forbidding a corporation— 

(a) to recognize the exclusive right of a 
rson registered on its books as the owner of 
shares to receive dividends, and to vote as 
such owner, or 

(b) to hold liable for calls and assessments 
a person registered on its books as the owner 
of shares. 





TITLE DERIVED FROM CERTIFICATE EXTINGUISHES 
TITLE DERIVED FROM A SEPARATE DOCUMENT 
Sec. 4. The title of a transferee of a Cer- 

tificate under a power of attorney or assign- 

ment not written upon the certificate, and 
the title of any person claiming under such 
transferee, shall cease and determine if, at 









any tim rior to the surrender of the cer- 
tificate to the corporation issuing it, another 
person, for value in good faith, and without 


notice of the prior transfer, shall purchase 
and obtain delivery of such certificate with 
the endorsement of the person appearing by 
the certificate to be the owner thereof, or 
shall purchase and obtain delivery of such 
certificate and the written assignment or 
power of attorney of such person, though 
contained in a separate document. 


WHO MAY DELIVER A CERTIFICATE 


Sec. 5. The delivery of a certificate to trans- 
fer title in accordance with the provisions of 
section 1 is effectual, except as provided in 
section 7, though made by one having no 
right of possession and having no authority 
from the owner of the certificate or from the 


person purporting to transfer the title. 
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EFFECTUAL IN SPITE OF FI! 
STAKE REVOCATION, DEATH, I? 
LACK OF CONSIDERATI 





Sec. 6. The endorsement of C 
e pe on appear DY tne ce 
r of 1e spar re esented 

$ ell ual, exce; as } i 1 

though e enc er < t 
) ww i iced } fraud, d 

1 to! e the em C 

(b) has re red the delivery of the cs 
cate or the authority given by the « 
ment or delivery of th tificate; ¢ 

(c) has died or become legally ir I 
tated after the endorsement, whether be 
or after the delivery of the certificate; 


(dad) has received no considerat 


RESCISSION OF TRANSFER 


os 





Sec. 7. If the endorsement or delivery 
certificate— 

(a) Was procured by fraud or du 

was made under such mistake 

m the endorsement or delivery 
table; or . 

If the delivery of a certificate was made 

(c) without authority from the owner; 

(dad) after the owner's death or Ik ] 
pacity, the possession of the certificate m 
be reclaimed and the transfer thereof 


scinded, unless 

(1) the certificate has been transferred 
a purchaser for value in g faith with 
notice of any facts the transi 
wrongful; or 

(2) the injured person has elected t 
waive the injury or has been guilty or ] 
in endeavoring to enforce his rights. 

Any court of appropriate jurisdiction n 
enforce svecifically such right to reclaim 
possession of the certificate or to 
the transfer thereof and, pending litigat 
may enjoin the further transfer of the c: 
tificate or impound it. 


od 
making 


re 


RESCISSION OF TRANSFER OF CERTIFICATE D 
NOT INVALIDATE SUBSEQUENT TRANSFER BY 
TRANSFEREE IN POSSESSION 


Sec. 8. Although the transfer of a certifi- 





cate or of shares represented thereby |} 
been rescinded or set aside, nevertheles: 


the transferee has possession of the certifi- 
ate or of a new certificate representin 
part or the whole of the same shares of 
stock, a subsequent transfer of such certifi- 
cate by the transferee, mediately or imme- 
diately, to a purchaser for value in good 
faith, without notice of any facts making the 
transfer wrongful, shall give such purchas 
an indefeasible right to the certificate and 
the shares represented thereby. 
DELIVERY OF UNENDORSED CERTIFICATE IMPOSES 
OBLIGATION TO ENDORSE 


Sec. 9. The delivery of a certificate by the 
person appearing by the certificate to be the 


owner thereof without the endorsement 
requisite for the transfer of the certificate 
and the shares represented thereby, but 
with intent to transfer such certificate or 


shares, shall impose an obligation, in the 
absence of an agreement to the contrary 
upon the person so delivering, to complete 
the transfer by making the necessary en- 
dorsement. The transfer shall take effect 
as of the time when the endorsement 
actually made. This obligation may be spe- 
cifically enforced. 


INEFFECTUAL ATTEMPT TO TRANSFER AMOUNTS 
TO A PROMISE TO TRANSFER 


Sec. 10. An attempted transfer of title to 
a certificate or to the shares represented 
thereby without delivery of the certificate 
shall have the effect of a promise to transfer 
and the obligation, if any, imposed by such 


promise shall be determined by the law gov- 
erning the formation and performance of 
contracts. 
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Mr. BILBO. Out of District of Co- There being no objection, the bill was There being no objection, the bill 
lumbia funds. considered, ordered to be engrossed for considered, ordered to a third re: 
M ELLENDER. I any method a third reading, read the third time, and | read the third time, and passed. 

I ided for financing the expense of passed, as follows: The ACTING PRESIDENT pro t 
b ng a stadium? Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Women’s | pore. Without objection, Senat: 
BILEO. No. As I have stated in Christian Association of the District of Co- | 2178 will be indefinitely postpon: 


DECEMBER 





















































































t I claim to know as much | lum may by a majority vote of its board | convEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS TO 
: im, and the size | ° directors deed, rata ate ate UNIVERSITY OF WYOMING 
on eves, and I do nat know | #24 or nature, including property hased | Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, 1 
oh ieit ss gan meagan tes agree 4 | unanimous consent that the Senate | 
of the bill is to appoint a com- Pasion sae 4 — - Se oF ce d to the consideration of Hou 
: 1 men to inv aici Miah Wadia ce tic | ; 7 4€65, which is on the —— ar’. 
ace cana aia na | The ACTING PRESIDENT pr 
‘ : : oe C ‘ pyre oe | pore. The bill will be stated by tit! 
ae ales ome Col 11 by an the information of the Senate. 
sire Sinha tan wuninieniee. I d of dir s deed, transfer, and + | The Curer CLerK. A bill (H. R. 4 
idler tecraprisa ane: : W 1t consideration, to the Phyllis WI authorizing the Secretary of the In 


len the ¢ if financir ae a 7 enn s 
. ' ne method of financing l Young Women's Chri ian A sociation a | to convey certain lands in Powe 
; BITLRO I 14 warner eas ae a aaa a Yio P- | site, Wyo., Shoshone reclamation p) 
I J would. erty re ed by it from the ymen’'s Chris- ce . . . aie 
. Wyoming, to the University of Wyor 





DER. There would be no 1 A on of the District of Columbia ING PRESIDENT 
i = C to provide the u this act. No property of the Women’s The ACTING PRE SIDENT pro t 
I Christian Association of the District of Co- | pore. Is there objection to the pri 
Sten ete LE¢ Ty wou } ) I lumbia shall be held or used for any purpose consideration of the bill? 
O — re would be no ob- or purposes other than those stated in the Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, 
~ pe sarees I thank thes certificate of incorporation of the Young | js the nature of the bill? 
it “IND L. I 1K the senator. W yhri n Asscciation of tl S- . : ’ 
mane en eeerenneere ._ ween es natot grag ve meng 1s. Wheat Mr. HATCH. The bill would 
he / ‘ew RES E yr em- 1 of jumbia or he Phyilll tiey +. : 4 e 4} 
ACTING FE RESIDENT pro tem x7 : eeiecas ae ize the Secretary of the Interior to 
p The joint resolution is before the | ¥‘ Women's Chri r Caton, GS vey certain lands at Powell t 
s ind open to further amendment Washington, District of ¢ ia. Upon ee Glin. Miia ae ales ; 
I e * { } pe tial t } deedit transferring, and assigning all its Wyo., to the University of Wyomin 
f there be no further amendment, y - WHIT _ By /, 1] 
sid os ee si : os “ = aes pre rty under the provisions of this act, Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will 
c nis on tne ¢ rossment ¢ nd third the Women’s Christian Association of the | Senator yield? 
s , tha Ve wy 
1 of the ve resol fon. as District of Columbia shall be considered dis- | Mr. HATCH. I yield. 
ine joint resolution was ordered to be sol ind its co rate charter surret! rec | . r . 3 
el i { ; third reading. read the siigiaiacmaainicreiaa lie : Tee Mr. WHITE. It is my unde: 
ri ec or a tnira reaaing, reac ; ‘ ? 
satel hia di each Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I wish to | 1n8—I am not sure that I am cor! 
ieneunis sia ae thank the Senators for their en that only 24 acres ci land are inv 
PERMITS FOR COMMITTEE ON sauicieiani chan aetna aouiciiatainaatis tie Mr. HATCH. That is correct 
INAUGI Al. CEREI TIES APPOINTMENT OF UNDER SECRETARY OF . ae . ; a , 
nn RAL CEREMONIES wan feneee eawucieat saint Mr. WHITE. It is a matter in wi 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 289) iia Ante eres ee ees Senator from Wyoming has a 
authorizing the granting of permits to “ | deep interest. 


the Committee on Inaugural Ceremonies Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. | Mr. HATCH. Yes; and I prom 
on ecasior the inauguration of President, I ask unanimous consent that him that I would do everything I « 
the P ident-elect in January 1945, and the Senate proceed to the consideration to have the bill considered and pa 
for other purposes, was considered, of Calendar No. 1243, House bill 5494. The ACTING PRESIDENT pro 
ordered to a third reading, read the third The ACTING PRE eee. pro tem- pore. Is there objection to the prs 
tim ip ;, pore. T he bill will be stated by title for consideration of the bill? 
MAINTENANCE OF ORDER. ETC.. IN CON- the information of the Senate. There being no objection, the bill 
TION WITH INAUGURAL CEREMO- The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 5494) | R. 4665) was considered, ordered 
NIES to amend the act entitled “An act au- | third reading, read the third tims 
Ihe joint resolution (H. J. Res. 290) ng the President vo pos ‘Sn passed. , 
to provide fol aaa maintenance of public retary of War during na onal EXECUTIVE SESSION 
order and the protec aintenance of public Ss, fixing the compensation of | Mr. HILL. I move that the S 
erty in connection with the Presidential | the Under Secretary of War, and author- proceed to the consideration of ezzecuti 


no a ~orprete r T . srecerihea : 
in: ural ceremonies of 1945, was con- | *“* th Secretary of War to prescribe bu 








iness. 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read | duties,” approved December 16, 1940. The motion was agreed to; and t! 
the third time, and passed. I'he ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- | Senate proceeded to the consideration 
QUARTERING OF TROOPS PARTICIPATING ies: By there objection to the present | executive business. 
IN THE INAUGURAL CEREMONIES consideration of the bill? EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the | 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 291) nator again identify the measure? The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- 
to } ae ee the quartering, in certain Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I have | Pore laid before the Senate mes 
pu buildings in the Di Tict of Co- asked unanimous consent that the | from the President of the United S 
ne , ROIs = ie nate pr cee a to the consideration of | ver sundry nominations, v 
Inaugural ceremonle was considered, endar No. 43, House bill 5494, which | were ‘efert ‘ed to the appropriate ci 


mM 


yrcered to a third reac é he thir ; S . | 

: +. reading, read the third ; identical with Calendar No. 1209, | Mt 

ime, and passed. E | rn tmati . ic day rereived 
nate bill 2178, except that one is a | (For nominations this day received 


PREOD 


DISSOLUTION OF WOMEN’S CHRISTIAN | genate bill and the other is a House bill | the end of Senate proceedings.) 
ASSOCIATION OF THE DISTRICT | which has already been passed by that | EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTE! 
Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I ask that body. The following Seals reports 
the ee proc ed to the ee Mr. oe eee to re | nominations were submitted: 
of Senate bill 2205, to authorize the dis- appointment of an Under Secretary of | al 
: ee ; ; : : By Mr. WALSH, fror h imitt on 
solution of the Women’s Christian Asso- | War during national emergencies? eae Aaieten: en oe 
ciation of the District of Columbia and Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is Sundry officers for promotion for tem} 
the transfer of its assets. — rary service in the Navy. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- ‘he ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- | _ By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committe: 
pore. Is there objection to the present | ‘an Is there objection to the present | Post Offices and Post Roads: 
consideration of the bill? consideration of the bill? Sundry postmasters 
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ING PRESIDENT pro 
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Mr. President, I ask un 
that the Pre aent be 
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ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem 
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The m¢ e also announced that the 
Senate il pon its amendments to 
| I ‘ 7 ; ‘A ‘ 
the ll (H. R. 837) entitled “An act to 


rvation in 





poses,” disagreed 

) ag s to the conierence 
t 1 e Hlouse on tl dis 
votes of the two Hou thereon, and ap- 
point ir. Hatcu, Mr. O’'Manoney, and 
Mr. Gurney to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The messa also announced that the 
Se to the amendments of the 
I » of Representatives Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 

15 to the bill 963) entitled “An 
act relating to the imposition of certain 
penalt nd the os of detention 
expen incident to the bringing of cer- 
tain alien into the Un ited Stat : 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disa to the amendment of 
the Hi of Representatives No. 6 to 
the ab ititled bill. 


USE CF GOVERNMENT-OWNED SILVER 
FOR WAR PURPOSES 
DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
) immediate consideration of the 
1954) to amend the act entitled 


An act to authorize the use for war pur- 
poses ( ilver held or owned by the 


nited Sta 


tes,” approved July 12, 1943. 
» Clerk read e title of the bill. 
> SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. REED ee Ne ~w York. Mr. 
reserving the right to object, 


th 
Un 


Speaker, 
this bill 


extends the aa so that they can use the 
Silver for war purposes, and a certain 
amount of it for domestic purposes; is 


that right? 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
1e pending bill simply extends the ex- 
yn date from December $31, 1944. to 
31, 1945, tion enacted 
1943. 


TI 
pirati 
December 
in July 


of legi 


The pose of the origi 


1e pul - 
nal legislation was to authorize the use 
of Government-owned silver in the war 


effort. Mr. Donald Nelson, 
Production Board, very 


mended the passage of 


of the War 
strongly recom- 
this legislation. 


lilar reasons exist today, 


CONGRESS 








and the Treasury Department, War De- | 
partm cl and War Production Board 
have mitted favorable reports. 
Mr MAR TIN of Massachusett Mr 
Speaker, reserving the right ject, 
and I will not object, this is a 
continuation of the act and hi: he ap- 
pr¢ of the various agencies con- 
cerned? 
Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
That correct, for another year. 
M1 MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
my reservation ol obdpjection 
Mr. Speaker 
M CELLER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
right to object, and I shall not 
objec but do I correctiy und tan 
t tl is a prolongation of the ac 
! we appropriated silver not 1 
f monetary purposes to be now used in 
the \ l See 
Mi UGHTON of North Carolina 








i 


That is c o 
Mr. FORAND. Mr. 
now before u 195 
Law 137, ed last ye 


orr 
Speaker, the 


amends 
r, in only < 


Ss. 





4 
2, 
il 


re- 


pa L¢ 


pect. It extends the life of that law for 
1 year, from December 31, 1944, to D2- 
cember 31, 1945, and that is the only 
change it makes 

Pi Law 137 authorizes the Presi- 
dent, through the Secretary of the 
: upon recommendation of the 


Treasury 
rman of the War Production Board, 


Ci m 

to sell or lease for domestic purposes 
for a period not longer than 6 months 
after the cessation of hostilities in the 
present war, upon such terms as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall deem 


advisable, to partnership, 


any person, 
corporation, 








‘ ‘iation, or or any de- 
a of the Government, for pur- 
poses cluding but not limited to the 
making = of meant ions of w * and the sup- 
plying of civili lian needs and the convert- 
ing of existing plants to oe purposes, 
any silver held or owned by the United 
States. The act provides that no silver 
hall be sold under its authority at less 

an 71.11 cents per fine troy ounce. 


The act further provides that at all times 


the ownership and the possession or 
control within the United States of ar 
amount of silver of a monetary value 


equal to the face amount of all outstand- 
ing silver certificates issued by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall be main- 
tained by the Treasury. 

I want to say here for the Recorp 
what I said in the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee this morning while this bill was 
under consideration: that one of the 
principal purposes of this so-called Green 


bill was to provide silver for civilian 
needs—silver that might Keep men at 
work when there is no war work for a 
to do, and oo r to protect that indust 

The silver industry has converted to war 
work “ap approximately 70 percent, and 
when a war contract runs out it needs 
silver to operate until the next contract 
is received. The industry needs silver 


to ke ep its entire force together so that 
the industry can continue to operate and 
be ready to do further war work as it 
comes along. 

It has come to my attention that War 
Production Board officials have been re- 
luctant to recognize this feature of the 
law and I make this statement for the 
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REcoRD now, 
the War Production officials v 
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so that the Conegre Ss 








and still 


that it was our intent, 

protect the silver industry. T) 
course, comes next to the needs of 
which was the primary purpose of 
legisla‘ion. 

The silver industry is in the fo: 
in the war program and is en 
every proper protection. The 
vill not need much of the silver 





the Treasury, but it will need sor 
The SPEAKER. Is there obj 





the request of the gentleman from N 
art lina? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as foll 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 


act entitled “ 


An act to auth rize tl 
war purposes of Sliv I eld or y 
United States,”’ approved July 12, 194 
lic Law 137, 78th Cong.), is amende 
as follows: 
“Src. 2. This act shall expire on D 


31, 1945.” 


The bill was ordered to be read 
> was read the third time, and | 
and a motion to v | 


+3 
tim 


reconsider was lk 


the table. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
IARTIN of Massachuse 


r. \ 
ker, I ask unanim 
nd my remarks in the RECORD 
aie. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objecti 
the request of the gentlema 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Mas aera tts. M 
Speaker, in passing this legis): 
the expectation of Geanven 

P. B. will sell silver not needed 
war purposes in order to keep the sil 
nanufacturing industry in busin: 
to supply some civilian needs. 

These plants will be needed to giv: 
ployment to many of our people 
the war and the Government shoul 
as liberal as possible in keeping t! 
plants supplied with their basic m 
rials insofar as it does not interfere ' 
war needs. It was for this purpose t 
Congress passed the act in the first pl 
In renewing it, we should endeavo1 
make it clearly understood to the W. P 
that Congress means what it says. 

The _silver- ae uring 
should not be penalized because it 
small industry. On ae contrar\ 
should be encouraged, as it is one of 
many smaller industries which will 
needed to provide jobs for our retur: 
service people and war workers wl 
peace comes. 

ARMY HOSPITALS IN ENGLAND 

FRANCE 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Spe: 
unanimous consent to addre: 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ft 
the request of the gentlewoman f! 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. BOLTON. M1 , lam an- 
ticipating giving to the Renae ss in s} 
cial orders after the cece of this ( 
is concluded something of a ton 
survey I was privileged to mi ake of ¢ 
Army hospitals in England and France 





ous ct ae 


n irom M 


ition 


that 


in 


; a I 
e He 


or 


Deputy Surgeon 
d States Army In 
| Zull presented some 





my meal care ana 
that I have not included in 

The value to tl Conere 
mplet picture my Ole 

(In this p ece 
EAKER Is the ovojecth to 
ol the enti i nh i m 
no obiec , 

I IDENT TO BRINGING CER- 
4 k 5 1 U I i UNITED 


"4 , ’ the 
( nN 
' ~ 4 > ‘ 
‘ dD l ~ ) re 
( 
( I n ¢ ) { - 
{ { T ) 
He ry iy 
j 1 m H 
* c 
t ’ 
qa ri I ‘ 
A 
J 
r ATS D ; + ; 
i ww) AFREIN I t t 0 e'( on 
est ¢ ! nvuieman rom 


\TAYT 


> 
vad Ty 


TIN of M husetts Mr. 


! rving the right to object, 
ntleman explain section 4? 


of S$ 





Mr. LESINSKI. Section 4 963 
discretion to the Attorney General 
on steamship lines that 





1 alien into this country who 
elf not responsible for it because 
n may have a visa from a consul 
a foreign country 
M MARTIN of Massachusetts. It 
been mandatory heretofore? 
Mr. LESINSKI. It was mandatory 
I MARTIN of Massachusetts. And 
ives it discretionary 
Mr. LESINSKI. This leaves it to the 
n of the Attorney General 
M MARTIN of Massachusett I 
hdraw my reservation of objection 
r. Speaker 


‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


ieman irom 


was no objec 


t10n 
receded fro 


6 


i 
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I apply to I Gre Belgium, Po- . ' 
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rariwise and f t the Atlantic “ 
‘ > i I 
r in pai ular should ne¢ ! : ; 
to Greece and I We have-the hor- 
G oul I } 
riol pectacie in nev Ol the mre 
} it) t ; P 1 
beir machine-gunned nd An “oe 
tanks being used agal Greek 1 ada ; 
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p l ts, Hoe USE n ) l i BI 1 , 
vernme of their own ch I ; 
We must have it ou h I i 
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it » We eff ( { “UU I I W s 
must therefo1 acp id 10 - 
ni! made ) avi S ni 
power to him H pare I ‘fT t Iz 
l! to D ail - l € N 
Eden or Mr. Chu and pu 
of communism on t opponents of - 
ernments the form 





SIO} NAL 


hat the House re 
Yommittee of the Whole House 
of the Union for the further 


gentleman 


ssachusetts. 
























































Mr. BELt. the effect 
MARTIN of Mas 
amendments 
‘ts the committee 


sachusetts. 
has approved? 
MARTIN of M 


gentleman's 
amendmen 


assachusetts. 


committee had a 
eting the other day, ¢ these amend- 
reed to unanimously. 


Reserving the right 


n lone nts we 
committe e were » ones the Senate 
is correct. 
from the 
committee 
consideration 
appeared in that report, and we agreed 
Seer 
LECOMPTE. 
he action of the 
amendments 
yin the bill? 
understand, 
unchanged 


Senate an 1d 





’ beaiied: to 
ntleman from Mis- 


! amendments 
curred in 
er was laid on the ; ; 
in the project. 
each part essential to the whole. 
ras testified before our committee 
would in no way interfere with 
manpower problems. Mr. Capt, Director 


es 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


McCORMACK. 
unanimous 
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Appendix of the Recorp 
! 1 an editorial, 
v I l ) 1 to 
7 ‘ 
Lilt s i 1 ir } ae ve 
( . 
M S| I I ask 
{ ex A rn I = 
At x OL t I ) 
eal one I 1 tn 
I el na or i m 
> ’ 
x. & ( t 
1 m O 
$5 no opyection. 
PLEMENTAI APPROPRIATION 


BILL, 1945 

7 ‘ , xr y c als 

YON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
s¢ 


lve itself 


of the bill (H. R. 5587) 


ropriations to supply defi- 


1in appropriations for the 


ending June 30, 1844, and for 
rears, and to provide supple- 
l appropriations for the fiscal years 


0, 1945, and June 30, 1946, 
purposes 


motion was agreed to. 


the House resolved itself 


i Committee of the Whole House 
n oe > state of the Union for the further 
ration of the bill H. R. 5587, with 
NNER in the chair. 

rk read the title of the bill. 

he e CHAIRMAN, When the Commit- 
esterday, the emendment of- 


gentleman from Georgia 
was pending, and is now 


consideration. 
Ir. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, there was no provision 
in this bill which had more 
are ful consideration than the provision 
s been stricken out on this tech- 
nical point of order. I think there was 
no proposition for which there was more 
wi aeeapeend demand than this appro- 
The appropriction provides 
for the ‘compilation of statistics which 
will be needed in planning for the post- 
war period and providing for reconstruc- 
tion and Eocene ersion. We were in re- 


s from a large number of 


abate labor, and other 
isiness organizations over the country. 
-ed for this activity was stressed 
during the recent campaign, in which 
candidates for the office of Chief 
Executive of the United States pointedly 
ae attention to the fact that insuffi- 
i rision had been made for plan- 
nd post-war organization. It was 
response to this practically universal 
imme that 


the Bureau of the Budge 
estimate which the com- 


1ere included in this bill. The 
sal is approved also by the varicus 


departments affected— 


he Scckteniied of Commerce, the De- 
ont of Labor, and the Department 


and all are cooperating 
It is an integrated pro- 


\ 








-—~ 
«a 


> Census, charg 


ry n nt ¢ 
iT OUL ULS | 


eto an inquiry: 


to members of 

imi es oI Ss il 
So that this ; 

, ra with th 1 
I 211 include at 

of business organ 

d this appropriat 
nperative necessit 

this character for 


planning: 


+ 


Ult 


neous 


Pl 


The American hk 
yn. 


The National ASSO 


umpers 


The National Associ 
and Ornamental 


tures 


As 


The National Lumber 


ociation. 


The Chamber of Commerce 


United States. 


facturers Association 
The American Iron 


The Medel Industry Association. 


ic Nrot 


- 






lation 


Iron Man 


r 


he National Electrical 
ers Association. 
The National Boot and 


tute. 


The Toilet Goods Association. 
The Aeronautical Chamber 


merce of America. 


The American Newspaper Publishs 


Association. 


The Automotive and Aviation P 


Manufacturers. 


The American Paper and Pulp As 


ciation. 


The Association of American R 


roads. 


The Brooklyn Chamber of ee 
The National Industrial Adve 


Association. 


n 


The National Association of Purcha 


ng Agents. 


The National Paint, Varnish, and Lac 


quer Association. 


The National Standard Parts Asso 


tion. 


The Society of the Plastics Indu 
The United Typothetae of America. 
The Valve Manufacturers Assoc 
The Structural Clay 


tute. 


The Caeen States Rubber Co. 

The Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 

The B. e Gocdrich Co. of Akron. 
The Lockheed Aircraft Corporation 
The Century Electri 
The Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co. 
National Retail Dry Gocds Assi 


tion. 


National Coffee 


Drugzgists. 


Nati a American Wholesale 


cers ssociation. 


Sern Industry Foundation. 


The Jewelers. 





and 


Products Inst 


> Co. 


Association, 
The National As: 


Lavi 


te ‘ 
mMmanulact 


mark 
mmiuttee 
ndment offered? 
N of Missouri. 


nendment 


com 
proposed appropriations 
: was no objection of 
source, either in the 


itatives of the 
of any 


ymen employee 
iys there 
irses in th 

he Army 
As for 


futility of 


against 
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Let us t out of the lush pasture of 
pe | patronage these 27,000 to 30,009 
( t and permit them to find 
j provit , foodstuffs on the farm 
I r than providi! ficul on paper 
t) or is co ! l with to 
an} t eC! 

V the fi line and 
il and ra it 

] ndal in cene- 
e ft I tO Say 
é l ( ( O r thin ‘ 

I he the membership of 
th j f ll vote down this amend- 
ment 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
tha li debate on tl amendment do 
n ( 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I trust 
th ntleman will not press that motion 

[The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the m n ¢ d by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Tarer]. 

The qu on was taken, and the Chair 
announcer t the ayes had it. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those in favor of 
the motion will rise and be counted. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 


The CHAIRMAN 


nN 
L} 


The Chair calls the 
attentic the gentleman to the fact 
t we in the middle of a vote. 
RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I 
a preferential motion. 
it the Committee do now rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask 


of 
are 
am 


offerin I move 


the gentleman to reconsider, because we 
are in the midst of taking a vote on a 
motion at this time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
offering a prefecrentia’ motion now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot 
rec nize the gentleman at this time for 
that purpose. 

The question is on the motion offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER | 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 71, nays 18. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I ob- 
ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and I make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present 

E i CHAIRMAN The Chair will 
ceunt. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
the Chair will count those going out 


on the other side of the aisle. 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and 
six Members are present, a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair- 
man appointed as tellers Mr. CANNON of 
Missouri and Mr. TABER. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were—ayes 97, 
noes 32. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia |Mr. Tarver]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. CANNon of Mis- 
souri) there were—ayes 26, noes 81. 


CONGRE 


ae! 


ds 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I demand tellers, and pending that 
I move that the Committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman from 


af 


question was taken; and on a divi- 
n (demanded by Mr. Cannon of Mis- 
ri) there were—aves 37, noes 98. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 


man, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair- 
man appointed as tellers Mr. CANNON of 
M ri and Mr. TABER 

The Committee again divided and the 
tellers reported there were ayes 46 and 
ni 104. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The_ gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon] has de- 
manded tellers on the Tarver amend- 
mer! 

Tellers were ordered, and the Cnhair- 
man appointed Mr. Cannon of Missouri 


and Mr. Taper to act as tellers. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported there were ayes 48 and 
noes 109. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
ntary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gencvleman will 
state 1t. 

Mr. KEEFE. As I understand the sit- 
uation, a motion to close debate on the 
pending section and all amendments 
thereto was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
mistaken. The motion was only on the 
amendment. 

Mr. KEEFE. So that further debate 
upon the section is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisin order. The 
gentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, under the law an agricultural cen- 
sus will begin January 2. This is the 
customary census always held between 
the decennial censuses and an appro- 
priation has already been made for that 
purpose in a previous appropriation bill. 
It, of course, is particularly important 
this year because of the unprecedented 
changes which have taken place, and the 
critical need for current information. 
This proposal is merely to supplement 
the regular agricultural census by 
broadening the range of inquiry to in- 
clude certain data needed by business 
and the Government for post-war plan- 
ning. Under this additional appropria- 
tion, the census enumerator, when he 
propounds the stereotyped questions re- 
quired by the agricultural census, will 
ask the additional questions eliciting the 
information contemplated in the buaget 
estimate and asked by the various busi- 
ness organizations urging the adoption 
of the estimate. I do not recall in my 
service on the Committee on Appropri- 
ations any measure on which we have 
had as many requests from representa- 
tive business organizations, labor or- 
ganizations, commercial organizations 
throughout the country as we have had 
for this item. Everyone realizes that the 
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European phase of the war will et 
in 1945, and certainly the J 
e war should be over not 






We must not make the mistake t 
time we made after the last war 





ourselves suddenly confront by pr 

time conditions for which we have m 
no preparations. As a m f 
the need will be greater thi t 
before, because the war has Ik 
longer, more men have been enroll 

the armed forces; more men have |} 
recruited for war inductri and b 


ness and economic conditions have | 
more completely disorganized than ¢ 
befure in modern history. 

The need for advance pl 
been recognized from the beginning. 7 
President institutec an icy fe 
purpose which by a vote of the 
discontinued. In the recent cai 
paign one of the issues discussed by ¢ 
ery rmewspaper, over every radio an 
elsewhere, was the need for planning f 
the post-war period in order to m 
the new and novel conditions which \ 
confront us at the conclusion of the 4 
and campaign speakers throughout tl 
campaign stressed this need. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Ch 
man, I ask unanimous consent to procs 
for 5 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objecti 
to the request of the gentleman fron 
Missouri? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
Chairman, reserving the right to objec 
is the gentleman trying to filibuster? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am trying to ask the House 
meet one of the greatest needs before t! 
American people today. There is abso- 
lutely no partisanship in anything I ha 
said. There can be no partisanship 
this proposition. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Dx 
the gentleman mean to say that taki: 
a farm census is the greatest need of thx 
American people? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. This item 
in the bill has nothing to do with the 
farm census. That has already been pro- 
vided for and is now in process of ad- 
ministration. This is for the simulta- 
neous compilation of data requested by 
the business organizations of the Nation 
to assist in solving post-war problem 
and preventing a recurrence of the dé 
pression which followed the last war 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, I object 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I object 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sample census of business: For all 
penses of the Bureau of the Census nec 
sary to collect, compile, analyze, and pu 


ining | 


t 


ao 
az ul 


y1 
He 


was 


ol 


My 


ex 


lish a sample census of business, includi: 
the employment by the Director, at rate 
to be fixed by him, of personnel at tl 


seat of government and elsewhere withou 
regard to the Classification Act; purch: 

of books of reference, periodicals, maps, and 
newspapers; construction of tabulating ma- 


chines; printing and bindin-; trave 
expenses, including expenses of attendance 
at meetings concerned with the collecti 


of statistics when incurred on the writt 





( 
or 


round it 


ithor d by law in an ap- 
Che paragraph is cited 

of the committee as one 

i rapns containil iegisla- 








NNON of Missouri \ir- 
nced the point ! 
CHAIRMAN. The ¢ man 

ri concedes the } it of or- 
the point of order is sustained 
L rK 1 d a Tollow 


) y the ( ec s ( i 
th Dey 1 C - 
nA 194 1 it uda- 
$2500 f r ‘ ni t 
field fa of othe 
ecifi y auth ed and 

the Admir t $207,718 


\ » strike out the last word. 
Chairman, nothing that I have 
morning or at any other time 


d permission to conti! 
is of the provisions of the bill. 


re ented, Mr. Chairman. Ido 


hen ember in charge 
not 1 an additional 5 








discussing partisan matter I 


; ppropriatior 
M TIN of M achusetts. Mz 
the gentleman yi 4 





issing a purely econo! 
1, und the | -eS- 
I ire of this House, the 

( of a bill—— 
i t VY of Ma acnust > { 
I I I ne r ovjected at 





( d tl] ntleman 1 rved 
op and gratuitously t K 
1 oI the opportunity to m e 


MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
man is wrong. I never objected at 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I ask fo! 


in] 10t my experience 


» not recall any recent instance, 








; } 
in this 
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Here is one that appeals to all return- 
ng soldie as well as to business and 
ina ry 

C 
P} 27 8, 
SuPEI END 
y l D.C. 

Dear Sir: Would you please let me Know 

v the Governme publishes infor- 
wing the wealth of the individual 

£ ( the country; also, does it publish 
3; showing the income for individual 
iverage income of the people 

ir Ss € Have there been any 

d showing the standard of 

ts in the individual States? 

I tl f € ire vailable, you 
I ] know how the may | - 

d as } p ible? 
Ve ruly you 
GEORG! 
Statistician, S Fe 

Here is one that should have particular 

consideration. We cannot crowd all the 


American people into the great centers 
of population: 


nT, 7 


Ww JERSEY Press ASSOCIATION, 
New Bi ck, N. J., January 27, 1938, 
BurEAU OF HOME ECONOMICS, 


Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 


GENTLEMEN: We are interested in your 
studies of the income of families in Ameri- 
can villages Please send us any publications 
of these studies that are available and we 


shall be glad to pay any cost that is involved. 
Sincerely, 
CHARLES L. ALLEN, 


Ezecutive Secretary. 


The need for statistics on individual 
localities is illustrated in this letter: 


First NATIONAL BANK, 
Lincoln, Ill., January 7, 1938. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Bureau of Home Economics, 
Washington, D.C. 
GENTLEMEN: We are writing to ask if you 
will please send to us copies of the following 
releases from the Study of Consumer Pur- 
chases (A W. P. A. Project): 
Distribution of Families by Income 
Family Type—1935-36, tables 2002-1. 


and 





Median Family Income in Specified Cities, 
1935-36, CS 2-1. 

We are particularly interested in statistics 
or the city of Lincoln, Il. 

Thanking you in advance, we are 

Yours very truly, 
Pavut T. BETz, 
Executive Vice President. 
The dependence of business on the ac- 


curacy and completeness of these reports 
is indicated in the following letter: 
RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH, 
Richmond, Va., July 11, 1939. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Bureau of Home Economics, Study of 
Consumer Purchases, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN: We have just seen table 
16182-1 (preliminary release) showing a 
study of distribution of families by income 
and family type, 1935-36, for 33 villages in 
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, 
and Mississippi. 

If you have a comparable study which cov- 
ers the State of Virginia we would like very 
much to receive a copy. 

Yours very truly, 
FREDERICK SALB, 
Local Advertising Manager, 


This letter indicates the wide range of 
business interests applying for informa- 
tion of this character: 


| 





MARYLAND STATE PLANNING 
CoMMISSION, 
Baltimore, Md., April 21, 1938. 
Day MONROE, 
Bureau of Home Economics, United States 
Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 
Dear Dr. MONROE: We are making a study 
( recreational facilities in the State of 
h land in cooperation with the National 
Park Service. In this connection, we would 
1i] 
if 
i 


D1 


[ 
Ma 


rr 


ce to obtain income data for the counties 
f Maryland and principal cities and towns, 


f possibte, as follows: 

1. Number of persons or families, by in- 
come groups. 

2. Approximate amount of per capita or 








pe 1ily marginal income. 
3. imber of persons or families with prob- 
ible submarginal incomes. 
Mr. Harold Merrill, acting counselor, Re- 
n No. 2, of the National Resources Com- 
mittee, has suggested that data on the above 
ibjects might be available fronr your con- 


umer purchases and real property inventory 


If you have available any bulletin material 
g on these subjects, it will be appreci- 


if you can find it possible to send us 





urs very truly, 
FRANCIS D. FRIEDLEIN, 
Executive Secretary. 


Here is a letter submitting the type of 


inquiry perhaps most frequently re- 
ceived: 
CoLe & Co., 
Memphis, Tenn., October 24, 1938. 


BUREAU OF ECONOMICS, 
Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D. C. 
GENTLEMEN: We understand that you have 
a survey on family incomes in cities, villages, 
and farms in the various parts of the country. 
Will you Kindly advise us where we might 
obtain one of these surveys and its cost? 
Cordially, 
LESTER W. 
CoLe & Co. 


COLE, 


This request indicates the failure of 
general statistics to furnish the detailed 
data which a survey of the character 
proposed to be secured through the pend- 
ing bill will supply: 

SYRACUSE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Syracuse, N. Y., December 31, 1937. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN: There appeared in the Syra- 
cuse Herald several nights ago an article re- 
vealing a Federal survey showing the family 
earnings in small towns. I understand that 
the study was requested by the United States 
Chamber of Commerce, following plans drawn 
by the Social Science Research Council, and 
was conducted in cooperation with the Bu- 
reau of Labor Statistics. 

I would very much like to have a break- 
down of this information if it were possible 
to obtain same. 

The article to which I refer said nothing 
about the situation in New York State. Un- 
doubtedly these figures did appear in the 
study. I trust it will be possible for you to 
favor us with a copy of the complete infor- 
mation 

Cordially yours, 
FREDERICK E. NorRTON, 
Secretary. 


Mr. Chairman, let me appeal to my 
friends on both sides of the aisle to sup- 
port the committee and the pending bill. 
The bill under discussion was reported 
out by the unanimous vote of the com- 
mittee. There was not a dissenting vote. 
Why not give American business and 
American armies assurance that while 
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they are united on the military f 
abroad, and the economic fro 
home, we are united on the 1 
front here on this floor. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, I ri 
opposition to the pro forma amend: 
Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
ence which the gentleman from Mi 
made to the newspaper article I 1 
think I should state a few facts wi 
gard to the newspaper. The impli 
was that this was a newspap 
from some obscure paper that w 
ud 
t} 





1t bh 





i ¢ 
ested in putting forth a prejudi 
litical viewpoint. Actually, 
graph I read is from the Daily Re; 

of Mitchell, S. Dak., which was the n 
ardent advocate for the New Deal in 
recent election that we had in the § 
of South Dakota. The Daily Repu 
is one of the principal newspapers in 
State, is the only newspaper in the S 
with full leased-wire services of both 
Associated Press and United Pre: 
has an exceptionally large circu! 
for a newspaper in its area. The cc 
from which I read the article is a colur 
entitled ‘““The Soap Box,” by Jack Bai 
who has been both on the Daily R 
and in his previous connection on 
Aberdeen American News, recog! 
the most outspoken New Deal colum 
in the State of South Dakota. 

I did not read quite all of that p 
graph and possibly I should read 
full now so that the committee may | 
the entire text. 

A Federal agricultural census of Sout! 
kota will begin January 2,1945. * * * 
State has been divided into four district 
an enumerator will be appointed for 
through the offices of the Democrat 
tional committeeman . ” . D 
County is in the fouth district. ° 
enumerator for this division will be 
Steensland, of Beresford, former head 
Home Owners’ Loan Corporation for & 
Dakota and an ex-State senator. 


12 FY 


* 


I might interpose that Mr. Steens! 
is a distinguished citizen of the S 
former Democratic Party official in 
State of South Dakota, and was 
party’s candidate for Governor a 
years ago. The item concludes with | 
sentence: 

Davison County will have three 
enumerators to be paid $10 a day. 


So the item is not from Republican 
thority; it comes as a simple news com- 
ment in a column in the most independ- 
ent newspaper in South Dakota, by t 
most outspoken New Deal columnist 
have in South Dakota. Ne ther the pa- 
per nor the columnist could have had 
partisan or prejudiced purpose in carry- 
ing the item in the edition which rea 
Washington this morning. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
Chairman, I move to strike out the |: 
two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say on t! 
most careful consideration that regaic 
less of who this man is or whom Ih 
represents or what his political opinion 
are, there is absolutely no truth in h 
statement. The law does not provide 0! 
permit political consideration in makin 
these appointments. As a matter 
fact, as has been said, the Departm 


M 
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THUR HALL. 


i 


ruary, larch i wa I 
Ir. EDWIN ARTPUR HALL. Well, just what wou 
only answer I can give the gentle- | that within a 
1an is that about April they will start changes over thet oT 
porting a lot of workers from Jamaica With that in view, the 
id other points south. They will be mended, and the commit unan 
ght into my district in up-State New | adopted this provision, so as to 
XC 572 
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$110,000 item included in the bill 
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Fort 
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presi 
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projects, 
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$717,800 


d by the Bu 
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h, 
apidation. 
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willl 
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ithout endangerin: 


1operation 


PECK PROJECT 


400.000 item 


work on tw 


Peck power 


ol 
othe. 
IS ul 
nies 

plants. 
The est 


already has b 


re 
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mciua 


These 


ructed during 


a 
ast for nearly a century. 
cannot be delayed any 
the 
My understanding 
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) C) mean, I ask 
and exiend 
nt in the Recorp 
River project in 
concerning the 
) ref ice to the 
n ion lines out of 
h Is there objection 
€1 man from 
n ( } 10n 

I I PROJECT 
NOR Mr. Chairman, what 
n the Sun River project in 
i e of the first to be estab- 
lh been very suct ful in 
InNLO } duction farm proaucts 
id land As part of the 
rrigation there was established 
» What might be termed an old 
ve phon. It has been in use 
of 30 yea and with the con- 
ind washing of water debris, 
it is in a state of almost 


concrete 


entire 


is that there is $43,000 available to apply 
on that account now, and according to 
the be information it will take that 
sum plus the $110,000 to build the con- 
crete siphon with some small back fills, 
and so forth. 

Chis item is supported by the Bureau 
of Reclamation and has been recom- 


mended by the Bureau of the Budget. 


". MONTANA 


0 


mentioned 
ck project in Montana is to meet 
power 
system. 

e power lines runs to Glendive, Mont., 
runs to Williston, N. Dak. 
ider 


the 


In 


lines of 
One of 


construction 


nt time to serve irrigation and 
projects 
the war as War- 


have 


imated total cost 


ve line is $1,542,000 of which 


en expended. 


This isa irl 
important t 
and, after the 
This item i 
lamation and has 


bee 
au of the Buc 
d in this bill. 


ation item, and it is very 
o the production of war foods 
war, farm production. 

is supported by the Bureau 
‘mn recom- 


ret and 


k read as follows: 
: Fx addition amount 
é f yi 1945, $80,000; 
ll be av ble only 
, 1s es or municip € 

( i to $1,180,000 
Mr. Chairman, I 


"oe am 
Atl alll 


endment which I 


+} a 
Ye l ; follows: 
f off by Mr. ELLSwWorRTH: On 
of M For an additional 
experimen tations, 
li cluding the objects speci- 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 






fied under this head in the Interior Depart- 
ment Appropriation Act, 1945, $160,000.” 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, 


thi em is one of the small items on the 
list of deferred items which the chair- 
man mentioned a moment ago, deferred 
by the committee without prejudice, with 
t tanding that such items would 
be regularly considered when the regular 
priation bill came along. This item 
deferred, as I understand it, for two 
I reason One, that it is not 
urgent at this time and can be handled 
later when the next regular appropria- 
t 

t 


uncel 
appre 


rincipal 


s considered. The other is that 


Dlii 1 


he work specified in these projects listed 
in t $160,000 request, could be done at 
ot r laboratories 

The facts regarding this particular 
t re these. The laboratory referred 
o is a new electrometallurgical labora- 


ory at Albany, Oreg., which was com- 
] ly 3 or 4 months ago. It was 
ylaced in operation shortly after the be- 
nning of the fiscal year. The present 
wropriation for basic maintenance and 
erating was set up last year and the 
iu of Mines informs me that the 
ratory was completed some 3 months 
ago and is now ready for operation and 
that it has a‘maintenance crew and oper- 


d on 


W 


ating crew on the job. It is a fine labora- 
tory, costing some $500,000, and I feel 
that the appropriation item for full 
operation during the coming 6 months 
should be included in this bill. 


As to the second reason, that the work 
proposed is being done or can be done 
at other laboratories, in the hearings Dr. 
Dean, of the Bureau of Mines said that 
the work proposed to be done at the 
Albany laboratory could not be done at 
other plants. 

The history of the item is this. The 
Bureau made a request totaling $365,000, 
but in listing provisions for this labora- 
tory the Bvreau of the Budget eliminated 
two projects, and submitted a different 

t of $160,000 which sum is in- 
luded in this amendment. 
The basis for making operating appro- 
priations which seems to have been es- 
tablished for the new laboratory, is the 
same as the basis established for other 
large laboratories, operated by the Bu- 
reau of Mines, with this exception, that 
the basic appropriation such was 

anted this laboratory a year ago calls 
for a basic maintenance and operation 
amount which is just enough to keep the 
doors open. 

In the case of the other laboratories, 






nate 





9 
as 


project funds come from other appro- 
priations. In the case of this laboratory, 
the appropriation has to be made di- 


rectly for it. So the situation with re- 
spect to this new laboratory is different 
from the other several laboratories that 
the Bureau operates; hence the urgency 
of the situation and the reason why I 
take the time of the House at this point 
to ask that the amendment appropriat- 
ing $160,000 to keep this laboratory in 
operation during the next 6 months be 


adopted. 

The work that will be done bears di- 
rectly upon the war problem. They are 
working on the electro development of 
lead and zinc. Lead, as you know, has 
been placed on the allocation list as a 
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scarce metal. These metals will 
in makin cartridge b f 
project is for the recov of ni 
another is for the production of 
tirely new rust-r¢ int metal } 
zirconium. This laboratory cann 
to work on these problems until th 
fiscal year beginning July 1 unl 
amendment is ado j 

The 1 ratory i 


>a new one 
a \V Pr el 
1 during the war 


on metal m: 


authorized by 
been construct 


and it 


IS WOrKInNg 


rectly bearing on the conduct of th 

I therefore submit that this is u 
and that the appropriation shouk 
granted 


Mr. JENNINGS. Will the gent] 
yield? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
tleman from Tenns 

Mr. JENNINGS. Has the Govern: 
invested anything in this laborat 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Yes; a half-n 
lion dollars. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Has the Governn 
the equipment there and the ch 
who can carry on this work? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. It would hav 
employ a few men, I think totaling some- 
thing under 30 if all these projects 
undertaken. They have about 23 « 
ployees now. All of the equipment 
installed and it is a beautiful plant. I 
was through it myself about 2 mont! 
ago and it is one of the finest plant 
the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chai 
man, I rise in opposition to the amen 
ment offered by the gentleman f1 
Oregon [Mr. ELLSworTH]. 


I yield to the 
ee. 


time ¢ 


- 


Mr. Chairman, this laboratory is on 
of the newer laboratories. It has re- 
cently been established and is not 


in complete operation. In addition 
that it is proposed to initiate ther: 
character of work which is now bein 
handled in various other laboratori 
other parts of the country. There 
naturally, a possibility that there may be 
some duplication if work proceeds im- 
mediately before there has been oppor- 
tunity for correlation of the work of 
these laboratories. For this rease > the 
project seems to require additional study 
for which time was not available bef 
this bill came to the floor, and in view of 
the fact there was no emergency and 
that certain various phases of this work 
are already under way in other estab- 
lishments, it was thought best to defer 
this proposition for consideration by th: 
regular subcommittee, which will 
hearings on the Interior appropriation 
bill shortly after the beginning of the 
next session. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
man yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I believe in the 
hearings it was stated, was it not, that 
the principal project which the Budget 
allowed in the estimate could not be done 
at the other laboratories and that the 
other laboratories were already operat- 
ing up to capacity? I believe that was 
stated by Dr. Dean in the hearings? 





Will the gentle- 


I yield to 
















CANNON of Missouri. I do not 
the exact statement to which the 
1 refers but on page 297 of the 


I said to Dr. Dean: 













































1 us here on the first page of your 
istifi ( t ‘ 
n period, be e ¢ ¢ 
ren Cli es d of ré 
in ut 
B I u 


carr ) C t deve r 
nr ble f ( - 
he Pac » € 5 
thoacea + ian \ re availahle 
tnose Stations were avallabie, 


ht it best to defer the matter 
would hav ‘i 
nin rated plan when the work 
lly undertaken. 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
ndment offered by the gentleman 
Oregon 
question was taken; and on a divi- 
manded by Mr. Cannon of Mis- 
ere were—ayes 31, noes 50. 
amendment was rejected 
COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, in 
f the vote taken last night on the 
viding fo- an additional clerk for 
mbers of Congress, I ask unani- 
nsent to return to page 2 in order 
may offer an amendment alte! 


djection 


CHAIRMAN. Is there <« 
I from 


equest of the gentleman 
iri? 
CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
y direction of the Committee on 
iations I am instructed to say 
lave no objecti 
his amendment. 
TARVER. Mr. Chairman, reserv- 
right to object, I wish to say that 
ze, and every Member of the House 
because it was made clear on 
rday, that not only can a Member 
who desires to do so object to the unani- 
request submitted by the 
eman from Missouri, but any Mem- 
can, when the amendment is offered, 
>a point of order against the amend- 
upon the ground that the appro- 
on is not authorized by law. 
While I am opposed to the enactment 
he proposed law, opposed it on its 
re yesterday, and opposed to the 
ig of the appropriation which his 
iment will propose, and shall not 
for the making of the appropriation, 
not feel it is my duty to place my 
vidual will as one Member of this 
= House against the will of the overwhelm- 
majority of the membership of the 
House as expressed on yesterday. So far 
I am concerned I shall not object to 
he request made by the gentleman from 
Missouri, nor shall I submit a point of 
er against the amendment when it is 
proposed. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

erving the right to object, I should 

ce to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. Cocuran] whether he feels this is 
a good way to legislate? 

Mr. COCHRAN. May I say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that I have operated 
€ here since last Friday along the lines 
suggested to me by members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I do not think 





ol 


I 
f t 


-consent 
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~ 
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that it is a id way to legis 2 to | 

] \ s on rop! n bill 
But you f out 15 bill. By 
reason of t f committee 
said they are essent ild be the 
] Oo! mak a point of orde I 

c of t 1. The H } spe n on 
ul Ud Ti Mem rs ol t House 
know that Ser | never refused 
a request zs Y cna € irom t 





Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Suppose a pi 


ol oraer 1 m 


3, 4, or 5 months it will be nec ry t 
ipplemental appropria 
cover these expenss 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I wish it to be 
understood distinctly that I do not « ire 
to indulge in any dilatory tactics merel 
for the purpose of delayir the en 
ment of this proposed legislation. I real- 
ize this legislation will eventually ) 
through in any event. I am just wonder- 
ing, however, whether it would not be 
possible for the gentleman ‘to have ar 
understanding with the Committee on 
Appropriations. He hi: l ider 
standing with that committee, or at lea 
with the chairman of that committes 


that there will be no objection, 





~ 
’ 2 


of order raised from that source, against 
the amendment the gentleman from Mis- 
souri proposes to offer. I am just won- 
dering whether the gentleman could not 


have some unde! 

mittee on Appropriations to bring 

islation in proper for t 

taken care of in the next few day We 

have passed the stage iz his 

where we are truly legislating. We are 

simply mechanically grinding out laws. 

I deplore this manner of making laws 
Mr. COCHRAN. 





Vhen I made my re- 
quest my colleague from M uri was 
recognized, speaking for the Committee 
on Appropriations and he, being the 
chairman of that committee, stated that 
the committee had no objection now that 
the House had spoken upon the question. 
He stated that a minute ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 


Mr. CANNON of M 


; ' 
tn n pe I j A 
p ed in t RE Le 
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! L ¢ ] l 
I op to 
. f . f 
] li 
\ ) 
RO M e> par- 
i} 
i CHAIRMAN I n l 


} I no too | to 
] } ( a n can it dD 
l 

N rABER. Mr. ¢ man, it not 
{ 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
can be n after the amendment ha 
been re 

i ( : ! the reading ¢ 
t} ament I d 1 ¢ nan 
fi Missouri | Mr. CocHRran 

j C ( ded the 1 ir of tl 
a n ) 

l tleman from M riisr \g- 
I I 7 Lut 

Mr. RO Mr. Chairman, I make a 
I of o that the ppropriation is 
h ul l 1 DV law 

The CHAIRMAN. Doe the gentle- 
man fre Missouri desire to be heard? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I al- 
VW t { ibide by the rule of the 
H . Theyn t be preserved no mat- 
ter the cost I think I Know the rules of 
t H I made it plain as I pos- 

lv ce 1 t I desired to do when I 

i that in view of the vote taken last 
nimous consent to re- 


offer ar 


lowing © lint 9. Th 


1 
am { l it 
ul ( consent was granted. In my 
opinion, unt the rule that did not 
waive a point of order, I did not ask for 

iver of a point of much as 


f order, A 
uld like to see this matter handled in 
his manner, I will support the rules of 
> and therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
the point of 


CHAIRMAN. The 


conceae 


Th 


order. 
point of order 


} 
e¢ 


Chairman, I 


Mir. O'CONNOR. M1 
4 1 } ] 


move to strike out the last word 
Mr. Chairman, I am taking this time 


juestions of the chairman 
he subcommittee. 

Is adequate appropriation 
for in the bill to 
additional 


ing the 


some que 


provided 
take care of getting 
for the purpose of as- 
farmers, in areas such as my 
in Montana, where there is a Keen 
labor shortage? We have to bring into 
this country labor, Mexican 
labor, to provide adequate help to take 


iado! 
Sist 


own 


such as 
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ar-beet crop 











1, the of tl m 
! t has bee IrOV d durin 
t t n. 

Id ot think any part of the war pro- 
ich Vv have initiated | been 
ful the arrangement under 

e provided intrastate and inter- 

and international labor in those 
where there is a } need 

f yr, either at plant or at har- 
\ ing. The testimony before the com- 
n was unanimous to the effect that 
tl present system is highly satisfac- 
tory and that under it we have broken all 
records of food production, especially in 


ar-beet industry and the citrus- 
fruit industry. With that in view, and I 
i s the only item in the bill in 
which we went further than the Budget 


( tes. we went so far as to extend the 
time in which contracts might be made, 


nd also provided contractual authority 





for an additional $10,090,000. We will 
have available for this purpose on the 
Ist day of next January $8,000,000 from 
the current appropriation. That will 
give for this purpose an aggregate of 
$18 000,000, with the understanding that 
if additional funds are necessary the 
committee shall be glad to consider any 


DP 


Budget estimate for such an item in fu- 
ture deficiency appropriation bills 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I want to say to the 

ntleman that we in Montana, which 
State ranks third in production of sugar 

v, could not possibly harvest and 

of our crops without the addi- 

help to which the gentleman has 
: 7 

Mr. CANNON of 

seems to have been the situation in 
arious sections of the country and no 
doubt accounts for the remarkable 
record of production both this year and 
last. Both in 1944, as in 1943, Ameri- 
farmers have broken all-time pro- 
duction records. Nosubstantial losses of 
crops at harvest time have occurred due 
to shortage of labor. Again, as in 194§ 
the Cooperative Extension Service of the 
State agricultural colleges and the De- 
partment of Agriculture has rendered 
important wartime service in the recruit- 
ment and placement of local domestic 
labor and in facilitating arrangements 
for foreign and prisoner-of-war labor 
in areas where the domestic supply of 
labor was inadequate. 

Using funds allocated to State exten- 
sion services under the provisions of Pub- 
lic Law No. 229, the Extension Service 
has established and operated 12,000 
county and community farm labor of- 


care 


Missouri. That 


~ 
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operations not ess od 
wartime, and of training new farm \ 
ers to increase their output has r¢ 


1.000.009 during 1944. Special informa. 
tion programs have been conduct 
interest nonfarm people in farm y 
The Victory-farm-volunteers pro- 
gram has directly influenced hund 
thousands of nontlarm yout! | 
farms for shorter or longer period In 
a similar way, the women’s land 
n respon 


program has bt 
creds of thousands of additional v 
produ 


1 to \ 


ible for | 


contributing to agricultural 
during the war period. 


Some of the 1944 accomplishm 


may be expressed statistically as f 
I n lab ry cer reported | 
State ext ion service Jan. 1 


oR a ee $. 627 
Of which number there were— 
Men (including fan 


Youth 





During the full calendar year of 
it is expected that the Extension S 
will have supplied farmers with 125 
000 man-days of labor—not includ 
transported interstate and foreign wv 
ers—at a cost of less than 5 cents | 
man-day. This represents betwee! 
and 25 percent of all hired labor on f 
during 1944. 

At the reauest of Selective Service 
Extension Service has investigated 
reported on the production 
1.100.000 cases of deferment of f 
workers, 


tat 
9 : 
statu 


l i t 14 4 
Ex] it ‘ 
| ‘ 1044 1 J | 
( \ 
Le g ¢ Rf 
B ( yr 104 ? 
\ I g tr I I I I 
pr 


The Extension Service has been able 
to achieve these outstanding accom- 
plishments at a minimum of expense, as 
| indicated. For example, in 1943, dur- 













































tota. expe! l 
1 t G2 614000 comnoearse : 
n of $9,345,000 and a maximum 
o ‘ ‘ iw Tt} , y 4 
n of $13,845,000. Thus in 1844 
1S vice h¢ con eda t S 
» Dd it I i- 
of 09 na $8 O09 
j s compared with the ¢ 1 
for the work. 
Ciel read as follows: 
r t , ; Ss % 
S e D f I or 
( yze 
t t eX- 
' 
a \ I 
to pu S € 1 ereol 
e it i t e 
Agricu e € reas 
s t ir de personal service 
fc € 
le t PI for 
é °F for ex- 
; a 
1945, $1,532 to remaiz vail- 


1 June 30, 1946 


Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. 


I make the point 


Mr 
of order against 
iph beginning on line 8 and 
in line 18 


} 


: . ; 
4) > i vr) Tf? y 11Y ’ 
page ol, On the ground 


lation on an appr 


y 
pria- 


not authorized by 
KERR. Mr. Cl 
r is conceded 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains 
point of order. 
CASE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
out the ord. I do not 
the time of the Committe 
cal matter, but in view of a 
nade by the chairman of the Com- 
e on Appropriations 
item for the agricultural census 
order to keep the record straight, 
I should place in the Rec 
nent portion of Ww tl 
ld have controlled the appropriation 
vas attempted to be inserted by 
lled Tarver amendment. The Tar- 
nendment i j 


onria 


} 
aw 


lalrman, the pol 


last 


c 


, With reference 





( 
‘ 
tha 
proposed an additional 
iation of $5,500,000 for the cen 
culture, including objects specified 
r this act in the Department of 
Appropriation Act of 1945. 
entleman from Missouri [Mr. Can- 
N] in his comment on the newspaper 
raph which I read said that 
man from South Dakota Mr. 
could not any law which 
d permit the employment of census 
ers on a political basis. I call 
leman’s attention for the record, to 
ragraph on the census of agric 
in the Department of Commerce 
priation Act for 1945, which I hold 


ind which reads 


A 


Commerce 


the 


c h ow 


Y 











¢ red 
I vi 1 | thes Yr ’ Py f mv ti if 
Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Chairm I 
move to strike out the last word and 
k unanimous consent to speak out of 
order 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection t 
the request of the ntleman from Vir- 
Ther i I ct I 
I A a I 4 ) 
A AN 4 I 


Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Chairm 
November 28, 1944, I calle h Ist 
Committee on Agriculture together for 
the purpose of rei t 


luli I propaganda 
that was being circulated to th { 
that the cigarette shortage was due to 
a shortage in c le if tobacco I 





re 
wanted to develop the fac 
in position to speak so the 
know, once and for all 
in cigarettes does 
shortage of cigarette 1 

The tobacco program has, in my 
ion, been the most successful farm pro- 
gram ever inaugurated in this country. 
It has simply wrought miracles by hold- 


+ + r) ack 
not stem back to a 


af tobacc« 


ing production and consumption in line 
and setting up a marketing system tnat 
enables the grower to know the grades 
of tobacco he has to offer fer sale na 


furnishing him, during the marketing 


season, with dally inicrmatl 


prices the respective grades are bringing 
} ; - + h ry y vl ot Tln ° 
upon the other tobacco markets. Under 
h YnorY ’ 5 nr? y 5f 7 
the program tobacco prices have gone up, 





and have now reached a point where 
grower is making a reasonable profit for 
his long, arduous, and ex} ive effort in 
preducing a crop of tobacco. I don 


\ anything happen that would 
discredit or break tl ystem down 
Since the program was fil inaugu- 
rated, from time to time, it see studied 
ARE . 


[FE ! ~ We 
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Using farm weight, there are about 
285 pounds of flue-cured and Burley 
b o in each 1,000 cigarettes and 0.3) 
of a pcund of Maryland and Turkish 
{ cco Hence the 308.000.000.000 
( Lr manufactured in 1943 re- 


quired 877,800,000 pound of fiue- 


cured and Burley tobacco and the 
329,000.C00,000 manufactured in 1944, 
937,650,900 pcund The tables just 
cited show that in 1943 domestic 
consumption ol flue-cured tobacco 


amcunted to 650,000,000 pounds and of 
.cco 416,900,000 pounds, mak- 
1,.067,000,000. The dif- 
iween the 1943 cigarette re- 
cuirements and domestic consumption, 
9,200,000 pounds, went into 
d chewing tobacco. In 1944, 


+ ) f 
a total ol 


smcking an 


the difference between domestic con- 
umption and cigarette requirements Is 
estimated to be 164,350,000 pounds, which 

an ample poundage to take care of 
mcking and chewing tobacco needs. 
The 1945 cigarette tobacco requirements 
will be very little, if any, larger than the 


A rO TH PRODUCTION OF CIGARETTES 
The production record of American 
( irettes from 1935 to the present Is as 
l WS 
Ye l } ‘ 
1935__ 140, 000, 000,000 
158. 800. 000. 000 
170, 000, COO, 000 
2g . 171. 700, G00, 000 
) 180, 700, 000, { ) 
1940 . 198, 400, 000. 000 
1941 217, 900, 000, 000 
1942 257, 500, 000, 000 
13 ; . 308. 800. 000, 000 
1944 329, 000, 000, 000 


Overseas shipments of cigarettes to the 


rl 1 for ince 19841 have been as 
folio : 
Ye nd hh h p 4 
1941 > _.-. 11.000, 000, 000 
cs ( - 27, 100, 000, 000 
1943 i . _.. 51. 100, 000, 000 
1944 . 91, 800, 000, 000 
\ » 1 I E-CURED AND BURLEY 


PRODUCTION 
The War Food Administrator 


announced the production goa 


. 
1 
His aim is to increase the harvested acre- 


f 


of flue-cured and 
percent In order to do this inc 
pliance with the Tobacco Act providing 
ge equal to not more than 2 
percent of the 1940 allotted acreage for 
ijusting inequalities among old grow- 
e! and an acreage equal to not more 
than 5 percent of the preceding year— 
1944—-for allotment to new growers, the 
Nar Food Administrator has given the 
old growers an increase of 2 percent of 
the 1949 allotted acreage of 1,035,700 
which amounts to 20.700 acres, to 
be used in adjusting inequitable allot- 
ments, and new growers an increase of 5 
percent of the 1944 allotted acreage of 
1,683,400, which amounts to 84,150 acres, 
to be allotted by the county committees 
to new growers, based on the qualifica- 
tions of farmers who want to plant to- 
bacco in 1945 for the first time. Of 
course, if all of the percentage increase 
used by old and new gfowers, there 
will be more than a 3-percent increase 
the 1944 harvested acreage. How- 
ever, war experience clearly shows that 
the harvested acreage does not come up 
to the allotted acreage. For instance, in 
1944 the allotted acreage of flue-cured 
tobacco was 1,095.200 acres, while the 
harvested acreage was 989,300 acres, or 
a shortage of 105,900 acres. In burley 
the 1944 allotted acreage was 588.200, 
while the harvested acreage was 469,500, 
or a shortage of 118,700 acres. 

The allotted and harvested acreages 
of flue-cured and burley tobaccos since 
1940 are as follows: 

FLUE-CURED 


burley tobacco 3 


ym- 


for an acre: 


acres 


ovel 


y S 
1 leres { 
oon 11 «My ( 
] 0K 
4 2 a 4 }* 7 
( Pa 44 81M 4 
1, ( “YU ] 
BURLEY 
Th 1K 14. Ox 
s 1] 60 
s 4 at 2 SW 
$ 1. 7M 75.9 
SS 409, 5OL 1s 





types of 
the following figures: 





exports of flue-cured 


cco before the war, 


With 


respect to exports of thi 
tobacco sinc the war, I 


In order for the public to have a t1 
picture of the Government’s activity 
buying and exporting tobacco un 
lend-lease, I cite the following figure 


|Million pounds, farm weight 
t 


5. SOME OTHER PERTINENT FACTS 


First. The tobacco program only ap- 
plies to flue-cured and burley toba 
which are the principal cigarette type 
tobacco. It does not now and never h 
applied to the cigar types of tobacco and 
yet there is a cigar shortage. Certain]; 
the cigar shortage cannot be attribut 
to the control program. It is a little 
strange, to say the least, that these prop- 
agandists that attribute the cigarette 
shortage to the tobacco-control progra! 
are as silent as the tomb when it com: 
to the cigar shortage. 

Second. Consumption of smoking an 
chewing tobacco has decreased about 2 
percent during recent years. This de- 
crease amounts to some thirty or thirty- 
five million pounds each year. Smokin 
and chewing tobacco comes from th 
fiue-cured and burley types of tobac 
hence this decrease in smoking tobac¢ 
has made available to the cigarette man- 
ufacturer an additional thirty or thirty- 
five million pounds per year. 

Third. No doubt the cigarette manu- 
facturers would like to have a large 
























































I ram means so much to the 
- 1 and burl owers that I felt 
d in going into detail so the publi 
1 have not only a true but a com- 


tatement of the facts. 
know that the flu 





the House will see 


presentatives in 
the program is protected. 


lerk 1 f ] . 
Clerk read as follows 
AD F ACEMENT < NAVAI r s 
’ y nent y i I 
N i ea Ui- 
proy r I a 
t « i f ) 
f ‘ cont! for 
I I fi Litie 
ly} e t its for tl! - 
( ( f ( c I I Ss 
r neé Y 
lpm 
, >1 } 
d l i b 
I u 217 y M 7 $ 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 


i to the Clerk’s desk 
I Clerk read as follov 
A iment Tered t Mr. VINSON 
C I 4 ir 5 an f Ss 
) c t per é 
¢ id insert in lieu the f the fol- 


ng $60,000,000 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, in accordance with the su stion 
forth in the very fine report of the 
Appropriations Committee, I am offering 
an amendment to increase this ordnance 
’m from $10,000,000 to $60,000,000. In 
Public Law 311, Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress, $65,000,000 were made available for 
the Bureau of Ordnance. The $10,000,- 
000 referred to in this item on page 34 
i e remainder of that authorization 
of $-5,000,000. 
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vIn of G 
the ntleman from Californ 
Mi SHEPPARD. The _ gentlemar 


request tor ¢ i P 
to a e ¢ i 1d - ‘ 2 
YY t , y lr ‘ S ¥ ) 
Mr. VINSON of G F r- 
re mav I ‘ . ‘ * v7 na Cc t 
NY c t 
mone I VD l ( eC- 
tion \ rocne y 
MT C NNO MVM Mi ¢ Ya r 
NM NNO 1 I 
man, t C Or A 
isin é - 





> 
= 


any other Memb f the House. When 
his predecessor, Hon. Thomas S. But! _ 


of Pennsvlvenia nonularlyv§ kr n ( 
Uncle Tom, was chairman and t! n- |: 

, T 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Vins 
fiedgling Congressman just arr 1 f r mie 
Georgia, was placed on his committ Hi 


the great Pennsylvanian said, “I am i whe é 

to have this young fellow from Georgia of } 

on my committer He is an up-and- e3 

coming fellow, and he is a little Navy supermet! W 


ny ” 
1an. Je1 













i I ena reat ae ( a 
during tne past 48 hou of t 
ne llevement ( Am¢ 1 in 
! h elf fron a ft ce- 
‘ ( ‘ -. ne 
powe A force ll ir t 
1 |} kr n But before 
f pit I think 1 ( 
p t t, first and [« nost 
( made up of more tnar 
COO ) l O! Who ve 
{ ere 11 Ot f I I 
n l chool te nei oda 
! ! t i! ! na rep enta- 
dred unn I ocations— 
) ) n transiorr d into the 
| men the orld has eve 
W I ned at home; we mill- 
t n t we draft delerred— 
the ve people who mndered, 
( oud, be of the boasting before 
of tl totalitarian braegarts if 
e not true that the modern genera- 
on had rone solt This generation 
of youths hi lived up to the highest 
1 the finest traditions of any past 
We can 


ration of American youth 


properly pay them tribute with justifiable 


agree, Iam certain, that 

{ empha for the military achieve- 
men of this Nation belongs first to the 
fighting men on the battlefields, on the 
is,in the air, and under the seas. Ou 
fighting men have done what the Ger- 
mans and Japanese called the impos- 
ble We here at home—it is only fair 
to say—have also taken the impossible 
in our strid We can take time out only 
briefly to speculate on the home-front 


achievements -ecause the war in Europe 
and in Asia will ume all oul 
any months to come 

But it is true that we boosted our pro- 
duction of munitions from practically 
in 1939 to nearly $90,000,000 a 
month in 1940; to $1,000,000,000 in 1941; 
to $4,009,000,000 in 1942; to $5.000,000,000 


cons energies 


-eCTO 








in 1943: to more than $5,000 000.000 in 
1944 although it leveling off. 

Thi eal o, most of our fleet was 
out ol n because of Japanese treach- 
( Today we ve the largest Navy 
the world } eve known 

[Three years ago we had exactly 1,157 
uirplanes suitable for combat Today 
we have the largest air fleet the world 
h ever known—187,000 planes. 

ree years ago we had fewer than 
1.200 tanks. Since that time we have 
mace 68000 tanks. We have also made 
2800000 big and medium guns; 15,000,- 
000 machine guns and rifles; 43,000,000,- 
ocd row of ammunition; 43,400,000 
bomb 196 000.009 uniforms; 1,800,000 
trucks; $8,C00.000 pair of shoes 

In brief, we have taken the .mpossible 
in ie 

rhe Germat aid we were too inter- 
ested in cur chromium-plated motorcars, 
in our soft-upholstered furniture, in our 


imbing—ever to be able to 
“expected lethargy” and 
or to engage in all-out 
are still interested in 
“softening influences” 
civilization. We are more inter- 
ishing our enemies as quickly 


wonderful pl 
snap out of the 
io a day’s fighting, 
warfare. Well, we 
returning to these 
ot cu 


ested in cri 


CON 


| 
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possible—under te! of uncondi- 


rrender. 
we still mu 


To do that st accomplish a 


fe more impossible things We have 
di ) many things so well that we now 
fh necessary to point out to our 
( ntryvmen that the jobs which still lie 
i are difficult. We have become ac- 
customed tocrises. Every step in the up- 
weep of production has been dogged by 
criss We would lick one problem—and 
meet another. The expansion of a facil- 
n one place would cause a bottleneck 
inother place As soon machine 

tor were installed we discovered that 
trey began chewing up more metal than 
could produce. So we had to install 
capacity for metal Once we got 
materials pouring out of our mills, we ran 
int component problems. Once we 
olved one component problem, we ran 
into another on a higher level. If it was 
not a bearing, it was a valve or a frac- 
Lit horsepower motor, or a Diesel 


The history of 
the history of 
conquered. 
about conquering these bot- 
in the only way they can be 
We slugged. We poured in ma- 
rials, machinery, components, man- 
power, and, above all, imagination and 
know-how. We built facilities, provided 
materials, chewed up metal We did it 
vith General Sherman tanks, destroyer 
vessels, steel plate, aluminum 
and extrusions, landing craft, 
rty ships, high-octane gasoline, rub- 
lloy steel, ground radar, P-38 
Lightnings, P-47 Thunderbolts, Flying 
Fortresses, and Liberators. All these had 
day aS supercritical must-must 
ems. All these were filled with impos- 
ible problems. All these problems were 


engine, or a crankshaft. 
our war production is 
bottlenecks which we have 


We went 


escort 
forgings 
Libs 


ber a 


conquered. 

Tocay—the day after the third anni- 
versary Of Pearl Harbor—with many 
grim months of war still ahead, with mil- 


lions of Americans on the battlefields and 
on the seas, we have other critical prob- 
lems. And today we ought to focus our 
attention on the things we Know we still 
must do to win this war. 

Today, we need heavy artillery ammu- 


nition, combat loaders, Superfortresses, 
A-26 Invaders, communication wire, 
trucks and equipment, ship repair and 


maintenance crews. 

In 1942 and early 1943 we had too little 
almost everything. Now we have 
ugh of many weapons and some pro- 
grams are even being cut back. In 1942 
and 1943, the entire program was accel- 
erating rapidly but goals were high and 
lags behing schedule were large. Indeed, 
more items missed schedule than were on 
schedule. Not so now. Today, about 60 
percent of production is just about on 
schedule and only about 40 percent is 
lagging. But, of that 40 percent, a large 
part is in the critical programs—the pro- 
grams in which the climb is especially 
steep, the programs in which no amount 
of production for the time being could be 
enough. 

However, there is this difference be- 
tween critical programs today and the 
critical programs of 1942. ‘Then, the 
shortages were in relation to plans for 


Ol 


eno 
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equipping armed forces not yet in batt 
Tceday, shortages are the resul 
actual combat operations. Critical 
duction is not going into pipe lins 
strategic reserve. It is going directly j 
battle. When we do not deliver tent 
tanks or high-capacity ammuniti 
affects soldiers and sailors who are 

to face with the enemy, as well 

plans for continuing battle. 

We are an adaptable people. That 
why we can do impossible things. W} 
our field commanders learn that a 1 
mm. howitzer or gun is not powert 
enough to destroy German fortificatj 
they demand 115’s and 240’s. Wh 
move millions of tons of supplies « 
rough terrain and discover that we h 
misjudged the hardiness of synth 
rubber, requirements jump. Whens 
tists and inventors develop new typ 
radar or jet planes or high-altit 
bombing instruments, we try as qui 
aS possible to translate those devel 
ments into battlefield equipment. 

All this effort comes under the head 
saving lives, of ending the war m 
speedily than would be possible wit] 
the introduction of new weapons, wit 
out the rapic rearrangement of prod 
tion lines to triple, quadruple, and « 
tuple production of these new iten 
The point is that once we run into 
unexpected and prepare to meet it 
quirements are unlimited. A nation 
war, if it is to win the war, must alv 
be upgrading its equipment: supplyi: 
heavy trucks instead of lighter ons 
building combat loaders instead of o1 
nary cargo and transport ships, putt 
the pressure on- for Superfortresses a1 
Invaders instead of Fortresses and B 
tons. Out of such upgrading, crit 
programs emerge; and since we want 
upgrade as fast as possible, producti 
can never come through fast enough. ] 
a war, you never have a sufficiency of 
weapons until your enemy is defeated 

For the moment, therefore, we are ¢ 
fronted by critical problems which 
impossible until we solve them, by whi 
time they may be replaced by other in 
possible problems. I do not wish to g 
an impression, in making these com- 
ments, that there are serious shorta 
on the fishting fronts. 

They have supplies on the firing lin 
right now. It is the future we must pro- 
vide for. Our program is not lagging on 
all production, for even on the criti 
items many manufacturers are abrea 
of the schedules given to them. More- 
over, some of the Cemands are so recent 


ne 





that industry could not be expected 
reach the maximum schedules in tl 


time that has elapsed. 

I have mentioned generally the fiel 
into which the critical items fall, but 
other items which could well be added 
wire rope, silica gel—used as a desiccant 
for materials going to damp, tropical cli- 
mates; anhydrous hydrofluoric acid, 
basic chemical in freon and aviation gas- 
oline; mechanical fuel hose, insect screen 


cloth. No list, however, could possibly be 
complete because of the recurring 
changes. 


Even after VE-day, when we will be 
| fighting against only ore nation, we will 


+} 


me 





1gNs O! 


longer need 





Vv in ener 





( our peo} 
is the tim 

Alas +inr — « 

1uCcLION OL WE 


ir rolling and get 


1e dark days follow 
ver, but final vic 


witnin our 


‘with incre: 


front and with g1 


our part 





in hely ; 
h to Victory as 


nly possit 


HOFFMAN. 


ve to strike out the 1: 


gentleman 


Ir. McCorMACK] has just 
i figures bearing upon war product 
e war effort, 
r materials which is alm 
and which we know depicts an ac- 
iplishment which could not hav: 


and 
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the 


Chairm: 


st word. 


af 





nditure ¢ 






































GRANT of 


with high and ex 
{ s and that, if nec- 


CHAIRMAN. 
r to the amendment. 
he amendment ag 
r. CANNON of Missou 
hat the Committee do 
> bill back to the 
y amendments, with the 
imendation that nt 


man, I move 


and report 


d of those who are doin 
motion was 
Committee 


OPER, Chairman of 
Whole House on the 
he Union, reported that th: 

had had und 
the First 
priation Act 


the Commit- 


l commit- 
e drafted for bil 


abroad to 
on why we recommenda 
nded do pass. 
CANNON 


amendments 


and all am 





Tne previous question was order 
SPEAKER. 
demanded on any amendment? 
» Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Chairman, I ask 





g Con : 
ution 671, and ask for its imm 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution 
follows: 


R lved, That upon the adoption of 
I i hall be in order n 
the Hou resolve i If into the ¢ 
of the Wh« House on the state « I 
t ! ration of the bill (S 
€ I h e grade of fleet adn Ba 
Un 1 St: Navy, and f other pu 
That after general debate, which 
confined to the bill and continue not t 
exceed 1 hour, to be equally divided and « 


trolled by the chairman and the 1 


minority member of the Committee on } 
Affairs, the bill shall be read for amend: 
under the 5-minute rule. It shall be in 
to ¢ der without the intervention o: 
point of order as a substitute amendm«e 
the Senate bill the provisions contained 


H. R. 5576 At the conclusion of the r 
ing of the bill for amendment, the Com: - 


tee shall rise and report the same t 
House with such amendments as m 
been adopted, and the previous quest 
be considered as ordered on the |} 


amendments thereto to final pas: 
out intervening motion except one m 


Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Sp 
the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the chairman of 
Committee on Naval Affairs will explair 
these bills fully to the House. I have n 
request for time on the rule and if 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. M1 
ENER] is willing, I will move the prev 
question on the adoption of the rule 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, th 
has been no request for time on this 
on the rule. Extensive hearings w 
held on Senate 2019 by the Rules Com- 
mittee. It was considered that 1 la- 
tion along this line should not be enac 
unless it provides for both the Army 
the Navy. The rule provides for consid- 
eration of Senate Navy bill and tl 
House military bill. Both le lat 
committees agree as to advisability « 
the procedure. The War Departm 
and the Navy Department want this la' 
So far as I can learn there is no con- 
troversy. The rule should pass at once. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker 

| I move the previous question on.the rul 
The previous question was ordrred. 
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qd to 
[INSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
he House 1 . lf 


House r 
tee of the 


Wh 





Oss 
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the Armie 


ra 


will be known : eneral 


pol 


Mr. VI IN of Georgia 


, , resn . 
! iad ne D 
( ( of eM neC 
I ie nd in di t com- 
n [ | tha ar ( 
du j he field 
\ OON ( ] I e in- 
| y peiore tn 
f { I man 
ral for the Com - 
p r} Iam y 
Com naar of tl 
b t t 
cS ; Ol ¢ 
I high I 
pu n Lo 
CO! N Youk I f 
I I} pre- 
’ ’ ? t » the I 
} CCOr! | it Vv 
i } t should b 1- 
1 i? it ) be done a why 
( ( me? 
M VI N of G la Iu e you 
l is do it for the Marine Corps in 
I u it is much pre- 
1 | Marine Corp Afier ¢ - 
! Gene 1 \ degrift, i 
! tl it go ak in th 
r. COLE of New York. Then the gen- 


nan a us that he has discussed 
Marine Corps? 
regi I discussed 

( tion with General Van 
at 1e benefit of his view 


he n 
Mr. COI f New York. The Marine 
qd care to be included in 
bill at t tiy 
Mr. V ON of Georgia. It dt not 


k the House to let us go along with the 


am going to 


( deration for the Mari 
r tin 
h ( of New Yi When 1 
i ) mM be é S( na pe 9 
x ¥ 


may have an opportunit 
col uring that time If it 
( n now and Chi mas, it 
| ibly be done early in the year 
1 t next oO} 
ir. CO of New York. Durin he 
} of th sion? 
Mr. \ N of Geol i Absolutely 
I DiR ION Mr. Chairman, will 
elt 
Mr. VINSCN of Georgia. I yield to 
el man from Illino 


would be the 


h VINSON of Georgia. t out 
the House bill that the gentleman from 
tur Mr. May! will coffer that it 

1 be kr n as the rank of general of 
e Army) Bear in mind that Congress 


eat soldier, 
general of 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Plural? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 


nk, correspondi 


Plural. This 

to the fleet admiral, 
1S of the Army. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Has that bill been re- 


CU; 
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M VIN ON of Geol i ine ger - 
I Ke ICK l off itl lo- 
aa MAY A C ’ Nn T f 
vield 
M VINSON \< G I I 5 1 
t mat mm Kentu 
M i a ub e amend- 
r I ; } , 
1 7, Which p 
! ! f G 
I renk at a 
Mie VINZON ( ) T} I 
I I can und 1 { 
; f of the cou Yr a 





I of t Arm b 
y Ir 
While I oin ong and supportin 
1 to e t rat mpo- 
hers > at a +17 n 
ait! t ne i T¢ YY } T Yl « 
] ' rhe strengt! id t f the 
Ar can Navy justify vi f con- 
ion, when the reo ! on 
con alon to making this 1 c and 
p iy another rank permanent ranks 
n the United States N 
Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
ntleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield with 
} asure 


Mr.ROWE. What is the cc 





number that can be appointed? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Under the 

as pi d by the Senate, it proposes 
ti for the Navy. We have discussed 
matter and we proposed that there 

be four of this rank. I am frank to say 
that from the point of view of the Navy, 
in all probability, this rank will be en 
to Admiral Kin Admiral Leahy, Ad- 
miral Nimitz, and Admiral Halsey. I 
might be so presumptuous as to say from 
my viewpoint, the men who deserve it are 
General Marshall, General Arnold, Gen- 
eral Eisenhower, and General MacAr- 
t 

Mr. AN EWS of New Yo! Mr 
G man, | th entleman yiel 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield 

Mr. ANDREWS of New York. 
matter of fact, it is clearly this duty 





the War Department 


rtment only, to de- 





termine who shall be awarded this rank. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. Oi 


I do not 
ident will appoint. 
entirely up to him. And 

ynfirmed by 
their time of 


course, I am merely guessin 
know whom the Pre 
It is a matter 

{ appointments must be 
the Senate. Then when 


t 


1 
etirement com and if the Senate con- 
curs, they carry the rank when retired 
and are inactive. 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time and yield to the gentleman 
from California |[Mr. SHEPPARD 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to say that I am in favor of the 
pending legislation. In my opinion the 
additional rank which will be granted the 
naval and military leaders of our armed 
forces is most fitting and appropriate. I 
may even add that we have waited too 
long in conferring additional rank on our 
top-notch admirals and generals. 

However, I do wish to bring to the at- 
tention of the House the fact that this 
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bill does not provi id ional 1 
( rane of our armed ! ! 
is t United States Marin e ¢ 
] r oft fighting « ’ tic 
OF ] itenant re a l 
oO ter yrarily holds that 1 





es helped re} t] 
ill-fated day nd t 
Arm. i jt 1 t . 2 
Ar! IN ted S 
] f tT ‘ 
0 t d road | il D 
fh t to ] 1 
( é ay, n l mk 
Oo! t n l i del ( 
e? in t! Pac fic W hal 
of the { on P 1 Harb \ 
lay +. liv s} Es 
t Ja The ¢ 
thls | s ex vely a m 
f I t, on W ( i vd I 
Ul innals of h ryn only 


l fighting on Bataan n 
about 1,500. approximately one-th 
General MacArthur’s R ] 
troops in that area. I 
acts of heroism have 
ind a multitude 


tions to this f 





ol aecorat 
hting ¢g 
d in the figh 


nd weary 








’ ‘endering 
, ll as 
fell on May 6, 


1942, 
d the antiaircral 
on ‘arriers in the B 
the ,eathernecks manr 
gul off the Japanese 


on Dutch Harbor. During the 3-d 
| Japanese aircraft 
carriers, and dest! 


attacked 





‘ out a suc ful 

on base on Makin I 

in t ly Landing i 

boats from large submarines, th 
techment occupied the island, d 

the seaplane base, the am! 

dumps, and annihilat en - 





fending forces. 
In fact, I would like to recall t 
Members of this } 
fensive of our war wit 
by the marines when its famous First Di- 
vision under the leadership of the pres- 
ent commandant of the Marine Ci 
Lt. Gen. A. A. Vandegrift, on Augu 
1942, landed on Guadalcanal in the S 
mon Islands. That struggle bore f1 
by enabling the marines to explode 
myth of Japanese invincibility by beat- 
ing the enemy at their own game and ¢ 
their own ground. Jungle warfare w 
perfected as a result of the varied ex- 
periences of these men. But, probal 
more important, the Solomons op 
tion proved that commanders h 
learned to work together. To fight 
various elements of a complex, mod 











n of the Marine Cory 
rneaad majority of the 
s operation From Guadal- 


Marines seized Munda and 
Islands in the New Georgia 
They landed at Bougainville and 
ere their air rces helped smash 


Then the Marines spearheaded 
into the Central Pacific assault- 
ipturing Tarawa in 76 hours of 
combat in their 168 years of 
xt came the Marshall Islands 
Marines taking Kwajalein and 
With bases in the Marshalls secure 
er 


ines drove farth 





t 


N 
N 


westward into 


af 


ianas, capturing Saipan, Tinian, 
Guam, and only recently assaulted 

ptured the strongly defended 
from the Marianas 


strength of the United 

Corps totals almost a half-mil- 

ers and men, combatant forces 

on land, on the sea, and in the 

I remember when the naval forces 

third of this strength was headed 

ur-Star admiral, and the Chief of 

f the Army, with only a quarter of 
n men, wore four stars. 

not my intention to offer an 

nent to this legislation now under 

ration. But I would like to say 

I, and other Members of this House, 

eparate legislation in the new Con- 

; which will give the Commandant of 

Marine Corps the rank of full general. 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

lf 5 minutes which I shall not con- 

This legislation is very essential. 

e higher ranks are needed just on 

basis of the size of our Army and 

and the required billets to be filled. 

have the anomalous situation today 

enerals and admirals having a num- 

of officers of the same rank under 

m as subordinates. We have today 

largest Navy in the world, probably 

er than all the other navies in the 

ld put together, friend and foe alike. 

That organization requires as a bare 

inimum, four officers of the rank of 

t admiral and I hope in due time, they 

: ill give consideration also to creating 

; t rank of admiral of the Navy, which 

ize of our Navy requires.. From the 

nt of view of good administration, 

i from the military standpoint as well, 

is the fact that we are at a great dis- 

intage today when we are in com- 

ined operation with the navies of other 

tions, it is essential that we create 

propriate higher ranks. Every other 

a jor power has this rank and it 

irrassing and sometimes involves prac- 

il military difficulties for us to be 

ndicapped in not having the equal 

nk. I trust there will be no opposition 


slation. JI am sure there will 


is em- 





























































RECORD 


d ng i i mN York 
Mr. Cole I ¢ he ¢ I f 
our commiutt ig! I w 4 ) 
n¢ it h K ) 

n se} le 1, and I 





However, the Com- 


] th 
do not propose that 
' 


mandant of the Marine Corps is the only 
active nding officer in the country 


organization who is also 





administra head of his own military 
organization. The Commandant of t 


Marine 
Corps. 


does not command 





of Naval Operations does r 

the fleet. However, the Commandant « 
the Marine Corps ac uly cCOmmands 
Marine Cor} To t fo of 


I hope that immediat 
in the new Congress will vel 1 
matter, because the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps, with an organization of 


the size he has, wit 


e consideration 


be git 





responsibility, 
should certainly have the rank of a full 
general, particularly in view of the fact 
that the topside of the Navy will 

be a five-star rank, and the topside in 
the Army will be five-star. There will no 
longer be any justification for withhold- 


ing the rank of full neral from the 
Commandant of the Marine Corps. We 
have the assurance of the chairman of 


the committee that he will take that up 
at a very early time 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman 
is a gallant officer and a distinguished 
statesman. Could he tell us whether 
there is any possibility of securing an 
agreement or a treaty 
so that they will not take steps to in- 
crease the rank of officers in smaller 
navies and armies, and again [force us t 
enact further legislation? 

Mr. MAAS. I do not think we will 
Of course, we could reach such an agree- 
ment, if we had the willingness and desire 
to do it, or it would be very 
attach an amendment to the le 
bill. ButI do not believe it will be 
I think we will just have to take < 
*s on that. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further re- 
quest for time, and urge the en 
the bill 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 

man, I have no further requ: 


amongst our allie 


chanct 
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5 t l al be ef e ¢( \ 
é i ( the 
L d ( ow en- 
‘ \ e Preside or 
é i t ( yy « - 
re may fx 
The question on 


The CHAIRMAN. 
reeing to tl amendment 
mena! reed to 


CHAIRMAN Under the rule, the 


lent Was ag 


Committee rose: and 
having resumed the chair, 
f Texas, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
Inion, reported that that 

id had under consideration 
2019, and pursuant to House 
eported the bill 
an amendment, 
adopted in tae Committee of the Whole 


tion is on 
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SPEAKER. The question is on 


t ] ? dis 
) 


The amet 


ORDER 


lament Was «¢ 


OF BUSINESS 





Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent that notwith- 

tanding the adjournment of the He 
t the Clerk be authorized to receive 
in e from the Senate on the bill 
H. R. 5564, and that the Sreaker be 
ithorized to sign the enrolled bill 

The SFEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 

husctts ? 

Mr. MICHENER. What that bill? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Itis the bill frecz 
i t! rity tax 

Tne SES Is there b] en to 
t request ntleman from Mas- 

husetts? 

There \ s no obiection. 


MANUFACTUR- 
FACILITIES 
Mr. Speaker, 
to take 


(eS 


ADDITIONAI 
i AND 


ORDNANCE 
PRODUCTION 


TNI¢ 


i 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. 
I ask unanimcus consent 


the Speeker 


r’s table the bill 
ing appropriations for 


States Navy for additonal ordnance 
production facilitie 





tho? 


manufecturing and i 
and for other purpose for immediate 


consideration. 

The Clerk revortec 

The SPEAKER. Is 
the present consid 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, 
the bill 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia 
er. I have asked unanimous consent to 
from the Sveaker’s table a Senate 
bill for which the Rules Committee has 
already granted a rule, now pending on 
the Speaker’s desk. The money carried 
in the bill has been inserted in the ap- 
propriation bill which passed a few mo- 
ments ago; but to keep the record 

raight I feel it is necessary, notwith- 
tanding the fact that the Appropria- 
tions Committee accepted the amend- 
ment to make the money immediately 
available, to get an authorization. This 
provides authorization of $50,000,000 fo: 
ordnance facilities. 

Mr. MICHENER This is the bill 
which the Rules Committee held hear- 
ings on and which the gentleman’s com- 
mittee reported favorably? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. MICHENER. The only difference 
would be, if unanimous consent is given 
the matter is disposed of at once; other- 
wise it would take more time. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentle- 
man from Michigan is correct. 


itle of the bill. 
tion to 


ration of the bill‘ 


> obiec 
what is 


Mr. Speak- 


Take 
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The SPEAKER. Is there obi 
request of the gentlemun 


ex i bu cquire f 
I hner\ eq ment 
t ) mie S | a I nt-p 
nd I 

ALDIO! 1€ € £ a 
purpes 

x > ine oecre ot the N 
t » time, tI I frequ 
€ ry 69 day l ns! he ¢ 
a ful epo! all ( ! ( 
le ellected unt 
t Vy < t 


s ordered to be read 

» was read the third time, and 
‘ a motion consider was 1 
the table 


to re 


Resolution 664 was laid or 


ABOLISHMENT 

NATIONAI 
i. Mr. Speaker, I c: 
1 


ion and ask 


OF JACKSON |} 
MONUMENT 
Mr 

House 


SAB 


Tr 
aa 

Resolut 567, 
1 


immediate consideration 

The Clerk read the resolution 
le WS° 

R t Th mec é 

lor i this re it i lL be 


Jackson Hole National Monume 
ated by | 


President 





dated March 15, 1943, and t 

area embraced withii ind <¢ 
said monument to its status as part 
Teton Nati 1 Forest That fte 
debate, which shall be c ined t 
and shall continue 1 excee 2 


l 
to be equally divided and controlled | 
chairman and the ranking minority 
the Committee the Fublic I 
bill shall be read f amendment 
the 5-minute rule A l 


he ? 
per ol 


the 


the reading of the bill 

Committee shall 

to the House wi 

shall have been 
question shall be ‘ 
the bill nd I 

p Ss e WV I u 
one motion to re 





CALL 


Mr. THOMAS of Texas. Mr. S; 
I make a point of order that a qu 
is not present. 

The SPEAKER. 
is not present. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. 
call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered 

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol- 
lowing Members failed to answer to tl 
names: 


OF THE HOUSE 


Obviously, a quo) 


Speaker, I move a 
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_ 


S e of Wyomir ( on The 

is ) public park s K 
wi ait benefice to tl count! ll 
the n Wyon cannot pay the taxes, 
that the Government should a ime and 
pay the tax if that is the only objection. 
Oi course, there 1 De ome larme 

( O o have a lot of li 

I 1 the need this land fo 
the herding of sheep and for grazing pur- 
} nd who may desire to continue to 
use the land free of charge. 

However, I think that the bill is not 
really deserving of favorable considera- 
tio yut the Committee on Rules, again 
\ ing to e the membership the right 
and the privilege to pass upon it, reported 
the rule. It provides for 2 hours’ gen- 
( ld t Tl ipon it will be taken 
up un t} 5-minute rule, giving 
those who desire the opportunity to offe 
amendment 

I | not take up any additional time. 

! e, however, the balance of my 


usual 30 minutes 


New York |Mr. 


ield the 
» the gentleman from 
Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
7 minute 

speaker, I understand there may 
fight on the rule, and, if that is the 
case. of course, I shall yield to Members 
ted in this bill to present 


t! ta to the Houss 
rt bill speaks for itself: 
I the Jackson Hole N l 
M eated by Presidential Proc- 
N 2578, « ed March 15, 1943, and 
estore the are embraced within and 
( l monumel »] i 
} t I< National I re 
I do not propose to take the time of 
the House to discuss the merits or de- 
merits of the proposal, but it has been 
before the House of Representatives on 
two different occasions and has been 
voted down Nevertheless, Mr. Ickes, 
Secretary of the Interior, saw fit to get 
an Executive order in defiance of the 
Conert and I believe in defiance of 
the Constitution—and had the Presi- 
dent issue this Executive order taking 
into the Teton Park several hundred 
thousand acres under the camouflage of 
a national monument. Without dis- 


cussing the merits of the bill, I propose 
minutes to address myself to 
undamental proposition of restor- 
ing to the Congress its legislative powers 
titutional functions. 

It seems to me that such an issue is 
iter than the contents of the bill. 


for a few 


and con 


The question is whether the Congress can 
be superseded as a legislative body by 
the Executive or by Mr. Ickes, when it 





has deliberately on two different occa- 
turned down similar legislation. It 
is a clear-cut question of the restoration 
of representative and constitutional gov- 
ernment in the United States, the one 
thing the people back home are worried 
about, and rightly so. 

If these facts are true, then I think it 
is incumbent upon all of us, regardless of 
the merits of the proposal and regard- 
of whether we are Republicans or 
Democrats, to support the prerogatives 


sions 


less 


and the constitutional power of the Con- 





gress to legislate. hat is the simple, 
clear-cut issue I want to leave with the 
Memb on both sides in connection wit! 
this bill, If I am in error, then I hope 
Oo! Member will clarify the situation. 
Later, of course, Members on this side 

discu the merits of the proposal 
and show in detail how the intefit and 


rpose of the National 
of 1906 has been violated 
rder. 

Speaker, I ask 


the House ou 


iu Ol 


Monument Act 
by the Execu- 
Live < 


Mi 


to addres 


ent 


for 3 


blir is con 
ordei 
minutes 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from New 


There was no objection. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker 
ddress the House for an hour this 

but in view of the fact that 
if this rule is adopted which provides for 
2 hours of general debate I doubt if I can 
do so until Monday; I want to read with- 
out extended comments at this time a 
resolution I am about to place in the 
hopper. It is a House resolution of in- 
quiry, and it is fitting that it should be 
introduced on the third anniversary of 


I had hoped 


7 ; 
LO a 


ternoon, 


our declaration of war against Japan. 
The request for the information is made 
in good faith by me as a Member of 
Congress who voted for war against 


Japan and has supported all measures 











for its successful prosecution: 

Where Drew Pearson, in his colun The 
Washington Merry-Go-Round, published in 
the Washington Pos ( Thursday, Decem- 
I 7, 1944 ated: “‘There have keen two 
I f ns f the hush-hush secrecy and 
l eek's whitewash of Kimmel and Short 
O1 the already admitted fact that several 
( fficers i1 both the Army and Navy, 

cluding lly top-bracizet men, were 

lved er is the ¢ h of opinio1 
i de the in 1941 ré d r the wis- 
a ( r the stre € e Em- 
pe of Japan prop t Japan get out 
1 China, et Secretaries Knox and 
Stimson, however, felt that the United States 
Was not prepared and that the note to th 
Emp r would bring wa They fa ed con- 
t ied appeasement and went on record 
; and 
il ultin m was sé 
t nment or Empe r 
N vithout he ¢ ent « 
] ress, which alone unde 
decla v ind with- 





130,000,000 Ame: 


icans, 





Drew Pearson has stated in the 
} s that taries Knox and Stim- 

1 felt that the United States was not pre- 
pared and that the note to the Emperor 


would bring on war; and went on record in 


hereas 
Secre 


writing to this effect; and 
Whereas Secretary of War Henry L. Stimson 
has not denied this this serious and astound- 






ubdli 


tested in writ- 
Novem- 


charge, tl he pro 
he sending of the ultimatum of 
1941, to Japan; and 

reas the American people, af 
of war, are entitled t 





ter 3 years 
the facts regarding the 
causes and origin of the war: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
and he is hereby, requested, if not 
to ine- 
the 
of 






States be 
incompatible with the public interest, 

form the House of Representatives if 
Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary 


War did submit in writing protests against 
the sending of the ultimatum to Japan on 
November 26, 1941, and stating that it would 
bring on war, 
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The SPEAKER. f 
tleman from New York has expired 
Mr. FISH: Mr. Speaker, I yi 
minutes to the gentleman from W 

ming, the author of the bill. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the ; 
ple of Wyoming are intensely inte 
in this bill. The Governor of my St 
nearly every newspaper in my §S 
practically every civic asSociation i 
State, has endorsed this bill. The 
of Wyoming is 62,000,000 acres. J 
United States owns outright over : 
000,090 acres, that is over 51 percent 
the area of Wyoming. In addition 
that, the United States owns the min- 
erals under 18,000,000 acres of land 
which the people of Wyoming own o1 
the surface. That is 30 percent of 
the acreage in Wyoming. Consequent 
the United States owns a substantial] j 
terest in 81 percent of all the acré 
Wyoming. We are all in favor of n 
tional parks. We have several of then 
in our State. The Yellowstone Natior 
Park is the first national park in 
Union and we are proud of it. It tak: 
in 2,249,000 acres of land. The Pa 
Service for more than 40 years has be 


The time of the 








































trying to extend the Yellowstone N 
tional Park. They wanted to take th: 
Grand Teton Mountains into Yello 


stone National Park and they brought 
bill before the Congress to do that, mi 
than 25 years ago. They wanted tot: 
320,000 acres, including the Grand Tet 
Mountains, and include them in the Ye!- , 
lowstone National Park. They were un- 
successful. Then they submitted a b 
to establish a separate park to be call 
the Grand Teton National Park Tl} 
park would take in these same 320.000 
acres. This area is 6 miles from tl 
south boundary of the Yellowstone to t! 
north boundary of the proposed Grand 
Teton National Park. They had hear- 
They sent a Presidential commi 
sion out to Wyoming in 1926 and 1927 
The people of Wyoming were consider' 
They objected to putting all of the 320.- 
006 acres into Grand Teton National Park 
but they were in favor of placing the 
mountains themselves and all the sceni 
beauty of the area into a national park 
The Grand Tetons are majestic. There 
is no better mountain scenery in all the 
world, let alone in the United States, and 
so the people of Wyoming were inter- 
ested in having them preserved for all the 
people for all time. Consequently, when 
the committee came out there and con- 
sulted the people of Wyoming, thé 
agreed that the Grand Teton National! 
Park would be established with an are: 
of 98.000 acres which would take in the 
Grand Tetons and everything of beauty 
in that area. They objected to includ- 
ing the 221,000 acres immediately to the 
east of that mountain range, which is 
nothing but sage brush flats, hundreds of 
small farms and ranches, and Jackson 
Lake, which is a reservoir used by the 
Reclamation Service for an irrigation 
project in Idaho. 

The committee therefore recommended 
adversely as to the 221,000 acres to the 
east of the Grand Tetons, but did recom- 


~ 


mend that the Grand Teton National 


ings. 














J <son Hole area we 
) res in Yellowstone 
6,000,000 acre in 


— peti Se 
I YERO. Mr. Speak \ ( 
. d? 

BARRETT I yield to r distin- 
ie from Michigan 
JONDERO. I think it would be 

the Members if tl ntlemar 


if 

happy to do 
map which 
ng of 98,000 


Teton 
blished by 
The 221,000 
ole National 
ress refused 


ional Park, i 








a1 in d hundreds of small 
et people have mad? their 
r more than 50 veal ind be- 
not prope! land to be in- 
) na park 
on to that ve have ovel 
0 of land In various Iiore 5 
ding tl pa as I | indicate 
Y map There i the Teton 








F t [There is the Wasl 
I ! Forest There is the Targhee 
t | There is the Shoshone 
f Forest Six million acres in 
f nd int particular area 
, committees of Congress had 


221.000 acres into 
Teton National Park 
atisfiec. In 1938 he ca 
to Congress again with a proposal 


Same 221,000 acre into the 


Gra! Teton National Park and again a 

mittee from the Senate went out 

: t people of Wyomin: They held 
I ngs there They discussed the 


I The people were opposed to Mr. 
i Ickes’ proposal, and the Senate commit- 
I { sorted adversely and again decided 


I the 
onal Park. §S 


arn x 


land into the Teton Na- 
o Mr. Ickes is not satis- 
and he decides to take the matter 
0 his own hands. 


ne Now, the 


= I er to 
} 
i 


Congress alone 
national park. 
can create a nal 


the 
No- 
ional 


has 
create a 
al Jody but Congress 
XC——573 





CON( 





} extel 
neé t ( I es 
tional Park to i 
cre T 
I nai monu! I l ( 
tion of Cong NN hie \ 
tter ausr¢ rd for e Conere 

United State H ped the 
Ol Cor ( t LUSE ( 
ana purpose I has done | ; 
t ver, nit © Ct i not U ¢ 





Congress tolera the ellronte!r 

reaucracy that ¢ € expre 
How ion v\ i Ul re na 
permit these bure ts l 
powel!l nd iunctior How I 
the free people of the \ f ! 





croachment upon i confins 

I a n unwarranted it 
the rights of the eat State of W 
It was accompli d i it 1 
any kind to the peo; of my 8S 
not t v n ot tne I OT sed 
to the Governor of Wvyomir f 
our Senat orton ind é 
of my State resent the I 
can manner in ht rab 
over on our peopl 

The SPEAKER. The time « 
tleman from Wyoming h expi 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I 
gentleman 2 minutes 1 

Mr. BREHM Mr. Sp 
gentleman yield 


Mr. BARRETT. I yield ton 
guished colleague from Ohi 
Mr. BREHM. Will tl ent 
the Conere hat ex ir 
ed addition hich stamy 


YY Y) ~ 9 
monu! l 


Mr. BARRETT 
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this monument is! t mor ner lt 
acte ment land. It 
not bd i! rK 
la 1 il 
¢ ‘ ) } , 1 
amoul Ol lana n yt rvea 
vide for the care nd manager 
t obiect [There s no object 
the area req ine care or ma! 
The law pr a +} t the y 
compatible for the care and mar 
of the object shall also be set asid 
tainly ) ot ntern ¢ 
certainly was n contemplated 


the monument law that such v 
of grazing and ranch 


set a 


park, 


ide as an addition to an 
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Mr. BARRETT That is correct I 
the 1 ont An- 
’ 
T i in t} 
{ s Vv Oo 
’ but it wa 
t th ule t 
hn t} f Yr) ( m - 
. I . ] » > 


td ? ( th G ! 

] Paik ne area in tha 
er ) y n ’ f hing 
‘ } u , ea ] is protec 1 
1p t the pr t time, and 
th vill | nothi ai to interfere 
that nal par Here is some 
( t rad ¢ 1 } m ument Se in 


your hij There are thousands upon 
+} usand of C) of sas rush flats in 
t monument that we are trying to set 

le. There are farms and ranches like 
this raising thousands of cattle and sup- 


| SSonn nf the car 
ne me ot tne n- 


IN 
IN THE POSTAL 


SAB ATH from the Committee on 


R ! 1 the owing privileged 
l l CH. R 673, Rep Yo. 2047), 
was referred to House Calen- 

( l ore 1 » be printed 
I 1 L f 

é l bes 
« € H 1 re 
( Wh nm 
I e ¢ ierat l 
t I r ne com- 
( ( € k € I eP ul pervi . 
1 } shall be 
( i 5174 t 
‘ 2 eq d led 
ad « € rl nd the 
} k mie f of tt ( nmi > 
( I ¢ [ R he bill 
I ! nt 1 ler ti - 
t € u n of the 
z ! dme the Com- 
é re} e t the 
il V 
e que 1 
] l the | d 
‘ t re without 
i c p é tion t 
Te¢ 


ABOLISHMENT OF 


NATIONAL MONUI 


SSON HOLE 
E 


Mr. 
1utes to the gent 


FISH. Mr. Speak 


Avil, 8 Aa, 


I yield 214 


m leman from Illinois 


ir. DIRKSEN]. 
Mr. DIRKS! Mr veaker, the eco- 
nomic considerations involved in the 


me ol 


penaing secondary 
portance. While it is 


import 
Aiil} ri 


Im- 
ant, of 





course, to any State that its revenues 
are diminished by action of the Federal 

rnment in taking over large por- 
ticas of its domain; while the incon- 


CONGRES 


1 ence that often results from this 
are, of course, important, 
I ( 1 issue involved is whether 


n the Federal Government, through 
( I 





pre on by the President, can dip 
lemn domain of a State and 
w! appears to be proper justi- 
» ta ove! are of 221,000 
] nt, in pu unce of - 
2 t a of 1906, can take o 
) es in Wyoming, t 1 he can 
» the State of Illinc rea few 
I inds or a few arrowheads have 
n Oo e ce to the belief that 
h an area is of scie fic and historic 
n or the san 


re ind for eason take 
221.000 acres. 


Bi » same logic the President could 
dip into the & of Ohio or Indiana, 
Pennsylvania or New York, Kansas or 


of un- 
ym the 


ky, and take over territory 


and divest it fre 


determined size 





ownership of the State and the people. 
ich action appears to me to be singular 


The Jackson ae controversy is an 


exc t illu tion of the persistency 
of bure cracy a gaining its ends. It 
was in lS 02. which is 42 years ago, that 
a first effort was made to extend the 


boundaries of Yellowstone to include the 


Jackson Hole area and it failed. An at- 
tempt to achieve the same objective was 
mace in 1919 and it failed. A further 


attempt was made in 1925 and it failed. 
It was again attempted in 1929 and it 


failed. It was again tried in 1938 and 
it failed. All these failures resulted from 
the vigilance of the Congress and the 
refusal of Congres to follow the recom- 
me! tions of the executive agencies of 


government. 

But in 1943, 41 years after 
effort was ma to obtain the 
acres in Jackson Hole and bring it within 
he comain of the Federal Government, 

mained for the Secretary of the In- 


the first 
221,000 


de 


pita 


ter to prevail upon the President to 
issue a proclamation and to achieve by 
circumvention what the Congress has 


steadfastly refused to do for re than 


nerations. 


me 


we 
Do we propose to be rolled back by the 
Secretary of the Interior or do we pro- 
pr today in compliance with existing 
law to roll him back? How much was 
id on the hustings in recent months 
ut States’ rights. Were we uttering 

a lot of fine phrases or did we mean it? 


hen today is as 
1 be count ed. 
SH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6 
to the gentleman from Mon- 
{r. O'CONNOR]. 
ONNOR. Mr. Speaker, wh 
me to the House I would have 
have read or to have 
to have learned of such a deal 
vas pulled off in my sister Siate of 
WwW yoming right across the from 
where I live, i in the taking away of farm 
homes from pecple who have lived there 
forah alf century. There a funda- 
mental principle involved: whether by 
indirection the Executive can do what 
he cannot do by direct actior 

I was a member of a sube ommittee that 
looked over the area set apart by Execu- 


good time 





ine 


iS 
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tive order which, as the ¢ 
Wyoming [Mr. Barrett 

the Congress had refused time an: 
to do, upon the theory that it w 
tually become a part of the Y 


National Pa = he I first « 


ent] 


YY f 
eman Ir 





the Congress Ss am 
ished to find a gentleman from t s 
of Louisiana who was then c! 
the Commit on P I 
who introduced a bill, 1 
course, to enlarge the ¥ 
by taking a large part of ana 
‘a uD ie sews re R 


the town where [I live, Livineston, M 
and the pte tone National P 


We of the West have had to f 
fisht and fis ht to keep from the 


enlarging of the Yellowstone P 
those other parks, and from 
more and more of our land 
greed for land and territory is | 


human conception. Th 
involved here, and I am going 
the law of the Hot . e about i 
want you to pay atte on to tl 
you will. This so-calle a: setting a 
this monument was authorized, if at 
under section 2 of the law of 1906, an 
cannot be read too often: 


ere 18 a } 


yers 


Tha it the President of the United St 
hereby authorized, in his discr 
clare by public proclamation his 
marks, historic and prehistoric struct 
other ects of historic or scientific 





that are situated up 
lled by the G 
States to be 1 


on tl 


ie lands V 


contr¢ vernment of 


ational monum 


ents uY 





reserve as a part thereof parcels of | 
limits of which in all cases shall be « 
to the allest area mmpatible wv 
propel > and Management oi the 


ytected. 


The power of the President is inter 
by the Congress to be limited only to 
ing that part that is necessary to 
serve the monument like, for inst: 
the monument created to Custer’s I 
Stand in my own State of Montana. B 
in that instance the Preside nt set a si 
area of land to protect the monu 
which is perhaps the most historic m¢ 
ment there any an in the W 
The President set aside a very small 
to protect the monument against the « 
croachment by people who happen 
come there and visit. 

What are we trying to prot 

not a single thing in that area 
tific value or of historic value; not 
thing. I have been over It 
tory of farms and of land, and so for 

I hope the Members of this House v 
vote for the rule, because I to 
you some more about this bill before 
over with when the rule is adopted. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 mi: 
utes to the gentleman from Idaho [1 
WHITE|. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. 
is a very short time 
of such magnitude as 

My colleague the gentleman fr 
Montana [Mr. O’Connor] called yo 
attention to the lines in the original : 
on which the establishment of this m 
ument was based from which I quote: 

Sec. 2. That the President of the Unite 
States is hereby auth orized, in his discret! 

| to declare by public proclamation his 


is 


+o TI 


of s 


isaft 


ront 
want 


Spe ak Tr 
to di 


, 2 mim 
scuss a m: 
this. 
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monument? I call the atten- f 

t House to the fact that pl - M1 
h nd, that is, the land ore 

| forest and the national park I 











‘e , ment or be +}, d 
e island, a little « where fi 
i lers have made their home ner 
up a community takil 
l 1 Delore t +s n t 
Shall the Congress and I 
( he United S se theo On 
oO! I ll these depa! ne t \ 
pro} letors 1nd € ( I I I 
f iestion with which mon 
t ( tion that every man fron ul 
West is ced with all the time In- I 
of being the custodians of tl nd { 
I er it for the ood of the 1 ~ 
aus assume the re th are 
rs of Le and That i 
i curb a tis tne 1 H 
| 1 l pa Let 
( ta 1 e . l é S t l 
il 1 piece ol i j itl 11 ( 
I er be cor dered and < ned cre 
he ings before the He f Let fu 
] 1 Tet } , , 
: today d | depart- 
nderstand t they a the thei 
nts of the peope, that they are th of t 
hh } ‘¢ + + 
] ns O tne d ant n Lilt I 
and proprietors of the lanc 
f ht to ex idé the people irom ne 
+ ] > 
e land 


me as he may desire to the gentleman 

m th Carolina 
Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. 
I Y 


tleman from New Jersey 


Speaker, the tion 


Mr. WOLV- dent 


ERTON! and I have just returned fron heari 


} hea tea soti ] Yiu] } 
here the International Civil 1 lot 


Chit 0, V 
‘onference was held. 
the two 


th it 





l] after reading the various doc- Tou 
ments that aviation has been advanced also 
St 25 or 30 years. pa 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent e] 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD and pai 


ide the Hon, Adolph A. {¢ 
hairman of the United States 
losing plenary sé 


ing } y sion us 


1ierence, ul 


i 
address of 
} 


it the « 
OI the cor 
The SPEAKER 


request of the gentleman lortl act 


Mr. BULWINKLE]. Now 


Mr. McCorm: 
McCORMACK. Mr. S nf it 1 
that + M + ‘ T 4 T 
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é I ri i f 
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an ra Ror elt has beer f ed f 
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eda 10! i ll ( i i - ri 
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uli ft ssues au tne i ( - ( 
n. of States’ 1 and « 
+ + ; Y ; 
na va I 1 n - i 
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Frank- 
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I ind 
A 
; 
I 
( G 
c 
a of u eid 
The President in tting up Jackson 
Hole Nati M iment | acted in 
the pu interest and in accordance 
h procedure as authorized by Con- 
I : 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from New Mexico |Mr. FEr- 
NANDEZ!} 2 minute 


Mr. FERNANDEZ Speaker, I was 
attending a meeting of the Indian Af- 
fairs Coramitt . debate fir 
started and I do not know the arguments 


Mr 


url ¥ the 
e€ Vnen tne 


r.dvanced by the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming |Mr. Barrett) in supporting the 
rule to consider the bill at thiS time. 


Throughout the hearings in the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, however, it was 
1arged that the President had exceeded 
his authority; that he was encroaching 
on the authority of the Congress. After 
the monument was created a suit was 
filed in Wyoming to test the authority 
of the President, to determine whether 
or not the President had exceeded his 
authority. Today, if we proceed to a 
consideration of this bill, we ourselves 
are encroaching on the authority of the 
judiciary. This bill can be passed next 
year, if sary, when the courts have 
tten through with it. 

In my opinion, we should not proceed 
with consideration of this bill until 
the courts have gotten through with it. 
In other words, before we try to pick the 
mote out of the President's eye we should 
look at the beam in our own eye. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico has expired. 


} 
Ci 


nece¢ 


the 
Ln 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 214 
minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Case]. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, my district 
borders the State of Wyoming and I 
know something about how the people 
over there feel, 

Congress is not usurping anybody’s 
prerogatives in proposing to consider this 
bill. The Congress is merely going to 


protect its right to declare what was the 
intent of Congress in passing the Antiq- 
uities Act. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. McCormack] has a heavy load on 
him in taking the floor on this proposi- 
tion today. The reelection of the Pres- 
ident was not on this issue in the United 
States but it was an issue in the State 
of Wyoming. I was over there for about 
a week during the campaign. This year 
for the first time since Franklin D. Roose- 
velt has been a candidate for President, 
the State of Wyoming went Republican. 
Every other time it has voted for him. 
If th any mandate from the State 
of Wyoming on this proposition it is to 
consider this bill and it is to pass the 
bill. 

I have here a bound copy of the Read- 
er’s Dis for the year 1943. In the 
Au number appears an article by 


JOSEPH O'’MAHONEY, United States Sen- 


re 1S 


est 


ning zr. Let me quote him 

t b fit of those on the majority 
of the j 

Le 1 wh the ue here 

4 h national par! n be created 

n act of Congress, an old law pro- 

at. Wi ut such an act, small areas 

d owned or controlled by the United 

Sti may be set aside as national m< l- 
mer é 


> preservation of historical lan 


so, last March, a flourish of 





I ( an Executive pr 
Congress had refused t« ith 
notice to the ranchers, living in the 
re t Wyoming or to Congress, an area 
if the size of Rhode Island was made 


the Jackson Hole National Monument. 


The law invoked by the bureaucrats had 
been intended to apply solely to lands “owned 
r controlled by the United States” yet a 

le part of the area taken over in this 


high-handed fashion is privately owned. 


Then the Senator went on to say that 
what happened there might have been 
of special local interest but it has a na- 
tional concern because of the principle 
involved. If this can be done in Wyo- 
ming it can be done in any other State 
in the Union. 

If this bill should not pass, if this 
Executive order should prevail, the name 
of that monument should be changed. 
It should be changed to “Jesse James 
National Monument,” not for the cabin 
where Jesse James hid, but for the man- 
ner and action in which it was estab- 
lished. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota has expired. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield the re- 
mainder of the time to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. PETEerson]}. 

Mr. PETERSON of lorida. Mr. 
Speaker, I am in the embarrassing posi- 
tion of opposing a bill reported out of 
my own committee. Seven members of 
the committee joined in the minority re- 
port. I have gone into this matter thor- 
oughly and have studied the whole situa- 
tion. I have the kindliest feeling and 
warm personal friendship for the gentle- 
man from Wyoming; I have tried to help 
him on other matters and have on sev- 
eral occasions called the committee to- 
gether to report out bills for him. I re- 
gret the position that I am in, but it is 
the result of conscientious study of the 
testimony and because I believe his bill 
does not accomplish anything at all. It 
merely abolishes a monument created by 
Executive order of the President, and 
does not solve the problem. I believe 
that with a little more time we can work 
out some solution of this and perhaps 
establish a cattle driveway, where the 
cattle can be driven from one section to 
another, and whereby we may protect 
the rights of those having grazing per- 
mits. Also Teton County will be reim- 
bursed for any land taken, that Mr. 
Rockefeller conveyed to the United 
States. Bear in mind that at the present 
time the greater portion of the land that 
we are talking about is already owned 
by the Government. The Government 
owns 221,610 acres involved, and 170,306 
of those acres are already owned by the 
Federal Government. Thirty-two thou- 
sand one hundred and seventeen acres 
were bought by John D. Rockefeller for 
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the purpose of conveying them to 
United States Government. Still 
people talk about the President doing 
thing. Why, Mr. Speaker, this was ji 
tiated back in the time of Presic: 
Hoover. The then Secretary of the I 
rior, Dr. Ray Lyman Wilbur, 
in a telegram sent to the 
National Parks: 


Tate t 


Director 


Cuicaco, Ir 
Hon. J. HARDIN PETERSON, 
House of Representatives: 

Following telegram just received f 
former Secretary Interior Ray Ly: 
Wilbur: 

“While Secretary of the Interior, I vis 
Jackson Hole. Made careful preview of 1 
ural resources, had study made of the 
herd, and did what I could to have this ar 
preserved for the type of land administrati 
practiced by the National Park Service. C 
siderable public land was involved but 
through the public-spirited action of M 
Rockefeller and his purchase of private la 
in the area did it seem possi le to hold nort 
ern half of Jackson Hole for the Americ: 
people. This is one of the noblest areas i 
America. I have always felt that having t! 
land held for the National Park Servi: 
be worked out without injustice to px 
of the immediate neighborhood and to t 


of 


Ce < 


well as the United States. In many of t 
park areas, it has been necessary for lo 
people to make what seemed to be sacrific 
for the future benefit of the whole Nati 
but I believe in the long run there will 
greater financial local advantage in a tou 
crop than in a cattle crop. The Preside 
proclamation has been used by 7 
ent Presidents in some 82 other cases, alw: 
with provision for protection of private 
States’ rights. It seems to me that adju 
ments of all interests in the area could 
easily arranged under the Presidential pr 
mation. I would consider it most unfort 
nate if this proclamation is set aside —R 
Lyman Wilbur.” 
NEWTON B. Drury, 
Director, National Park Servic 


So, it was not President Roosevelt, but 
it was in the time of President Hoov: 
that this was started. Reference |: 
been made to the Antiquities Act. I ha 
called attention repeatedly to the prob- 
lem of public lands, and introduced a 
resolution to make a study, showing t! 
ownership, and made a report on thi 
There is no one more jealous of the right 
of the States than I am. I want to cal! 
attention to the fact that under this An- 
tiquities Act, first used by President 
Theodore Roosevelt, many monument 
involving 10 times the area of this on¢ 
were created in the preceding adminis- 


trations. The fact is that several pre- 
vious administrations have embodied 


more acres of land within single monu- 
ments than has been created in this ad- 
ministration in 11 monuments. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
balance of the time on this side to the 


gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ELLs- 
WORTH}. 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 


want to take these few minutes for one 
purpose only, and that is to point out the 
danger to those of us who live in the 
far western area where a high percent- 
age of our States are already in Govern- 
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ABOLISHMENT OF JACKSON HOLE 
NATIONAL MONUMENT 

M PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
§ I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
J on t t of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2241) to 
abolish the Jackson Hole National Mon- 
ll F { { 1 DY Pre aent ul Proc- 
lami n Numbered 2578, dated March 
] 19 ar t pre tl area em- 
brac hin and constituting said 
monument to ; is as part of the 
Teton N ial For 

I motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
( the te of tl Union for the con- 

f n of bill H. R. 2241, with Mr. 
Mil in the chai 

[The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The fi reac f the bill was dis- 
; ed th 

M1 PETERSON f Florida Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Montana |Mr. O’Connorl. 

M1 O’CONNOR Mr. Chairman, 
aside from the question of the injustice 
done to those people who have made 
their homes on these thousands of acres 
of privately owned land in the territory 
ought to be taken in this manner for 
50 or more years, there is a deeper and 
more fundamental question involved. I 
think it goes beyond any human inter- 
est. It is the question of whether by 
indiuection the executive department cf 
the United States Government can by- 
| Congress and accomplish by indi- 


ction what is prohibited directly. The 


creation of national parks is entirely 
within the jurisdiction of Congress. 
They can be created or added to only 

rough congressional action. RE aliz ng 


+} 
a 
that tl 


his could not be done in this fash- 
ion because attempts had been made in 


the past to accomplish this very purpose, 
this circuitous and indirect route was 
taken to bring about the confiscation of 


homes and the taking of lands that had 
been used for farming and grazing pur- 
poses and all that sort of thing, by 


Executive order, for the past 50 years. 
It is interesting to note briefly a little 
of the debate that took place when the 


Antiquities Act was passed. 

the debate as follows 

7 xas ° W as 
le 


iW. 


I quote from 
Mr. Stephens, of 
apprehensive as to the abuse 
He asked the question: 

of Te: How much land 
off the market in the Western 
States by the pi the bill? 


of this 
Mr. STFPHEN 
will be taken 


age of 


Mr. Lacey, who had the bill in charge, 
replied: 

Not very much. The bill provides that it 
shall be the smallest area necessary for the 
care and maintenance of the objects to be 


preserved. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Texas. Would it be any- 
thing like the forest reserve bill by which 
seventy or eighty million acres of land in the 


United States have been tied up? 

Mr. Lacey. Certainly not. The object is 
entirely different; it is to preserve these old 
objects of special interest and the Indian re- 
mains in the pueblos in the Southwest whilst 
the other reserves the forests and the water 
courses. 


Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield briefly. 


Mr. CASE. The gentleman is refer- 
ing to the legislative debate on the An- 
iquities Act? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. 
debate on the act. 

Mr. CASE. And the debate clearly 
gives the intent of Congress in the crea- 
tion of national monuments? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Exactly. 

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. 

Mr. BREHM. 


Exactly; that is, the 


I yield briefly. 
From what the gentle- 


man ha§ quoted there, that does not jus- 

tify this being a national monument. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. There is not any 

question about it. Nobody knew this 


better than the people who are trying to 
circumvent the Congress. The acquisi- 
tion of this land by Mr. Rockefeller 
through the Snake River Corporation or 


+ 


whatever the name of the corporation 


was, was done in a sort of conniving way. 
I have not got the time to go into it. 
But the purpose was eventually made 
known when the land was purchased by 
him and then offered to the United 
States Government in the event that 
this territery was acquired by act of 
Congress or in the manner that it was. 
That was the bait which was thrown 
out to the Congress. They were afraid 
o put it up to the Congress because 
Congress, they knew, would not take the 


homes away from these people and 
farmers who had lived in those homes for 
over a half of a century. Why, my 
friends, as lawyers, there is not a lawyer 
who can vote against this bill on the 
theory that this land was acquired in a 
legal way. I want to clear the skirts of 
the President of the United States. 
Knowing him as I do, I Know he never 
‘ eyes upon that territory and I doubt 
very much if Mr. Ickes ever did. They 
have taken the word of somebody else and 
they have been imposed upon, if I should 


4 
{ 


not use the word “deceived.” Do you 
suppose the President of the United 
States, who has sent our boys to Europe 


to fight and die to defend the freedom 
and the homes of our people, would, by 
Executive order, remove these people 
from Wyoming, take them away from 
their homes and send them elsewhere? 
Do you suppose he would do it if he knew 
the facts? Not on your life. 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. I yield briefly. 

Mr. MAY. If I understand the legis- 


lation under which the President acted, 
it provides that if there is some object 
of antiquity or of national historic in- 
terest, he can take enough land around it 
to protect it? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes, 
purpose of it. 

Mr. MAY. Now if he can take 260,000 
acres out there around some object, could 
he not, if he wanted to, take in Daniel 
Boone’s tomb, down in Kentucky, and 
talk half of Kentucky in order to protect 
that tomb? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. I want to state to 
the gentleman that heis right. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is just as sound 
as he always is. I want to tell you that 
he could take in the whole State of Mon- 
tana if he wanted to, to establish a na- 
tional monument surrounding the monu- 


that was the 
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ment where Custer lost his life. Ther¢ 
no limit that he could go. But ;¢ 
present President, if he could see all] 1 
territories, I would not fear him. 

Now, let us see about this. I have h 
some newspaper clippings and I want 
to look at them. Here is a boy wl 
picture appears in the paper and it re 
“Breaks all records. Eight decorati 
the highest number ever awarded any or 
man in this war.” Where is that b 
He is over in Europe. Where was t 
boy’s home when he left? It was int 
very territory that was taken by Execu 
order. That is where it was. I 
you to ask yourselves the question, *“W 
will that boy think when he comes 
home and finds th..t while he was fight 
for the freedom of homes in Europe a 
for the freedom of America, he lost h 
own home in Wyoming, without a he 
ing, without a word of notice? May 
not conclude that he was fighting f 
freedom in the wrong place? Might 
not conclude that he had better remain 
home and fought for the freedom of 
own home? Bring that home to 
This boy was raised on that prop 
He made his home there. His mot! 
and father liver there as well as nu 
bers of others who lived on that land t 
was taken. Do you suppose the Pr« 
of the United States ever knew th 
Here is another picture in another pa; 
“Army cfficers work in relays decoratir 
hero from Wyoming.” Here he is agai 
I am not saying that because he lived 
that particular locality, he was a he! 
but I am saying he has been a hero ar 
I am seying that we owe it to that | 
when he comes back home, that as far : 
legislative action can go, we will un 
what has been done to dispossess him, h 
father and mother, his sisters and brot! 
ers from that home. We owe it to th 
boy. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, will thé 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. I yield. 

Mr. CASE. I might call to the atten- 
tion of the Committee that the Coner: 
passed the Soldiers and Sailors’ Reli 
Act under which it was declared to be the 
intent of Congress that no soldier might 
be dispossessed of his home for nonpay- 
ment of a payment on his mortgage 01 
the nonpayment of rent, during his ab- 
sence under the selective service. 

Mr. O’CONNOR. The gentleman i 
right as he usually is. Now, I want t 
call attention to one other thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of th 
gentleman from Montana has expired 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. M 
Chairman, I yield the gentleman 1 addi 
tional minute. 

Mr. O’CONNOR. I want to call at- 
tention to this: I went over this ground 
I went over every acre of it. There i 
not a single thing there of historic valu 
or of scientific interest to preserve. Not 
a thing. They have an old cabin ther 
which is supposed to have been shot full 
of holes. They have built a fence around 
it and they have put a new roof on it 
and tried to preserve it to make it of 
scientific interest. What is the history 
of it? The history of it is that a horse 
thief was finally cornered there and 
eventually shot. If we are going to take 
out 220,000 acres for every spot where a 











aQHOY 


Cactus } 1 Monument in Arizona, 
¢ ( oI tl! n larger than 
tn ( 

Mr. Chairman, this act has been passed 
upon by the Supreme Court of the United 
c gt 1} first tir ti tan eli- 
f } f } in ) asid 
an J e ( r Cl 1al 
monu 

+ ( ¢ ir ( t there 
aa ! 1 t morning from 
t] ] 1 I 1 League protest- 
ing ( tn bill I 
! { from the na- 
t ( he I k Walton 
I pre { I e of thi 


oth he Natior Park Serv- 
j cor and they 
( 1 { \ m 1 its and 
y [1 ] ¢ Latl\ ol 
{ Park Se1 yo} about Jacl 1 
Hol } id t y cutting ¢ 1 
{ 1 out th . Why? B 
( I the number of cat 
t \ ! 1 to g » Nov 
I i t rthec le out, they 
! 1 of t f h d. 
I Cc IRMA Tl tin of tl 
gre m from M ri | expired 
I PET SON of I 1. Mr.C r- 
man, I ld t tleman 4 addition- 


: . Aw ATA} Ixy 
Mr. ( HRAN. Nobody 


is ¢ 
right to graze their cattle in there. No- 


b is denied the right to ride their cat- 
tle over Government land to g to pri- 
\ 

( of the f ures of this bill is that 
a pl ( n, Mr. Rockefeller, went 
out tl » and looked over the place and 
W >i -d with it and thought it 
ol t to be preserved for future gen- 
erations, that he b ugh 33,559 acres 
You h ren ing private lands total- 
ling 1 37 acres, S ite s hool lands, to- 
t r 1.367 a , and Federal land and 
wa comp! r 173,064 acres. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
t! gentleman yield? 


Mr. COCH 
man from Wy 

Mr. BARRI 
this bill on p 
man from O1 


2-AN. I yield to the gentle- 
ming 

cis 6 
» $1 Mr 


von. asl 


the hearings on 
Mort, the gen 
ed Mr. Drury, 


tle- 


Di- 





rector of the Park Service, this question: 
Do you know of any instance where a na- 
tional monume1 Was created against the 
will of the le of the State in which it 
was create ? 
M Drury. No 


ked Mr. Drury this question: 





I Mott. Did the National Park Service 
tr oO gE m through the Con- 
‘ law and, failing in that effort, had 
th < e te d br Ex cu ve ort « 

Drury. I should like to have Mr. De- 
m \ er t question, if he may. 
fr. Mort. All right 

N DreMaARAY. I do not recall any such a 
Cf d 

Ay 


Mr. COCHRAN. May I say tothe gen- 
tleman th when he read Mr. Drury’s 
wer it ‘d to Jackson Hole. The 
Government tox Ke over Jackson Hole. It 


an 


an appli 


was not against the wishes of the people 
ne - -ople asked them to make it a part 
of our national-park system. When Mr. 
Dru said that they do not take this 


ad ny sa from the people, he spoke the 


CONGRESSION 





t h, and th at applies to Juckson Hole. 
It was not taken away from them. The 
re d shows that Be e people there 


d thi c 
rnment. 

Mr. B ARRET T, 
l ay to him that the 


property taken over by the 


If the gentleman will 
Legis- 


yoming in 1919 unanimously 
ado d a resolution against this irk 
extension. 
Mr. CO CHRAN I think you should 
mber that you are not repealing the 
act under gg: h this pre ty was taken 
( . You are, f tue first tir , en- 
a neg to set aside n t of the Presi- 
f the United Stat under an act 
of C€ I an act t the Co! 5 
I 
I PETERSON of Georgia M1 
Cl 12 1 the gentleman yield? 





ling with the Pz rk Ss rvice aaa work- 
out administrative problems 
But this situ 
to face it 
some time 
I know 


as they 
does 


( inquiry whe i dis b z 
t 1 over a ist 1 wishes of the 
( »isitn 3 r ( ord t 
t owners of over 30,.00 of 000 
l that a in pi te owns p 
t] area are re ig that this 
le be taken ove and that q > a 
I yer of indiv ls 1 in t ea 
have petitioned t be 1 1 over? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Cert y it is true 
The re d that. 

Mr. BARRETT Mr. Chairman, I 
yi 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Sou D: kota | Mr. Cas 

I CAS} Mr. Chairman, it is diffi 
cult for n o understand how this thing 
e) happened. I have had some deal- 
ings with the National Park S ice. 
There is one national park, a national 
me! — reserve, and — national 
monuments in my congre = 1 district. 
I have hae no particular fficulty in 
de 
i1 
] 


ve arisen. ation 
and we have 
I have spent 
of Wyoming. 
Wyoming, generally speaking, are very 
much opposed to the creation of this 
monument, and particularly they are in- 
censed because it was created in this 
fashion after the people of Wyoming 
through the legislature, in resolutions 
of various kinds, had expressed them- 
selves against it and after the Con 


ms 


in the State 


per of 


the ple 


€ sress 


on two ait ferent occasions had refused 
to pass legislation setting up such a 


monume my 

The fact is that a large part of the 
area is a national forest. To that extent 
it is in the control of the United States, 
but on all of the national forest lands 
cattle can be grazed under grazing per- 
mits. Teton County, in which this land 
is located, naturally collects a personal- 
property tax on the cattle to whatever 
ex is applicable there. In addition, 
they get a great deal of tax revenue 
from the privately owned land and from 
the personal property on the privately 
owned land. 

It has been stated that had this situa- 
tion never been precipitated by the arbi- 
trary action of the Executive order the 
thing might have been worked out in 
an amicable fashion. There was some 
suggestion that the people of Teton 


ent 
Lil 
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Co yunty or the county organ 








there would have considered a | 
from the Federal Government to < 
tinue grazil in the forest ! 5 
to accept a pay yment in lieu of t 
a period of abc ut 10 years on 
ations of the Roc elle) | 
in order to permit t ) 
their economy from a li c eC 
to a touris* economy 

Why that course of action v ? 
lowed I certainly do not know. B 
fact remains that t i i- 
ing i ein theS of W 
nobody thir that t I 
Cl d as the will of t ( 
mi The S 3G rno 
crat, 1 Governor H in D 
a ¢ bers of weeks ago, d 1 there 
m ting of the Nation ] Reclai 
sociation, said: 

This monument will never b 
as long as § ator O’MAH f 
Ss é ( he v CC 
he did on ‘ t Tut I 
bill, put on I I ) 
be 1 1 to admini i 
mo im¢ 





the peo} of W 

So that you ha 
ot Oing to t SE 

a nati 

thing to do now \ 
pre the tl it of ¢ 


Ica 
Moe 


at least, by 1 
hing the monument 








protest i ist the manner in w! 
was established in defiance of Stat 
conere onal attitudes. It is not in 
eration now because mon y is not 
abl e for administration under th 


to which I have referred. Then | 
thin: worked out in 
fashion between the peop 
and the National Park S 
way to accomplish tha 
this bill expressing 
House so that nego 
taken. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will t 

entleman yield? 

Mr. CASE. I yield to t 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Am I correct in be- 
lieving that in a national monument 
Government can exclude the grazi1 
cattle and also the passing through 
monument of livestock? 

Mr. CASE. It is perfectly true tl 

national monument it 4 not custom 
to permit gra >» Governm 
has the power to aniaie it altoget} 
There is a national monument in my ¢ 
trict of something over 200,000 acres 
a small amo unt of grazing is permi 
by tolerance, some by trespass, but it 
not intended. I may say in that c 
nection that this monument in my d 
trict is one of the monuments that h 
been created by Executive order si 
Mr. Roosevelt has been in 
House, but it was in response to an : 
passed by the Congress and within th 
limitations of the act passed by the Con- 
gress and in accord with expressions of 


me sen 
le of the 
rvice. The 

iG now is to } 
the feeling of 1 
tiations can be und 


} 
pe 





he gentlen 


zing, an d 





the W 
the vi 









1 


id cattle out 


¢ er 


To those of us 


uid 





by the people of South Dakota 


State legisiature So 


tnat thi 


over 1,000,000 acres in na- 
monuments that Mr. Roosevelt has 
re established, as as I kn 


in response to an expression of 
le of the States concerned and 
ts of the Conere 

different kind of policy was e' 

s to Jackson Hole is beyond me 

has not helped the National 

e, it has not helped the Na- 

Park Serv:.ce in any part of the 
I hope that the matter may 

idjustn.ent and ami- 

by House passage ¢ 


and 
n open to 


lement 


BARRETT. M1 Chairman, I 
‘ss to the gentleman [r« 

Mr. JENNINGS 
Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, this 
meritorious both from a national 
State standpoint. It is an alarm- 
he Federal Government 


» minutes 





that ft 
Liat ( 


tim owns title to 400,000.030 
of land. a domain equivalent to 
ibined areas of 21 of the 
east of the Mississippi River. 


a 


i 
ference to the rights of the peo- 
ft State of Wyoming and the 
ment Act, under which the Presi- 
y proclamation declared this a 
monument, before that can be 
within the law under this act, ther 
ve a historic landmark or some 
or prehistoric structure h 
of historic or scientific 
t to be preserved 
r the record shows the 


there of 


or otne! 


intere 


only struc- 
a historic interest is a cabin 
e it is said a horse thief was shot to 

according to the 
to look 


monument, we see only 


of the old 


h Ul 


code 





for a 
a broad ex- 
sagebrush 

ebrush, the 
i jack rabbit, 1 
ment? If you get right 


e of Now, since when 
home of 


become 


the un 
nation 
down to 





cks, this is what happens é 
ming is a State with only 235.000 
tion. And in this State the Fed- 


Government owns title in fee to 5l 
nt of all the lands. In addition to 
e vast holdings, the Federal Govern- 
nt owns the minerals under an area 
to 31 percent of the area of the 
It is not hard to understand why 
have only 235,000 people out there. 
re is Just not any place for them to 
Now, the undisputed fact is that 
221,610 acres embraced in the Jack- 
1 Hole Monument is used for grazing 
rposes, and it affords the only means 
which the people who raise horses 
there can get their stoc 
grazing lands. There are 1 
000 cattle that are grown and grazed 
re by virtue of these facts. 
know something 
the value of cattle, it certainly can 
aid that the value of 16,000 white- 
ed cattle is at least $1,000,000. All 
t we wear, all that we eat, and all that 
use comes out of the groun There 
1 time when the memory of man 
nneth not to the contrary, when you 
ld buy a beefsteak or a lamb chop of 
growth. That time isin the limbo 
things forgotten and gone. While it is 


k 
{ t 
a 


} 
adol 


vho 





+ 


"en 





CON( 





+RESSIONAL RECORD 








alone we must |} e somet I oO eat 
We all love the be of n é We 
I parks Ove the countr We 
nave one down in my ¢ itry The 
a OVE the W t In them there f 
mliil I ( I The are Vil 
every e. But you dor I e ti K 

park ng that is - 

Al in n here o1 I - 
I c > a thi that CA t eC 

soul of 1 I Green fielc cat- 
tl neep, Oo } rse¢ razir n them o1 

desil 
omit! 

tii 
tré - 
tel Us. - 
tain Governme! vhow It is f t 
happiness and well-being of the people 
who live in any individual State It h 


crush a man, the man ¢c} til 
be greater than the univ he 
would Know that he 

Representative from n 

look with indifference ul 
trespass against the rig] ple 
of a sister Stats M1: )- 
mit, as a matter olf nat ind 
of State's rights and jus | 





‘ uy 





( Vyoming, that this bill should be 
passed. And I shall vote for it The 
time has come and now hen the Con- 
gress must say tc those who disregard the 
plain terms and meaning of congres- 
sional acts, “Thus far shalt thou go but 
no farther Executive decre and 
proclamations must not be permitted to 
nullify acts of Conere ind to substitute 


the arbitrary will of 
ficer for the plain and expr! 
ments of the people’s representative 
Mr PETERSON of 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Arizona |Mr. MURDOCK 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, the 


some execulive Ol- 


gentleman from South Dakota Mr 
CASE] a moment ago implied that thi 
problem confronting us is not going to 
be solved by a continuation of this na- 
tional monument I would like to 


also that thr 
not going to be 
Jackson Hole 

IS golng to 


problem in\ 
lved by abolishing 1} 
National Monument It 


take some different kind of 


action than the bill which we have be- 
fore us today. I am sorry tl bill e- 
fore us in the closing hours of t es- 
sion, as it is deeply involved 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chai 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. 

Mr. WHITE. As 
lishment of large national 


the preservation of these antiquities, 
cave dwellings, and things like that, dos 

not the gentleman think there should 
be a line drawn very distinctly, more ) 


than there is now? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; I think so. Let 
me throw some light on the real prob- 
lem before us. However, before I go to 
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Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield the gentleman 5 min- 
u more 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentien } ield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Not now. I want 
to make this point: Other President 
hav tablished n: 1al monuments by 
Execut orders besides this one, and 
I think they have done so with a too 
lavish hand. I am anxious to curb an 
extravagant practice in that respect. I 
found they were trying to establish a 
r nal monument in my State, in Syc- 
amore Canyon, and do it without any 
knowledze on tl part of any Arizona 
Cong! man We called the Secre- 
tary’s hand on that, and it was stopped. 
So, you see. I can sympathize with my 


friend the gentleman from Wyoming 
{[Mr. Barrett]. But, as I see it, the 
thing to do is not to pass this bill and 


slap the President of the United States 
squarely in the face because of this 


offense when 
committed 
greater or le 
instances. 
President? 

A generation ago, when national for- 
ests were first established in this coun- 
try, they also were established by Execu- 
tive order. I remember that Theodore 
Roosevelt and Gifford Pinchot wanted 
to establish national forests all over the 
West, and did so very lavishly. I can 
show you national forests in the West 
where on large portions of them there 
is not a shrub as big as my wrist. They 
included vast areas in these early na- 
tiona! forests. I think on the whole the 
establishing of national forests was a 
good idea, but they overdid it in some 
respects and the power was taken away 
from them. Today national forests can 
be established only by act of Congress. 
I approve of that. I think the same 
thing ought to be done with respect to 


alleged 
have 


+ 


other Presidents 
similar offenses in 

; degree in at least 80 other 
Why take a this 


Swing at 


national monuments. 
A Senator from my State, a native 
westerner and friend of the Interior De- 


ae ‘ 
ment 


pal , introduced a rider on an ap- 
Iropriation bill a few months ago, which 


vould have prohibited the establish- 
ment of national monuments except by 
act of Congress. When that bill came 
over here that rider was taken out on 
a point of order. That attempt was 
made because the National Park Service 
has been overzealous in creating vast 
national monuments, and including more 
land than they should. I think we ough 
to pass a law providing that no more 
national monuments be established ex- 
cept by act of Congress. I am enthusi- 


tically in favor of them, within reason, 
vith due safeguarding of the mining and 
livestock interests all over the country. 
This bill is not a cure for the evils that 
I think need correcting. For that reason 
I favor different legislation. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. Did they not try to es- 
tablish the Organ Pipe Cactus National 
Monument in Arizona, and did not the | 
gentleman have to come to Congress be- | 


fore he could get anything done with it? | 


_ 


He 
Department. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; that change 
took an act of Congress, and I am glad 
to say it was done. We did not ask that 
that monument be established in the 
first place, nor did I ask that it be abol- 


ished. I ask reasonable treatment to be 
accorded the Organ Pipe Cactus Monu- 
ment. 


Mr. WHITE. Why did not you go to 
the Department to get them to do that. 

MreMURDOCK. The head of the Park 
Service came to my office at the time of 
our last hearing and I said to him, “I 
think you have been overambitious in 
creating these monuments.” He said 
that they intended to be conservative, 
and I told him that if they were not more 
conservative, we were going to take the 
power out of their hards by act of Con- 
That is one thing looking toward 

I think we ought to do some- 
thing like that in the proposed rider 
which was put on the appropriation bill 
recenily and which was ruled out on a 
point o: order. I favor an act of Con- 
gress that would prohibit the establish- 
ment of national monuments by Execu- 
tive order. 

Since I became a Member of Congress 
we have reduced by law the Grand Can- 
yon National Monument, but we did not 
abolish it altogether. That monument 
in Arizona adjoins the Grand Canyon 
National Park, and it seemed to contain 
more land than was necessary, and thus 
deprived inhabitants in that region of 
uses unnecessarily. Thus by law we 
changed the boundaries of that monu- 


gress 


a cure. 


ment as we changed the uses of the 
Organ Pipe Cactus Monument. We did 
not abolish either of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 


gentleman from Arizona has again ex- 
pired. 


Mr. PETERSON of lorida. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania I[Mr. 


WRIGHT]. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not think the President has exceeded his 
powers under the Antiquities Act though 
I feel rather certain it is unfortunate 
these powers were used in the manner in 
which they were because it is fairly clear 
that the Secretary of the Interior has 
used the power given to the Executive 
Department in the Antiquities Act to 
sidestep the expressed will of the Con- 
gress. It is for that reason, also for the 
reason I am convinced that the people of 
Wyoming of both parties, and regardless 
of economic position or political affilia- 
tion, are opposed to this monument, that 
I am for this bill. 

The chairman of the committee, the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. PETerson], 
suggests he has a bill which he will in- 
troduce, giving to the State of Wyoming 
or to the county involved some relief 
from the loss in taxes which it will ex- 
perience or which has been experienced 
by this particular section being desig- 
nated a national monument, also giving 
to the people of that area the right of 
passage for their cattle to grazing lands 
beyond the particular section involved, 
as well as the right of pasturage in the 
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could not get anything done in the | section itself; but the House has n 








DECEMBER & 


surance that that act will be adopt 

I feel it is better to pass the act x 
is before the committee now: then 
Interior Department wants to hay 
made a portion of e national y 
may come before the Congress in 
derly fashion and 
bill for that purpose the provisi 
will give relief to the people of th 
tion, one of which, of course, wi 
tax relief, another the right of 
and another the right of passage 
cattle through this particular ar 
that is done, the people of Wyomin 
not say that they have expressed t} 
selves in Congress in one fashion, an 
executive department has used a s 
fuge to circumvent their will. 

Mr. BREHM. Will the 
yield? 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
man from Ohio. 


incorporate 


gentle 


I yield to the ge ; 


Mr. BREHM. Returning to a a 
tion which I asked some time 
reference to the log cabin in which J 


James is supposed to have taken r-« 
has the gentleman heard anyone 
any other memorial which m 
sufficient to constitute this land a 
tional monument? 

Mr. WRIGHT. No; I have not, I 
frank to say tc the gentleman. Hoy 
I do not know much about this sect 
It is probably presumptuous of m: 
speak about it, I am directing n 
entirely to the legisiative procedu 
feel after Congress has expressed 
and refused to make this a portion 
national park, that for the Interior | 
partment, in spite of the will of the C 
gress, to make this a national monu! 
does not go very wel: with the C 
or with the people of the State aff 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
2 minutes to the gentleman from 
mont [Mr. PLUMLEY]. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
the attention of the Members to th 
that when I came to the Congress t 
were six or seven Members in this 
who were the sole Representative 
their States representing one-seven!t 
the area and one-third of the ass¢ 
wealth of these United States; and w! 
tlLat number has been reduced nun - 
cally so far as quantity is concerned, I 
think I may say because I em a remn 
of the originals it has not been reduce: 
far as quality of the representation of 
several States is concerned. 

You folks do not understand what 
folks who are the sole Representativ: 
Large from these States have to cont 
with as against you who have assoc 
here who will get up and talk for you 
help you out with respect to any prop 
tions that you have to offer. 

I am speaking today because I beli 
what Wyoming asks for through its 
Representative here is a matter wh 
should be given your very careful consid- 
eration and should have your appr: 
and because the people of the Stat 
Wyoming through their Senators and 
their Member of the House, their Gov- 
ernor and their legislature, have ask 
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ir. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I p 
Members will pay close attention | 
I to y because I | é i 
We for £4 vea I f i 
ht next to th lat 
I an roughly familiar with what 
presented h t y 
( your atte! ni t t the f 
hen most of you gentlemer 
vou had certain birthrig! nvio- 
birthrig certain birth) 5 t t 
> in Europe never did en 
first pl you had the ] 
on e unappropriated do- 
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on the land wh ming Is may 
and locate a minli claim This 
y that you see on this map here 
t \ lin Government ownership 
bulk of it is in national fo Just 
e north lies th reat Yellowstone 
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mission fet I had to pay $3 for the 
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ugh I was a Member of Conegré 
thing is a plan to create among bu- 
iucra not custodians of the land 
r that is owned by the people and is 
rected by the policies of the Con- 
ess—but is a plan to create a bureau- 
atic owner, a bureaucratic proprieto1 
you go on this 1 you go with thei! 
rmission and their tolerance, and if 
tu do not have that permission and tol- 
ince, you stay cff. 
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epped in front of me and he sak 
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The rreed ccording 
(at <@ ) ind 45 minute Db. M.), 
nder i previt order, the House ad- 

irned | Mond December 11 
1944, ; 2 o’clock noon. 








COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 
e 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
co ns were taken from the 
S le and referred as follow 
2055. A le from the Archivist of the 
U2 ( report 1 re ras 
propose r disposal by various Government 
f f hec tee on the Disposition 
ot utive Pape 
2066. A letter from the Associate Director, 
United States Department of the Int 
N nal Park Service, transmitting coj 
qu estimate of personne! requirements 
1 le Quarter ending March 31, 1945, cover- 
ing the appropriation “Maintenance, Execu- 
ti Ma n d Grounds 1945”, to the 
Commi e on the Civil Service 
2067. A letter from the Director, Division 
of Adn rative Management, National 


mitting 


a quarterly 


nel requirements of the 





bor Board for the third 
quarter 1945; to the Com- 
mittee ¢ ¢ 
2008 Administrator, Vet- 
erans’ transmitting two 
ce ed bill, to < hor- 
j tl Veterans ffairs to 
furnish certain benefits, services, and sup- 
pli discharged members of the military 
or naval forces of any nation allied or associ- 


ted States in World War N 
the Committee 


ated with the Uni 


2, and for other purposes; to 


on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

20€9. A letter from the Administrator, Fed- 
eral Works Agency, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill, to authorize construction of a 
film servicing building and vaults; to the 





Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 








2070. A letter from the President, United 
States Civil Service Commission, transmitting 
a consolidated port and supporting data 
covering espe uly meritorious in- 
creases made by the several Government de- 
] nents and agencies for the fiscal year 

nded June 30, 1944; to the Committee on the 


2071. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
ansmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, dated November 
16, 1944, submitting a report, together with 
accompanying papers and an illustration, on 


tr 
I 


a preliminary examination and survey of 
Farm Creek, Ill., authorized by the Flood 
control Act approved on August 11, 1939 


C 

(H. Doc. No. 802); to the Committee on Flood 
Control and ordered to be printed with an 
illustration 





RTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, 

Mr. CRAV 


~ 


REP‘ 


ac follows: 
aS 1IO11OWS: 


ENS: Committee on the Ju- 


Giclar} x 





v if Public Law 47, Seventy-seventh 
Cc as amended, to reemployment com- 
I n 1e Selective Service System; 
amendment (Rept. No. 2046). Re- 
the House Calendar. 
Mr. SABATH: Co: eon Rules. H e 
I i 673. Res tion f f nsidera- 
t H. R. 471 rease the compe! - 
empiovee in the Post Ser ce witne 
ut endment (Re No. 2047 Referred 
t e House Calendar 
M ANDOLPH: Committees n the Dis- 
i Columbis i H. R. 51 A b t 
a ze tl tablishment f the M - 
t n'?P I t Ba Distric 
Cc nbia ti provide funds therefor; 
v Referred 


ith amendment (Rept. No. 2048) 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
t of the Union. 
RANDOLPH: Committ 
trict of Columbia. H.R. 5448. 


pt 





m truction, maintenance nd use of a 
tunnel for the purpose of carr lines 
r petroleum products in the Dist f Co- 
I ith amendment (Rept. No. 2049). 





the Whole 


n,. 


Referred to 
1 the state of 


the Committee 
the Uni 


of 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills 
and resolutions were introduced and sev- 
erally referred as follows: 
By Mr. MAY: 

5€03. A bill to prov for the perm- 
establishment of the Joint Chiefs cf 
taff and Secretariat; to the Commit- 


H.R ide 





5 Joint 
tee on Military Affairs 
By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 5604. A bill to provide for the per- 
manent establishment of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and Joint Secretariat; to the Cx 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REFS of Kansas: 

5605. A bill to amend that portion of 
the act of June 30, 1906, which relates to the 
settlement of accounts of deceased Officers 
and enlisted men of the Army, s0 as to au- 
thorize payment up to $3,000 to the widow 
or legal heirs of any such deceased individual 
without the appointment of a legal repre- 
sentative of the estate; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs 

H.R. 5606. A bill to amend_that portion of 
the act of May 27, 1908, which relates to the 
settlement of accounts of deceased officers 
and enlisted men of the Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Coast Guard, and of deceased officers of 
the Public Health Service, so as to authorize 
payment up to $3,000 to the widow or legal 
heirs of any such deceased individual with- 
out the appointment of a legal representa- 
tive of the estate; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs 

By Mr. FISH: 

H. Res. 674. Resolution of inquiry regarding 
ultimatum served on Japan November 26, 
1941; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 

H. J. Res. 323. Joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to the passage of bills 
after Presidential veto; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 





mmilt- 


H.R 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo- 
rials were presented and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Presi- 
dent, Chamber of Deputies of Chile, with 
rd to their adoption of a resolution to 
ist the national flag on the building of 
this body on the date of the independence of 
each of the American nations, thus display- 
ing openly the sentiments of fraternity of 
the people of Chile toward the sister repub- 





1962. An act extending the pro- lics; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM introduced 
(H. R. 5607) for the relief of 
Ell shcraft, which was referr 
Committee on Claims. 


en 


aid 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule IT, petit 
and papers were laid on the Cl 
and reierred as follows: 

6236. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of } 
of directors, San Francisco Chamber of ( 
merce, regarding Interior Dep 
ties in Alaska; to the Co 
Public Lands. 

6: 


avi 


vw 


teed 


rR SG 





97 









resolv al f 
San Fran Cham of Commerce 
ing H. R. 4616, the Gerlach bill; to the C 


mittee on Agriculture 

6238. Also, resolution of board of direct 
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce 
erence to S. 2090; to the Committee on M 
and Mining. 

6229. By the SPEAKER: Petition 
secretary-treasurer, the Queensboro T¢ 
Association, New York City, petiti 
sideration of their resolution with 1 
to legislation granting income-tax exe 
on pensions, retirement annuities 











aa 


ances, and payments paid by the 
Government, or any State government 
any political subdivision, to an empl 
upon his retirement from service; t 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

6240. By the SPEAKER: Petition of 
chairman, pension committee, Washi: 
Irving High School, New York City, pe 
ing consideration of their 
reference to legislation granting incom 
exemption on pensions, retirement annuit 
allowances, and payments paid by 
eral Government, or any State governm 
or any political subdivision, 
upon his retirement from 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


resolutior 


to an empl 


serv to 


ice; 


SENATE 


Monpbay, December 11, 1944 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, Novemt 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridia 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Bro\ 
Harris, D. D., offered the followi 
prayer: 

God of our far-flung battle line, t] 
noise of conflict thunders in our ea) 
we would not escape it. Make us one i 
truth with the valiant who in mud a: 
fatigue, yea, in wounds and death, th 
very day are standing between our lov 
homes and the war’s desolation. For! 
that comfort and safety should cushii 
us against a complete sharing in spi! 
and sacrifice of the grim test which 
demanding their all. 

We pray with tender yearning f 
American sons everywhere as, with wist- 
ful memories amid strange and aii 


scenes, they sing the familiar caro! 
which frame pictures of the light 
windows of home where dear ones wai 


With grateful hearts we greet the ! 
turning ships whose proud prows pus! 
ing through the dim leagues homewal! 


I 
f, 


‘) 
ri 


CON 
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M iKin Robe n Vand Derg 
h Russe W r 

N I id W 

O'l f s V 

O71 n : t Wl I 

P 7 wi 

R ft T nm Idah Wile 

Reed Thon Okla Willis 

Re nb I ma Wilson 

R Tunnell 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tor from Virgin Mr. Gtass] is absent 
from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Murpocxk] 
is abse on official business for the Sen- 
ale 

The Senator from Kentucky I[Mr. 
BARKLEY! is unavoidably detained. 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. An- 
DREV the Senator from Alabama [Mi 
BANKHEAD !, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CxiarK!, the Senator from Wycming [Mr 
O’MAHONEY the Senator from Nevada 


, the Senator from Utah 


Mr. ScCRUGHAM 

{Mr. THomas!, the Senator from Mary- 
land |Mr. TyYpDINGS and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from New 
Hampshire !Mr. Brinces], the Senator 
from Oklahoma |Mr. Moore], and the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tosey! are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 


WHERRY |] is absent on official business. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sena- 

tors have answered to their names. A 

quorum is present. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED DURING RECESS 


Under authority of the order of the 
8th instant, 

The ACTING "RESIDENT pro tem- 
pore (Mr. McKELLAR) on December 9, 


1944, signed the enrolled bill CH. R. 5564) 
to fix the rate of tax under the Federal 
Insurance Contributions Act on employe! 
and employees for the calendar year 
1945. which had been signed previously 
by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 


CREDENTIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the credentials of ELBert D. 
THomas, chosen a Senator from the 
State of Utah for the term commencing 
January 3, 1°45, which were read and or- 
dered to be filed, as follows: 

STATE oF UTAH 
Execut Department 


ive 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 7th day 
of November 1944 ELBERT D. THOMAS was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Utah a Senator from said State to rep- 
resent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of 6 years beginning on 
the 3d day of January 1945 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor, Her- 
bert B. Maw, ar our seal hereto affixed at 
Ss Lake ¢ 27th Gay of November, 
in the year of our Lord 1944. 

HERBERT B Maw, 
Governor. 


By the Gover! 
| SEAL] E. E. Monson, 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. THOMAS of Idaho presented the 
credentials of GLEN H. Taytor, chosen a 
Senator from the State of Idaho for the 
term commencing January 3, 1945, which | 





were read and ordered to be filed, as 
follows: 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Department of State. 


CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION OF UNITED STATES 


SENATOR 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944 GLEN H. TaYLor was duly 


chosen by the qualified electors of the State 


of Idaho a Senator from said State to repre- 


sel aid State in the Senate of the United 
for the term of 6 years, beginning on 
the 3d day of January 1945 
Witness: His Excellency our Governor, C 
A. B lfsen, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Boise, the Capital City of Idaho, this 4th day 
December, in the year of our Lord 1944 
C. A. BOTTOLFSEN 
Governor 
B I Govel I 
EAI Geo. H. Curtis, 
Se tary of State. 
Mr. WILSON presented the credentials 


of BourKE B. HICKENLOOPER, chosen a 

Senator from the State of Iowa for the 

term commencing January 3, 1945, which 

were read and ordered to be filed, as fol- 
le WS: 

STATI 

Executive 

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION OF UNITED STATES 

SENATOR 


oF Iowa, 
Department. 


To the PRESIDENT 
UNITED STATES: 
This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944, BourKE B. HICKENLOOPER Was 
duly chosen by the qualified electors of the 
State of Iowa a Senator from said State t 
represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of 6 years, begin- 
ning on the 3d day of January 1945 
Witness: His Excellency our Governor, 
RKE B. HICKENLOOPER, and our seal hereto 
affixed at Des Moines, Iowa, this 4th day of 
December, in the year of our Lord 1944. 
BourKE B. HICKENLOOPER, 


yovernor 


OF THE SENATE OF THE 


Re 


2O 


By the 


[SrAL ] 


Governor: 
WAYNE M. RopsEs, 
Secretary of State 


Mr. BAILEY presented the credentials 
of CLYDE R. Hoey, chosen a Senator from 
the State of North Carolina for the term 
commencing on January 3, 1945, which 
read and ordered to be filed, as 
follows: 


vere 


STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
Governor's Office, Raleigh 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 7th day of 

November 1944, CLypE R. Hoey was duly 


chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of North Carolina a Senator from said State 
to represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for the term of 6 years, begin- 
ning on the 3d day of January 1945. 





Witness: His Excellency our Governor, J. 
Melville Broughton, and our seal hereto af- 
fixed at Raleigh, this 8th day of December, 


in the year of our Lord 1944 
J. MELVILLE BROUGHTON, 
Governor. 
By the Governor: 


| SEAL] THap Eure, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I have 


here and now present the credentials of 
my distinguished colleague, the senior 
Senator from the State of New York 
(Mr. WaGNeR] for another 6-year term, 
his fourth term, ending in 1951. The 
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credentials are signed by Goy 
Dewey and by Secretary of State Th 
J. Curran. I ask that they be reac 
placed on file. 

The credentials of Mr. Wacner 
read and ordered to be filed, as fol! 
To the PRESIDENT SENATE 

UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the seventh 
November 1944, ROBERT F. WAGNER was 
chosen by the qualified electors of the 
of New York a Senator from said St 
represent said State in the Senate 
United States for the term of 6 
ginning on the 3d day of January 1945 






OF THE 


ve 


Witness: His excellency our Gov. T) 
E. Dewey, and our seal hereto affixed 
bany, N. Y., this 6th day of D 
the year of our Lord 1944 

THOMAS E. DEWEY 
Gove 


By the Governor 
| SEAL | THOMAS J. CURRAN 
Secretary of St 

CHANDLER. Mr. President 
7th day of November my a 
league, the senior Senator fro 
tucky [Mr. BarRKLEY] was elected by 
people of the Commonwealth of K 
tucky for a fourth time to be a M 
of the Senate of the United Stat 
now have the honored privilege of 
senting his credentials, signed by 
ernor Willis and by Mr. O'Connell 
retary of state of the Commonwe 
of Kentucky, and I ask that they bs 
and filed. 

The credentials of Mr. BARKLEY \ 
read and ordered to be filed, as [oll 


Mr. 


he } 
tne abl 


m K 


G 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF 
UNITED STATES: 
This is to certify that on the 7th 


November 1944, Hon. ALBEN W. BARKLEY 
duly chosen by the qualified electors 
State of Kentucky, a Senator from said & 
to represent said State in the Senate of 
United States for the term of 6 years, be 
ning on the 3d day of January 1945. 


Witness: His excellency our Gov. Sim 
Willis, and our seal hereto affixed at Fr: 
fort, this 7th day of December, in the 


of our Lord 1944 
SIMEON WILLIS, 
Gove 
By the Governor: 
[SEAL | CHARLES K. O'CONNELL, 
Secretary of Sta 


ANNIVERSARY OF PEARL HARBOR AT 
TACK—CABLEGRAM FROM LEGISLATI\ 
CHAMBERS OF DOMINICAN REPUBI 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 1 
Senate a cablegram from the Vice Pr: 
dents of the Legislative Chambers of t! 
Dominican Republic, which was order 
to lie on the table and to be printed 
the Recorp, as follows: 

| Translation } 
DECEMBER 7, 1944 
HENRY A. WALLACE, 
President of the Senate of 

States, Washington, D.C.: 

On this third anniversary of the treach: 
ous Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor 
Legislative Chambers of the Dominican R 
public, in joint session, in pursuance of 1 
resolution sponsored by President Trujil 
express the sincere and definite sentime! 
of the Dominican people to commemo! 
afresh the day on which was affirmed t! 
solidarity of the Dominican Republic ¥ 
the United States of America, and to ratil 
the unconquerable faith of our people 
the complete victory of the United Na 
We therefore beg you and your associstes ' 


Hon 
the U 
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FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM OF THI 
THE WHITE House, December 11, NATIONAL GRANGE 


report accompanied a similar Mr. CAPPER M1 President I 


bh 
~ 


rt 
unanimo 


to the House of Represe 





UTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC qd 


] VICE PRESIDENT laid before the recent seventy-eighth annual session 
- e the following communication and held at Winston-Salem, N. C., on No- 


which were referred as indicated: vember 15 1944. 


TAL ESTIMATE FOR TREASURY DE- inere belng no opjection, the m l t . 
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rf of it é t de } ¢ 
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A 1 i Federal g 
t . } Ss es 
Freicht- ! k he r ( 
I l pictures and 
l 
A Fer Ss x 
: f Zz liquors in publ 
Pp 
Restrict n cooperative farm enter- 
p through t tion or otherwise 
” 2 1 of cor ration farming as a threat 
to } - zed farm and to highest rural 
U] his pl as worked out al 
ae 1] lopted by the conven- 
ti the N 1 Grange takes its stand 
for tl months ahead and will be heartily 
rted its local uni thi hout tl 
I { ual cé ring of the seventh de- 
gI highest in Grange ritualism—drew a 
cl of n ly 1,300 candidates, principally 
from the Carolinas and adjacent States; re- 
stricted trans] on preventing conven- 
tion attendance from the long distances 
usually recorded at these yearly Grange occa- 
It was voted to hold the 1945 session 
in the State of Kansas, with Kansas City the 
probable location; in which event the State 


Granges of Kansas and Missouri will unite as 

nt host Upward of 2,000 Grange mem- 
attendance at Winston-Salem, 
hospitality of that enterprising city was 





WW ut limit, and many State officials at- 
tended and ve valuable information con- 
cer! r the re rees and prospects of North 
Ca 
HE GRANGE AND WORLD PEACE 
I D 1G >» has a 1 
record in fav of a world court. - 
tion with other nations is not without its 
dang but the world faces no danger so 
! ] another world war. 


yhctanti 
1D iT] 


y il policing must 
be done by meone. It w 


uld seem safer 
i 1 joint venture We should not lose sight 
of two most important features. First, the 
( whelming majority of all peoples on 


earth want permanent peace. They live in 
peace am themselves and have developed 
for themselves forms of government to assure 
peace which they respect and cherish. They 
have no basic cause of conflict among them- 
selves or with like peoples of other nations. 


CONGRES 
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the few who seek px or an undue 


ntrive war. If the great 


wer 
é 


e who ct 














ty of peoples of all nations earnestly 
e for peace, it must be possible to con- 
t e who contrive war. Second, while | 
fi may be necessary, the over- 
acdvantage olf a st e peace so iar | 
| ale licaps and sac- | 
mn ble,and makes | 
ul effort 1 hile The | 
t of w iz f i 
l tart with c hands 
h ¢ y and Japan gh cen- 
ed of educa I raised a 
no h believe t e destiny 
t C to rule e worl [t is 
I I yle that no de i 
A » crusn a ‘ 
} ) pea 11 r be last- 
rst f cong is wiped 
Pe I be based < I ] ee- 
1 rt to \ it the G rn- 
! er Germany nor Japan Can bt 
€ tl} air t ° YY we Th Vv rm t 
t be forced to keep them, but it 
» be nec y tod t the education 
internal economy of those nations 
\ l I I c r be} d tl hadow of 
hat ey, too, truly want peace 
I he cance! is allowed 
t 1eir edu 1 } esses or their 
lp with ar ntor t to war 
future time, war will probably come. 
freedom for others as well as 
f rsely k we must face the fact that 
t e who fail abide by law cannot be 
permitted to run at large, and somebody 
! exercise r¢ iz control until the 
d is fully assured that the complete con- 
l of these nations lies in the hands of 
hose of their people, who truly want peace. 
(EF 1 annual address of National Master Al- 
S. Goss, unanimously endorsed by the 


Winston-Salem convention.) 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
FERGUSON ) : 

S. 2215. A bill to incorporate the Amer 
Veterans Committee; to the 
the Judiciary 

(Mr. VANDENBERG introduced Senate 
bill 2216, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and appears under a sep- 
arate heading.) 

(Mr. JENNER introduced Senate bill 2217, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and appears under a separate head- 
ing.) 


ican 


Committee on 


INVESTIGATION RESPECTING OLD-AGE 
AND SURVIVORS INSURANCE 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, at 
the conclusion of the debate on the social 
security pay-roll freeze proposal last 
Friday I asserted my complete agree- 
ment with those who feel that this sub- 
ject ought to be taken out of annual con- 
gressional controversies, and I said that 
it would be my purpose to introduce a bill 
at the beginning of the next session of 
the Congress calling upon the Joint Com- 
mittee on Internal Revenue Taxation to 
arm itself with the advice of an expert 
advisory council for the purpose of cov- 
ering the entire subject of benefits, 
coverage, and pay-roll taxes in respect 
to old-age and survivors’ insurance. It 
would be my hope that as the result of 
that sort of a thoroughly authentic in- 
vestigation we might next year find our- 
selves in complete unity with the Social 
Security Board in respect to a permanent 
policy, not only of liberalism in respect 








ATE 


to coverage and benefits, but a] 
permanent policy with respec 
roll taxes. 

As an evidence of my good 
making that statement I am i1 
today the bill of which I ¢ 
and am asking to have it ref 
Finance Committee. I quite un 
that no action is po , 

I shall reintroduce the bill ; 

ing of the next session. I n 
simply making good my prom I 
ask that the bill be printed in the } 

at this point. 

There being no objection, 

(S. 2216) to provide for a sp 
gation with respect to old-a 
vivors’ insurance under 
curity Act, was received, read t 
its title, referred to the Comn 
Finance, and ordered to be prin 
| the Record, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the J 
mittee on Internal Revenue Taxat 





DECEMBER 1] 
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the 


thorized and directed to ma 
} complete study and investig n < 
j an Survivors insurance, ul T 
| curity Act, in respect to cove 

and taxes related thereto 1} 


mittee shall report to the Co 
than O per i, r 
and investigati 
ommendations as i 

Sec. 2. The joint 
thorized, in its 
visory committce of 
cial knowledge concern 
in its study and investigation to : 
sult with, and advise the joint « 
with respect to such study and inv 

Members of the advisory commit 

. 

| 















receive any comp tion f thelr 
as such members, t shall be re 
for travel, subsistence, and other 1 


expenses incurred by them in col 
with the performance of the work of t 
visory conrmittee. 


ne a ae 

Sec. 3. For the purposes of thi 
! 

| 


joint committee is auth 1 to « 
20wers conferred upon it by the pr 
of the Internal Revenue Cod 


Sec. 4. There is hereby authorized t 
| propriated the sum of $25,000, o1 
| thereof as may be necessary, to car 
the purposes of this section. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


| The bill (H. R. 5587) making a; 

| priations to supply deficiencies in cer- 

tain appropriations for the fiscal 

| ending June 30, 1944, and for prior f 

} years, and to provide supplemental! - 

propriations for the fiscal years enc 

June 30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, 

for other purposes, was read twice b 

title and referred to the Committ« 

Appropriations. 

JOINT COMMITTEE ON REDUCTION 
NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL EXP! 
TURES—CIVILIAN EMPLOYMENT IN EX- 
ECUTIVE BRANCH FOR OCTOBER 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask u 

imous consent to present a report 

civilian employment in the exec 

| branch of the Federal Government 

the month of Octcber 1944, which I 

quest may be printed in the Recorp 
The total number of paid em 

for October 1944 is 3,038,502, exclud 

| 262,281 employees of the War D 

| ment stationed outside of the contin 

| United States as of June 30, 1944. 









































-one departments and agencies 
reased 23,745 between Septem- 





1944, and October 31, 1944, while 
ments and agen have in- 


i 8.900, making a net decrease of 


1eS 








the month 
test reductions were made by 
ing: Navy Department, 6,688 
Yepartment, 5.614; Division of Cen- 
ministrative Service, 2,586; and 


Departr 
intial increases 


llowing: Post 


Treasury Dep 


Informati 


tration 





were made by 
Office Department 

artment, 1.684: Office 

n, 987; and Veterans’ 

945 

hat the net decrea 

10onth was 34,661 whereas 
e this month is 14,845 


pointed ou 
the I 
This net 
n half the amount of 
month. Thi m 


] t} 
] i¢ 


fizure for last 


ate that there has been a halt 
effort toward a nuine reduction 
n personnel. The committer 


» watchful of this reduction 
re being no 
presented by Mr. Byrp was received 
dered to be printed in the Recorp 
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take ( f the elve It 1 he d 
to tl r f Sou t he did no 
ele 1e Neée f a 
it I ( € - 
ern pe f Other d races il 
( t ri } eo 2 1e I } 
é It r Ne 
x a u € € Ne 
eve 1 
Li f ent The Sou 
] be ad i il t 
Ne ri t him 
{ t t t ( A V 3 I t 
( \ I é e N es 
1 é é eft that part of the 
( 1 ere € ! é bee s I 
€ ed f € é I t 
ur ‘ f é re t ed l ec 
term T} ! t pudding 
€ t eo! I ry the Soi 
¢ Ly ) t 3 pe t 
popu e Né ere I< the N n 
s wi nly 10 pert t ar nd 
1 tl é ( ] ae ( the S l Oo! ly > 
perce! e Negi These pe ent ha 
remained » near ( nt over all these 
yea t t e's y ae Inv qa any < l 
by white « black t t the Negro 
recelve dette el ou de ot he 
South he does in the Soutl 
How ¢ the South treat the Negroes? By 
the only way under u laws they can be 
eated b ri ¢ The Neg race did 
not come to rica of own l. 
[The Negroe I come here ” 
rant If 1 € were in tl country 
t tl present time be doubted that 
unde I mi i iny would be 
illowed to ente! The se ble people of both 
ce ré € that eore tion 1 the only 
und way ] e th uation. Segrega- 
tion is not discrimination, a fact that many 
peo} re prone to overlook. Segregation is 
best f both people It permits the de- 
velopment of pride of race, without which no 
| ri hope to progres Th principle 
does not app t the Negro race alone. It 
would apply t ny 1 
The Negro race having been brought to this 
cou t fol d the hav been made 
free } ry fe were more of situation 
> b | ed t n pre blem to be solved. 
The South h simply been hor about the 
n while the f the country has not. 
The South handled tl prot n by segrega- 
tion Vv ut any < m of granting equality 
while the! he country claimed to grant 
equ nd 1 min n bu ha 
failed ) pl ctice 
Let us assume for a moment the attitude 
of the people outside the South toward th 
Ne They do not segrs te him or 
le they mak n appearance of not doing 
nd therefore claim they do not discrimi- 
1 him As a matter of fact they 
do segre e the Neg in many places, such 
h re urs and so on, but not in 
the } Is d churches and on the trains 
ind in public conveyances is done down 
South Bu e the Negroes really welcome 
n places? They are not. Their pres- 
ence resented Their association is en- 
dures 


Negro children 
school seated beside 


struggle 
the white 


along 


in 
children 
ir presence is usually resented or at 
After they finally secure their 


of their 
) a rule to un- 
it, undesirable work. The training 
of these Negroes has been such that they are 
in the South for the filling 
osi ns among the Negroes of the 
South. Their attitudes are such that they 
just don't fit in. 
On the other hand in the South, through 
the practice Of segregation, Negroes 


( 
these Negroes, regardless 
qualifications, are relegated as 
importa 
not acceptable 


such 


rociti 


ol 


are 
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trained for the professions in their own 
nd they have their own organiza- 
which to practice their professions or 
fter the training is finished. They 











et ise in their professions and thus 
f able to maintain a self-respect and 
I f y that ey can have in the 
N 
I be believed that the people of the 
Sou I e a greater respt I the moral 
toward the N in might 
t ( Vy < f pé € 1} e 
é tT t S ith NV? roes a 
and whe T Ww n 
f tT e u r € = Vv 
€ to repudiate o 
Vv oe | i il Ou x n¢ T e Cant 
I ! VE s, bled white b he v the 
} f e South were nt ble t t e 
re + sely n ade ent rn nn 
le the Negroe cond m- 
I 1 ever, be ¢ fac were made 
lle for the Ne of nd 1 vy ¢ 1e 
f f have educational facilities com- 
to those of the white people Much 
bet Sa matter of fact, than the contrl- 
I he Neg es toward the support 
f these schools would justify on a strictly 
4 i ] ba 
The people of the South have not only car- 
! this yoke through a feeling of moral 
obligation but they rea.ize that the Negroes 
ire here; that from all indications they are 
to remain largely in the South; that 
it i therefore, to the self-interest of the 
South that the Negroes improve their finan- 
cial status to aS large an extent as possible 


It is a well-known fact that the per capita 
wealth and per capita income of the South 
is not much more than half the average for 
he Nation. This in large part is accounted 
for by the fact that the South lost most of its 

vested capital, a large part of its pr t 
and much of its manpower during the Civ 
War. It is also due, however, small 


in no 





part to t that one-third of the people 
ft So re Negroes. The Negro race 
h certain fine qualities which no One 1s 





quick lize than the southerner, such 
patience, good humor, and a native artis- 
t emperament, particularly in music But 
among these good qualities of the Negro race, 
thrift and energy are rather conspicuous by 
1eir absence. This is not a condemnation; 






it is simply a statement of fact. Anyone 
f with the on quickly 
the effect such a large percentage of Negroes 
ld have per capita wealth 


nd income of a region. In the two States 


miliar situat lizes 





on the average 





oO South where the percentage of Negroes 
is ] t, the per capita wealth and income 
i lowest 





g The South is, there- 
s to have the Negro improve him- 
lf in the full realization that 
his improvement will redound to the benefit 
of the whole South 

So far as social equality is cont 


x 





erned the 


South has never considered this problem, 
It is simply a question that is answered be- 
fore it is even asked so far as the southerner 
s; concerned. People in high places in other 


sections of the country may fraternize with 


the Negroes on an equal social level, agitators 





may propose social equality from evil or 
selfish motives, 
the 


social reformers may discuss 
question in sentimental manner and at 
rious length but the people of the South 
re not influenced and the people of the 
South are not impressed. The answer of the 
South always has been and always will be 
“Never.” As a matter of fact, most people in 
the North probably feel the same way but as 
a region they have not been honest enough 
to say 

Which is the more honest position to take? 
That of the North where they do not prac- 
segregation and therefore claim they 
have no discrimination, or that of the South 
where segregation is an accepted principle 
and where it is not discrimination? That of 
the North where Negroes are educated with 
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tice 
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the whites and then 
their education or 
he Negr 
allowed to put their trai 
their own p 

Southerners as a people 


frozen 


that of 


out of the u 
the South w 
are educated separately and 


use 


es 
to 
ople? 





higher regard for the Negroes a: 
get along better with them than could 
other group. The people of the South « 


fear the Negro. The 

may claim. They do 

may claim for him. The people of the § 
T 


are thoroughly acqua 





the South 


it who don't u 
stand the situation and don’t know |! 

I dle the l yn, to whom it there 
appe sap i The people ¥v 


as a whole will continue t 
their best home and the southerner 
best friends 


STATE DEPARTMENT NOMINATIONS—EDI- 
TORIAL FROM THE PHILADELPH 
RECORD 


Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, on De- 
cember 6 I read into the REcorpD an edi- 
torial from the Philadelphia Record en- 
titled “Four of a Kind Are Three T 
Many.” Iam now going to read into t! 
CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp an editorial from 
the Philadelphia Record of December 
1944 entitled “Six of a Kind Are Fi: 
Too Many.” 

The editorial is as follows: 

Tomorrow the Senate Foreign 
Committee begins open hearings 
recent appointments to the State 
ment. 

The Record 

1. Consider appt 
individually but also 


2. Recognize the se 
opinion of loading down the State Depart- 
ment with men all but one of whom 
been trained in the school of ultracon - 
thought. 
We do not doubt for a moment that wl 
each of these men a} when Clay- 
t Rockefeller, Grew, and the 
have testified, they will demon 
t they are hone and patriotic citiz 
questions that now 
» more do we question that 
point of view has a right t 
State Department 
when almost the entire department 
men having Wall 
of view, millions are bound to 
manity is going out of victory 
A people’s peace—or banker's 
We urge the Foreign Relations Commi 
to consider these appointments en bloc f 
another 
The St 


Rel 

on the x 
Depart- 
urges the committee t 
intments not onl 
collectively. 

rious effect upon pt 





these 


tive 





that 
Dunn, 


have 


pears, 





) one 








But 


staffed wit 


Street's p 





ask what hu- 


to get 





reason: 
te Department cannot successful 
build the future peace unle the 
American public opinion is behind it. 
Public faith and confidence 
of American foreign: policy. 
A State Department overbalanced by rep- 
resentatives of one economic viewpoint 
even more likely to run afoul of public con- 


army ‘< 





are the roc 






fidence than did President Wilson's pe: 
delegation to Paris because it was overbal- 
anced by representatives of one politi 


party. 

Current events tell us that the commo1 
people who are fighting this war do not p1 
pose to be frozen out of the peace. 

That is the inner meaning of events 
Belgium, Greece, and Italy. It is the mean 
ing of events in Britain where Mr. Churchill 
powerful as he is, faces a mounting tide of 
resentment at home over his royalist-reac 
tionary policies. 

Here in America the common people have 
been fair-minded and patient. They did nc 
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bal 1 
é resent tio r the differ ef 
‘of the many citizens who unite t 
sh his ele I 
way there will be no refi ic S 
hese men lividuals But t 
e will make clear that an all-big-busi- 
n in the State Department is a 
e with the times as would be an all- 


personnel in the War Department 
TION OF FORMER SENATOR RU 
TO WEST VIRGINIA HOU 
DELEGATES 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, sev- 

| years ago there served in this body 
young and courageous man, the young- 
est man to serve in this body since.the 
iys of Henry Clay. I refer to Rush D. 


Tr}1 


HD 
E OF 


HOLT 


he 


I have here several editorials referring 
to former Senator Holt, which I shall ask 
have printed in the body of the Recorp 
the conclusion of my remarks. It is 
stated in one of the editorials: 

It requires great courage for one who has 
upied a seat in the United States Senate 
zo back and take a humble seat in the 

house of delegates. 


That refers to the State legislature of 
West Virginia. 

John Quincy Adams had that 

urage. He was President of the 
States, and afterward he ran for Congress 
and became a Member of the House. 


Mr. President, Rush Holt recently was 
a candidate for the House of Delegates 
of the State of West Virginia. There 
was a candidate on the Democratic ticket 
and one on the Republican ticket, the 
respective nominees of the two major 
contesting parties. Rush Holt was not 
a candidate, but his friends made him 
one; and one of the most remarkable 
things that has ever occurred in Ameri- 
can.history occurrec in West Virginia 
on November 7 when 4,600 of Rush Holt’s 
neizhbors, who knew him well, gave him 
a majority over both the Democratic and 


sort of 


Inited 
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Republican candidates. The ive | 
\ \ n n his nam on 
] 1 riout 
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C C d tl e | 
3) i ul r ORD 
rhere » ion, the edi- 
t S wel ( j 1 to I € } 
RE D S 
I 
A { TRIBUTE 
A i +? 
th ? , 


people of the wh 
his servic 

In our time we have heard of many re- 
markable vict but we |! 
of one such fearless and courageous 
Rush Holt has had chalked up for him by 
his neighb He has been given many fine 


during his 


tributes political career but 
doubtless none h warmed his heart in the 
same manner which tl tribute by his neigh- 


bors, those who know him best, Nave just 
accorded him. No man is through politically 
when he holds such a strong position with 
his home people. Rush Holt will be a pow- 
erful figure of his generation; and d 
his several notable vict 
last is, in our opinion, his g L. 
He is on the high road to more of them in 
the future. 





ries he has won, this 


eatest trium} 


[From the Bluefield Tele: 


A GREAT COMPLIM 


raph] 


ENT 





This 
a West 
bri . 


Dealer 


is a human interest story. It 
Virginian, a young man, active and 
Rush Holt is hated by the New 





. because he is an American of con- 
sistent principle He was not a candidate 
for office and his name was not on the printe 


1 
ballot Enough voters wrote his name on 
their ball to elect him t h f 
d yates, defeating both Democrat and Re- 
pul lican candidate These were h ne ne 
bors and fellow citizens of Lewis County— 
the people who Knew and lived with 
It is a very unusual occurrence. 

n the | legislature Rush Holt wa 
useful We conegr I he 
Lewis County 
he will be useful 


a 








[From 
HERE’S THAT MAN AGAIN 

One of the remarkable incidents in the 

balloting in West Virginia on Tuesday, No- 


the Parkersburg Sentinel} 
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k P F I 
I EH 
M 3 ) en e of 
I I I Lewis County 
‘ ire 
I k r ¢ 
t V \ Mr. H 
ff i 
eels 
{ i 
Gove So- 
n 
ble I 
{ Democr 
I nad } = 
I ‘ = ( i 
Mr. Holt 
( 
) VE f L 
( es ! e H 
( vy thi 
€ West V re i 
I yj the 
- ed l I rhe pr ° 
¢ } I mor nd 
] n An e, f vnere 
{ cl l a € 1? ( il = 
( I f e Holt will } tl ! n the 
he Methusale} Charle + 
H hichly developed crit 1 faculty is such 
t u ) ry even of members of 
hi \ ! The fact that those who know 
Ru I best h en fit end him to 
cl their dele e undoubtedly will 
pre lis pol il foes to up and take 
I It requires great courage for one 
v ! sat in the ugust United States 
S » back d take an humble seat 
in the house of delegates. John Quincy 
Adan had that sort of courage. He was 
once President of the United States After- 
W a n for Congres and became a 
Member of the House 
{From the Elkins Inter Mountain] 
2USH HOLT IS IN AGAIN 
We are sure of one great dissenter among 
the delegates. We could be referring only to 
former United States Senator Rush D. Holt 
who was a thorn in the side of the State ad- 
ministration in the last legislature. You will 
recall, of course, that Delegate Holt was Chair- 
man of the house committee which investi- 


gated State expenditures and was otherwise 
much in evidence 

He ran for the Democratic nomination for 
Govern in the primary last spring and lost. 
This race kept him from being a candidate to 
himself in the house and after his 
defeat it seemed for a time that he was out 
of politics for the time being at least. But 
not so; Lewis County voters did the unusual 
thing of electing him as a write-in candidate 
last Tue He won over both the regular 
Democratic and Republican nominees, 


succeed 


sday. 


There can be no doubt he stands very well 
indeed with the home folk back in Lewis 
County. His presence at Charleston after 


Governor-elect 
legislature 


Meadows convenes the next 
virtually assures a very interest- 


{From the State Sentinel, Fayetteville] 
RUSH DEW HOLT 


We have occasionally and sometimes yio- 
lently disagreed with Rush D. Holt, of Lewis 
County, but say what you will about him the 
people of his home county believe in and 
faithfully trust him. And in the last analy- 
sis, these are the people who know him best. 

After being elected to the legislature in 
1930 and in 1932 without opposition Holt be- 
came a candidate for the United States Senate 
in 1934. On the night before the primary 

















! € m ir li 
e and ive im a overwl ming vote the 
dat 
V f record es Senator 
r uit J I some ¢ 
cou y gay him reat vote in 
he ught renor 
al » to the 1 4 
e backed him up. L spring he 
e ( i 1 I home 
i i by him ] he v defe d 
1 defea l he vy k 1 I 
lished In the « n Tu 
f Le Cou tize v his ne 
€ hi l elec I t f I of 
c l aetle t r tT é l- 
mil ed Democ 1 Repu n 
a ne to - 
( min J L ry t € I Tree 
t t qa t it i vt 
I H I nemie 2 ugh 
r. The t ple of Le Cot y we ) 
‘ ble } ? rie 
Vv ] r ald it r e ¢ i ) 
é one party ¢ her, t me¢ and 
! ele ich m«¢ i omitn 
Ed Shorr do not play with t ballot 
y Ri Holt has at 1 he is 
i These re ¢ t t seem to 
we to the vote h cou He can 
) eat benefit tot peop of the 5S te 
F the West Virginia Ne Ronceverte] 
RUSH HOLT DOES IT AGAIN 
Probably the most amazing incident in 
Wwe Virginia political history was an even 
m remarkable repetition in Lewis County 


of what happened in 1942 in the case of Rush 
D. Holt—the hated man West Vir- 
ginia by the New Dealers 

In 1942, Rush Holt won nomination in his 
home county on the Democratic ticket for 
house of delegates, and, although the county 
went strongly Republican for every other can- 
didate for office, Holt was elected by about the 
same size majority that Republican candi- 
dates generally received, upwards of 3,000, 
which meant a turn-over of remarkable pro- 
portions. 

In the meantime this year, Holt, a former 
United States Senator, ran for his party’s 
nomination for Governor and was badly 
beaten in the primary by the organization 
candidate, Clarence W. Meadows. 

In his home county a regular candidate had 
been nominated for House of Delegates. 
Items in the news during the campaign re- 
ferred to Holt answering friends that he 
wasn’t a candidate for anything and didn’t 
want to be considered, indicating some move- 
ment to have him run independently for his 
in the legislature. Something was said 
about his becoming a write-in candidate, but 
practical politicians consider write-in candi- 
dacies hopeless. Finally Holt said any voter 
who wanted to could write his name in but 
he was not running. 

The result in Lewis County shows that 
Rush Holt received 4,602 write-in votes, the 
Republican candidate received 1,942, and the 
Democratic candidate 2,301. 


most in 


seat 


av 


[From the Shinnston News] 
RUSH D, HOLT WRITE-IN WINNER 


While the News is not inclined to applaud 
the defeat of any regularly nominated candi- 
date, either Republican or Democrat, it can- 
not fail to note with considerable pleasure 
the write-in victory of Hon. Rush’ D. Holt 
in his home county of Lewis. 

Although not a candidate, he did let it be 
known that if his neighbors wished to vote 
for him for House of Delegates by writing 
his name on the ballot, it would be O. K 
with him. When the votes were counted it 
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was found that he had received more 
both the Republican and Democrati 
dates combined 
To those who know the former Ur 
States Senator the action of his home pe 
is easily understood They know w 
stands for, know he is h t ane d 
el and they therefore want his } d 
re it 1 in the We Virginia H 
Although defeated n the prim i¢ 
Democ nominat for C ern 
e few who v ds iat Rush H 
I be a pow ins t 1 the 
When a m a e county } 
back him t thick and thi 
v } i \ mie 
tT ic el! f I) t pet e of the 5 
come pre before t ] 
{From the West Un Re 
HE WILL BE NEEDED IN C€ ! 
Never before hé I ke Ri I 
) needed the West Vi I 
lature as such a man he ll be f 
the next legislatu 
When Rush Holt is in the le ti 
member is more alert, more cautio 
circumspect than he is when Rush 
there. The same thing is true of all the 


cials in the State capitol from Gov: 
down. They all know that Rush Holt is { 
less and incorruptible and knows, o1 
know, everything that goes on. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, 


connection with these editorials I : 
that there be printed an editorial en- 
titled “An Encouraging Sign,” from t 
State Magazine, published at Ralei 
N.C. 

There being no objection, the edito 
was ordered to be printed in the Rec 
as follows: 


AN ENCOURAGING SIGN 

There was one very 
connection with the recent balloting 
that was the noticeable trend toward 
pendent thinking and independent votin 

Used to be that a Democrat was alm 
scared to announce publicly his intent 
of voting for a candidate on the Republi 
ticket. Used to be that a Republican was 
in the same fix when it came to voting 
Democrat. But, thank heaven, that kind 
foolishness seems to be fading out of the 
picture. - 

Prior to Tuesday’s election, the Rale 
Times, generally regarded as a stanch sup- 
porter of the Democratic Party, came out 
an editorial and announced that it was 
porting Dewey and Bricker. We heard 
number of Democrats make the statement 
that they intended voting for Dewey. We 
also heard Republicans aver that they in- 
tended voting for Roosevelt. 

That's the kind of attitude that merits 
commendation. It shows that the voters aré 
beginning to think for themselves, instead 
letting the leaders of the party do th 
thinking for them. We predict that the old 
bogey, “party loyalty,” is going to be showed 
more and more into the background. Ot 
course those individuals who are holdi! 
public office are going to continue preaching 
that kind of doctrine, but they aren't goin 
to get very far with it. 

Millions of yoters voted for Roosevelt be 
cause they honestly felt that he was the m 
to lead us to a successful completion of the 
war. They didn’t vote for him because he 
was a Democrat and because they were Dem 
ocrats. 

Millions of voters voted for Dewey because 
they felt that the best interests of the coun- 
try demanded a change in administration. 
They didn't vote for him because he was 4 
Republican and they were Republicans. 


encouraging sign 









, however, we have been 
ng this line. Democrats voted 
ratic ticket because their fathers 
ifathers were Dem 
d the Republican t 
Now, however, it is 


the South 





etter. 


Tr BY AMERICAN LEGION COMMIS- 
SION ON POST-WAR AMERICA 


KILGORE. Mr. President, there 
cently come to my attention an 
ingly fine report made by the 
ion on Post-war America of the 
an Legion, headed by Louis John- 
former Assistant Secretary of War, 
past national commander of the 
This report embodies 11 points 
ring as Many phases of the post- 
problem. Its recommendations de- 
the careful consideration of all 
rned with the tremendous prob- 
our country will face when victory 
mplete. It is further evidence of 
nstructive thinking and leadership 
nating from the American Legion 
h, in my opinion, is destined to be a 
independent guiding force for the 

yf the country. 
membership the American 
n Commisison on Post-war 
America is evidence of the high caliber 
the commission’s report. The mem- 
; in addition to Chairman Johnson 
Gen. Leonard P. Ayres, Cleveland 
1 Co., Cleveland, Ohio; Frank N. 
lgrano, Jr., Central] Bank, P. O. Box 
29, Oakland, Calif.; Miss Jefferson I. 
Brown, State department of health, 
hoenix, Ariz.; S. Toof Brown, S. C. Toof 
. Co., Memphis, Tenn.; Arthur E. Canty, 
5 West Wacker Drive, Chicago, I1.; 
Hon. Prentice Cooper, Governor of Ten- 
, State House, Nashville, Tenn.; H. 
Elwyn Davis, 128 Broadway, Pueblo, 
Colo.; Dr. Willard H. Dow, president, 
Dow Chemical Co., Midland, Mich.; I. G. 
Gordon Forster, 502 Liberty Trust Build- 
, Philadelphia, Pa.; Hon. Dwight Gris- 
vold, Governor of Nebraska, State House, 


of 


se € 


7 Lincoln, Nebr.; Frank Haucke, Council 

i Grove, Kans.; Walter Hoving, chairman 
the board, United States Organiza- 

ns, Inc., New York, N. Y.; Ray Mur- 

iy, Association of Casualty and Surety 

W Executives, 60 John Street, New York 


I 

ls City; Gen. Frank Parker, Union League 
Club, Chicago, lll. (Philippine Islands) ; 
J. R. Parten, Woodley Petroleum Co., 
Houston, Tex.; Hon. Leverett Salton- 
a tall, Governor of Massachusetts, State 
; House, Boston, Mass.; Jacob Schwidt, 
3227 North Twelfth Street, Milwaukee, 
Of Wis.; William M. Tugman, managing edi- 
tor, Eugene Register Guard, Eugene, 
Oreg.; Juan Trippe, president, Pan- 
American Airways 135 East 
Forty-second Street, New York, N. Y.; 
Roane Waring, 1905 Steric Building, 
Memphis Tenn.; John J. Wicker, Jr., 
he Mutual Building, Richmond, Va.; Tom 
n- Whelan, St. Thomas, N. Dak.; and R. H. 

Barnard, Owens, II. 

I ask unanimous consent that this re- 
port be printed in the body of the Recorp 
and I commend it to the attention of the 
Members of the Senate. 


System, 
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no objection, the report 
be printed in the Recorp, 





COMMISSION ON POST-WAR AMERICA 
VICTORY 

Com; v i 
wars is the f requisite of an end 
pe e and a sound d expanding na 
eco 

EMPLOYMENT 

Post-war empl é c b be f ¢ 
by a sys f € e € t r 
gT t € é divid ] - 
t € at é t fs } S ess ] o 





rh i a 

reliance on the expenditures of | 
The money of the taxpayers sh 
spent to pl 
wh 


create employment except in in- 


stances en such sp 





IS Cif y eces- 
sary to relieve great hards and seriou - 
fering. When Federal funds must be so spent 
they should be used to constru e mos 
useful types of public works. Ff 
are merely local in nature should be financed 
by local funds. Amer 1 Le posts 
should take the lead in stimulating com- 
munity job surveys to discover maximum 


numbers of jobs for discharged veterans. A 
program of 
should be given consideration. 


homesteads for ex-servicemen 


SETTLEMENT OF WAR CONTRACTS 


Terminated war contracts shot 
promptly settled by proced 
in accord with those rec 
Baruch-Hancock report 
these procedures include the following 

In order that the contra may receive 
substantial cash payments pending a final 
settlement, the Government uld at once 
pay in full for all completed articles and up 
to 90 percent of the contractor’ 
costs on the uncompleted portion of the 
contract. The Government uld pay in 
full the settlements with subcontractors 
soon as they are approved. It 
interest on termination 
settled. 

As insurance against delays in validating 
claims, a simplified system of terminati 
loans by local banks, with Government guar- 
anties, should be av ble to all war con- 
tractors. 

There should be prompt clearance of Gov- 
ernment property from private 
later than 60 days after the filing of inven- 
tory lists, the manufacturers having the rig 
to remove and store the property earlier 
their own risks. 

We hope that substantially the procedur 
and results outlined will re I 
recent enactment of the Contracts Settl 
ment Act of 1944, but if experience indicates 
that amendments are needed they should 


snacted promptly. 





tor 
sh 


estimated 
sh 
should pay 
claims until they are 








plants not 


DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS PROPERTY 


lus war 





materials and _ properties 

should be disposed of substantial ac i 
with the principles set forth in the Baruch- 
Hancock rej} Ten guiding princi 
which should be observed in n i 
di are 

As h as jf le should ] ear 
as [| e with disrup y ~ 

All groups should have f 
sales should be made strictly the na 
interest. 

There should be 1 sales or re s to 


speculators or pron 
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t I 
e j a 
f » fi f 
( l f A I 
‘ ‘ " 
‘ ch f 
‘ ( ( a d Y 
f e product a 
I welcome 
é é ba KS 
b v ! nd 
n a ¢ a t 
! nee in the post-v 
( h ‘ vith Fed- 
f € p pat I 
AND ( AND BASIE 
( ( e Nat I € 
{ a f or ¢ tro ich 
i I ri are e ntial 
E effort d 
} ‘ yt t ’ ses 
ere eded 
} A( 
I met nd 1 ( k ure 
effec é d ¢€ r wate nda 
( er mn pr I 
\ I development } f nd - 
€ Ket and ne € l 
! ( developed a « far e- 
t | Cl 
A I Y A 
We be f pea eu ( - 
tary t Ll r t en i 
‘ ( 
I Na n } c 
| ( ] aen ( € 
I dt t ‘ 1e ( 
! f d prac- 
¢ 
i i t t 
4 
I ‘ € e ce e our ip rt 
€ nmediate € me ( 
I rd t 
FORE! I 
I A ( Le endors« ( ip- 
} evelopn e p ciples and 
1 I rese l by the declarat ns f 
reheran, Moscow, and Cairo, together with 
the Connally and Fulbright resolutions, hail- 
ir them as great milestones in American 
d world history. We pledge our unflagging 
ort carrying forward and developing 
hem in the years to come under every ad- 
1 t n. We welcome the enlarging role 
of the Congress of the United States in the 
( -by-day formulation of American policy 
an earnest of the Nation's will to maintain 
our relations with other Nations above the 
level of partisanship and free from domestic 
} i¢ considerations 
We recognize that delicate considerations 
diplomacy and especially the strategy of 
t LW may prevent full discussion in an 
open f um on many matters of great mo- 
ment to our Nation, but we respectfully urge 
upon our Government that from time t 
t ind as often and as fully as the national 
terests will permit, our people be advised of 
developments in the field of foreign relations 
We re nize equally that the fi blue- 
print f a new world order may be but 
wasted effort if there be lack of unity and 





ly among our own 


aC no I people but 
among the United Nations now 

f 

f 


and when and 






after these wars have been won. Whatever 
may be our own hopes and plans for a Just 
nd la y peace based upon accord between 








nations id upon 


lations ¢ a practical and realistic 
world order, we of 


the United States cannot 





alone determine that accord and that order 
Tr} realization points directly to the need 
common aims, common action, and a com- 


( ¢ tion of the U ed 
er than e, unila eral, and 
F im d de rat S 
l I ear K 1 
] c a Li bi t a qd 





STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY GENERAL TO 
ENATE COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION 
Mr. KILGORE a 


ked and obtained le 





h } ed in the Recorr a statement ide 
December 9, 1944, by the Attorney General 
é e the Senate Committee ¢ Immigra- 
elativ to the requested resignation of 
nt Attorney General Littell, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.| 
UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING—EDITO- 
RIAL FROM BELLEVILLE (KANS.) TELE- 
SCOPE 
Mr. CAPPER asked and obtained leave 
] e printed in the Rrecorp an editorial by 
A. Q. Miller, Sr., entitled “Universal Military 
Training published in the Belleville (Kans.) 
Tele pe, which appears in the Appendix.| 
IHE FATE OF SMALL NATIONS 
Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
have printed in the Recorp an editorial en- 
le Small Nations Out of Luck,” from the 
New York Daily News, republished in the 
Washington Times-Hera!d of December 6 
1944. together with an article entitled “Allies 
Fail To Agree,” by William Philip Simms, from 
th Washingt« Daily New which ppear 
the Appendix 
PEACE AIMS OF THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, for 
many long months now I have become 
increasingly apprehensive over the omi- 
nous trend in international affairs My 
time as a Member of this body is very 
short. America confronts the gravest 
hours in her history, and I would betray 


everything that I hold sacred were I to 
relinquish my seat in the Senate Cham- 
ber without speaking some of my convic- 
tions. For that reason every statement 
I shall make is a considered statement, 
and I have dictated and shall read the 
tatement of my views. 

Mr. President, the one crucial issue 
America now confronts is whether we can 
make and keep this war worth the win- 
nin If the present trend in interna- 
tional affairs continues, the military vic- 
tory which is certain to be ours will be 
lost politically. It is this fear that moves 
me to speak out now for America. Our 
honor and integrity as a people and asa 
nation are at stake. We have hoped, 
and we are united as a people now in the 
hope, that the foundations of a lasting 
peace might be forged in the heat of this 
desperate struggle. This Nation of ours 
has passed through many periods of 
stress and strain wherein were deter- 
mined policies of vital import to our peo- 
ple. Always out of these times of tur- 
moil the sound minds, the sound hearts, 
and the clean thinking of our American 
people have evolved policies and courses 
that have advanced the well-being not 
alone of our America but of all the civ- 
ilized world. I have strong belief that 
the American people can meet the pres- 
ent emergency and evolve a similarly 
sound solution if they are made conver- 
sant with the facts so that they can be 
thoroughly known and evaluated. We 
have thrown into the present military 
struggle without reserve all of our great 
resources of manpower and material 
wealth. We have out-matched the de- 
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mands placed upon us by our allies 
pouring inte th 
arms, supplies, and manpower suffi 
to stagger their imaginations 
ready to make every necessary sacri 
in the future for the war victory. but 
must assure the world that in the fut 
as in the past, the clear, sane, and Ch 
tian thinking of America will point 
way toa future world worthy of the ma 
nitude of the sacrifices we are mak 
With these stupendous sacrific 
gone and must go our sincerest assy 
ances that we desire to develop, strenet 
en, and perpetuate the unity amon 
Allied Nations born of the necess 
this tragic war. 

But, Mr. Fresident, 1 
sire is to strengthen this new-fv 
unity emong the United Nations. 
deep aS my own convictions are 
a genuinely international organizati 
must be established to promote justi 
and peace among the nations when t 
fighting ceases, America is now  ¢ 
fronted with the question of whet] 
our contribution to this cause is to 
continued on the basis of an impert 
or restricted knowledge of the facts 
our people. Unfortunately, the 
raising of this issue in question dr 
the unmerited and unjustified cha: 
that honest and Sincere criticism, qué 
tioning, or expression of concern fe 
disunity at home and abroad, incre 
the danger of a separate peace by « 
allies, violates the necessity for milit 
security and secrecy, interferes wit 
war effort, aids and comforts the ener 
or encourages the acceptance of a 
peace, when as a matter of fact thi 
an issue of life and death for Ameri 
and the peoples of the world. 

Mr. President, these charges m 
have been true at a time when milit 
considerations alone were determini! 
our hope of survival; but we have ni 
reached the place in the conduct of t 
war where the mightiest political, 
hence military, weapons in our posses- 
sion, our peace aims, have been effective- 
ly silenced. There was a time when 
sufficient momentum of incentive 
carry on this bloody war had not bee: 
developed in the thinking of some ¢ 
our people, and our leaders desired t 
inspire the American people with a vi- 
sion of the kind of world for which the: 
were being called upon to pour out thei! 
last full measure of devotion. But it is 
a tragic truth that just in Lroportion 
as we as a nation have moved from rel- 
ative weakness to strength as a military 
machine these original ideals have eithe! 
been obscured or discarded. We no 
confront a situation where the Ameri- 
can people themselves are no longer sur‘ 
of the goal for which they are fightin 
If this ignorance of a free people is al- 
lowed to continue, if the officials of ou 
Government permit or encourage th 
unfortunate state of affairs where not 
absolutely essential to military « ecurit; 
we shall find ourselves a disunited people 
who will but add to a confusion worst 
confounded among the other nations of 
the earth when the last shot is fired. 

Mr. President, this is no time to evade 
these issues. In order to substantiat« 
the validity of these serious charges and 


he struggle equipm 





€ 
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Sincere as ¢ 








to keep faith with my conscience 
breaking any confide 
n bestowed on me by n 


ns, I wish to draw a verbal pic- 




































precarious and dangerous role 
now playing on the interna- 





degree, if not primarily, a 

| battle, and at a time when a 
t of America’s peace aims could 

he successful conclu of hos- 
sich an unequivocal statement 
een forthcoming, and attention 





I have shared with the huge ma- 

y f w Ame! l - 
and ¢ lragemer at are in- 
» the form ition. draft nd 


ition of the so-called Dumbar- 
proposals. But an impression 
n allowed to become extant 
posals in the present stage of 
l represent 90-percent agree- 
und = =-«10- pe! 
h ] 


+ ye) ) + , y 
ed nations. Proud 





consi 


A 





the part our Nation has played 
formulation and presentation of 
ntative framework of these pro- 
I am forced to the con tic 
must face the fact that ther 
remely and unfortunately large 
f disagreement because the nature 
questions upon wh no agree- 
iid be reached, and e con- 
n « hich has been postponed 
; and rend noperative tl 
it ment th { ) a { ne 1 
instance, tne my question ol 
ver as it is now proposed and 
is a direct violation not only of 
rposes avowed in the proposals 
the firm ground on which was 
1 and established the Atlantic 


r, the Moscow Declaration, the 
lly resolution, and the “‘f 


our free- 
as well. It is perfectly obvious 

policeman who is himself above 

he administers cannot be and 

not be a guardian to any law- 

community Another point of 

ence that could not be reconciled 

the question of the sizes of quota 

s to be made available to the Se- 

: ity Council. This immediately raises 
rreconcilability of interest by set- 

a rampant competitive nationalism 

nst the desired form of international 

ler of control. Third, the Dumbarton 
Oaks proposals seem to have been so 
tively divorced from consideration 
1e peace which they were designed 
implement, that China, one of the 


f 


four who submitted a memorandun 
oviding for the making of peace as well 

for its maintenance, now looks in 
in for the incorporation of its sugg 
ns within the presently developed 


nent 





i 


Mr. President, as further proof of the 
riousness of the situation we confront 


[I submit that the American people gen- 
f ly are not at all happy that three 


reat nations, the mightiest nations on 
f who were under no compulsion 


1 they gathered together to forge 





it of thei time unity the founda- 
ae of a lasting peace were unable to 
1 and complete an acceptable 
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f t nr ( prin- 
ci; ( e ( er are?Y nv sense 
retroa t na a Ce ( e ar- 
bitre fixed by ther 
I e} of f e rising 
I ( ( ) in- 
me ela hip hich 
f out tl 
I e bp ] rated 
I i the me! of our 
( ou ( e Nation 
( Nove! 0,1 joint conterence of 
! es of the American Council 
World Alliance, the Commission 
Organization of Peace, the 
P Conferen¢ Leagu 
( \ tion, and t Carne 
I I f Intern: I Pe 
resolu n ( lY t! 
LD) O propo but only after 
( ( nm ol OUS er- 
( ! ( On Novemb 17, the 
I Committe of t Catholic 
( ( discussil eS me pro- 
( ‘ 
Vi f t A i 
efi re - 
f he } f 
( , 
On November 28, the Federal Council 
of Chur of Christ in America issued 
tement pporting the Dumbarton 
Oal proposa which would provide 


) collaboration amon the 
United Nations. Yet with their support 
went this solemn warnin; 


I rganization proposed ha many of the 

( of a military alliance of a few 

we Certain provisio1 eem to en- 

i ¢ ion of the world into regional 

res influence dominated by one or 

i t ( the great powers Reliance is 

pl d primarily ¢ force, unrelated to any 
ex] t greed upon principles of justice 

1 


endowed with curative 
t draw the nations to- 
ether in fellowship 


re agequately 


Further, the proposed organization should be 
! 
f 


needed 


Mr. President, in all honesty, we must 
add to this record the protests of many 
of the smaller nations over the present 
course of events and which have now be- 
come a chorus of fears. It will be salu- 
tary also to read the Dumbarton Oaks 
proposals and to consider recent events 
in the light of the solemn statement of 
the principles underlying America’s 
foreign policy which were enunciated by 
the eminent former Secretary of State, 
the Honorable Cordell Hull, on March 21, 
1944 Perhaps it will also help us to 
understand the reported apprehension 
and protest of some of the smaller 





nation Secretary Hull then said: 
I erei ! n, large mall, is in 
A d under law the equal of every other 
The } ple of \ zn equality 
peace-loving states irrespective of size 
d stre th as partners in the future sys- 
of er security will be the founda- 


upon which the future interna- 
tructed. 


From the rising chorus of protest of 
smaller nations, which becomes more 
vehement in the light of recent Euro- 
pean developments, I quote the following. 
As far back as June 15 Foreign Minister 
Van Kleffens of the pro- 


tested that: 


Netherlands 
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€ f e ! e to feel the 
( Wal i often 1 e 
r } é ore we I S 
there € ev sh ] have 
f f f eve € 
I mediate] foll r the relea of 
Dumbarton Oaks proposals, Seno 
I ¢ member of the foreign relations 
mini ee of tl Mexican Sena ob- 
coldly 
ce ffere 
TN € € 
t ( t t if t t - 
ft { t 
I ( nada, the Wir p F) Pres 
’ a 
i e f 
-mi l W ( 
[ uay has urged the revival and re- 


A Lil 
ping of the old League of Nations, 
Dumbarton Oaks proposals in- 


corporate specific safeguards to protect 

independence and integrity of the 
maller nations. Venezuela has urged a 
revision of the proposals to give smaller 
nations more authority in the council. 


Guatemala has proposed that the power 
future world-security organiza- 
ion be placed in the General Assembly, 
and that the security council should be 
an instrument of the Assembly and re- 
sponsible to it. General de Gaulle has 
bitterly complained: 


of the 


t 


Ou illies, our states, each one of whom 
nd makes his own 


significant com- 
recently in the 


Mr. Churchill made a 
m when he stated 
House of Commons: 


It will not, in my opinion, be possible for 
these great powers to do more in the first 
nee than to act a trustees for the 

ther states, great or small, during the period 


of transition. 


Mr. President, nothing would be 
further from my purpose than to make 
heavier the huge burden of responsibility 
which now devolves upcn our newly ap- 
pointed Secretary of State, Mr. Stet- 
tinius. All of us who sincerely respect 
and admire Secretary Stettinius, and 
welcomed his election as a worthy suc- 
cessor to the great former Secretary of 
State, are fully aware that in his new 
capacity as first aide to the President in 
carrying on the multiplicity of negotia- 
tions in the international field, he merits 
the fullest and sincerest assistance that 
any of us can give him, and we should 
discourage captious criticism or animad- 
versions, public or private, which would 
make his responsibilities more burden- 
» or his problems more difficult. 

But, Mr. President, there is scarcely a 
24-hour period which now passes which 
does not bring news from the European 
theater tremendously discouraging to the 
zeal of the American people in their en- 
deavors to help build a future world se- 
cure and livable. At this very moment 
the bond of interest which has held us 
together through this war to the common 
en dof victory over our enemies shows 


some 


signs of disintegrating before our eyes 
into conflicting spheres of influence. As 
matters now stand Americans are fight- 
ing, bleeding, and dying to destroy Hit- 
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lerism and all that his world represent 
while some of our allies are openly ¢ 
gaged in extending and consolidat 
their own assumed spheres of influey 
If this war is not to end in a h 
military victory, and if it is not to be 
lowed by an armed truce only, 

can no longer wait to declare h 

in this struggle. The plea that 1 
declaration will de military uni 
becomes specious in the face of the 
fied facts that the cement of join. m 
tary interest is already crumblin 
the corroding effect of rival nation 
terests, and will become dust un 
America courageously and definitely re- 
asserts and maintains her adhere: 

the principles which we have pr 

to the world. It is not too late to 

the ominous trend of unilateral. re- 
stricted, and immoral peace settlem« 
which, as the evidence shows, are bei! 
determined upon in Europe. I int 
polate at this point to say that this mi 
ing’s news carried the story of a bilate) 
agreement. But whether it is too late 
not, America owes it to herself, to 
people of the world, and to the hundr: 
of thousands of our sons who have 
ready paid the supreme sacrifice, to t 

a moral stand once and for all so th 
can be no difference of opinion anvy- 
where in the world, and especially h 

at home, as to what America stands fi 
what America is fighting for, and w!] 
America insists shal] be considered 
our allies. 

Mr. President, I can well unde: l 
Mr. Stalin’s repeatedly expressed inter- 
estin Russia alone. Ican readily unde: 
stand Mr. Churchill’s often expressed re- 
stricted interest in the British Empir 
I can easily understand General de 
Gaulle’s interest in France and her fu- 
ture. We must be equally alert to Amer- 
ican interests, but when, as we have 
stated to the world, those interests and 
purposes and objectives are irrevocably 
bound up with the goal of peace securit} 
and human freedom, it becomes the mor: 
incumbent upon us to give notice th 
America cannot participate actively or 
passively in the establishment of an un- 
ethical, immoral, dishonorable, and un- 
just status quo anywhere in the world, 
to be underwritten and paid for with a 
blank check signed in the blood of Amer- 
ican youth. Nor can we be a party, di- 
rectly or indirectly, to distortion, sub- 
version, repudiation, or negation of the 


Ame 


troy 


Mali 


definite principles of the Atlantic 
Charter. 
I am not being unduly pessimistic 


These possibilities are tragically re 
vealed in the grim protests that are be- 
ing forwarded to the American Govern- 
ment. The American-Polish Associa- 
tions have violently protested the treat- 
ment which ther are already receiving 
under the present military ailiance, and 
have telegraphed every Member of the 
United States Senate the following plea: 

In this decisive moment We appeal to you 
to repudiate attempts to drag America int 
this immoral conspiracy. 


The following are the heroic words of 
the President of Poland on the tra 
occasion of the fall of Warsaw: 






























id the papers of the last week as to 
ed events in Greece; in Italy, in 


via, and consider them as an 
of the turmoil which is sure to 


in almost every theater of lib- 
Mr. President, it is plain to see that 
e trends and practices are allo. 


( 

r of horrors in which 300,000,0 
will be intent on advancing them- 
it the expense of various yments 

their fellowmen. The urgency with 
1 I now plead for a restatement of 
rica’s peace aims, of America’s stake 
Europe, is further intensified by the 
mat which has been given me, 





I I ives not to men- 

n the Atlantic Charter in any O. W. I. 

icast. At the same time I have been 

d that Russia has imposed a 

black-out in eastern Europe from 

Baltics to the Balkans. No United 
t P 


S correspondent 


i] 


» permitted to operate within Russian 
occupied territory. Even the New York 
‘ Ti ; has been denied this right To 
my further great dismay, I have just 
been informed that the Foreign Broad- 
cast Intelligence Survey, operated by the 
F. C. C., is to discontinue its specific re- 
rts survey on eastern and southern 
European news as of December 31 next. 
All of which means that at the most 
crucial hour in our history, when Ameri- 
cans need more than ever before to have 
' access to the truth and the whole truth 
of the international situation, great ef- 
forts seem to be expended in denying 
them this desperate necessity. 





CONGRESSION 





Eur will re 





hol in APOpe u l 
fail purpose omp t 
unless there is a renewed and unequivo- 
cal statement of purpose an al 

M Pre dent U t f t ) 
sti ] ld be « i for one « 
b nd t I ( l I : 
W t if « American b inn - 
sarily illed « even woul ) | 
shame would be ours f ver I shall 
conclude by again urging with all 
seriousness and sincerity I poss that 
the time is now at hand when through 
skillful, forthright, and honest diplomacy 
this war so far as Europe is « rned 
could at 1 t be measurably ha ned to 
its conclusion. If we val r An 
place any } > on t ( 





he lame ole proc of ¢ n 
and con et ch n | : 
ourselves d our a t e I 

it. one t ng only left for u Let 
us a our national -} ] 
us ti tl noral li » of l- 
ity in « han le re - 
ing hopes of our fel men ¢ i ¢ 
world: let us assure our allies of the utt 
sincerity of our intentions to\ i them; 


let us maintain that the high prin¢ 
of the Atlantic Charter and our bse- 


quent declarations are not as ‘ nding 
brass and tinkling cymbal” but : h 
deep convictions of an America which 
believes in a world order based on Chris- 


tian concepts and operating under demo- 
cratic philosophies; and that America 
believes that strict adherence to these 
principles, living for them, praying for 
them, and if necessary dying for them, 
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Ye I rn unt d < er 
t ( y, ul ms of 
( é h n tl t 
} At ( er ¢ ) 
be ( | r \ I ia e 
of he ec I p he 
t si t 

FAR APART 

I ‘ 1 l ¢ r nda co- 

c \ 1 Gove ent Ir 
e f Ti heastern 
I pe Ru n 
\ ve 1 l \ 1 them the 
r but e suce- 

C ‘ 1 I new Commu! 
< ch ultin l 1 ke Rus- 
i ' 

\ ( A n re nce 
the U.S. S. R. 1 1 the fore 1 hold- 
in I amo 1 1 mine The In- 
t Nickel ¢ in which British in- 
tere very € e, ¥ national- 
ized e foreigi CI ders were paid 
$20,000,000 fc hol f yreater value. 





e was approached and 
ter up with the Krem- 
rs were told to accept 



























T D STA REPRESENTED AI 
T} s solemn] I ea I the 
A n Charter ch we dra dands ed 
3 m is befc e our ves ¢ ered the 
wal And while there not a single Euro- 
I I n which trusts the ¢ they all 
] i I d and implicit e word of 

the ( ri ent of the Ur 5 
Our entrance into the r d 
v unp lleled enthu m by all the 
-lovil nations of Eur particu- 
aller ones This e1 isiasm was 
! due ly the potential mi y powe! 
f this country. We got into the war fully 
u epared after a major defeat at Pearl 
Hat and later the set-back in the Phil- 
Dp} Our greatest b ge on the inter- 
national stage was our honesty of purpose 
nd our determination to see that justice 
\ ld be imparted tc he strong and weak 
We were cheered as allies not only be- 
Ci e our action made the defeat of the 
Axis a certainty, but also because it was be- 





lieved in every capital in the world that we 
would refuse to be made the tool of power 
politics. We presented an ideal combination 
for the weak—an honesty of purpose com- 
bined with no desire for territorial conquest 
and enough strength to make our word lis- 
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the aggressed nat 


NATION'S OBLIGATIONS TO 
ANS OF WORLD WAR NO. 2 


JENNER. Mr. President, I h 
in my hand a bill which I sha 
at the conclusion of a few brief re1 
In l this bill I should 
to stress the point that its primary } 
pose is to make the various servict 
the Government which are looking 
the interests of the war veteran t 
oug! underst 
mediately available 
del and red tape. 
I trust my learned colleagues will 
cuse my ignorance about parliament 
procedure, which is due solely to the f 


THE 


Mr 


a Sen4 
Ad LLALL' 


introaucing 








with a minimum 
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andable to him, and im 


that Iam a freshman in the Senate, an 


also a short termer. Frankly, 
none too sure whether, under existi! 
rules, the bill could pass during the pr 
ent session. However, I am convinced 
would be a wonderful thing 
tion if the bill were passed. 


May I express the hope that I am not 


breaking old-established tradition wh 
I seek to introduce this bill. 





I al 








for the Na- 


Yn 


If soI trust 

















































































borne in mind that I am the 
idier of World War No. 2 tos 
and only two others will sit 


ity-ninth Congress, I am in- 
a veteran and a Senator I 
privil to be heard on this im- 


fo > sal 
il Senat rules 
cannot ove p 


ol mine W 


ich is the 


are sucn tha 

sed at this ses 

ill alter that situation. 

Situation, my fervent 

that each individual Senator will 

- this bill, or one of similar pur- 
ie first order of business at the 
et of the next session. 


. ,17 . . . 7 +o +) ‘ + +3 + 
vell do I appreciate the fact tha 


not take too much of my col- 
valuable time. On the other 
1,500,000 men and women have 


ivy been discharged from the 
lve million ¢ 
he United States and million 
ill be in the service during the 
will take to defeat Japan—per- 
years. All these will become ci- 
again when both the German 
Japs have been defeated. All this 


fail 


armed 


re now in tne 


the staggering total of approxi- 
17,000,000 men and women who 


ive Wt loved uni- 
dependents, 


‘ter of the 


These, plus 
ute about a qua 
pulation. Surely we 
let them down. 
contention is that right now 
1’s and the Senate’s No. 1 job is to 
e for the future interests of these 
Americans. Many of the State leg- 
s wil] soon be holding thei 
sions, and a large number of th 
only once every 2 years. If the 
tor does not take the initiative and 
a Simplified veterans’ law for their 
nce Many important matters vital 
he interests of ex-servicemen will be 
poned for 2 years. 
hope my learned colleages will bear 
me for a moment or so while I 


7 

rn Uncle Sam’s b 
t 
I 


ai Rt oe 
Nation 
cannot ali- 


the 





tech what I learned during my more 


\Y 


; I did not 


rid 


ann 


Mm h 
Aiik 


’ cl 


v 


ry) 


fill 


k with dig 


1 2 years’ service, from the men and 
1en in the armed forces, both in this 
ry and overseas, about what our 
are fighting for. In the first place, 

y are fighting to win this war—fight- 
with all their might and main to win 
; soon and at as small a cost in lives 
humanly possible. Then they want 
ome home—at the earliest possible 
nent. During the months I was over- 
see or know of a single 
in that great civilian army out 

e who actually wanted to stay in the 
ice 1 hour longer than absolutely 
ry. They all want to come back 


hirdly—and this is most important of 


ur men are fighting for the kind of 
they dream about, whether up 
> the clouds in blur y on 
ing missions over enemy territory, 
hile sitting cold and damp in the 
< and mire of slit trenches. 
s, our boys know what 

ng for: They are fighti 
rica, for a homeland wh 


‘wives and parents 


t the sky 


they are 

ng for a free 
re they and 

and families can 

y and live in peace. 

) our men out there in the armed 
; war is a horrible thing. There is 
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no romance and glamor about it—and 
they are fi ing to ¢ u for all t 
tl An 1 si con ue t land 
opport y fatl founded j 
a ( ir s keepir TI \ 
our boy fighting f 
But V AL l i) > D li yt I 
It nh Cv l I KR ( - 
tain that th in n fror 
ARililiNns v C im pursu Ir< a i- 
chine un to work bet | K- 
I ] Oo ] s bre bou n é 
speediest and ¢ é ma * p< 
Our Nation has performed a splenc 
job of ca f he mer V 
in armil t I 1d 
equippil m I dD € Our do 
h ve WV rneaq m I i l n [ 
their wounds and nu f I K 
health. But we should 1 stop t é 
Our disabied must b é ( - 
tun to take up where y I 
of fin 1e fields in W 1 they 
be u ul citizens and h s of fan 
They must not be cast as fo 
then ives and degenerate into com I 
panhandlers along the st 7 
I. bill of rights must be made to work 
The future greatness of America will 
largely depend upon its answer to tl 
readjustment into our soci ind e€co- 
nomic life of the millions of men and 
women now in the service of their coun- 
try. Many plans are in the mill for tak 


ing care when the 
millions of men and women 
porarily employed in war industries, but 
thus far no decentralized service hi 
been planned for the returning veterans 
It is my opinion that it should be the re- 
sponsibility of Government, national and 
State, equally financed by each, to gi' 
a special kind of service to the men and 
women who have served us so well in the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 

This service should be thoroughly de- 
centralized on 


war is over of the 
now 


the home fron 


nt, with a 
minimum of red tape, and it should pay 
immediate attention to their urgent 


problems: Jobs, tax difficulties, 


rights, 


pension 
insurance, and other social read- 
justments, such as rental of homes, start- 
ing up of small businesses, buying of 
farms, and other jor 

which will help make them 
tomorrow. 

Mr. President, exactly what does my 
bill propose? First, to establish a num- 
ber of local veterans’ service offic in 
each State to facilitate the 
tion of existing laws granting rights, 
privileges and special considerations to 
veterans. At least one I 
should be established in each county 

By aid to veterans, I mean, first 





major consideration 


rood citizens 


Iwmminict 
; adadministra- 


sucn service olice 


furnishing of information to ¢ I f 
men and women and their b ficiaries 


and dependents relating to ths 
second, providing help in making appli- 
cation for such benefits; and, third, giv- 
ing aid tion with 

to reemployment, Government in 
sul employment, education, voca- 
tional training, loans for homes, farms 
and busines , legal, financial, and in- 
come-tax aid, social-security and unem- 
ployment benefits, and musterins 
pay; in other words, well-grounded and 


hoa acl rr 
them and inform 


respect 
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N Fresi ( of ord I r 
ur m cor i ( ( { I 
I } C3 ( ( f I re 
lL De I Oo! Ie ed 

Tr} e bei no obj ion he bi 
(S. 2217) to provide for « ib ing lo- 
¢ velers rvice offices to facilitate 
the administration of Ik granting 
right privilege and benefits to veter- 
an \ received, read twice by its title, 
ind referred to. the Committee on 


NEED FOR INCREASED CIVILIAN PRODUC- 
rION FOR THE ARMED FORCES 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as a mem- 

ber of the Committee on Education and 

Labor and as a member of the Commit- 

tee on Military Affairs, I uesire to call 


the attention of the Senate to an event 
of great importance which took place in 
this city last Saturday. I refer to the 
signing by leaders of management and 
labor in the tire industry of an agree- 
ment to institute a 7-day workweek 
and to cooperate to the fullest extent in 
increasing the production of tires 
urgently needed by the armed forces. 

This agreen.ent provides a splendid 
example of the wholehearted manner 
in which the people of our country are 
responding to the needs of our Army and 
Navy and are working together to 
that our soldiers, sailors, and marines do 
not suffer for lack of supplies they need 
at the battle front. I earnestly hope that 
employers and workers in other indus- 
tries will follow t lead of the tire 
manufacturers and the tire workers and 
that there will be no break in the great 
outpouring of supplies that has made 
ours the best-equipped Army ever to 
take the field. 

The dimensions of the problems we 
face have veen set forth in recent state- 
ments and speeches by General Eisen- 
hower and General Somervell. They 
have made it plain that it is the supreme 
obligation of every man and woman in 
this country to apply himself with re- 
doubled energy to the tasks of war pro- 
duction in the weeks and months ahead. 
That will continue to be our obligation 
until the last German and the last Jap 
has thrown down his arms. 

General Somervell has laid the prob- 
lem directly before the great national 


see 


1 
1e 


r Government concerned with produc- 
i—-the Army, the Nav the War Pro- 
duction Board, and the War Manpower 
Commission. And I should like to say 
in passing that all of these governmental 
agencies are working as a team on meas- 


to step up the production of tire 


ammunition, and all the other items re- 


q ed by our fighting men. They are 
nited, as are all Americans, in the be- 
lief that production of these items which 
spell the difference between life and 
death for our troops must take prece- 


dence over everything else. 

I should like to read to the Senate from 
the statement issued after the confer- 
ence by Mr. Sherman H. Dalrymple, 
international president of the United 
Rubber Workers of America, C. I. O. 
This statement was addressed to all 
members of the union engaged in making 
military tires and tubes. It said: 


The members of the United Rubber Work- 
ers of America must not allow anything to 
stand in the way of maximum production 
of these tires. The Army needs tires It 
needs them now. It needs all we can give 
them 

In order to give our troops the tires they 


must have, I am urgently requesting that 
the following program be put into immedi- 
ate effect by all our members engaged in the 
production of truck tires: 

1. Report regulariy for work on your re- 


spective shift 

2. Give all-out effort to the production of 
these critically needed tires 
3. Adhere to and comply 
refrain fron 
War emergency 
tion 

I know 
match the 


with our pledge 
work stoppages during this 
regardless of the provoca- 


te 


that you can be depended on to 
sacrifice of Our soldiers by your 


determination and effort on the produc- 
tion line. Extra effort now means lives 
saved and an earlier victory. 

The same patriotic spirit was em- 


bodied in the pledge signed by the manu- 
facturers at the meeting. It said: 


the demands our 
more and more truck tires 
tubes, and other rubber products crit- 
ically short in military requirements, an 
extreme emergency confronts us. This 
requires emergency action on the part of 
all persons responsible for this production. 
“Business as usual” is out. 

Fully conscious of our responsibility and 
cuty, we, the heads of the tire and rubber 
industry, pledge: 

1. That we constantly recognize that the 
current critical production demands can 
best be satisfied with complete cooperation 


In order of 


fight 


to 
ing men for 


meet 


and 
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I believe that the signing of this a 


ment in the tire industry will h 
and immediate benefits so far 
production of tires is concerns 


will also provide heartening evidence 
our soldiers, and marines of 
unity that exists in their support am 
the men and women who are ba 

them up in the mines, mills, and war f 
tories of America. 

Mr. President, this is the most crit 
cal hour of the war. It is critical for 
men who are coming up against the 
and concrete fortifications of the Sieg- 
fried line in Germany, for those who 
battling mud and snow and a well-en- 
trenched enemy in Italy, ane for thi 
who are blasting the Japanese from the 
positions on Leyte. It is equally criti 
for us at home. 

For the first time in this war we 
approaching a situation in which Ameri- 
can troops may die because our pro- 
duction failed to keep pace with the 
needs. On us rests the responsibility 
seeing that this does not happen. 

We have provided the weapons and 
equipment which have enabled « 
troops to achieve great victories. O 
casualties have been severe, but tl 
would have been many times more severe 
if we had not been able to overwhelm the 
forces opposing us by the superio 
weight of our armor, ammunition, 
and sea power. We have made ert 
strides in the Pacific while the war 
Europe has been gaining in intensit 
But even a nation as mighty as ours can- 
not support two such offensives without 
the all-out participation of all our peopl 

If we are to exploit our present ad- 
vantages and increase che power of « 
drives toward Berlin and Tokyo, we m 
have sharp and immediate increases 
our production of ammunition, milit 
tires, trucks, airplanes, tanks, rocket 
radar equipment, cotton duck, commu- 
nication wire, and some other essential 
items. At this moment we are using up 
this equipment faster than we produce 
it. If we do not overcome these short- 
ages without delay, we shall have to pay 
for our failure with the lives of American 
soldiers. 

The need is real. 
ate. In October, 
quiet, in which 


sailors, 


The need is immedi- 
month of relative 
were gathering 


a 
we 











for our present < 
1 France and Italy 
s of .30 caliber 

from thelr 

machine Our 105-milli- 

ns and howitzers hurled 

ath and destruction at 

1v in the same period. 

of fire was, it has b 

in the present fighting. Our 

Army Group, under General 

is now firing at the rate of 

00 rounds of 105-millimeter am- 

n this month, and this group in- 

nly 3 of the 7 armies fighting on 

tern front 

vy that cut-backs and cancelations 

» industries at some stages of the 

ive caused confusion among our 

and, among those who did not 

he real situation, gave rise to the 

that there was no longer any 

urgency about war production. 

s a dangerous belief; dangerous 

it leads to relaxation of effort 

lags in war production which in- 
re with our progress at the front. 

fact is that such cut-backs and 

lations as have been made simply 

t our determination to give our sol- 
he right equipment at the right 
nd to concentrate our productive 

t where it will do our troops the most 
ind our enemies the most harm. 
top making things we do not need 
celerate the production of things 
need. 

a Right now we are at the highest point 
need for many types of equip- 
and particularly for mortar and 
ry ammunition. The need will in- 

ise aS more troops are committed to 
tle and the fury of the combat rises. 
: Our field commanders need assurance of 
. pply for those bitter battles ahead. 
These critical shortages exist not be- 
we have fallen down on the job 
rather, because our troops, with the 
apons and equipment we have given 
n, have been able to drive back the 
ee Germans and the Japanese more rapidly 
than we dared hope and now need vastly 
ter supplies of ammunition and 
ipment to take full advantage of the 
ns they have made. We would have 
i up less equipment if we had been 
tent to delay our invasion of the Phil- 
ines or if we had dug in for the winter 
Germany’s western frontier. I donot 
that any American regrets our 
ision to press forward aggressively on 


} 


th sides of the world or shrinks from 

1. responsibility for increased individ- 
fort that such a choice entails. 

our actions we have prevented our 

mies from re-forming and re-equip- 

ig their armies. We have brought vic- 

: tory closer and we have lessened the price 

z shall have to pay for victory in the 

bin) I d of our loved ones. 

ro Our problems in Europe have been 

uce complicated by the worst weather in 40 

+. years. Our superiority in planes and 

p . tanks has been neutralized to a consid- 

can e able degree by the conditions of mud, 

f rain, and snow that now prevail. 

; The artillery has had to take up the bur- 

More shells are needed. They must 

a be started on the way at once, It is bet- 
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ter to destroy Germany with steel and 

fire [rom our big g1 in to crin nits 

soil ie blood of our soldiers 

rmula simple. The more am- 

ion and equipmer! ve nd 

harder the blows we can « r é 

the enen The |} r the , 

( e can fi ht job and t 

I I en we ¥ I f [ Ol é 

battlefield. 

Our defense program was started 4 

years ago. Since that time this 

has accomplished an almost unbeliev- 

able production record. We are winnins 

this war because we and our gallrnt al- 

lies have been able to produ superior 

War supplies and weapon qual ~ 

far greater than our enemies in thei - 

abolical calculations figured we ci i 

do. The men and women of America 





have achieved productior y 
have worked hard and long; many of 
them may be tired; they have given 






needed hours and days of rest, but the 
race for victory is not yet won. We are 


at that point where the weak falter, but 
where the winners catch their second 
breath, throw off their fatigue, and speed 
even faster toward victory. There is yet 
much ground to be covered before we 
reach the goal line. But the greater the 
effort we expend now, the sooner we will 
reach the goal, the sooner our fighting 
men will be home, and the sooner we can 
all again enjoy the benefits of peace. 
most important of all, the 
finish the job ahead of us, 
will be the number of our 
be killed or wounded. 

We as a nation have not faltered in our 
determination to destroy our 
the shortest possible time. 

We must now rededicate ourselves to 
even greater efforts to finish the job 

Let each and every soldier on the pro- 
duction front say to himself each morn- 









sooner we 
the smaller 
men who will 


enemies in 


ing, “I will today put every ounce of my 
energy into my job. I will produce 


more.” And each night 
ask ourselves, “Did I 
obligation to those 
of ours? 
could?” 
A “yes” to this 
speedy victory. 


let each of us 
today fulfill my 
zallant fighting men 
Did I produce as much as I 
que 


tion will mear 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 
The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purpos 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
TON in the chair). ] 
amendment. 


further 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. Presi 
in either the ri 


The bill is open to 


lent, there is 
no project vel 


rs and har- 
bors or the flood control bill of more vital 


importance to the people of North Da- 
kota and to the development of the St 
in the post-war period than the comple- 


tion of the St. Lawrence seaway 


I have previously stated 


on the floor 
that with an average crop the farmers 


of North Dakota will save enough in 


i 


transportation chargt when this - 
one * rm — “ + } 1a ¢? y hh 
provement is completed, to pay one-half 
wi ow , ] + ‘ } c+ 
the entire annual of the St gov- 


ernment of North Dakota. 


Last year v iin N D 
y at 1 156 ( ) 
79 000 ) , ‘ 
I f +0 Of 
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VU ) l 4 
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CON 


¢ 
W 

e of 

( Lake a 

f 5, 

e almost 

I be e dream of 
‘ ! v } ' ted this 
How ma! more years 

ike this dre ( le tru 

Mr. P dent, I have quoted a tele- 

I ! to the St. Pau nference, 


Frank O. 


by 


read another quotation. This 

( i i Democrat, a former Sec- 
Pre ury, Williarn G. Mc- 

Adco, who wa Senator of the United 

Sta om California from 1933 to 1939, 

l ry of the Treasury from 1913 to 

1918, and Lirector General of the Rail- 

ds from 1917 to 1919. Surely no one 
would know better than Mr. McAdoo, 

from ft xperience he had as Director 

Cx the Railroads, how the build- 

ne of th inal would affect the opera- 

1 e railroads. This is what he 

( T | é iO! 

( ! ith the 
A O ! eb ! possib 
¢ é « Gr t Lake 

I ( ] he people of 

ie Mid West 

l rreat 

ne demand 

I l l cree of 

( ( ! ( 1 narrow 
i ding eco- 

} the well- 

y icultural 

I e We I even fur- 

Ist pr y of that 

ir nmon ¢ vill in- 

c h re Nat 1. The con- 

magnificent artery of inter- 

rece and trade clearly de- 

ire hi been delayed too long 

dy by the opposition of narrow and pro- 

) I uv ( always be 

ae ded upon to stand in the path of prog- 
re I 1 fear that some local interest 
dvantage may be disturbed 

ihis Na has grown great 

development has been Nation- 

\ e recognized the fact and we 

! led upon the pr e that a 

f the Nati was a bene- 

Ihe Great Lakes-St. Law- 

mpelling necessity, and 

W confer inestimable 

all the people of the United 

Ih ilement was taken from a letter 
M1 nk P chairman of the 


Niles 
Ohio Waterways Commission, dated Feb- 


ruary 23, 1927, and it is found at page 
193 of the treaty hearings. 

Mr. President, I should like also to 

read another letter from another dis- 

lished citizen of this country, the 

] F k P. Walsh, Chairman of the 


Indu 
45: 
rd 


strial Relations Com- 
Joint Chairman with 

the United 
1918-19; and 


Taft of 


Board, 


tr 
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chairman of the Power Authority of the 
York, 1931, and for some 


He said: 


New 
tos 


» State of New 





¥ ( ed | slature 
e water-pov of the 
e St. Lav ( i der the 
( ers nip I € d for 
I es of e ut ity favor 
raediate deve f St. Law- 
Rive 

The statute creating the power authority 
des development of the Interna- 

Rapids section a public project. 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
ent that the entire letter by Mr. Frank 


P. Walsh may be printed at this point in 
the Recorp as a part of my remarks. 
There being no objection, the letter 


was ordered to be printed in the REcorRD, 
as follows: 

B Frank P. Walsh, Chairman, United 
Ss f Industrial Relations Commission, 
1913-15; Joint rman with William H. 














I United States War Labor Board, 1918 
] chairman, Power Authority of the State 
New York since 1931 
The Power Authority of the State of New 
York is directed by act of the legislature to 
( p the water-power resources of the 
S f ie St. I en River under the 
ble owners ) e people and f¢ 
bene 
rhe istees of e Power Authority favor 
n te development of the St. Law- 
I ( R 
I ite creati the power authority 
} for development of the Interna- 
Rapids section as a public project 
This act, approved by Governor Roosevelt on 
A 27, 1931, represented a complete vindi - 
cat of } ibli I OVE three powe ul 
s of ei ol interest Which were 
eeki a monopoly of the power resources 
e St. Lawrence. These interests were 
controlled by or affiliated with the Aluminum 
Co. of America, the General Electric Co., and 
the Du Pont group. They were active not 
before the State legislature nd the 
us commissions it created, but in Wash- 
; well 
In 1926, 1928, 1930, and 1932 the people 
New York elected candidates for Governor 
pledged to protect the State’s water-power 
resources and to develop them in the public 
rest The extent to which the sentiment 
of the State had united in support of the 


development of the 
exemplified by the fact 
uthority bill passed 1th houses of the 
legislature without a dissenting vote 

“It is the dependable character and 


St 


Lawrence is 
that the power 


be 


t eady 


flow of the St. Lawrence that gives it its 
mighty power possibilities. At a point near 
Ogdensburg, N. Y., the first rapids begin. In 
the 48 miles east of the St. Regis River, the 
turbulent waters of the St. Lawrence pro- 
vide fall of about 85 feet. This is known 


he International Rapids 

It is this stretch of the river 
fined to the State of New York and the 
Province of Ontario, that can be utilized in 
the development of the St. Lawrence with 
maximum benefits to the public. The rapids 
at this point, caused by the precipitate fall 
in the bed of the rive1 


section 


wholly con- 


today block off navi- 


gation, thus depriving an immense region in 
the interior of the advantages of a direct out- 
let to tidewater through the St. Lawrence 


“But the same condition that destroys 
navigation makes this section of the river one 


the richest potential sources of water 





powe capable of development in a single 

I ect, on the North American Continent. 
‘hus, with cooperation between the Fed- 

eral Government and the State in the devel- 
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lop the power proje 
waste 


of energy ( 
yther power prt 


us 


jects show 








mmense economic value of this natural 
source and the loss resulting from any 
ther delay in its development 

“If harnessed to its full capacity, the 
Lawrence project will generate 2.2 
horsepower or approximately 13,000.00 


kilowatt-hours of electric energy each 
This is more electricity than will be 
duced by Muscle Shoals and Boulder 
combined. It exceeds the entire amount 
electricity sold by all the light and p 
companies to household consumers in 
United States in 1931 

“If the public agency provided by the St 
of New York is permitted to develop the poy 
from one-half of the flow of the river on t 
New York side, amounting to 1,100,000 h 
power, it can produce 6,500,000,000 kiloy 
hours, or more than one-half of all t] 


ne € 


D 


tricity sold last year to all classes of 
sumers in the State by private utility « - 


panies. 
“The people of the State of New York } 
witnessed this mous waste of enere. 
the north country while paying rates 
average, three higher than 
charged for household use of electri 
the river in Ontario. 
“The undisputed 


ent 


times 


th 
aat 


fact that the Inte 
tional Rapids tion can be developed si: 
taneously for both navigation and y 
power at a saving of millions of dollars 1 
the project peculiarly attractive at 

and renders its early consummation des 
to all sectic the country (Testin 
before U. S ite Foreign Relations C 
mittee hearings on T1 Decem 
1932.) 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in tl 
three statements, uttered nearly 20 yea 
ago by men of widely differing political 
views, I find a text for the remarks 
which I wish to address to the Senaté 
on the agreement between the Unit« 
States and Canada, reached by Secre 
of State Hull in 1941, and effectuat: 
by the proposed amendment to the riv- 
er and harbor bill. 

Since the First World War, Mr. Presi- 
dent, Canada has completed the $130.- 
000,000 fourth Welland Canal around 
Niagara Falls, has developed more than 
a million horsepower in the Canadian 
section of the St. Lawrence, and h 
deepened the channel 1,000 miles inlar 
from the Atlantic to 32-35 feet. The 
United States meanwhile has built the 
new MacArthur Lock at the Soo durir 
the present war to meet emergency de- 





SE 





ns of 
Ser 


at eaty 


nels connecting the upper Lakes to a 
controlling minimum depth of 25 feet 
But the International Rapids of the 
St. Lawrence, capable of developing 2.- 
200,000 horsepower of low-cost hydro- 
electricity, today still remain unhar- 
nessed, and the obsolete canals in that 
section of the river remain, as they sto¢ 
in the last century, at a depth of 14 feet 

The project authorized by the pro 
posed amendment calls only for the mod 
ernization of a waterway already more 
than 90 percent complete and for the 
utilization of power which has run to 
waste since the dawn of the electrical 
age 50 years ago, in the greatest mark 
for electricity in the world 


. 
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ACiLe ws eave tne € I 5 t 

has been held up and its to those, who have conducted the i tant Gov. A 

n blocked during the period | StU na who are pref it scuss them | 1 t 

a Ws De 1 te Wee We bce ee ee ee : 

has the bottleneck caused by attention ‘ ge ee, x , ae z 
ve.iopet d rapids of the St. Law- consider : sacle n with 1e e] 
ver been | tted to confine f the t r nat efense eff 

borne col rce of the Great It ist ning increasingly evident th 

hin those lakes, while the port Federal Governme and the States must Gov. | 

1, 1,000 miles from the open | (./PStat mene 8 sais 

remained the head of naviga- | jo.7 w.ns oe ee =e Seer ae 

en Law! he Ri er or ocean ; ral : S oa ¢ S 

I Vi © . 
dent, I prcpose to show from en frank i an t i 
that it is not because tt : Gov- 

1 harm New York City, or | S7O™ment, charge h re S 
or other ex ng ports, or the rs . . l 
hat this improvement has been | sential materi oe ee 
1. I wish to quote now from | aluminum, railroad equ ai, an 5 te eee ' 
nony of Governor Lehman, of shippi To ¢ y Ol these ne 
k, and Mayor LaGuardia, of New St. Lawren project will contribute, « ; 
», when they appeared before the | “’ectly or indirectly, in a very substantial | ¢ 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors a ae : ; m ed 

last Congress and gave their ce ae eae eee . ‘ he | {the | 

support to the St. Lawrence idl Su alae pe ; e ( 
bill, House bill 4927, a bill al- t a time when we must utilize every mean & 

ientical in terms with the pending t ntribute to the economic strenztl ; i ee , 


Ferguson-Shipstead amendment. ecurity ol country and to protect 4 
hold in my hand, Mr. President, weny Wey OS is 


; Careful study of the impartial anc S- 
r Lehman’s testimony, as it ap- | ,. 7 oe } and ex before 


it page 114 of the hearing before | ang other nu 
ise of Representatives Committee ered this t t - iin thek thee ; : 
ersand Harbors. Iask unanimous s no foundation for th ms that the i aniaatiad 


it that his statement may be placed provement of the St. Lawrence 
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point in the REcorD as a part ol e a harmful effect upon our ] S$ Or eXx- é ri ' 
marks. : } AtiON Tacliltle But ever Il On Fe 
e ’ ™ } inte wiese i Sé i 1 eX erated li¢ rs 
re being no objection, tne state- 
: : S degree just i i ‘ tot ‘ ? ' ‘ 
was ordered to be printed in the with nhs 7 t 
TEMENT OF HON. HERBERT H. LEHMAN, oo es ti e much ue f ' 
RNOR OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK BES WESSUSING OS VS CHES NA f 
The bill now bef et € m- 
y and members ©‘ . € 
ee —— plates a < ive ente S¢ f 
e honored o1 his . f 
a ;} § ereignties WV inde Ke t Ite t S Ne ‘ 
nresent hear 
. . he . | the sur s he pr ect The ¢ é ¢ : 
Y t >» St > a i 
kn 1e i et c 4 D ‘ . ; 
«el aa le Pr € f ¢ i Ss : 
{ wh } 3 . 
: er of New York : 
tr 1 than ou i I 
: 7 coe calcein Under the terms of the bill, as I interpret t t ted St H I 
- t Governor. It is now my great pleas- Mines. Sd °C : As rm ( 
: Vasa Ais s ‘ ‘ t ‘ 
introduce to you Governor Lehman, of at . : A . iv Whi 
he Powe f t ~ ¢ N : 
- : . s ; fork, as t ub ne ‘ = ‘ 
; satin ieats i cael rank von very mucl ; : 
d rnor LEHMAN. Thank you very much State. sl d the fu nc 
( rman. I ha a prepared emen utilizing - ire of e fi = 
I ith your permis 1, I would | to f the S es hyd € : : n ( 
purp c . € = € 
\f + . , , ] > 
‘ ion, and i € € NW € I ¢ . 
. . ‘ ’ A 
( iirman M cf land the Nev y k « e ¢ the Ir l i 
ttee, it is a pl ire | Rapids se ipon payment of the < hole 
y aa 5 f « Pe) il A aa ‘\ KS A>t I I 
f the State of N give production } t eff 
! public 1 ment In tl espe he t ste wi ai 
‘ I Great Lak Law- the public power pol f e Stat {N ( 
I proj pil 4927) York and with the principle f the Federal- . 
For a generation 5 York St e a d € Znized A a ed r F 
ought to overcome the and every official agency of the Federal and State ie ‘ . 
. : A 5 4 j sa . } i ¢ I - 
cles which have thus far he Governments which has dea th 
development and use of one of the St. Lawrence project from 1933 down t 
' ‘ 
- test natural resources of the State, the , 
" harnessed International Rapids of the St » t committee t . . 
i nce River. We take pride in the fact I back ind of 
. e o t y y ‘ ; 
t s a result of the consistent policy of l 1 wi f 
‘ . ; - | w, I M 
State, this rich resource has been con- | elied in forv l F 
ved and its private exploitation prevented, 1, and i f 
zl . | 7 y > . . 
t today it lable for development | ) é t , 
+ + 7 + ¥ 
. h the the teri f e bill 
a . f grave 
a n Ir pow r , 
e in tl ficial unde e1 I nd trol of S . 
. be pre- has had the support a lor é 
: n - chief executiv f Ne York TI 
7 to my | Rooseve ns Hu f 
’ ish b i need for f f the é - 
pment of the St. Lawrence River as a duri fice as G r in t 1 i 





9116 


ti é ed ¢ D- 
I i 

ri l ( expre 
i ( é ] a ) 

! t d é l I 

lete ¢ Had these 

De n € i! - 

me of Pre é 
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( f th Great I é 
De ( i} ed td ‘ ll a 
e ( { mer- 
\ lequate « = 
( f } é l t 
I { t € 
‘ l¢ e St. I - 
urce reac it for ¢ 
pine bd for 1 id powel! 
| I ire, been b ht e at tion 
com! é nu u offi e- 
I irve ie | ed State 
t 1¢ indne d ei neering 
| f € developme! h 
bet i t hed numer! i e- 
| e 1934, v hv doubt be pro- 
du these hearings, the Federal Power 
has repeated emphasized, in 
f nmendation to the President and the 
Co. the value and importance of the 
power development under the laws of the 
State of New York The Commission re- 
ported in 1934 that the Power Authority Act 
931 as the fruition of 25 years of effort 
to } de for development of St. Lawrence 
power by the State in the public interest 
Licenses had been sought by private cor- 
porations for the right to exploit the power 
! irces in the International Rapids section 
but such applications were rejected by both 
: * * 


ind Federal agencies. 


Authoritative forecasts of the electrical 






ndustry itself, tending to support the con- 
clu ns derived from analysis of the trends 
in the production and consumption of elec- 
tricity, present incontrovertible evidence that 
the m t for St. Lawrence power will be 
ready before the project itself can be com- 
pleted. Operating in accordance with the 
purpose laid down for it by the New York 
Legislature, its influence in the direction 


of lower domestic and rural rates will be a 
to promote this expansion in 
the market for electricity.” 


Your honorable committee ha 


rce tending 


also hereto- 
{ > taken cognizance of the peculiar advan- 
tages and public benefits which would derive 
from pré 
I 








ceeding immediately with the St. 
iwrence development. On November 22 
1937, the Power Authority of the State of 
New York submitted to me a report which 
analyzed the cost of steam power in compari- 
with the hydroelectric power available 
from the great public projects contemplated 
by the Federal Government or under con- 
uction on the St. Lawrence, the Colorado, 
nd the Columbia Rivers. This report was 
mitted by the President to the chair- 
man, MANSFIELD, for your consideration and 
by action of the committee was published as 
House Document No. 52, Seventy-fifth Con- 
ress, second session. From this report I 
q te¢ 
The St. Lawrence River power develop- 
ment on the United States side of the bound- 
y Will be owned and operated by the power 
authority as trustee for the people of New 
York State It has been included (in this 
report), however, because it is an important 


part of the general Government power pro- 
gram which contemplates State and munici- 
pal development 


been ¢ 


where public agencies have 
reated for the purpose.” 

In 1938 Secretary of State Hull succeeded in 
reopening negotiations with Canada looking 
the immediate development of the 
ional Rapids section. It was the 


toward 
Internat 
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G me 
J 1 e to the ] ure on J u- 
! l 1941, I reviewed the successfiu it- 
( f é ‘ l culn n the 
1941 \ » the I ( elimil \ 
eering W t e Ne Site [ € 
ed deve me ( the S Lawre E 
oO > f n I d 
I e the deve ment and ut n 
f St. l ence power i irge necessit 
B e of s belief I « ferred last s\ - 
I I L¢ ustees of e] er aut 
! eafter presented to the President 
I ] toward the immea € 
1 i! of € wt I Vrence de\ Op- 
ip ed out tha in n opinion 
ere autl for ll ting e pl ect 
unde he Bound Wate Trea ( 1909 
d recommended it preliminary engi- 
ee! £ work be tarted a once 
On October 16 e President, by Execu- 
t 1de appointed the St. Lawrence Advi- 


to proce ed with 


ary work and allocated $1,000,000 





In the selection of this committee, the 
terests of the State of New York were again 
recognized by the appointment of repre- 
sentative of the trustees of the power au- 
Thus, the four governments, directly con- 


cerned with the project in the International 
Rapids section are today working in harmony 
to make the development serve public needs 


on both sides of the border ° I con- 
sider New York’s continued active collabora- 
tion in the work of great importance. * * * 





“I hope that favorable congressional action 
will be forthcoming as as final agree- 
ment with Canada is reached so that the low 
cost of power of the St. Lawrence can con- 
tribute at as early a date as possible in fur- 
thering the social well-being and economic 
betterment of all the people of the State of 
New York.” 

The agreement between the United States 
and Canada covered by the present bill was 
signed on March 19, 1941. On the same day, 
the Dominion Government and the Govern- 
ment of the Province of Ontario entered into 
lateral agreement renewing in all im- 
portant respects the Dominion-Provincial 
Accord of July 11, 1932. The present bill 
likewise applies the same method of alloca- 
tion of costs as between our Federal Govern- 
ment and the State of New York as con- 
tained in the joint recommendation of the 
power authority and the United States engi- 
neers dated February 7, 1932, and fixes the 
costs to be assumed by the State of New York 
at $93,375,000 

I consider the maintenance of the Federal- 
State accord and the allocation of costs ar- 
rived at by the engineefs and fixed in this 
ill, subject to the approval of Congress and 


soon 


ac 


I 

the legislature, an arrangement which is ad- 
vantageous and equitable alike to the Federal 
Government and to the State of New York. 
I 
t 





this division of costs, the Federal expendi- 
ire for navigation will be reduced to less 
$200,000,000. Similarly, the establish- 
ment of these costs enables the State to plan 
in advance for the efficient conduct of the 
lf-liquidating power project for which it is 
to assume the responsibilities of ownership 
and operation. I have already signified to 
the President that promptly after the au- 
thorization by the Congress of the develop- 
ment we shall be prepared to proceed with 
arrangements for the State’s active partici- 
pation in this joint enterprise, subject to 
approval at the next sessions of the Congress 
and the legislature, 


S€ 
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I do not need to emphasize before 
committee the value of the accords en 
in the a ts and recommend 
the past rs, in which the Gove 
of the Unit states, the Domini f < 


ada, the State of New York, and the P 
of Ontario have joined. The chai 


the St. Lawrence as one of the er: 
national rivers of the world ne 
quires the free cooperation of the 1 
ereignties involved to insure 


development 

Since 1934 
curred in the 
provement ol 
day, the United States an 
by insolut 
this cont 
tion 1ich this 
will serve the common 
of both countries 


in the public inter 
profound change ! 
conditions affectin t 


thic nter 
{ I 


til inl 


dle bonds in the cor ! f 
The power and tra. 
I project 
need ol 
Moreover, tl 





facilities 











naval, and air bases now shared b 
countries at the mouth of the St. I 
River serve to protect our populous « 
of industry on the east coast W 


interior sections of both the United § 
and Canada 
Once completed, this great proj 


promote the social and economic welt 


the democratic people of the North A 
can continent for all time to con 
spite of the critical problems this N 
must face in a world at war, we knov 





democracy in the end will triumph ar 
the ruthless destruction wrought by 
torship will pass. Amidst all the uncer 
ties of the future we at least know this 
the enormous costs we have been oblig¢ 
assume to make this country 
against attack must one day be paid 

the productive wealth of the entire N 
To the extent that wc act now to provide 
the efficient utilization of our natu ! 
sources, we shall succeed in lighteni1 
burden and protect, as we must, the st 
ards of living of the American people 

I know that we may look to this « 
tee which has perfected the legislation 
which vast constructive improvements 
parts of our country have been achieve 
the action necessary to permit us to g& 
ward with the use of our resources, to se! 
the needs of our people in the present en 
gency and in the years to come. In 
great effort, I am happy to asure you of 
wholehearted cooperation of the State 
New York. 

Mr. GAvAGAN. Governor, on behalf of 
committee I would like to express my appre- 
ciation and our appreciation for the compre- 
hensive and statesmanlike statement 

Now, Governor, there has been quite 
opposition to the project based upon the - 
gument that its ultimate development wv 
ruin the commerce of the eastern seab 
So, undoubtedly you, as the Governor 
New York, have given that subject full con- 














sideration. Would you at this time care 
explain your opinion thereon in more de- 
tail? 

Governor LEHMAN. Well, a very compre- 


hensive study of the effect of this develop- 
ment would have on the commerce of 
ports on the eastern coast has, of course, bee 
prepared by the Department of Commerce. I 
am sure that the members of the committ 
have seen that report and will fa 
themselves with it. 

That report goes into very great detail. It 
gives many figures and meets the situat 
in a technical way. 

I do, however, want to make this gens 
observation. I start with the premis ! 
the development of this project, both f 
navigation and hydroelectric power, will be 
great benefit, not only to the mid-Atlant 
States, the State of New York, and the oth 
States, but to the country as a whole. It 
will open new markets to the Midwest; it w 
open up new markets to New Engiand, I be- 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


9117 





4 














r - 
e por B I ( ( ( 
rac I I I 
t Buf ( 
I 
’ I ( I I 
I ‘ 
‘ é ] ( 
M i . p 
1 I Buft a . 
' Ir. ¢ } ( 
I ( - I 
It ‘ a 
” Y 7 ( ( 
i Ai I 
Mr. Bt A ( \ 
bs) ‘ o ‘ 
“tae , 1 ( ( - ( 
( rsol pr Ur = 5 7 : 
S f I € l ( Vi 
¥ ‘ ‘ . Aa > 
; ; , N Y ) I 
r r » x 
eY mater y - , 
; C f LEHMAN. I . 
to 1 ifac red rticle It , det ; T 
I ifac rer of ilk ds, ma- 1 
VW f ed i 
1 t i € ind alr - ‘ I ; ( ; ; af ( 
‘ ed f ‘ [ 
t For t has a l ed , ‘ 
New York cove ‘ . ( \ 
1s¢ t a2 means of cheap ’ ¢ 4 - 
1é ft é t 
+ * ] ‘ - 
With eaway, I believe I can say tl ; Mr. ( rk. A 
rt) y + ] UW 
ud LiKe € iw Nn ais \V cn . ect ol + c te fN x ‘ 
r t to it in part through this I 1¢ our col t cre ; I vn. V 
1, ¢ rt em it manufactured ar- State of Ne Yi could not be } ‘ he- Mr. ( ‘ Ne 
i distribute them in a far wider } d project p t S 
1 
i ey possibly can 1 Buff and me 7 t to the « N ( W I 
compet » I tee 1 € 
tote re Mr. Carter. The } Governor, I 
milar goods f aaa with ' e3 e Pow \ ( LEH . 
es Y vy on the fF ic ¢ I “ c ou » y Yo! I + l ¢ M ( ( I 
+ * y hl ; . 
t unde s they may be abl ) Autl ‘ P , the press 
¢ nn! + mr) » % d eT<- 7 t ‘ ' 
( V hey can < npete and cer G ernor LEHMAN. Y¢ r i He 1 f f I é } M 
can broader ir marke t Lar existence since 1931. conti Il G I I 
s in othe I t f the cou 
: Mr. Carter. I pe - 
r parts of the country Mr. Ga Y 
ects at the pre me 


as the port of New York is con- 





i ) ) + +} epnar ent ‘ . ) ' 
e! of he Departmen of set up specific vf e pu ‘ M ( ( 
( f Ws Ina \ in the : : a" ‘ e St I Z e } - ' 
ind discussion eet 3 f ( f ‘ 
f New York ‘ acelin $ 0 tian Seemann the N M G AN. ( 
tne acvei pnret € vt ‘ Ww 
reign shipping in Mr. CarTER. Well. then, so fa! ' | : ( f ( 
there are grea . ‘ aie anil : ‘ ene 
it has non casu — 
f of the f a ( ' I ware. Vi 
» . c } } } vo 
1 pneen m Governor LEHMAN. It 1 ? I ne i ~ 
n tons i Th v ild be f ’ 
, wT ( ( 
] Mr. CARTER. A ” the nows - I 
‘ 4 y ‘ 4 « u k G i 




















I I beli rk, t will } id- . . . I ( I 
S ( ] ‘ mpe1 sate for tl + dire i 
I ively small part of their foreign- to « P i ex- 
erce. It ll have a far wid- ned 
ition. Itv¥ ecure very mate? ~ Mr. Carter. 7 t 
] ( f } and will n it , ele é 
serity ¢ has been < i G ; Toots r 
it ft coul I t ( é N Capt \" ‘ 
. y ¢ vince t the p ner ¢ . 602 . ( y 
? int? , a wl ‘ I m 1 + } ¥ : . ' M ‘ 
} Y St will t enhanced 1 ( : I ' nw. We J 
t ur iking. New York City i e of \ é Y I A 
fina zy and the greatest t I e i 
of t world The prospe of Ne ire of v i 
¥ ( not depend I uy the I e, | wh 1 i be I 
I t f the small ter y con 1 1 b 1 m4 
New York City as it depends up the ive pow é ( I ( I 
I i y. Andi e e pl er the t ' 
country’s 1 sed, the G é | e € 
t per vill b é y I by t Fe Gove Mr. ¢ V 
f need ( ¢ nal \ f 
I} ®, for the reasons I f eR. we have been d mr. 
for 1 more I B ¢ issed in a ¢ é proj 
XC 75 





_-_ 
-— 


CO 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—S 








Congress 


to say that 
\ reported 
irs Committee 


avorabpie 





changed 























sea y nd the power 
lie' t that time he 
d the se y could 





power project could be 
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t ths tors tod 
( t Me s f Cor 
cou e se] ifr 
the Members would be the power project 
but t e Of 1 t ne y 
The CHAIRMA You e not speaking fol 
e Members? 
BE]TE N 
GAVAGAN. It n der 1 
e Ser ll t dis} 
ND € tne m DE 
A e any f Gq 
M r1Iv 1 lik ue 
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‘ Governor, t € New 
Y I valid groun iO% eir Pp} sition 
¢ project 
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¢ rt the if 1 
a Gey men i tn y 
t t ] ( tl C n movement 1 
are involved and be L tl 
I I i I the coul y cor I 
I eve t tn r Will b a great lu ase 
i t portat I eve 
t t y there is a grea hor e of trans- 


equ rn 
come 
‘ Ad a 

production r matériel 

Mr. Situ. Is it not possible the railroad 
n t benefit from the ope Zz up of thes 
ne n c 

Gov or LEHMAN gree with you 








1 this ques 
a dual sclicitude for 
t New York and the United 
tates Government I was asking, or I was 
going to ask you, Governor, if you have any 
knowledge of any project, any power or navi- 


+ 





re fate 


of the 


ws 


ation project, now completed or under con- 
stru n in the United States, where the 


State or locality had agreed to pay the entire 
cost of the power installation. Do you know 
of any such project? 
Governor LEHMAN. I do not 
w York pays about 25 per- 
nati lly? 


I think that is 








x 
1e taxes, 
srnor LEHMAN 





approxi- 


'?) . 


matey correct. 

Mr. CuLKIN. And it might perhaps be bet- 
ter for the State to ask for the Government 
to do this, in view of the rather heavy pen- 

r payment to the national revenues. 
Such a proposition was once r ed by the 
Congress, whereby the State of New York 
ime some $89,000,000 











tov of the power struc- 
ture e€ power structure. 
The l and, is $93,000,- 





LEHMAN. It includes all the 
structures that are used in the development 
the powerhouse, 


r. CULKIN. Yes. 


NATE 
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rnor LEHMAN 
transmission lines. 


Mr. CULKIN 


It does not include 























Mr. ¢ Ye ' S 
st solvel and s« I I 
€ I ir distinguished ac 1 

¢ LEHMAN. I think s 

ay,T ( <IN W + * , ell ne y 
ul " t rate of i 

G LEHMA I think th 

] s at a I under 1', ¥f t 

M fc , ms, A d ‘ u c + + a r y 
t > ul n 

( c LEHMAN Yes; all! cur les 

Mr. C <IN i ms that New 
cre > ¢ hy e ar 7 n , ee W 
i 1 raise m t has no aiff 

ing sufficient mone It 
2» of solvency? 

Governor LEHM hink it is. I 
we h > ma financial p 
very \ Il ¢ 

Mr. CULK any obl 
not o cal form all g 
incident to thi 

Governor LEHMAN. Well, I want to 1 
this point clear, so that there will 
misunderstanding on the pert of 


I he State of New York would 
put its own credit back of this unde 
under its constitu 


} do that 

Mr. CULKIN. Yes 
Governor LEHMAN. What we would 

would be to put up, su ject to the apy 
f the legislature, either ar 


licient to care for these ne 


me 
° 








t ns sl 


t i i 

1e issuance of revenue bonds create 

the Power Authority under the au 
ure. In exactly the sam 


7 number ol 








Well, now, the 
ur rity; what is that 

Governor LEHMAN. The port author 

Mr. CULKIN. The port authority. T 
an instance of the procedure that 
gested to follow. That outfit built the 
ne's under the rivers there? 
Governor LEHMAN. That is 

iges. 

Mr. CULKIN. And it built bridges and m 
some harbor improvements of various 
and solves various transportation proble 
through this outfit, this ency? 

Governor LEHMAN. That is right. 

In. And that outfit has the pov 
bonds for that purpose? 

r LEHMAN. That is right. 

LKIN. And does continually iss 
sthat purpose? 





right; 











bonds for 
Governor LEHMAN. That is 
a very low rate of intere 





Mr. CULKIN. 
now? 

Governor LEHMAN 
where, I thin! 


What is the rate of inters 


Well, I think son 
slightly over 2 percent, 

I percent; but I am not qui 
scut the exact figure. 

Mr. CuLkIn. As I 


> 





understand now, 
amount has now gone to $93,000,005? 
Governor $83,375,060 





Mr. CUL: 


a at rease is due to the engine 
estimates on the incr ed cost of buil 
now, due to that increased cost of buildi 
t 


he power plant? 
r LEHMA 


4 





Yes; that is my under- 











star 
Mr. CULKIN that is all. 
Mr. GAVAGA Sch e, 
Mr. SCHULTE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to join 


with my good friend from New York in ¢ 





mme- 


Middle 


u da 

it the Middle 
be benefited 
ur ] ! 


it several 
e border 


this, bu 




















































































‘9120 








i f u Y w in detern ing 
\ it v ll « on If we de Dp 
f 1 it the state I ew York, that is 
c t If the Fec 1 Governme wns 
1 a I t nece I ve to « u e 
t New York as to what to do with it 
I need to ¢ r i eement 
1 New Yor The Fed 1 ¢ ernme Ss 
f e, I hope finance its own pr 5 
V it ¢ Ne York or any other 
c e 
Mr. Curki1n. Do you not think that the 
State of New York is inter to e ex- 
tent of $93,000,000? I jus the gentle- 
man the section that shows tl the Federal 
power authority, I think that is the |} : 
r the engineers, reserve the right to protect 
the inter of the United States, and assur- 
ing a widespread equitable division 
Mr. ANGELL. But they have no right to re- 
F e that if the State of New York owns the 
] wer 
Mr. ¢ KIN. That is a complete reserva- 


tion in this bill 


Governor LEHMAN. Well, s« 


far as making 





reservations Or conditions are concerned, I 
have no doubt the United States Government 
} he right to do that if it enters into a 
contract with the State of New York. 
Whether the State of New York would be 
satisfied with those conditions, I do not 
know, of course, until I see them 

Mr. ANGELL. Unquestionably the Federal 


Government can enter into such an arrange- 
ment with the State of New York whether 
the State owns the power or the Federal Gov- 


ernment owns the power, but the point we 





> pursuing, and I am particularly in- 
sted in now, is who owns that power, 
whether the State of New York or whether 
the Federal Government owns it. 
Govern LEHMAN. May I answer that? 


M: 
G 


ANGELL. Certainly. 
vernor LEHMAN. The State of New York 
always asserted its right to the power on 
» St. Lawrence 
The ownership of the power, so far as I 


know—I am not a lawyer—has never been 
determined by the higher courts of the 
United States, and I have, of course, no more 
knowledge than you have as to what such 
determination would be, but certainly it 


would seem perfectly practical for the Fed- 
eral Government to enter into a contract 
State of New York on terms satis- 
actory to the Federal Government and to 
State of New York 

ANGELL. A question somewhat similar 
is being raised in legislation appearing be- 
fore the Congress nOw wherein the question 
is raised as to whether the Federal Govern- 
ment has the ownership to oil rights under 
lands which are in beds of navigable streams 
the oceanway within the 3-mile 
Supreme Court, however, has 
passed on that directly in a number of case 





d alon 


limit. Th 


1e 


Al 


holding that it belongs to the State in which 
these waterways are situated and not the 
Federal Government; but that is not an in- 
cident of navigation. 

The CHAIRMAN. May I ask a question there? 


Mr. Chairman. 





The power that is de- 
ra, under treaty with Canada 
ted States gets 20,000 and 


Canada 36,000 cubic feet, to whom does that 
power belor does that belong to the State 
of New York or to the Federal Government? 


Governor LEHMAN. Well, that is a compli- 











cated situation, Mr. Chairman, because away 
back in 1894 the Legislature of the State of 
New York passed certain legislation which 
it is claimed alienated the right to that power 
from the State of New York and gave it to 
private owners. The additional flow which 
was given, I think something like 20 years 
ago, and which, if my memory serves me 
right, amounts to about 4,500 cubic feet for 
the State of New York, was made the basis 


CONGR 


WOO 


Abn) r 
of a rental charge. Permits were issued by 
tl Government under the treaty 


the Federal 
with Canada that the State of New 
York gets an income amounting to 
between four and five hundred—— 

The CHAIRMAN (interposing). That is de- 
veloped by private industry. 


and on 


a 
annual 


G LEHMAN. That is developed by 
pri e industry under a license from the 
Federal Power Commission. Undoubtedly 


the be further diversions amounting, 
I think t bout 8,000 cubic feet per second 
d ributed 5,000 to the United States and 
3,000 to Canada, and on that, too, I should 





suspect that the State would be recognized 
As iterested party and entitled to rea- 
sonable compensation for the use of the 
power 

I have already had correspondence with 








Senator WaGNER on that subject and my let- 
ter h been included in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD letter sets forth the attitude 
of the State of New York very fully on the 
subject 

May I return for 1 minute, Congressman, 
to your question? 


Mr. ANGELL. Yes. 

Governor LEHMAN. As I say, this question 
of the ownership of the power resources on 
a navigabl of course, so far as I 
never been determined. I do not 
know what the Supreme Court would hold, 
but it is certain that the Congress has the 
power to determine just what disposition 1s 


Jie stream, 


know has 





to be made of the power that comes from 
the development of navigation works on 
navigable rivers 

Mr. ANGELL. That would not necessarily 
foll Governor, if the State owned the 
power If the Federal Government owns 
it, that is quite true, but if the Federal 
Government does not own it, then it can 


do nothing with it until it makes an agree- 
ment with the State. 
Governor LEHMAN. That is quite true; yes 
Mr. ANGELL. Of course, it is a pertinent in- 


quiry for this committee to make and for 
Congress to know who owns this power if 
we are to develop power, which is a con- 


siderable portion of the expense of this proj- 


ect. If it belongs to the State, of course, 
we ought to know that. We might make 
a somewhat different agreement than we 
would if the State did not own it and it be- 


longed to the Federal Government. 
Governor LEHMAN. May I say that we have 

Lys felt and believed that this power did 

long to the State of New York and we have 

acted accordingly. 
Mr. ANGELL. AS 

State, have you 

to 





Chief Executive of the 
' ked the Attorney General 

zive you an opinion on this question? 
Governor LEHMAN. Yes. He believes that 
it does belong to the State of New York, but 
after all, the final court is the Supreme Court 
of the United States in matters of this sort. 
Mr. An¢ Has the Attorney General of 
ted States passed on it so far as you 





rrT 


the Uni 


yvernor LEHMAN. I do not know. 
GAVAGAN. Governor, is it not a fact that 
1 during the term of Governor Hughes, 
Chief Justice Hughes, when he was Gov- 
of the State of New York, he in turn 

followed a long line of traditions and prec- 
edents of our State and asserted the right 
f the State to the power in Niagara? 
Governor LEHMAN. That is quite true. I 
believe it goes back even further than that. 
I believe it goes back to Theodore Roosevelt. 

The CHAIRMAN. Maybe you will get some- 
thing valuable yet. 


ernor 








Mr. ANGELL. One other question: What the 
acting chairman has just raised, of course, 
that might be another question as to power 
generated by Niagara Falls, because that is 


not power which is generated incident to the 
improvement of a navigable stream. That is 
a natural condition of the waterway and is 
merely taking the power out as it exists, 
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but this is an improvement in the waterw 
which is a navigable stream, over which 
Federal Government has supreme contro 
the development of power is merely 
dental to it, and it may raise an entir 
different question than that raised by t 
taking of the power from Niagara Falls 

Mr. GavaGAN. Well, in the T. V. A. ¢ 
the Supreme Court simply said that tl 
eral Government had the constitutio: 
power as an incidental power to the rs 
lation of commerce on navigable r 
dispense with any electric power prox 
but it did not determine the 
the power. 

Mr. ANGELL. Did not recognize the owns 
ship in the States. 

Mr. GavaGAN. Nor assert that it was in 
Federal Government except that it said 
an incident the Government could dispos« 
incidental power developed by the Go 
ment on navigable streams and the Gover 
ment does dispense with it or 
the power developed. 

Mr. ANGELL. That raises an additi 
question as to who is to operate this pro 
the development of which you are now ask 
Congress, whether it is to be a T. V. A 
thority, or an independent agency or whet! 
it is to be done through the Department 
the Interior 

Now, in this case, as I understand it, it 
contemplated that New York will control ti 
power, and it will not be controlled thr: 
the Department of the Interior; and it 
not be controlled through any other auth 
ity or agency of the Federal Governm 
but it will be controlled through New Y 

Mr. CULKIN. But subject to the provisi 
of the agreement which will have to be en- 
tered into between the Federal Government 
and the State of New York, with the appr 
of Congress. 

Mr. ANGELL. That agreement will have to be 
entered into anyway, regardless of the own- 
ership, by reason of the fact that the Fed 
xovernment is going to build it, and if 
going to build it, then, of course, it must | 
consulted upon what terms it is going 
dispose of the project if it is built. 

Mr. CULKIN. That is quite right. 

Mr. ANGELL. But there is a deeper quest! 
than that underlying this, and that is 
ownership of the fee, control of which gi 
of course, control of the hydropower ren- 
erated, and who is going to operate it after- 
ward. 

If the State owns it, then it can put in 
toll on this power double what the Fed- 
eral Government is putting on in the Colur 
bia River or the T. V. A., if they want to. If 
the Federal Government owns it they may 
control the rates. 

Governor LEHMAN. Mr. Chairman, may I 
add one word—make one correction or addi- 
tion to my answer to Chairman MANsrt: 
when he asked me about the position 
the State of New York in connection with t 
water power of the Niagara River? I re- 
viewed the history of that water-power devel- 
opment away back in 1894 and stated tl! 
the situation was complicated, because t! 
legislature of that time gave certain pows 
to private concerns. 

And I told you that that has caused a 
complication. 

The position of the State on that is tl 
we claim even the Legislature of the St 
of New York could not alienate prope! 
natural resources, belonging, by constitu- 
tional mandate, to the people of the St 
of New York and we are, therefore, sui 
in the courts of New York for the reversi1 
of that procedure, and claiming that the 
State, regardless of action by the legislature 
of 1894, still takes title and control of th 
waters. 

Mr. GAvaGan. Mr. PITTENGER. 

Mr. PrTteNGcEeR. Governor, where the diffi- 
culty lies, I think—I think it is immaterial 
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Ownership 


appr opria 
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LEHMAN 
BEITER. It did not? 
Governor LEHMAN. What year are you re- 


tc 


BEITER. The last year; within the last 


Governor LEHMAN. I am quite sure that it 





Mr. BEITER. Just a minute 

Mr. CuLKIN. I thinl t you made a mis- 
é I think that you m¢ the New York 
t Authority and not the New York Powe 

M1 The port authority. Did I say 





nort aithority 


Governor LEHMAN. Well, yes; they passed 


resolution which be me ineffective, be- 
use they had no right to take a position 

trary to the State y which is part of 
he law of the State of New York 


Mr. Berrer. Do you not consider that the 


rity is in a position t 





in 
ermination? 
Governor LEHMAN. I thi 

} ; 


iu members of the 





> in a position but ha 

i t t any time they 

i I believe that the 
t and is justified in 
IY ttee all its dat I 
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BEITER. Mr. Dewey 
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{ ¢ } hat the P P Au 
N Y ] r 
I N I ul that t 
‘ ( 
G I 7. € I could t 
tu a t 
é I t t the 
} r 
} ' i ri ( ‘ 


7 I ( } 
( W i 1 
j i it eted 1 
v e ¢ ha\ t t é 
I 1 ( 4 I t 
pr t ¥ t t , If the aco 
I ( to < nit e I 
é G t I 1 com { 
I f ¢ part of the ( i 
» ¢ I p 1 it | t 
: Yor! . exc ¢ 
I 1 tax l i ( ional 
int W i} f b it the State 
y ¥ 
( i Nn. W of course the 
I \ r ¢ oO é 
ient t een tl l ted S 1 the 
8) I ¢ 
, BEIT! trus 
I [ t k we hat to ~ 
t t the I] ion < ( nada i y 
( y out u tar d under- 
t ’ 

M i TER. Bu if they re t able to 
< ul? th pre tir t V ¢ 
I d fir f YT) } capi debt 
bh now t n it ever h been and they 
f t 1 to limit They are not particu- 
] fi the project There is no 

uran given i h reement tl t 
will « ry l ( c y it out even if th 
entered to the but t event 
they are not able to carry it out, in order to 
derive benefit from the project, we will nec- 
( \ to complete it, and in complet- 
ing it, New York State will be forced to bs 


additional tax 


Governor LEHMAN. Well, I think that you 








have to e reliance on » good faith of the 
contracting parties to agreement, espe- 
cially when the other party is the Dominion 
of C 1 I do not think that you can get 
any greater guaranty than their good faith 

The CHAIRMAN. May I be permitted to ask 
a que 

Mr. Beiter. Yes, sir; surely 

The CHatRMAN. If Canada does not come 
into it, enter into an agreement, it will not 
affect the power that might be developed on 
this power dam in the International Rapids. 
It might affect navigation below that power 
dam, but not the power feature of it. The 
power would be there anyhow 

Mr. Bertrer. The power would be there, pro- 
viding the works were completed. If the work 


is not completed it will not be 


The CHArrRMAN. The power would be com- 
pleted when the dam was completed, but that 
portion below the dam does not have any 


effect upon the power 

Mr. Better. Governor, you refer to th 
benefits to the city of Buffalo and then ask 
to the report of the Department of 
Commerce I have made a thorough study 
eport of the Department of Commercs 
and the only benefit that Buffalo 
derives would be by the imp lard 
and banan lard and bananas may 
contain a lot of vitamins but I don’t believe 
Buffalo jobs will be created by them. 

Governor LEHMAN. Mr. Chairman-—— 

Mr. GAvaGAN. Yes, Mr. Governor 

Governor LEHMAN. Congressman BETTER 
has asked me a question about the report of 
the United States Department of Commerce, 
with regard to the effect of this seaway on 
the p Buffalo. I could read that part 
of the report which applies to that question, 


oO 


to refer 


> 


of ther 





an see 


rtation of 
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ut u long, and if agreeable to you, 
I would y tl I just put it in the 
re 
ir. Prrrencer. We all have those reports 
eG We can read them and find 
ol i and bananas Ex ms me! mber 
f the report befor im ] 
De} tment of Commerce 
Mr. GavaGAN. Yes; each member has a copy 
of the re rt before him, Governor 
Gover r LEHMAN. I set Instead of ba- 
I wh was the other commodity? 
Mr. BEITer. Bananas and lard 
G LEHMAN. I see chemical abra- 
t nt . metal lloy 1d other 
which Buffalo would also have 
the if cheap deep-water transpor- 
flour. That is on page 9 of the 
I I Governor, the gentleman from 


NGER| a mor 





PITTE 





d that I was not stating the facts, or words 
to that effect, when we were referring to the 
former candidates for Governor of the State, 

ed t was expr 1 as to the stand 
or the position of Al Smith 


NGER. I said—— 
ER. Just a I hold in my 
on the St. Lawrence water 


project, which is the report of the National 


moment 





x portation Committee dated February 
13, 1933, in which Al Smith said, and I quote: 
“Iam o} ed at this time to the construc- 
the St. Lawrence waterway because it 


1 te of public fund 
Mr. PITTENGER. What is the 
Mr. Beirer. February 13, 1933. It 


date of that? 


is the re- 





por f the National Transportation Com- 
mit 

Mr. PITTENGER. That is 8 yez 

Governor LEHMAN. Eight ye: , 

Mr. BEIT! Eight years ago. I am talking 
about candidates for Governor and their po- 
sition on the seaway. 

Mr. PITTENGER. I make an objection to all 
of these statements and statistics on the 
ground th they are absolutely immaterial. 





Mr. Scuu 
seawa'\ 

Mr. PITTe 
committee 

Mr aie 
these men 


ing t 


did not mention the 


LTE. They 


NGER. It is wasting the time of the 
I just want to point out that 
were opposed to it, and I am try- 
» pe = out that the people of the State 
of New York are opposed to it; the business- 
men, little businessmen and big businessmen, 
all businessmen, and labor, are opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. They can pass on that. If 
Congress passes it, then it goes back to New 
York and they can determine whether or 
not they want to approve of that. 

Mr. PITTENGER. What is that? 

The CHaIRMAN. The power project. 


Governor LEHMAN. May I, just to correct 


the record, say one further word there, al- 
though I think it is quite irrelevant. 

Mr. GAVAGAN. Yes, Governor 

Governor LEHMAN. Congressman Beiter 


said when men were candidates for the gov- 





ernorship of the State of New York they 
BeEITer. The seaway. 

Governor LEHMAN. The seaway; but the 

quotation that the Congressman read was 


dated 1933, and my -ecollection is that Gov- 
ernor Smith ceased, or rather the last time 
he ran for Governor was in 1926, so that it 
seems to me 
Mr. Berrer (interposing). He had not 
chang stand or views, or position, from 
the time he was Governor to the time that 
me report was made, so far as I know. 

: CoE. Will the gentleman yield? I 
mere shy want to call attention to the fact that 
the Empire State Building was built at that 
time, id that it took a $4,000,000 mortgage 
to do tha 

Mr. BEITER I do not know anything about 
Governor Smith's finances. 





ed his 
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I thought 
ion to 


1] 





Mr 
minor col 
committe 

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. GAvaGAN. Mr. Bender 

Mr. BENpDeER. Governor, is it not a fa 
Canada is not anxious at this time 
ticipate in this project? 


CULKIN 
itribut 


that 
the information 


that vy 


YW 





G r LEHMAN. I cannot answer 
qu i I have no k wledge on i 
Mr. BeEnpeEeR. Governor, you are 
with the Merchants’ Associa 1 of } 
City; you know of that organization, th 
York Merchants’ Association? 


Governor LEHMAN. Surely 
Mr. Benver. Are they a substanti 
Governor LEHMAN. Very 


Mr. BENDER. You know it they 





definitely o pt ied to this ject, do you 

Gor ei AN fell did not k 
but it is quite po ble that they ar I 
no doubt of it, if you say it is a fact 


Mr. BENDER. Are you acquainted witt 








Central Mercantile Association of Nev 
G r LEHMAN. Le well than wi 
Merchants 
Mr. EENDER. They have indicated 
his pl ci 
it the Lake Carriers’ A 
. LEHMAN. I have no know 
Mr. BENDE R. the Harbor Carriers 


Or 


) 


HMAN, 





Gover! I cannot answer 
Mr. BENDER. “Or the Marit me Ass 
the Port of New York These org 
the New York State Waterways’ A 


the New York Produce Excha 
familiar with that organi 

the merchants who deal in pr du 
y receive the produce 
or LEHMAN. Yes; I 





And the 
American 


New 
Marine 


NDER. 


ee York B 
Trade, the 


Ins ule 





Shipping Conference of Greater New Y 
these organizations have all indicated, ¢ 
ernor, their opposition to this project 


Are you acquainted with the Wa: 
men’s Association of the Port of New Y 
Governor LEHMAN. I know them by 
I do not camel them personally. 
Mr. Benver. Or the West Side Assoc 
of Commerce of New York? That is N 
York City. The Rochester, N. Y., C 
of Commerce; the Buffalo Chamber of C 








merce; the Elmira, N. Y., Association of ( 
merce; the Gloversville, N. Y., Cham! 
Commerc I could recite many other < 
izations from the State of New York 


have indicated opposition to this project 
Do : yu believe that all of tl 
tions simply passed resolutions wit 
making udy of this project? 
Governor LEHMAN. I believe that 
cases the perfectly sincere. I do 1 
agree with their findings, but I am not qu 
tioning their sincerity at all. I think 
other hand, if we wanted to, we could 
you a list of a great many organizations ti 
are in favor of it. 
Mr. Benver. Judge Culkin made the p 
of New York paying about 25 percent of 
Federal tax load. Is it not a fact thata¢ 
many of these organizations represent 
of the heaviest taxpayers of the State 
New York? 
Governor LEHMAN. Why, I think that is s 
Mr. Benver. And they are interested n 
only in their own welfare but in the well! 
of the people who do business with them 
Governor Lenman. I think that many 
those organizations represent very substant 
taxpayers. There is no doubt about that 
Mr. BENDER. From your experience with 
some of these organizations that I have men- 
tioned, like the Merchants’ Association of 
New York, you would say that they are n 
just led blindly, but make a pretty good 


ese or 


as 
in n 


are 
are 
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2 ( I ; ' ' { x 
‘ he I il 
€ ) 
1 , ¢ a quest 
I f f ( d ar f 
It c 
} ‘ hat a ble 
é ‘I t ou might 
\ ; ‘ : . two-ocean 
tl lly e reaay 
1947 l WI he use of 
( il n the P ma 
( i l not be ted a 
n be { i in now 
€ quire a dete ‘ n 
Ki ( his r I y 
( d ld I thir hat thi 
be of very eat use and 
I nh h € i prov 
» t a the We i Middl 
\ i f he G tl i 
I ! t ( ‘ of ac l 
] i i dustr of very, very 
€ ! I I uld be willi 
CH A M B « 
M Ey ( h I ig you 
} NI the enti 
i he § 
\ her « not | co € 
i t a 
en wa I m wondering if you 
! uw he ! ement of the Erie Canal 
om Buffalo to Three Rive Have you ever 
( lered th \ ernate project for 
! Lawre! y? 
( LEHMAN. Let me 1 this ver‘ 
( t 2 l call that at the time 
I fi 1 Governr made available 
$27 000 for the dee} ig of the canal by 
» fe from W rford to Oswego, and the 
f the t r s by 2 feet, I urged that 
! me action be taken in the stretch going 
{ 1 Three Rivers to Buffalo 
The Federal G m felt they could 
not do t be f would involve a very 
y urged that be- 


erved by the canal 





tl entl from California this 
! l e Secre y whether he 
! it w I able to u the barge 
! d of the se because it was 
i 4 American ¢ l, and you have sked 
me whe rz ever take any steps to 
ef tha N Nsw to you is “No,” 
be my pin 1 in the opinion 
of a ‘ eer who has ever studied the 
problem ' 1 be practical 
I am § ito ! > the op unity of ex- 
plainin you t in the first place in 
ore l the b >» ¢ l, our pre nt 
! e « over to the Federal Government, 
wh ) V uld be necessary beca e 
I of New York never could finance an 
undertakir of that rt out of its oWn re- 
urce t Ww 1 be ece \ » secure the 
ct of the people ) a constitutional 
ar dn 
would take 3 years under our consti- 
tuti » that r 3 years you would be 
block ou couldn't do a thing. It would 
be ql on. At the end of 3 years, 
maybe, the people wv ould agree to such a 
tra er I dou very much whether they 
woul 
In the second place, the thing from a prac- 
tical standpoint is also quite out of the 
question. It would cost many hundreds of 
mill s of dol more than this work which 
is to be undertaken on the St. Lawrence 


River, the seawa 
together. Why, 
barge canal, cost over 
v 1 mater We 
much | 


y and the power development 
barge canal, our little 
$100,000,000 years ago 
heap and labor was 


our 





ais 


re Cc 
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ent little change of 2 feet in depth 











the ing of bridges 2 feet on a very 
ma t of the canal, cost $27,000,000. But 
asid 1 tk you couldn’t use the exist- 
e canal at all because its elevations 
wouldn't be correct. You would have to 
build an entirely new canal 30 or 40 feet 
deep, of great width, with tremendous locks, 
wl the cost would be prohibitive. And~™ 
even then I don’t think from what engi- 
eers have told me you would have a me- 
( practicable undertaking because 
1 uid have to keep the level of the 

A up in your canal. 
Eve today in our barge canal in order to 
ke 14-foot level we have had to build 
pounding dams near the Black River 





do\ toward Rome and Utica, 


which, 





the summertime, when the usual flow of 
is low supply the additional water that 
y to keep the level up for the 
peration of the canal 
To try to construct a canal large enough 
take 600-foot boats weighing 10,000 or 
2,0 is, would be such an expensive 
I tion, even if practicable at all, that 
d be entirely out of the question and 
l uldn’t even have the compensating 
. ire your earnings from your power 
development, which you have here. It would 
tand entirely on its own feet. I 
d I w whether I have answered your 
( r not 
I CHAIRMAN. The attitude of ex-Gov- 
f ! nith, with reference to the St. 
L ence improvement, has brought up a 
qu n here. I have in my files a news- 
pap unt of a speech of his in which 
he referred to the Erie Canal running across 
to Buffalo, as a “ditch.” I would like to 
know if the gentleman from Buffalo en- 
d that attitude of Governor Smith. 


Mr. Betrer. The main thing that Governor 
Smith has done recently I do not endorse. 

Mr. GREEN. I was interested, Governor, in 

concerning the Erie Canal 

because I had anticipated a statement from 





5 ement 


y ul stat 











you on that I had hoped that it may be 
fe ble to have a waterway across there 
would be so much shorter and an 
American controlled waterway rather than 
» gO into partnership with a foreign coun- 
try 
I am wondering about the power side of 
this, if the power possibilities on the Hudson 
Ri from Lake Champlain have been con- 
sidered y interests there and if it would 
not answer practically the same demand for 
power that could be generated on the St. 
Li ence 
Governor LEHMAN. Well, I haven't got the 


figures of the amount of power that could 
be generated on the Hudson River but my 
impres n is that it is very small. 


Mr. GrReeN. I had in mind that possibly 


sufficient power could be generated on the 
Hud and Connecticut Rivers to supply 
that area in there and answer the same 


purpose and would represent an all-Amer- 
ican investment. 

Governor LEHMAN. I think it would be very 
small The flow of the Hudson River varies 


very greatly in different seasons of the year. 
The wat in the upper stretches of the 
Hudson gets very low in the summertime, 
We h developed some of the Hudson 
River power up at a place called Conkling- 
ville which has been very useful in regulat- 
the flow for flood control 
GREEN. But it would not be adequate 
power? 

Governor LEHMAN. I don’t think we would 
get more than 50,000 or 60,000 horsepower. 

Mr. GREEN. I was particularly interested 
in your statements concerning the fact that 
this development would not be injurious to 
other transportation interests, and your 
broad scope of American thought for develop- 
ing the entire portion of our country. 


er 


ve 
ive 


ing 





ry 





NATE 





DECEMBER 


Now, we have down my way a similar | 
St. Lawrence, as an outlet 
the Gulf of Mexico—a canal across the 
of Florida which would do for th 
area the same thing as the St. Lawrenc 
do for the other area. 

I was wondering if the Govern 
given thought to that and if he w 
ture an opinion as to whether it w 
good thing to do or not. 

Governor LEHMAN. Congressman, I 
too little about that to express any or 

Mr. GREEN. But you would be for 
provements generally, all over the U 
States, would you not? 

Governor LEHMAN. Certainly, wher: 
are sound and where the improveme 


tion as the 
S1t1ON as tne 





be put to use on a sound, industr 
nomical and social basis. 

Mr. GREEN. I appreciate that. Ni 
have in my congressional district 16 ¢ 


One county has about half of the we: 
a city of 200,000 people. That count: 


about half of the taxes. It is a cle 
house for the other 15 counties in ; 
And for a number of counties in 
Georgia it is also a clearing house. It 











to me that New York State with it 
cent tax payment toward the Federal B 
occupies a position as a clearing h 
the fact that that wealth is in New 
a matter that makes it a clearing h¢ 
industry and finance and so forth, but 
York's ability to pay 25 percent 
tingent upon the strength of the 47 
States surrounding it—don’t you think 
is the case? 

Governor LEHMAN. I said so earlie: 
afternoon. 

Mr. GREEN. Now, these freight rat 
think the Governor and other Gover: 
that area were altogether out of keepi1 
the Governor’s present position today 
at their conference they undertook 
up higher and discriminatory fre 
against the South than is enjoyed by 
States. 

Now, for instance, you can load in N¢ 
State a carload of brick and ship it to § 
on one rate and then load them b 
the same car and send them back 
they came from and pay twice a 
money for freight, and that has caus¢ 
York State to develop and grow a1 
money and power. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GREEN. But it has bled out 
southern part of this country all of 
sources and all of its ability to e 
a self-maintained economy in that 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Chairman, I don’t t 
this is—— 

Mr. GREEN. I know it doesn’t 
to you gentlemen who bied the 
part of this country. 

Mr. PITTENGER. I don’t understand th 
freight-rate question has any m 
with this bill than a bluebird and a robin 
on the White House lawn. 

Mr. GREEN. The reason that New York } 
25 percent of the taxes of this cou! 
because of discriminatory freight rat 

Mr. PITTENGER. That belongs before tl 
terstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. Green. And the Interstate Comm« 
Commission has four members from the 
gested areas where it has only one mer 
from other areas. 

Mr. PITTENGER. I am not arguing with 
at all. I am simply saying let us get d 
to business. 

Mr. CULKIN. I want to join the gentlem 
condemnation of the Interstate Comm 
Commission. 

The CHAIRMAN, Governor Lehman, we 
preciate your very fine statement and th 
you very much. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, before G 
ernor Lehman leaves, may I call attenti 
to this: In the case of The United States 
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M LaGuarpra. 1934. T v n a let- 
ert tor La F Reading 
N f 1 intere claiming to 
k for the cit N York justified 
I the Gre Lakes- Lawrence 
Ire on tne ] t l I l to 
¢ eT € IT cit 
“PY ( R 1 Gove Lel n 
f é ( if T D t f 
eft t mu 
of t ev re i rb « ip elec- 
I ? I ] | wer [ ec Oo! 
i I 
The f t of the Federal Power 
C ve Aut! of the 
f f New Y t electr ty can 
I é nit- 
1 ce f 1 at tl it it 1 in New 
York ( t ( than one-half 
I } l 80-perce!r l d 
I i ou bly t efit 
( elec in the ¢ of 
I r t potential abundant 
excel y che ilrrent ay - 
l t deve pme! The mere 
st. Law ice pows vould, in 
' ' ‘ } + vy forces of 
I compet ! hich |} ys I ilte 
c rates for « s = = '®S 
I d dams in the St. I ce i f 
T € ol deve } now run- 
! é 1 removing ot es vi- 
, 1 today block off the acce f the 
Gre I es to the sea l admittec e 
! f doll ind red e the ¢ of 
: navigat 
Ny l dy } been s} red 
by ( y f New Y K t it 1 s the 
l 4 my] ieti I [ the A \ W he 
€ e commerce and shir f our p 
\ } c one of the great natural harbors of 
the world, and it has been improved by the 
l iblic funds. New York City is unique 
is port and not afraid of inland competi- 
tior nee 80 percent of the water-borne 
commerce of the United States is domestic 
rathe han foreign trade,the extension of our 
sea into the Middle West will inevitably 
increase the profitable exchange of goods be- 
tween New York and the other great Amer- 


ican cities in the littoral of the Great Lakes. 
“A temporary or slight diversion of export 


and import tonnage does not justify, in my 
opin the obstructing of a national project 
so obviously in the interest of the United 
States as a whole. In the long run, it is cer- 


tain that New York City, as the metropolis 

of the Nation, will benefit from economic re- 

covery and development in the Middle West.” 
I said that in 1934, and I stand by it now. 


The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen, are there any 
questi ns 

Mr. DonvERO. I would like to ask a few 
questions? 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Dondero. 


Mr. DoONpbERO. Mayor LaGuardia, there have 
been two types of fear expressed here, and you 
have touched on one of them. One is that 
the importation of cheap foreign manufac- 
tured goods will ruin the harbor cities of 
the Middle West, particularly those on the 


Great Lakes, and the other is that it would 
divert commerce from the coast ports, your 


own city of New York included. Do you care 
to comment on those statements? 
Mayor LaGuarpta. As I have already stated, 


anything that will increase commerce with 
foreign countries, we all benefit by; and a 
slight diversion, if any, will not injure the 


seacoast ports, because the increased com- 
merce will more than offset that; and then, 
after all, it is not a 365-day proposition, 
They tell me it freezes up there sometimes, 
so that would not hurt us any, either. 

Mr. DONDERO. In spite of that freezing, we 
still carry about 22 percent of the commerce 
of the United States on the Great Lakes, 
Mayor LaGvuarp1A. And if you can carry it 

re economically through a natural water- 
you are entitled to do it, 


m 


way 
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Mr. DonpERO. Now, your great port of New | 
York has been exposed to cheap foreign prod- “Do not 
ucts since this Republic began. In spite of 





grown and expanded to be 
in the world. 


u have 
the greatest port 




















M LaGuarpiA. The importation of 
ch ) products is never local. That is na- 
tional. They tell me the tariff has taken 
cal It t omewnat 

Mr. DonvERO. Yes; we have heard of that, 
although it is somewhat quiescent now. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is taken care of; it Is 
destroyed 

Mr. DonpgeRO. That is all, Mr. Chair: 

The CHAIRMAN, Mr. Smith. 

Mr. SmitH. Mayor LaGuardia, I infer from 
your statement that you think that the real 
Op} tion to this St. Lawrence project ema- 
nates from the private power interests? 

Mayor LaGuarop1A, That is my opinion. 

Mr. SmiTuH. I believe you stated that if you 
restricted this project only to the navigation 
feature and abandoned the power feature, 
why 2 lot of that opposition would dis- 

ppear? 

Mayor LaGvuaropia. There is no doubt in my 
mind about that. 

Mr. SMITH. Is it your opinion, then, that 
the rail ds are not seriously opposed to it? 

M r LaGuarpia. Let me tell you about 
the railroads. They started thinking about 
» or 6 years ago. If the management of the 

lr d paid more attention to the 

Irnir he wheels of the railroads instead 

f the tu of the stock ticker, they would 
not be e mess they are in today 

M1 H. It is your opinion that a lot 
of their opposition is not justified? 

Mays LAGUARDIA. Well, we cannot stop 
progress. The railroad managers cannot even 
adjust competition among themselves; they 
cann adjust their own business, and then 
they have the nerve to come up before a 
committee of Congress and try to stop prog- 


ress because a natural way of transportation 
is to be developed. . The railroad managers 
are nice fellows, but they should have started 
thinking 45 or 50 years ago. 

“hank you, Mr. Mayor. 

there any further 


SMITH 

CHAIRMAN. Are 
questions? 
SCHULTE. 
yhairman., 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. PETERSON? 

Mr. PETERSON. I have no questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. BENDER? 

fr. BENDER. Mr. Mayor, I understand the 

Merchants Association of New York City is 
against this project. Do you think they are 
controlled by the Power Trust? 


I have no questions, Mr. 


Mayor LaGuarpiA. No; but they are in- 
fluenced. 
Mr. BENDER. You think they have some 


connection with the Power Trust? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. Oh, yes; they are very 
friendly; we know each other in New York, 
you know. The merchants association is a 
great association. It is very helpful to me. 
We do not always agree, and, of course, when 
they do not agree they must be wrong. 

Mr. BENDER. The mayor is aware of the fact 
that there are some forty-odd associations in 
New York which have passed resolutions 
against this project. You would not say 
that is entirely due to the Power Trust it- 
self? 

Mayor LaGuarpia. No; as I said in my 
opening statement, but they did oppose my 
efforts to build a publicly owned and publicly 
operated power plant in the city of New York. 

I will tell you what they did, Mr. Chair- 
man, and this is interesting. For some time, 
in New York State, and my New York col- 
leagues will appreciate this, we have been 
fencing around trying to get public owner- 
ship of power plants, and so, finally, we got 
@ law permitting a municipality, on a refer- 
endum vote, to build publicly owned power 
plants. Auburn and other cities had refer- 
endum votes, and the power companies went 
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out, and this is the way they met the iss 











will be a burden on the taxpayers. Y 
going to be liable, and the politicians can: 
run the business.” They can with eua 





teed rates. “Vote against it, because 
going to increase your tax rate,” 
defeated the referendum in several 


So I come along, and I submit a referen 
not pledging the credit of the city, tak 
out of any possible naking it 
financing, and self-liquidating, and 
did they They took me up tp the 
of appeals, holding that it must be a cl 
and a pledge on the city of New York. 1 


loss, 


> 


do? 


wanted to avoid competition. We have! 
it pretty hard in New York State. Let 
tell you this, Mr. Chairman, they | 


nice tie-up until 1934, when I became 
of that Do you know what I 
I have slapped $180,000,000 in increass 


town. 


sessed valuation on their property, ar 
is what I retrieved after going thr 
courts. 


In other words, the public utilities of 
town were underassessed by $180,000 
and now they are paying their tax 
getting out of them. Let me tell you s 
thing else about the situation in 1934 
I came in. We have one contract f 
lighting of our public buildings, 











the lighting of the Federal bui 

and behold! Their rates were just as ex 
sive in the one case as the other 
sent a contract to the city and told n 
take it or leave it. I said, “Le 

won't sign it.” They s: ri 





your lights in the city,” l 
and we will take you over.” the me 
time, the Treasury Department, which 
charge of the public buildings, had the 

prop ion presented to them. Sol w 
down to Washington. I saw the Presid 
and we exchanged troubles, power tr 


sit 


Sit 


and I said, “Now, what do you say 
build a power plant just for public uss 
It was a brilliant idea. So, we took a blue- 


print, and, Mr. Chairman, I can tell you t 
now that it is all over, we made a pictur 
a power plant, and I had Admiral B 
haus come down to New York to put it 
He had a lot of blueprints under his 
We said we were going to build a power } 
located so we could light the city street 
Federal buildings. I took off $3,000,000 f 
my bill that year, and a million dollar 
year ever since, on a blueprint. You 
imagine what we are going to do with a d 

Mr. BENvER. It was not necessary for 
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence waterway to 
that. 

Mayor LaGvaroprA. No; but I needed th 
blueprints, and this [indicating map of t 
St. Lawrence project] will help a lot. 

Mr. BENDER. You know, Mr. Mayor, we h 
a lot of respect for you, at times you h 
been a good Republican. 

Mayor LaGvarpia. I sat on that side of t! 
House. 

Mr. Benper. One of my colleagues here 
said, “You better not tangle with him |t 
cause he is quick on the trigger,” and Is 
“Yes, and I respect him for it.” 

Mayor LaGuarpia. I am a very timid, gent! 
soul. 

Mr. BENDER. You are all right. 
back in 1932 the President, 
that mounting debt was an 
thing; is that not a factor? 

Mayor LaGvarpiA. It is. 

Mr. BENDER. Do you not believe that? T! 
President was frank enough to concede th 
the taxes were paid by the sweat of ev 


I remember 
himself, s 
undesira 








man’s brow. 

Mayor LaGuarp14. That is right. 

Mr. Benper. And these large projects, lik 
the St. Lawrence, of course, cost the count 
a tremendous amount of money. Do yo 
think that is desirable to go on developing 
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Mr. GAVAGAN. You 
morial church, built to the worshi 

worth any price, do you not 

Mayor LaGuargpia. Well, Ido not thirk any- 
one loaning the money ought tot 
on it 

Mr. RANKIN. I th 


think a beautiful 


ught we had the separa- 


tion of church and state in this country, and 
I would like to get back to this project, Mr. 


Chairman 
Mr. BENDER. As an active churchman, I be- 


lieve the best investment we in America can 
make is to build churches. I am just using 
that as an illustration Some of our gov- 
r nental agencies are going broke as a 
esult of our paying 39 percent of our ex- 
penses with borrowed money 

Mayor LaGuarpia. It all depends on how 








prudently it is spent 

Mr. BENDER. Why would you say that our 
banks today are filled with idle money? 

Mayor LaGuarpra. Well, there are many 
re r for that You know, we used to 
th our big financiers and bankers 
were W They were, as long as the go- 
ing was good, and the first time they were 
caught tl were helpless. We must be fair; 
a great many restrictions have been put on 

1em; but many of our banks have become 
pawn shops. They have to have more col- 


lateral than you borrow to meke a loan, and 
under such conditions, of course, it follows 
that they have a great deal of liquid money. 

Mr. BENDER. It is not the bank; it is the 
people who are putting their money there, 
who refuse to invest in enterprises that refuse 
to make the wheels go around 

Mayor LaGuarpia, It is not the people who 
refuse. Since when do the banks consult the 
depositors on their investments? 

Mr. BENDER. But the depositors keep their 
money in the banks rather than putting their 
money out to work. 

Mayor LaGuarpia. Well, now, awhile ago it 


true that the people used to put their 
money out to work, but you cannot blame 
them in view of the terrible licking they 


took after the crash. Today they are protected 
to a certain extent, now that the flotation of 
bond issues and the promotion of stock is 
under control and supervision, so that ave- 
nue has been closed, but hundreds of bil- 
lions of dollars have been lost through this 
believing public who did put their money to 


work. If they do make an investment now, 
they know that the facts on which they 
were induced to invest are reasonably true. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
to make «a point of order, that these are 


questions that ought to be propounded be- 
fore the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and are so far afield from the question 
under investigation by this committee that 
I think it ought to be stopped. We have al- 
ready gone through the gentleman’s church, 
and now we are going through his bank. It 
has absolutely nothing to do with this proj- 


Mr. BENDER. It is pertinent, because we are 
spending the taxpayers’ money here to the 
extent of anywhere from three hundred mil- 


lion to a billion dollars 
I make the point of order that 
wants to ask any questions that are 
sue of power or transpor- 
but if he is going to ramble 
through his 
ike a point of order 


bank or 
to the matter under 


Mr. RANKIN 
if he 

pertinent to this i 
t right, 
through his 
church, I am going tc r 
is not pertinent 
investigation 


BEnrER. The gentleman is not being 


nN all 


» ib 


n 


Mr. RANKIN. And the gentleman is not 
ing either profound or funny. 


Mr. BENDER. all of his facetiousness 


be- 


With 
he does not impress me at all. I will say 
this to you that certainly it is apropos to 


the issue 


this Government spending. 





Do you not believe, Mr. Mayor, that we 
have reached the peak of Government spend- 
ing and the point where we have to stop, 
look, and listen before we take on any more 
projects and burden the American taxpayer 
generally to a greater extent than he is al- 
ready burdened? 

Mayor LaGvuarpia. Not if the project is use- 
ful and desirable and self-liquidating 

Mr. GREEN. May I ask a question, 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Green. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Mayor, 1 was interested in 
your statements about the general develop- 


Mr. 


ment of our country and the proper develop- 
ment of projects being for the benefit of all 
of the country, and I was particularly im- 
pressed by the statements of the gentleman 


concerning worth-while projects which a1 
self-liquidating. I helieve with you that the 
moneys we invest in them give us a double 
value. Now, we have a project in Florida that 
I believe the gentleman is pretty well familiar 
with. 

The CHatrRMAN. What is it, Mr. Green? 

Mr. GREEN. I am surprised that the Chair- 
man does not know, having been exposed to 
it for so many years, but this project has 
been approved by the Board of Engineers, 
and the Chief of Engineers appeared before 
our committee, together with the Chief of 
Staff, and said it was of tremendous national- 
defense value. and transportation-wise men 
said it would have a million dollars a year in 
transportation, and it was said it was a self- 
liquidating coal project, or peat, which would 
liquidate in 40 years the investments. Those 
who know about transportation say it will 
carry twice the tonnage of the Panama Canal, 
and that has never been questioned, a proj- 
ect where we will have an investment of 
about $150,000,000 or $160,000,000. 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. A sea-level canal? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes; and this committee has 
now three times approved it, and it is now 
ready to go should Congress approve it. Now, 
I wonder if the gentleman believes that the 
general philosophy that he has mentioned 
here about developments would apply to that 
canal the same as to the St. Lawrence? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. I take it you refer to the 
Florida ship canal? 

Mr. GrRreN. I refer to the Florida 
canal; yes. 

Mayor LaGuarpia. I have heard a great deal 
about that from General Somervell. He was 
down there digging it, and then somehow he 
got through. I had him up in New York, 
and he was building things for us up there. 
Of course, the gentleman knows that every- 
thing he ever offered on the floor of the 
House I always supported more or less. 

Mr. GREEN. Now, there is one further ques- 
tion which is not proper here, perhaps, but 
I hope the committee will bear with me, and 
I ask this question because the committee is 
all interested in it. 

I think Mayor LaGuardia is the best in- 
formed in foreign affairs and in American 
affairs of any man in this country. Now, 
there may be men in America that know as 
much about America as he does, and there 
may be men in Europe who know as much 
about Europe as he does, but combined to- 
gether he is the A man. 

I wonder if you would venture any view 
or guess as to how long this conflict may last? 
I mention that in connection with our na- 
tional defense program. Can you give us 


ship 





any estimate as to how long this conflict 
may last? 

Mayor LaGuarpia. I will say to my col- 
league that I did venture into the field of 


foreign affairs some 5 years ago, whereupon 
the Department of State was called upon by 
a representative of a foreign government to 
apologize for the statement of the mayor of 
the city of New York. So, since that time 
Cordell Hull and I have made an agreement, 
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Cordell Hull to attend to foreign affairs. ana 
I to clean the streets of New York. t 
war cannot get over too quick to suit 

Mr. HA.i. I notice in Governor Lehm 
testimony that he said the Department 
Commerce reported that New York 
might lose 1,800,000 tons of shipping a 
foreign shipping, if this project is complet 

Assuming that to be true what, in r 
figures, would that mean in loss of m 
the city of New York each year? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. What is the total 
nage? 

Mr. HALL. It is about 8 percent of the { 
eign-borne traffic of New York City. Th 
the Department of Commerce report. 

Mayor LAGuarpIA. I do not agree with t 
figure, if you mean a net loss in ton: 
There has been a falling off of ocean tr 
I would say, ever since the World War 
the reason for that is there is less import 
and exporting of specialized goods. The « 
porting and importing now is generally li 
ited to native products. In the old days 
exported harvesters, sewing machines 
registers, and a great many manufactu: 
goods like that. 

Now, as you are aware, a license is given t 
foreign country and they manufacture th 
You gentlemen who have traveled in Eu 
will recall seeing all over Europe Singer 
ing machine, Remington typewriter, M 
mick harvester, and Ford tractor fact 
so that we have declined in ocean bu 
for some time. Ido not see what figures t1 
have to estimate any net loss on at this tim 
It is highly speculative. 

Mr. Hau. I assume their figures to be cor- 
rect. 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. I suppose the loss w 
be corresponding in percentage 

Mr. HALL. How much would it be in dol! 
if you could tell us? 

Mayor LaGuarpia. I could not tell you th 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Mayor, you spoke about 1 





ney 


road rates a moment ago. You said yj 
would like some assistance in relation t 


railroad rates. 

Mayor LaGuaroia. I could use some 

Mr. Hat. I served with Mr. Gavacan in ft] 
New York State Legislature, and I think 
have the best labor laws in the country, a: 
I think we have some of the highest tax 
in the country. 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. I do not think so. Y 
take the weighted percentage, and we 
blow that theory right up. 

Mr. HALL. What do you think is cau 
number of our industries to leave New 
City? 

Mayor LaGuvarpia. It is not so. I can 
you figures on that. That is a lct of 
estate propaganda in some of the neigh 
ing States. It is just not so as to our ci 

Mr. Hatt. Is it not a fact that our Attor- 
ney General appeared before the Interst 
Commerce Commission on thé Railroad Rat 
ase and brought out just that thing? 

Mayor LaGuaropia. I think what the 
ney General pointed out was the deci 
vantage that we have on those freight r 
By the way, we just won the Lighterage « 
as you Know. We are getting a pretty rc 
deal. Our friends to the south are 
the benefit of that. There is no quest 
about that. I have been up against this t 
about manufacturers leaving town so 
that every time a manufacturer quarrels w 
his wife he comes down to the city hall ar 
says, “I am going to leave New York, I 
going away.” But it is not so. 

Mr. HALL. Just to give us an idea of t! 
size of the job you have up there, what is th 
bonded indebtedness of New York City? 

Mayor LaGuarpia. A little over $2,000,000,- 
000. 

Mr. HALL. A little over $2,000,000,000? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. Yes; but we have some- 
thing to show for it; that is, a water system, 
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gett 


Sef 





t year I say that advisedly 
LaGuardia, I think you and I un- 
nd each other on the power question, 
I expressed my views awhile 
I have heard you express them time and 
n when you were in the House 
< about going down into the Fed- 
y and getting money to develop 
power. As a matter of fact, this power 
the rate mentioned by the Army 
ers would pay this entire investment 
he Government, would it not, over 
d of 50 years? 
or LaGuarpia. Fifty years 


M RANKIN. And that would leave them 


Oo 








1e greatest developments of ancient 
modern times 
Mayor LaGvuarpia. That is right 
Ir. RANKIN. Now, I have just looked at 
f s of the Army engineers, General 


itt-hour That is wholesale 
hat is much cheaper than any of 


is power in the Tennessee as turned over 








lat area 
The ¢ s just as capable 
of dist if turned over to 
! or Tupelo, Miss., 
it not? 
M LaGvuarpiA. Absolutely. 


TKIN. So, if this power were turned 
it were delivered to the city of 
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ume! the for ‘ me 
game re the men ¥ pay com 
and I find that 1,500 kilowatt-! 


in New York City costs $88.17 
Probably I had better go | 








kilowatt ul N 
costs $8.28, in Tupe t<¢ ¢ 
watt-hours month < $1 
Y ke t} t i ‘ the r 

operator, the restaurant ope 
stations. garage r te ne 
commercial rate If they 1 
ours a month it sts them $19 


York City costs $44.54, in Tu} 
$13.2; 1,500 kilowatt-hours a m 


York City, or 


Tupelo it costs $21.90. 
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threw the l together on their book 
f 1 c they inted to $341,000,000. 
They zed the Commonwealth & South- 
€ which is neither commonwealth nor 

\ nd put the sal curities, same 
secul n their books the same day at 
Sf rf ft) 00 

Ne 1 t ! rd of the Federal Trade 
C 

Y eve time ¥ hat attempted to do 
anythir al ¢ t hich I consider the 
re racket of m time every time 
we | e attempted to turn in the sunlight 
to w what electricity ourcht to cost the 
| ve attempted to 
d m the Tennes- 

f r the St. Lawrenx 
v ha\ lis paganda against 
it and all of tl misleading statements that 
they can umulate 

Mayor LaGuarpta, You must admit, though, 
th the ¢ ition is be ig weaker all of 
the time and less effective 

M RANKIN. Y¢ because we are getting 
the facts to the American people and they 
und tand them 

1 LaGuarpia, You remember—the 

lder members will remember—what we went 
throuczh on Muscle Shoal Most of you gen- 
tle 1 were not here. It is almost unbe- 
lievable This is easy sailing now. I think 
th: ( ion is pretty well shot now 

RANKIN. Mr. LaGuardia, you remem- 
be it they t-ld us when we were fighting 
for Muscle Shoals, you remember when we 
pa | bill here in 1927 tried to get 
P ( t Coolidge to sign ind he vetoed 
it 

Mayor LaGuarpia. They were about to give 
ita You remember that 

Mr. RANKIN. Ye they ¥ 

Mayor LaGvuarpra. Sure enough, a 99-year 
le 

Mr. RANKIN. So at that time they said we 
h urplus of power, did they not? 

Mayor LaGuarpta. Ye 


Mr. RANKIN. We were using 68,000,000,000 
or 62,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours, and now we 
al 118,000,000,000 kilowatt-hours, and 
if we had the T. V. A. rates all over the 

we would be using 300,000,000,- 


United State 
O00, } bably, and still there would not be 
a surplus, would there? 

Mayor LaGuarpra. People would live bet- 


ter, happier, 


Rad KIN 


and easier. 
Now, Mayor LaGuardia, let me 





say this to you, because you Know the an- 
swer to this proposition. We hear a great 
deal about slum clearance in New York and 
ot y citie 

Nothing in the world would contribute 
more to that end than to deliver to those 
people an abundant supply of cheap elec- 
tricity 


Mayor LAGUARDIA 
Mr. RANKIN, It wi 
the electric app! 


It would be very helpful 
uld enable them to use 
that are necessary to 


an 


make their homes pleasant and attractive 
and to lift the burdens from the shoulders 
of the housewife 


Mayor LaGuarpia. Of course, you Know in 
our city we have to have electric light. There 


is no other way. And we provide for elec- 
tric light in our relief. We have to provide 
light in our relief allowances, and it is quite 
an item 


Mr. RANKIN. You do not have any coal in 
New York State at all? 

Mayor LAGUARDIA have a little coal, 
have we not? It does not amount to much 
All of our coal comes from Pennsylvania and 
West Virginia. 

Mr. RANKIN. You have no oil in New York, 
do you? 

Mayor LaGuarpia. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. No natural gas? 

Mayor LaGuvarpiA. No. 

Mr. RANKIN. They have none in New Eng- 
lar 


NV e 


Mayor LaGvuarp1a. No, 








Mr. RANKIN. In New England they have no 
oil, or no coal 
Mayor LaGuarpia. No. 


Mr. Hatt. We do up in our part of the 
State. There is some natural gas up in our 
State. 

Mr. Betrer. We have natural gas and oil 
in Alle ny County. 

Mr. RANKIN. But you do not have enough 
to generate any electricity or to supply any 
of tne cities 

Mayor LaGuarpia. No; water power is our 
h 

Mr. RANKIN. This water power is your hope 
to get cheap electricity to the people in that 

M LaGuarpia. That is right 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, then, going to the 

n t nerated. You do not know how 
much electricity the people in New York use 
a year? 

M r LaGuarpiA. I did Know, but I have 
fo tten 

RANKIN. Well, 15,000,000,000 kilowatt- 
hours or 15,600,000,000 kilowatt-hours. 

It true that this project will only gen- 
erat ut 6,000,000,000, and some of them 
are going to contend that that will not be 

ffi to supply them all 

Mayor LaGuarpia. All right. 

Mr. RANKIN. But if it is used as a yard- 
st k —— 

Mayor LaGuarpia (interposing). Take your 


Cleveland 


illustration. There you have a 
owned and operated plant and the 


municipal plant 

Mr. RANKIN. That is right. 

Mayor LaGuvuarpia. But your rates came 
down 

Mr. RANKIN. The rates are the same. 

Maycr LaGuarpIA. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Or practically the same. I 
h them right here before me. 

Mayor LaGvarpiA. That is right. 

Mr. RANKIN. In other words, if you build 
a line into New York City, and into every 


other city, and make electricity available, and 
then they know that you can get this power 


at this rate, it will force the power com- 
panies to come down to that level, will it 
not? 

Mayor LaGvuarpia. Absolutely. 

Mr. RANKIN. I will give you a concrete il- 


lustration. Tarrant City, Ala., and Bessemer, 
Ala., or what you might call suburbs of Bir- 
mingham—municipalities on each side of 
Birmingham. 

Mayor LaGvuarpia. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. We were enabled to get the 
T. V. A. power to those two cities. Frankly, 
I helped to do it. Members of the Alabama 
delegation came to see me, and I went to 
bat for them, and we got the T. V. A. power 
into those two cities. It immediately broke 
the rates in Birmingham a million dollars a 
year, and they are using power generated by 
coal out there at the Gorgas plant they took 
away from us when you and I were in Con- 
gress. You remember that? 

Mayor LaGuvarpia. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Which was built for a stand- 
by for the T. V. A. 

Mayor LaGuaropia. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. So, if this power is developed, 
it will not only pay for itself in 40 years 
or 50 years, but it can be used as a yardstick 
to force those rates down all over the State 
of New York? 

Mayor LaGuarpia. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. And all over the surrounding 
States. 

Mayor LaGvarp1a. All over that whole sec- 
tion. 

Mr. RANKIN. That whole section. 

Mayor LaGuvarptA. Quite right, into New 
England, as you say. 

Mr. RANKIN. Do you know what the over- 
charge in the State of New York last year 
was, for the whole State? 

Mayor LaGvuarpia. It was pretty big. 
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Mr. RANKIN. According to Ontario ra‘ 
Ontar course, is right across th 
and that is a public system. Accord 
the Ontario rates the people in New 
State 1: year paid in overcharg 
amounting to 201,000,000 

Now, I know that the opposition 
to come back, just as they came back ; 
about taxes. They are going to s 
the Ontario system pays no taxes, vw 
true; but in 1936, according to the r 
the Federal Power Commission, all 
taxes, cash contributions, and free s 
paid are presented by all of the power 
panies, all electric utilities, both put 
private, in the State of New York 
includes income taxes to both the § 
the Federal Governments, amounted t 
$48,000,000. 

The Federal Power Commission t 
that that situation has not changed 

Taking that $48,000,000 from that ¢ 
000,000, it shows a net overcharge for ' 
you get absolutely nothing in return i 
State of New York alone amounting to $ ‘ 
000,000. 

Mayor 
Jacksonville illustration. 
selves taxes there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Oh, yes; they pay tax 

yor LaAGuarp1a. And it is a steam 
RANKIN. That is right. 
LaGuarpiA. And still their r 











io, of 




















LaGuarpliA. Well, .you take 
They chaz 


RANKIN. That is right. 

yk the trouble to work out the 
for that whole area and I included 

agara development, because there is 

osition incorporated in the bill which I 
introduced for an authority in that 

cover both Niagara and the St. L 
Rivers. 

A line 300 miles long from those tw 
ects would cover practically all of New 
nearly all of Pennsylvania, nearly 
New England, and a large portion of M - 
gan and Ohio. 

I took the trouble to go into tl 
charges and figured them out and al 
the taxes paid for 1 year, and th 
charges paid in those, I believe, 10 } 
eastern States, after deducting all of 
taxes, cash contributions, and free s 
paid or rendered by both private and | 
utilities last year, still left a net ove 
for those 10 States of $401,000,000. JT 
enough to pay for this entire develop: 
and have considerable margin left. 

Mr. Osmers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Osmers. 

Mr. OsMeErs. I would like to ask you 
the set-up in the New York State Power Au- 
thority. That is a body that is in bein - 
day; is it not? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA, It is a State body 

Mr. OsMeErs. But it is not at the pl 
time distributing any power? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. No. 

Mr. OCsmers. Now, under the legislat 
which created the New York State P r Au- 
thority, would it be possible for that b 
sell power to surrounding States or i 
distribute power solely to the reside 
the State of New York? 

Mayor LaGuarpra. Why, I do not know. I 
do not have the act here and do not k 
whether they are so limited. 

Mr. OsmeErs. I would guess that they w« 
but I do not Know. 

Mayor LaGvarpra. I do not Know. 

Mr. Osme_rs. I come from the State of N 
Jersey, and I was wondering whether t 
cheap power—and I admired your p 
while Congressman RANKIN was 
ing 

Mr. RANKIN. And I admired yours. 

Mr. Osmers. This cheap power, after all, 


te 





of revenue that it receives from it, it 
all a Federal matter, and I think the Sx: 
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oc ! we a eat cial and economi 
i t you are istified now in 
I ‘ First, if does n come, then 
t I ent > of ver and machinery 
rec to the tot mall that it would 
I h f d, if the war uld n- 
1 t would be 1 § 
troub! t this additi 1 protection 
f ' t ‘ Vv il be of uk h reat Vv 1e 
th you uld be justified in ng ahead 
nm « r wu I uld say ft ceed now 
be } been kickir round » long 
Mr. RANKI Will the lem from Nev 
Je i for a su n? 
Mr. Osmers. I will yield to the gentleman 
Mr. Rat n. Tl merely an aut riza- 
T I t d s tr t £ uld aec ae 
( ! e such t t it is bet not 
to proceed with it ll you have to d vould 
be to hold up e appropriatior I an 
aut Y t 1 and n 1 appropri I 
h OsM: D the gentleman from Mis- 
§ I M RANKIN I f y ide in h 
mind that it not e intention of the ad- 
mit n to proceed h thi quickly 
as T I ° 
Mr. RANKIN. I hot t is the intention of 
the administration to proceed with it if is 
1 ed, but the administration does not 
have » do it. If the emergency should be- 
tl it would be determined 
tration that it is better to 
for a time 





it could be done 
up on the appropriations 
the any doubt as 
n is in fav 

mind, Mr. 


re s to 
yr of it? 


Chair- 


to 


wit h 


I want be 

I am appearing here 
belief tnat the appropri 

authorization 
Mr. RANKIN. You certainly think if this 
authorization is passed that the project will 
go ahead? 

Mayor LaGuarpi, Yes 

Mr. OsmMers. Now, there is one point that 
the may raised that I think should just 
be corrected for the purpose of the record. 
You mentioned the rather desirable objec- 
tive of creating a naval base on Lake Ontario. 


LAGUARDIA 


perfectly 
the 


will follow 


frank 


ute 
u 


th 


abso- 


+i 
ation 








Mayor LaGuarpia. Or anywhere on the 
Lakes. 

Mr. Osmers. Or anywhere in the Great 
Lakes area, 

Mayor LaGvarpia. Yes 

Mr. OsMers. Now, that would mean that we 
would have to see that our opponents stopped 
making war on us from about December 
until May, becau whatever was in would 
be in and whatever was out could never get 
back in, 

Mayor LaGuarpia. Tl goes also for com- 
petition; does it not? That makes me even, 

Mr. OsmMers. That would help your phase 
out, I am sure, but it would not help the 
Navy. It would not help the city of New 
York if our naval vessels were on Lake On- 
tario and the enemy ships were offshore. 

May LAGUARDIA. My understatement is 
Cc ensated then by my overstatement. 

Mr. RANKIN. But, do not confuse the power 
generation with that, because this power will 
be generated during the entire year. 

Mayor LaGuarpia. Yes. 

Mr. Osmers. I am not including power. 

Mr. PitreNGeR. And, they will be building 
ships during the entire year. 

Mr, RANKIN. And, the shipbuilding will be 
going on during the entire year. 

Mr. DonpDERO. Mr. Mayor, I have one ques- 
tion to ask. You have touched upon naval 
affairs and a naval base, and the use of inland 
seas as a base 

We understand that the shipbuilding fa- 
cilities now under Hitler’s domination ex- 
ceed ours 7 times. Do you not think 


from a commercial sense that 45 shipyards 
on the Great Lakes would be of a great ad- 
vantage if we could build ships on the Great 
Lakes and get them out to sea? 





Mayor LaGvuarptia. I grant that; but I do 
think that Hitler is building so many 

hips 

Mr. D Ero. At the present time he is 
} but the facilities under his domination 

ve been shown here to be seven times 
that of our own. 

Mayor LaGuarpia. The facilities? 

M DonpeEro. The facilities for building 

Mayor LaGuarptia. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. In that connection, every in- 


d waterway in Europe has been developed 
nth de now. The mayor 
I a While ago about being over there in 
1904 when the development of electricity was 
just | ining. Ninety percent of even the 
rm in Europe are electrified now, 
outside of Russia, and in some of those coun- 
is 100 percent. They are far ahead 


» the yree 


Ke 


home 


1 the development of inland waterways 
and development of water power 
Mr. MAcieJEwskI. Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Maciejewski. 


Mr. MACcIiEJEWSKI. Mr. Mayor, some testi- 
mony has been brought out here to the effect 
that possibly a lot of this defense materia 


will be taken up by this project. When Mr. 


Knudsen was here he testified that it would 
take about 10,000 men; take about one-half 
of 1 percent of the cement for the defense 
requirements for 1941 and 1942; about one- 
tenth of 1 percent of the lumber; and pos- 


sibly three one-hundredths of 1 percent of 
the steel; the three important materials that 
» this project. 

I was just wondering what value the 
Lawrence project would have from the 
point of view of joint defense efforts of 
Canada and the United States, assuming this, 
that this emergency will last for a long time. 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. Well, I will guarantee 
to furnish you the 10,000 men right off of my 
relief rolls in New York. 

Mr. MACcIrEJEWSKI. And the value, Mr. 
Mayor, the value of the joint defense effort 
on the part of both the United States and 
Canada would be what? What value would 
that be, the use of the St. Lawrence project? 

Mayor LaGvarop1A. Of course, if they break 
through the British Fleet and then break 
through our fleet, then we will be in very 
serious trouble. 

I am perfectly frank. Our present defense 
plan is an offshore defense plan. If they get 





St 


that close we will certainly have serious 
trouble. If they get that close we certainly 
want this project and everything else we 
can ge 

Mr. Voornts. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. VoorRHIS. 

Mr. Voornts. Mr. Mayor, we have heard 
so! witnesses come here and say that 


they were worried because there was going 
to be a labor shortage and that in construct- 
ing this project it was going to be serious 
from that standpoint. 

I would like to have you tell me what you 
think about the possibility of having a labor 
shortage? 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. Well, we still have in 
New York about 140,000 or 145,000 adults on 
home relief, and our W. P. A. has been re- 
duced to 44,000. 

Mr. Voornts. A considerable portion of 
those people would be able to do the work 
on projects of this kind? 

Mayor LaGuarpra. Oh my, yes. I will tell 
you what you have done, gentlemen, in tak- 
ing the aliens off the W. P. A. You have 
given them a premium instead of penaliz- 
them. Now, we have to support them 
on home relief, while they used to work. 

Mr. GavaGAN. They sit back and grow fat. 

Mayor LaGuarpia, And, if you will go 
through the parks, you will see them bowling 
like this [demonstrating]. 

Mr. GavacaNn. Up in my district you will 
see them pitching horseshoes. 

Mr. Voornis. Here is the next question 
that I would like to ask. Would you agree 
that one of the most important elements in 


ing 
11S 
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national defense and one of the real « 
tials would be to increase the gener 
duction of the country as much as p 
Mayor LaGuaropia. Yes, sir. Your p 
ment in your defense is your bigg 
Mr. VoorHis. What I am getting at ; 
Is it not going to be a very basic fa 
national defense to increase producti: 
erally of all sorts as much as we can 
Mayor LaGuarp1a. That is right 
Mr. Vooruis. And is it not 
possibility of doing that depends t 
large extent upon the availability of 
ficient power? 
Mayor LaGuarpiA. To a great extent 


true th 


Mr. Voornis. Another quest 
would like to ask you is whether yj 
any idea as to how much electric r 


New York City would be reduced to tl 
mate consumer if this project wers 
out? 

Mayor LaGvuarpra. I think anyth 
would reflect on the rates would bs 
I know the rate schedules are very s 
and the public-service comnrissio 
sensitive, too. They get it once in 

Mr. VoorHis. Now, assuming for the 
argument—which I understand you 
agree with, as I understand you do n 
with the figures—but let us assun 
there is a loss of $1,000,000 a year 
merce in the port of New York; let us 
that that is right. 

Then, let me ask you this, To what 
do you believe the development of 
tional industries in other sections | 
of the State of New York or norther 
England would be of any direct 
the city of New York? Do I make 
clear? 

Mayor LaGvuarp1A. Assuming that 
sake of argument? 

Mr. Voornis. That is right. 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. The 
loss which I will not concede. 

Mr. Voornuis. That is right. 

Mayor LaGuarpiA. That loss would be 
and compensated for by increased c 
cial activities in that section of the 
Of course after all, we are an edu 
city; we are an amusement city; 
light-manufacturing city; we get the 
of increased activities in that wh 
tion. 

Mr. VoorHis. Would you even go s 
to say that if the development of thi 
way makes it possible to open up m 
industries, and cheaper transportat! 
cheaper goods, and so on in great 
of the country, would you go so far 
say if in the vicinity of Green Bay 
there was additional prosperity, more | 
employed, more general employment 
some of that would be reflected in New 

Mayor LaGvuaroia. Of course we Ww 
benefited. Those people would we 
and better clothes which we make 
York or buy other things which we m 


b 


Mr. Voornts. One more questior 
Mayor. Can you tell me of any i 


where new and improved methods of 
portation were proposed or were ab 
become possible, where there was not 


spread alarm over the fact that this im; 


ment of transportation possibiliti 


going to ruin certain existing industri 


certain existing facilities? 
Mayor LaGvuarp1a. That is the hist 
progress. 


Mr. Voornts. But nevertheless 


turned out to be of general social be 


has it not? 
Mayor LaGuarpi. Yes. 
Mr. Vooruis. I think that is all. 


Mr. RANKIN. When they started to bu 
@ dam on the Shannon River in Ireland t 
power industry in England took it up < 
said that if they were going to build a d 
on the Shannon, damn was the proper W 


to use, and tried to scare those I 
out so that they would not get the 
of electricity, 
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net million- 








LaGuarpia. And 
scenic beauty. 
Oh, yes; scenic 


raised 
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beauty is 
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r. Chairman, 
F tAIRMAN. Mr. ELLIS. 

s. Mr. Mayor, I appreciate your 
ywsement of all of these 
the fact, are y 


ng that you are 


rojects 
projec 


are ol 


u 


+) 





efore this commi 
To1l . ith ite 
Valley Authority 


vour general endorsement endor 


LaGuarpia. That is a new 


one 


m, 
“= 


s. Assuming that such a proposal 





liming that you have 


yp and generate 


RDIA 
rrpower to dev 


or that sectic 





ricity f 
Picivy 4 


n of the coun- 





ao 





question 


freight I 


ht rates would provide for 
1ance the future growth of 
you would likewise endorss 

I for the South and the 
LAGUARDIA. Well, give me a bres 
East, plea se Do not forget t 


Throw 


vor of cheaper tra 


ine them all ¢ 


nia nsp at 

LaGuarpia. Of course; but t t 
nic question You have to take 
into consideration; costs and 
I s. We in the South feel that we 
who are beir seriously dis- 

iinst in transpo! ym costs 


LAGUAI 


we feel 


o something must be wrong every- 
\ ims. Mr. Chairman, would it be 
me to get the M r’s endorsement 
( tral Valley p € 
Berrer. Mr Mavor. I was interested 


area 





u € ( e on 
tle bit more, give us the reason that 

it that was so vital? 
LaGuarpia. You see, the technique 
e has changed entirel} this new 
e has de ped asa ry 1 - 
+++ k of i ai + l center First 
t demoralizing effect on the popula- 
d the morale of your peo} e i l- 
re ted in your fighting forces hat 
ent That is not new. But, as some- 
ed out here, war today is really a 
rial conflict It is a question 
r untry can prod -e the m tchines 
e weapons of war Therefore, your 
ry cience dictates immediately that if 
can get at the source of the produ n 
can destroy more than you can in ¢ ial 


thereiore, 





it is considered now 


fare, justifiable to attack 

sources of production. And in addi- 

to that, when you get your population in 
nation and in fear to the extent 

t panic, then you have demands for 

i ts of protection—shelters, immé te 


of air forces, antiaircraft, 
and you detract from your 

ctive of attacl y 

me back into a def 

ffensive war to end 

One thing in war, you never must under- 


estimate either the strength or the 


XC——576 


sea; 


Huon 





cki y the enen 








it 


n 


strategy 







































































or the cruelty of the enemy, and you must 
for And t t is why we are so 
I iducting t ampaign of 
for the civilian tion so that 
take care of mselves and not 
become panic stricken, become confus 
Because you t any of our rge <« 
unless you have them tr¢ nd unless you 
have some control of eve 
tendency is to rus] i} & pal 
there imme l n he s f life 
through panic we uld be greater 
ibly could be from d t bomb 
that is re tryi to im} 
less tion, the neces 
civilia tion and trail 
discipline ») take care of ther 
event of s > al ttack. I} 
our chances are about 95 } 
could not be in it, but we overlook 
that 5 percent 

Mr. Bert: e you said that 5 
percent is what » ¢ afraid 

Mayor LaGuarpia, Yes; t is what I 
mean 

Mr. Berrer. Did you de é f 
at that time which would |! st likely t 
be attacked? 

Mayor LaGvuarpra. I think this: If a it- 
tack come t will be an att kK « our t 
east coa cities, and if tl i make ¢ 
arrangements dow! l i W iit 

our Gulf oil ci s V ld be 
RANKIN. Wh is that? 
or LAGwuarpra. Our G f oil e¢ 
RANKIN. Mayor, you were i at 1 
1e last war? 
yor LaGuaropra. I w I ! 
_ RANKIN. You eat I é 

M Lac A. Ye 

Mr. RANKIN. So that 1 are far I i 
th ? 

Mayor LaGuarpta. It has deve ed so 
much since that , 

I CHAIRMAN. He voluntar gave ! 
Sé 1 ¢ ess to 

Mr. RANKIN. Ye 

Mayor LAGUARDIA. We dropped 24 | b 
I flew a Caproni, and we dropped 24 |} bs 
and 12 of them were incendiary bor TI 

sth 9 * 
on on , ; 
n 
ld say bout 2! 
hundare { 
| them rhe t ng technique nd t 
| chemical technique has ¢ d quite a 
| They « » ther dru! basket i 
} the break 1 l n t d 
then spread around. But t I i 
that in I ar 

Mr. DONDERO. Mayor, do y me t 
Ww ae 

Mayor LAGUARDIA. Ye 

| M » Rew y? 
2 LaGuarpra, Not in the } Ww 
} > did u r I 
Ww t a\ n is ¢ We 
I > in ir 1 ( t 
in eed, we ¢ not ] l 
ER. How does the - 
v > e in the s ; 

M LAGUARDIA. No < I 

Mr. BE 2. Noc parisor 

M LAGUARDIA. Just no « paris 

| Mr. BEITER. Now, in yo d r i 
th r I be : 1 inclu f L 
re eV i 1 y rit 

M r LAGUARDIA. O of urse 
would I ly if England Ws u 
Mr. BEITer. Y¢ if the 5 perce ay ne? 

} Mavor LaGu t If we } ¢ t c 
along our < st here ndicatir t ene \ 

| might make a landin re [i catir d 

| then come down the St. Lawrence and ¢ 
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value rt c I nce Ww a 
I d, t t we could fj 5 
t Great s 
M LAGUARDIA. W j 
I many thir lave - 
Mr. Mac! WSKI. Mr. M I I 
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Mr. BeITer. All rig! I \ i 


¢ ) 
M r Lat 
M MACIE 
yw r ; 
Mayor Lat 
4 


Atr WT y 
H Defer 
M BEITER 


burgh and u 
i i 
ex ‘ 

tl t 

y A 
} r 
} t : 
( 

i 
( 

ne m. 

I 

t C 


i 
I 
V 
I I 
} ¢ 
i 
I I 
MT r 
ns : 
I I 
k > 
h I 
( 
ne : 
I I 
YY 
" » 7 
{ I 
uw 
( I 
ea 





I 
1 
D ] 
.¥ . 
Ww ‘ 
W 
( t 








9134 
Jie 

M LAGUARDIA. I don't think s0, because 
t) t e' and e bombers 
v 

I I I 1 ir is 
h reve 
N I ( DIA I I t 
h I I t 
TAC 4 A. I 
t ! f he 
} de 
IA. ‘J 
, } } C 1 be 
7 T £ c - 
I A.B mo! Will 
c I 
I W H 
I Wi ! ( 
] r I 1 i I 
} met l you had 
f mt York ¢ ( 
} 

h LA AT Ss Y 

Vi i W ( I ( 

M Lac A. I k i t 

Mr. | B 

M I UA A. I think 

Mr. I Do you e they ild ob- 
le é l i r dt 
‘ I f ( I er p e of 

N LAGt NIA. I k1 I hey 
w ad ¢ l e! re SU 1 

Mr. I Ag i f ? 

M I AGUAPDIA, Ye 

M ! You d know \ ( 1 
they a I { ip p 
4 it 

N LAGUA A. Well ] I ed ( 

} y projec 
I On Le \ I y 
u ( ect h } I ec 

M LAGUARDIA, I r \ I would 
] ceve ea 

M Phe d n nd sin- 
r é l ( T} e interested 
in e of »> State? 

M LAGUARDIA l x have 1 cer n 
Vv ! j re en € ol 

I CHA AN. Th is all, I} € 

h GA N. Exce Mr. Mays Mr. Os- 
I you ; ut a provision f the é 
( ! I ‘ 1 th vent th bill is put 
tl e adjoining State I vy d 
] ( t uv ntion th here is 
a pl in the bill f € o ad- 
jo t rh pro\ n is on page 3, 
line 9 

I 1 ) he I ngeeme! 

Th m between the United Sta 
and th e of York Power Authority— 
. l ide p ons protec y the in- 
t $ the 1 ed States l uring 
i 1 equ )] C n of h 
p dome nd rur co mers with- 
in ¢ transn ion di ( 

M Lat \ a. Ye nd e we not al- 
v ] 1 erous to New J V 

r ( AN. Mr. Mayor,Iv to than k 
you. We nk you very much 

Ma\ Lat RDIA. Tl K u It is very 
I » | up h € 

T} ( ._MA Nov s Capt Gar d 
h ( 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, are we 


going to take the studies of the Interna- 
tional Joint Commission, the studies of 
the Department of Commerce, the stud- 


ies cf the Governors of States, and the 


mayors of cities, or is the Senate to delay 
this development because of the protests 
and the propaganda paid for by the 


opponents of the improvement? 

It will be perfectly evident to any Sen- 
ator who studies the record, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the opposition to the seaway is 
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moke screen. Behind it are the 
most powerful banking interests and the 
m«¢ powerful peacetime monopolies in 
this country, such as aluminum, steel, 
and the utilities, which are determined to 
maintain their privileged position by 
rating their plants and capaci- 
in a few locations where they were 
before the war, to continue to take ad- 
van e of Pittsburgh-plus rate devices, 
i to continue a policy of scarcity and 


a mere 


concent 


1 rates for their light metals, their 
el, their electricity and power. 

Mr. President, having discussed the St. 
Lawrence project on its merits, and hav- 
ng presented a summary of the record 
I re us, I wish to proceed now to the 
question of whether the Aiken-Ferguson- 
S! tead amendment was properly sub- 
I 1 by former Secretary of State Hull 
as an agreement rather than as a treaty. 

I have listened to the discussion of this 
question by some of my colleagues with 
considerable amazement. I have heard 


it said that the agreement of March 19, 
1941, negotiated by former Secretary 
Hull is illegal, a violation of the Consti- 


tution, and a mere device to overcome 
the two-thirds requirement. It is aston- 
ishing to me to hear the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Bartey] and the 


Senator from Louisiana |Mr. OverToN] 
denounce this agreement as if it were a 
dishonest and an unworthy instrument, 
when the whole record shows that over 
a period of nearly 12 years former Secre- 
tary of State Hull labored unceasingly 
for the St. Lawrence project, and recom- 
mended to Congress the very procedure 


and the precise terms of the amendment 
which we are now considering. 
The other day the Senator from Ver- 


mont | Mr. AIKEN] presented half a dozen 
separate official documents, all signed by 
former Secretary Hull, consisting of 
notes to Canada, letters to officials of the 
National Grange and other supporters of 
the project, letters to Chairman MAns- 
FIELD of the House committee, the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], 
and the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Bartey], all endorsing the St. Law- 
rence project in words that with 
conviction. he letters addressed to 
Members of the Senate and the House 
specifically endorse the project in the 
form of an agreement, and specifically 
endorse and recommend the enactment 
into law of the legislation now pending 
as an amendment to the river and har- 
bor bill. I wonder if it is possible that 
the Senate, in the last days of this ses- 
sion, is prepared to discredit and repudi- 
ate the work of a former Member of this 
body, fresh upon the heels of his retire- 
ment after 50 years of distinguished pub- 
lic service, 12 of them having been in the 
office of Secretary of State. 

In addition to the advice and recom- 
mendation of former Secretary of State 
Hull, we have the opinion and recom- 
mendation of the Attorney General, now 
Associate Justice Robert H. Jackson, of 
the Supreme Court, that the agreement 
is legal and constitutional, if imple- 
mented by reciprocal legislation enacted 
by both branches of Congress. We have 
Similar opinions in the Recorp from 
more than a dozen lawyers on the House 
Rivers and Harbors Committee who fa- 


‘ins 
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A 
vorably reported the agreement and | 
bill in the last Congress. We have + 
opinion of Mr. Hackworth, a man 
has served for the last 15 years ao | 
adviser of the State Department. y 
have the opinion of a distiney 
member of the New York State bar. H 
George S. Reed, a trustee of the P 
Authority of the State of New York 
sented for the Recorp on Monday. De. 
cember 4, by the senior Senator 
New York (Mr. WaAcneErR], himss 
former justice of the appellate di 
of the Supreme Court of the State of N 
York. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I may say also tl 
have the opinion of the best legal m 
of the Dominion of Canada that. 
as they are concerned, the St. Law 
seaway is a perfectly sound subj 
an agreement, and does not requi! 
treaty. 

Mr. LANGER. I thank the S 
for calling that fact to my attention, 
is also a fact, Mr. President, that 
only do we have the opinion of th: 
legal minds in the Dominion of C 
but some of the men who are holdin 
outstanding judicial positions in t} 
country gave such opinions before t 
assumed their judicial positions. § 
as I know, not a single outstanding law- 


yer of the Dominion of Canada has 
an opinion contrary to the legality of t 
development of the St. Lawrence s 
and I think that they have held th 
construction can be done unde 
agreement rather than a treaty. 

Mr. AIKEN. They have so held 

Mr. LANGER. Can the Senator f1 
Vermont give me the name of a sil 
outstanding lawyer in the Dominion 
Canada who has given a cont: 
opinion? 

Mr. AIKEN. No; = never have h 
of a distinguished lawyer in the Dom 
ion of Canada who has given an o} 
to the contrary. On the other hand 
know that Canada officially agrees th 
an agreement is adequate so far as shi 
is concerned. Of course, Canada d 
not undertake to interpret our laws; b 
as the Senator from North Dakota |] 
said, former Secretary of State Hull de- 
voted 10 years to this work; Associate 
Justice Robert Jackson rendered his de- 
cision, and many others have also gi\ 
similar opinions, 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, what d 
we have on the record? Today we a! 
interested, not in what the Senator fri 
Louisiana may say, but we are interested 
intherecord. Irepeat, What do weh 
on the record to challenge those opin- 
ions and to justify the attacks which ¢ 
being made against the regularity 

he validity of the procedure followed by) 
former Secretary Hull in this matter? 

We have one opinion which was give 
before the Committee on Commerce by 
Yale law professor, Dr. Edwin L. Bor- 
chard. Weare asked by members of the 
Committee on Commerce to accept the 
unsupported opinion of Dr. Borchard, 
who wrote a brief last spring challenging 
Mr. Hull’s procedure, and had it printed 
and circulated throughout the country 
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imprint of the National St. 
Project Conference. That is 
organization which appeared 
House Committee in 1941 and 
» Same question, and was voted 
| by the lawyers on that com- 
» favorably reported the same 
ent which is now before the Sen- 
vote of 17 to 8. 
re the members of the National 
nce Project Conference? They 
found listed on page 370 of the 
rings on the St. Lawrence 
Their names are entirely fa- 
those of us who have followed 
of the propaganda circulated 
ist 20 years against the St. Law- 
lopment. The Association of 
n Railroads is one of the leading 
1 the organization. The Niagara 
r Planning Board, with its utility 
ons in Buffalo, is another. The 
1 Coal Association is represented. 
but not least, is the Chamber 
merce of the State of New York. 
the organization with 90 percent 
members recruited from the finan- 
trict of New York City which in 
hen the St. Lawrence project was 
the Senate, had on its roster 13 
of the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co, 
senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL- 
brought out those facts in his let- 
Thomas W. Lamont on February 
193¢, when the same interests were 
ig the St. Lawrence project in the 
of the Hoover-Stimson treaty. 
Now, when the project is offered in 
form of an agreement, these same 
sts are still opposed to it. Of 
se, it is too transparent to require 
ment that these interests care noth- 
ibout the form of the instrument. 
reactionary groups that place 
own interests above those of the 
ple of this country are determined to 
k the improvement of the St. Law- 
nce no matter what form it may take. 
They have found in Dr. Borchard a ready 
rument to raise the fantastic issue 
t this agreement negotiated and sub- 
tted by Secretary Hull in 1941, before 
entered the war, was made in antici- 
n of settlements in 1945 or later, to 
w the war, in which we were not en- 
ed in 1941. Moreover, they charge 
retary Hull with seeking to set a 
edent to overcome the two-thirds 
rule as a part of an administration 
me when everyone knows that this 
endment was printed on September 
21, 1944, under the joint authorship of 
e Senator from Vermont, the Senator 
from Michigan, and the Senator from 
Minnesota, three Republican Members 
the Senate. 
Now, Mr. President, I desire to speak 
to the form of the agreement itself. 
The opponents of the St. Lawrence proj- 
t say that because it calls for an ex- 
hange of ratifications by the President 
and by the King of Great Britain, that 
proves it is a treaty requiring a two- 
thirds vote and not an agreement sub- 
ject to approval in reciprocal legislation 
enacted by both branches of Congress 
and by the Canadian Parliament. This 
is the flimsiest argument I have heard 
raised in a serious discussion of a con- 





stitutional question. It is obviously de- 
signed to create prejudice, to arouse the 
kin of sentiments to which Mayor 
Thompson of Chicago made an appeal 
some years ago when he conducted a 
campaign for mayor on the pledge that 
if elected he would “punch the King of 
Great Britain in the snoot.” 

I can assure my colleagues that, al- 
though, as everyone knows, we in North 
Dakota are not particularly partial to 
the King of Great Britain, mention of 
the British King in connection with the 
Hull agreement of 1941 is not going to 
prejudice against this project a single 
soul in North Dakota, with its hundreds 
of miles along the unfortified Canadian 
border, or, for that matter, any informed 
and literate person in any section of this 
country. 

For a great many years we have had 
in North Dakota a peace garden where 
citizens of North Dakota and Manitoba 
and other parts of Canada meet annually 


and there together smoke the pipe of 
peace. We in North Dakota are per- 


fectly aware that every act of the Cana- 
dian Parliament is proclaimed in 
name of the King, and that it is a mere 
formality, having not the slightest effect 
upon the complete independence and 
the control of the Parliament of Canada 
over the subject matter. 

There is, however, a practical reason 
why an exchange of ratifications be- 
tween the President on the part of the 
United States and the nominal sovereign 
of the Dominion on the part of Canada, 
is necessary in the adoption of reciprocal 
legislation by the two countries. 

We have before us an amendment 
which implements the agreement and 
also deals with purely domestic concerns, 
such as the Federal-State accord be- 
tween the Federal Government and New 
York on the power development in that 
S.ate. Canada has the same right to 
deal with her purely domestic concerns 
in adopting reciprocal legislation to ef- 
fectuate the agreement. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
STEWART in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota yield to the 
Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I think it might be inter- 
esting to note at this point in the Sen- 
ator’s remarks the fact that the State- 
Federal accord reached between the Fed- 
eral Government and the State of New 
York in 1933 was approved by the House 
of Representatives, was sent to the 
Senate, and was reported to the Senate 
by a majority of the Foreign Relations 
Committee to which it was referred, but 
it was never acted upon, because the 
treaty, which was the form in which the 
matter was offered at that time, failed 
to receive a two-thirds vote. Therefore, 
the Senate never did vote on the State- 
Federal accord between the Federal Gov- 
ernment and New York. 

Mr. LANGER. May Iinterrupt to ask 
the distinguished Senator if what is pro- 
posed to be done here has not been done 
hundreds of times in the history of this 
country? 

Mr. AIKEN, I think so. 


he 
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There is nothing new 
been done repeatedly 
since the beginning of our Government. 
Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator refer 
to doing business with foreign countries 
by agreement? 
Mr. LANGER. No: but to the accord 


Senator mentioned a few m« 


Mr. LANGER 


about it; it has 


the 


Mr. AIKEN. The Senator is in a bet- 
ter position to know about that than I 
am. I presume it has been done often, 
and I see no reason why it could not ve 
done 

Mr. LANGET At some point, the two 


2 
Governments must of necessity give no- 
tice to each ot that the reciprocal 
legislation thus enacted, dealing with a 
great navigation and power project, 
volving the construction of works on both 
sides of the line, is acceptable and suf- 
ficient for that purpose. To say that 
exchange of ratifications conve 
the agreement into a treaty is a prepos- 
terous proposition, belied by the whole 
1istory of our dealings with Canada and 
other nations throughout the world. 

The other day it was suggested on the 
loor that a treaty is obviously required 
to deal with boundary waters of the 
United States and that certainly we 
could not construct any works in wholly 
Canadian waters with United States 
funds, without such a treaty. 

This argument was completely 
ploded on Thursday, December 7, by 
able Senator from Vermont, who 
duced from the Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, a partial list of 10 
separate projects which we have under- 
taken and completed since 1902 across 
the boundary line in wholly Canadian 
waters, at a cost of more than $20,000,- 


ner 


in- 


this 


eX- 
the 


pro- 


000. How was this work accomplished? 
By treaty? No; as the Senator pointed 
out it was accomplished under the au- 


thority of acts 
of provision: 


Sucn as 


of Congress in the form 
in river and harbor bills, 
the pending amendment, accom- 


panied in some instances by exchanges of 
notes between the two Government 

In the light of this record, I cannot 
oelieve that the Senate is prepared to 


repudiate and rebuke our Secretary of 
State, Cordell Hull, who in submitting the 
present agreement has followed a well- 
established line of precedent. I cannot 


believe that the Senate will now chal- 
lenge the legality of a procedure which 
Secretary Elihu Root, Philander C. Knox, 


Attorney 
ec 


mLa 


General and later Secretary 
te, and every President 

dore Roosevelt has followed 
improvements in the Great Lakes-St. 
Lawrence system. I cannot believe that 
we are ready to tear up the agreement 
negotiated by Secretary of State Hull as 


ol 
since Theo- 
in making 


a clumsy and illegal document, and to 
send it back to be done over again in 
proper form by the men who recently 


have been selected to succeed Secretary 
Hull and his former ai in the State 
Department. I do not believe that we 
can look to Mr. Stettinius who is not a 





lawyer, to Mr. Grew, who is not a lawyer, 
to Mr. Clayton, who is not a1 , or to 
Mr. MacLeish, who is not a lawyer, to im- 


prove upon the soundness or the legality 
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of the procedure which was followed un- 
der § y Hull direction over the 
p 12 in ne t ing and subr - 
tir to is carefully balanced agree- 
ment ¢ St. Lawrence project with 
our neé to the no} 

Th { hnical obje ons which are 
now 1 1 in the Se e 3 irs after 
Sec! Hull recommended the agree- 
me! ! ised bet u ol any genu- 
int for the C titution or be- 
( ( ! ender regard for the rights 
nd } of the Senate. The; 
have been 1 i and have grown stale 
in ft | ifanda spread by selfish in- 
tere ou the Senate for the sole 
pur} of confusing the issue, of caus- 
ing « and of obstructing the develop- 
m of the St. Lawrence River. They 
are Yt d by those who led the fight 
against the ratification of the Hoover 
Treaty of 1932 and who are attacking 
the Hull Agreement now because they 
hope to prevent the completion of the St. 


Lawren 


Indeed, the 


away and power project. 
Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 


OverRTON!, who with the Senator from 
North Carolina | Mr. BaILey], is on record 
over and over again against the St. Law- 
rence improvement, frankly stated in his 
radio speeches in Louisiana last summer, 


when he was a candidate for renomina- 


tion that limself to “continue 
to oppose any treaty or agreement to pro- 
vide for the construction of the St. Law- 
rence way.” 

Mr. President, we have another au- 


thority to v 
on the m 
he sufficiency 
pendin 


islation 


hom we can appeal, both 
of this project and on 
and soundness of the 
amendment. The proposed leg- 
and the procedure recommended 
tary Hull received the unquali- 
fied endorsement in 1941 of another for- 
mer Member of the Senate, who served 
than a decade as chairman of 

the Comm on the Judiciary, and 
who was the of one of the few 
impo. tive changes which has 
been written into our Constitution in the 
last half century. I refer, of course, to 
the late Senator from Nebraska, George 
W. Norri I wish to read an article he 
contril 1 on the St. Lawrence project 
when the bill H. R. 4927, incorporated in 
mendment to be proposed, was 
under cons ration public hearings 
before the House Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors in the last Congress. Sena- 
tor Norris’ statement was presented to 
the committee by Judge Culkin, then a 
publican member of the com- 


ranking Re] 


rits 


by Seci 


for more 
ttee 
author 


) + Hy > 
nt alirma 


ide at 


mit from New York. 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 


sent that the article by the late Senator 
Nor which I am about to read, be 
printed in the Recorp in the same sized 
type used in printing my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered 

Mr. LANGER. The article by George 
W. Norris is entitled “Pattern for the 
Welfare of All,” and Senator Norris said: 

In the summer of 193: 
national Rapids section of the 
tiver and saw the wate 
rushing wasted and 
There I inspected 
powe rhoust ie cks, 


3 I visited the Inter- 
St. Lawrence 
rs of the Great Lakes 
unharnessed to the sea, 
the of the dams, 
and works which 


sites 


other 


CONGRES 


SIONAL 











l be in the State of New York and 
e P f Ont I link in 
ed Great es-St. I nce sea- 
ver deve me under the proj- 
r Vv pend n ¢ € 
I conclu ! I expr ed in 1933 re- 
the ut ation of the St. l nce 
pe me well for emerge y de- 
en eeds, fairly represent my views today 
e benefits this project will bring 
I t k there is a wonderful opportunity 
( t £ La for the entire country 
I en ins an increase in the 
I ) on ll it ricultural 
} will apply to all ippin 
The roje if approved, will give to the 
g f New York, 1,100,000 horsepower of 
elec ty tl is as cheap ar power on 


Let me digress a moment to say, Mr. 
President, that since the time George W. 


Norris spoke, the engineers have found 


that the amount of horsepower which 
will be developed is not 1,100,000, but 
1,200,000. The late Senator Norris con- 
tinued: 

Northern New York is fortunate to have 
ac its very door one of the greatest resources 
of m nd. Ido not know of a better one. 





Lawrence River is a tremend 


us 


potential source of energy. The Great Lakes 
form natural reservoir which controls the 
immense flow of water through the St. Law- 
rence, practically without variation. 

In tl development of the St. Lawrence, 
New York State gets the power and pays the 


cost of the power 


will be 


works The cost of power 
reduced by charging up to power only 


that part of the improvement which can 
properly be so charged, the entire cost being 
divided between navigation and power. 

In Ontario, Canada, just across the line, 
they have the cheapest electricity rates any- 
where in the world. The St. Lawrence de- 
velopment ought to give cheaper power to 
the State of New York than they have in 
Ontario at the present time. This is a con- 


test 


greed 


between human happiness and human 
The private-power interests do not 
want the people of the State of New York to 


buy electricity at 1 cent a kilowatt-hour. 


I digress to say that, regardless of my 
great respect for the late distinguished 
George W. Norris, he is again in error 
when he says that Ontario, Canada, has 
the cheapest power in the world, because 
the cheapest power is at Tacoma, Wash., 
and the development of power at low 
rates there was through the efforts of our 
former colleague, Senator Homer T. 
Bone. What Senator Norris says is cer- 
tainly to the point, and good enough in 
anybody’s language. The late Senator 
continued: 


I would favor the St. La 





wrence project if 


there were No power whatever developed in 
this improvement. It may be that uncon- 
sciously I am prejudiced on this subject be- 


cause I have spent all of my grown life 
the great West, where freight rates are a very 
important consideration in our economy. 
The improvement of this waterway leading 
to the ocean would, in practical effect, mean 
the bringing of the Atlantic to the middle 
of the United States. It would lessen the 
burden of the great agricultural part of ou 
country which constitutes the bread basket 
the Union. As a matter of fact, it should 
lower freight rates even in the East. 

Our export agricultural products would, 
with the reduction of freight rates, bring 
prosperity to millions of producers in nearly 
all parts of the United States and especially 
in that region between the Alleghenies and 
the Rockies. It would mean a slight increase 
in what the producer would get for nearly 


in 





‘ 
Ol 
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DECEMBER ] 
everything we € nd nearly ever 
Wwe itn cre cost 
sumer. Anything that can be ¢ 
duce the cost of trar ( ion t 
producer and the consumer and gs 
nearer together will be of last k 
all the people of our country 

It is true the river would not be 
year round but its effect upon trar 
would to a very great extent, at le; 
ing throughout the entire year. Th 
tical effect would be to put Ch 





and to put all of the cou 
ago much nearer to the ocean 
cost of this V t nav tior 


uld be 


ment we very much le é 
electric power that would be produ 
der the bill the President has recom: 





the cost allocated to power, which 


fixed by the engineers of the War D 
and the New York Power Authority 
375,000. In other words, th¢ 
power would pay that much 
of the investment and at 
bring to the consumers of power 
within transmission distance lower 
for electricity. This not only will ad 
the Federal cost of the navigation in 
ment to less than $200,000,000, but vy 
bring benefits to a large portion of th 
try by reason of the fact that it w 
electricity much cheaper than it n i 
reality, it will have an effect upon the 
of electricity everywhere, particular] 
the Rocky Mountains 

ie T. V. A. is a living 


se who ¢ 
ward 


te 
the 





ever 





} 


example of 
occurs when cheap electricity is availat 


the consumer. 


Mr. President, I digress at this } 


to say that the Senator from Montar 


{Mr. Murray] and I submitted 
amendment to the flood-control 
which would make the M. V. A. a pri 
type of the T. V. A., and bring t 


Missouri Valley the same benefits as ni 


enjoyed in Tennessee and neighbo! 
States. 

I continue to read from the artic] 
the late Senator Norris: 

The benefits do not come entirely t 
who use the electricity. The 
and the laborer, wherever electrical 
ances are made, in this 
are lowered, electricity is used for 
more purposes, and every additional u 
the effect of bringing comfort, happi: 
and even financial profit to those wh 
far beyond the rushing waters whe 
power is developed. 

The comparative costs of hydro and 
plants are always mentioned when (¢ 
is considering a public-pow 
difference in cost depends upon locatio 
all. There are some steam plants wh 
duce power very cheaply, and there are 
hydro plants that do not produce } 
cheaply as the best steam plants. If tl 
for the production of electric pov 
cated in an alluvial country, where ti 
waters are to damage the d 
wash it away, the power produced I 
cost more than it would if the dam wei 


manul 
1 
share benefit 


rates 





liable 






cated in a stream with a rocky found 
or between rock-bound shores On 
Lawrence there are no floods, no de} 
silt, and the works will be built on 


It would be unfair to compare the } 
tion of power at the mouth of a coal ! 
with the cost of power produced in a ¢ 


try where it would be impossible to constr 


a dam that would not be subject to wa 
outs and deterioration when floods come 
is equally unfair to compare the cost 
steam plant with the proposed St. Lawr 
hydroelectric development which 
duce power withcut any limit as to time 
far as we are now able to see. All of 
factors must be taken into considerati 





t 


r project. 17 


will pr 





1 








p 

mple 

s Dam 

tored 

l€ reams 

ason, the w ng d the 

> Tennessee, ¢ later to the 

tself, creates t floods, de- 

t only millions of dollars’ worth 
everywhere but even hur life 





essee Valley Authority is now con- 
a dam Known as the 
les from the mouth of 
er. It will have a storage capacity 
)}000 acre-feet of water. All of 
Tennessee Valley Authority 
Norris Dam and the Kentux 
When y 

ed and properly utilized, they will 
reat effect upon the navigability 
from the mouth of the Tennessee 
ith of the Ohio and of the Missis- 
itself below the mouth of the 
carried to completion under 











they 


me storage value 


When 


m, the Tennessee River will be 
practically the year round. In 
in all of these dams are produc- 





The water that goes over the 
Dam is used again eight times for | 
before it leaves the Tennessee River. 


as useful after it has done all of 
T 








igs as it was in the beginning and, 
untime, it has not done any dam- 
It has not killed any people. It has not 
1 any property but, on the contrary, 
rried its blessings to millions who 
would be without electricity or 
npelled to pay exorbitant rates. 
Nebraska we have a public-power proj- 
f under State law where the water 
i three times and then used for irriga- 
It is as valuable for irrigation as 
i be if it had never produced one 

t of power. 


re thinking only of today, we would 
rtake some of these projects. Bu 
thinking of our children, and our 
children, and those who are to 
after them, then we ought to develop 
er where power ca developed 
e floods can be controlled. In the 
uld use the waters also for irri- 
nd in the East, as on the St. I 
we should use them also for nav 





n be 





igation. 
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I digress again, Mr. President, to say 
t the people of my State, North Da- 
and the people of all the States in 
Missouri River Valley Basin agree 
h the words of the late Senator Norris 
I] read. I continue to read: 
argument has been made for many 
at these improvements will produce 
plus of power. When the Tennessee 
Authority was first contemplated, the 
nt up that it would produce too mu 


power; that 














the people would not be able 

t all. That argument has been en- | 
Gissipated. Alre before the great 
of the Tennessee Valley ity is 
ed, it is clear that in the near future 





, + oning ¢ 
I ig t 


») have enough power, even | 
every kilowatt has been de- 
The Tennessee Valley Authority is 


y constructing a 


possible 








ssee to supplement I 
t ply @ growing deficiency below 
i for power. 
I Tennessee Valley Authority has already 
k back several llions of dollars of the 


that 


in the end, the taxpayers of the 
will not contribute a penny to the 
When 





this indebtedness is en- 
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y ( f tl t f all x 
‘ Ts ¢ V + + S T veo 
And, Mr. President, it will also be true 
of the Missouri River 
In developing such natural resour we 
re get z cheaper powe ge 
I yt t I ve are f{ i ‘~- 
ering the co: fy u 
More than that, Mr. President, if I 
may again digress, the development of 


fissouri River will mean that every 
farmer in North and South Dakota and 
in the Missouri River Basin, will be able 
to get electricity at cost. 


I continue to read: 


the h 





terests of the various sect s of 

1 y dovetail in one great pattern 
for the welfare of all. The development of 
the St. Lawrence will mean cheaper tr - 
portation to and from the West, and cheap- 


r for the East 

Just a few portions of the 2.687-mile wa- 

terway, mainly in International 
f 


the St. Lawrence 


er light, heat, and pow 


tne 
need to de aee}y - 


feet to permit the 





cien or acep naviga- 
tion We hat onan 
millio millior build- 





ing conne 

Lakes, but we must 
er and navigation 
Lawrence before 
fully serve the great pur 
serving. When that is 
public-power ( I > 
York and the seaway development op 





impr 
this wa 














the miccontinent to < n shipping will 
bring the benefits President Roosevelt en- 
visaged for the entire Nation before he en- 
tered the White House. This improvement 
should be completed, not only because it 
will serve our production needs during the 

defense period which lies ahe i 

i be use it will € 1 - 

zy standards f the peoy f the 
two great democracies of this hemisphere for 


all time to come. 


In conclusion, let me say that I join 


in practically every word I have 
} , 


from the late distinguished Senator 
Norris. He had many years’ experi- 


ence in public life, on 
body and in various committees of which 
he was a member, as well ¢ t 
before which he appe: ; 
a better position than he to judge as 
to what was or was not of 
benefit to the common people of America. 
Mr. President, I believe that the sooner 
we adopt the amendment, the sooner we 
complete the St. Lawrence waterway, the 
sooner we shall 
farmer of America ¢ W 
so that he may be able to enjoy its bene- 
fits, as do the farmers of other countri 
When we compare the developme 
electric power and lis in the United 
States with that in the Scandinavian 
countries, in Germany, or even in Japan 
the United States has lagged far behind 
Today, in the Missouri River Basin, 
he State of North Dakota, for exampl 
our women must turn cream separators 
by hand. They still must operate wash- 
ing machines by hand. Water must still 
be pumped by hand. The little children 


still study their homework at nigh 





>} 
a) 


















t by 
he light of kerosene lamps instead of 


ights. When the farmer goes 





: I = 
\ 1 is 1 , 
DY il ni by the 
: On t con 7 
him a lz \ ! 
Ue ea chiml > al 
be | most pi essive ( 
‘ ; 
EMERGENCY SUSPENSION 
I TY ON COcC( 
Mr. DANAHER M 
of aa ryt C I + } 
te n Fir I 











here objection? 

Mr. ELLENDER Mr 
serving the 1 ht to obi + 
ator |} ise explain the bi 

Mr. DANAHER. I sh 


eonut meat may be 

cour ry f rcon mpt \Y 
de 1 ful for ' tin 
th } } of t ron 
and } ‘ t vy v he r 
( tior All the 

clud e Army, the 
Der tmer e War I 
tion, and others, have r« 


the b l be pa ed 


Mr. ELLENDER. I 
committee h cted 

Mr. DANAHER. The 
ina S In reporti! 





ine ' no ob} 
1033) to y d the effs 
ing he ew no na y 
the tariff duty on coconu 
ered, ol itoat 1 
the third time, and pa 
PIUPR AND BAPPOP Tht 
RIVER AND HARE I 
The Senate resumed the 
of the bill (H. R. 3961 
co I ion, ! nd j 
certain pu WOrKS O! 
NOI anda i ovuner p pt 
TT, nT 
aVi REI D Mr P 
Lawrer! ‘ 
( is one ol tl I 
pre ( rro!r I I 
i , 6 a h Ol 
pitcneda ul 1 too vy ana 
tanta plane. A I f 
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Improvement Association. In 1921 I 
I deat p down the St. Lawrence River 
witl yout 175 other Americans, guests 


inadian Government at that 


time Sol} een with my own eyes 
1 tl is proposed to be done. I have 
( 1 the trend of events during the 
ul I } heard the proponents 
and ve heard many of the objections. 
I n enterprise which should chal- 
le the imagination of all thoughtful 
citizen We have the greatest body of 
f I ter lakes in the world. They 
e cut off from connection with the 
ocean by a retch of the St. Lawrence 
R t yproximately 40 miles in length, 
whic improved, would permit ocean- 
cari VeSse to come into the Great 
La 
Around tl Great Lakes have grown 
up pop strong, and prosperous 
Stat and great citie I can see no 
harm to anyone, except perhaps some 
pecial interests, to which I shall pres- 
ently refer, in making such an improve- 
ment In effect, it would move the At- 


] eaboard inland for a thousand 
mile That is a project which ought to 
challenge the imagination and enthusi- 
asm of thoughtful American citizens. 


Whether 
Lawrence 


the development 


would make 


of the St. 
or less traf- 


more 


fic move through New Orleans, for ex- 
ple, 1s to me most unimportant. I 
can think of no more 


flimsy 


ground for 


opp ion than that the opening of the 
St. Lawrence might ha some effect of 
that kind upon some other port in the 
( i 

Vi AIKEN. Mr. President ill the 
sel ( yl 1. 

I REED. I yield 

N AIKEN. Personally, I believe 





uld develop greater 
\ for the ver Mississippi Valley; 
ming that it would not, it could 


on, 


and that 
Midwes 


would 


rs ol the t would 


t 

| 

| 

} r ol n 
be that the farm 
: 

I 


1d that they could save money by ship- 
heir produce in another direction 
and by another means 

Mr. REED. Let me say to the Senator 
from Vermont that I am very familiar 
with the situation regarding farm ship- 
ments from the West. There is very lit- 
tle traffic, if any, now moving through 
New Orleans from that section of the 
country for export. 

Mr. AIKEN. But if any traffic were 
taken away from one presently used 
route and diverted to another route, it 
would be for the reason that it was 
cheaper to do so 

Mr. REED. It would be more eco- 
nomical 

Mr. AIKEN. As I stated in the be- 
ginning, I believe that the lower Missis- 

Valley would be the gainer, and 
that the people in that section of the 
country have been very grossly misin- 


formed as to the 
rence seaway 
Mr. REED. 


effect of the St. Lawe- | 
on them. 


| 
Whether they have been 


misinformed or not, it is about as flimsy 
an objection as could be offered: and the 


action of the Mississippi Valley Associa- 
tion in opposing this improvement is of 
the character. It makes no dif- | 
ference, Mr. President, whether Buffalo 
ct s to be a place of transshipment | 


ame 


CONG 
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from the big Lakes vessels into smaller 
vessels drawing not more than 14 feet 
of wat and becomes merely a port 
along a through 


route from the ocean 
into the Great Lakes. 

In considering the effect upon the 
West. anyone who is familiar with trans- 
portation knows that, in point of cost 
figured at the minimum, 5 miles of trans- 
portation on open water is the equivalent 
of 1 mile of land transportation by rail- 
road. The ratio of the relative costs 
runs from 5toluptol10tol. I donot 
have any doubt that if we had an export 
grain movement—we do not have one 
now, but I hope we may have one again— 
the Northwest and the farmers there 

iid benefit several cents a bushel iz 
the price of grain moving to export, as 
against the present transportation costs, 
if the St. Lawrence River were improved 
so that ocean-going vessels could come 
into the Great Lakes. I cannot think of 
anything more national in scope and 
which should be looked upon more than 
a national point of view and from the 
point of view of the national interest 
than the proposed Great Lakes-St. Law- 
rence development. I have been very 
sorry indeed that during the years, not 
only during the current debate, so many 
times the opposition has been pitched 
upon some point of immediate local in- 
terest or limited regional interest. That 
be 


1 


should not 


the case. Although the 
Panama Canal was a national project 
which did not do my section of the coun- 
try any good—in fact, it did that re- 
on a decided injury—we were for it, 


nonetheless. Likewi 
the Great Lakes-St. Law 
ect should be viewed as a national matter. 
Mr. President, not being a 
tional lawyer, I shall not undertake to 
take part in the debate as to whether the 
prop ment, if effected, should 


we believe that 
rence River proj- 





constitu- 


osed improv 


be handled by a treaty or by an Execu- 
tive agreement. I shall leave that dis- 
cussion to the lawyers. 


I am talking about the 
Great Lakes-St. Lawr« 
posed improvement. Ithink it isa mat- 
ter which should be given earnest and 
thoughtful consideration by this body. 
I have not gone into the power question, 
because I have never been as much in- 
terested in that as I have been in the 
transportation features. I leave the dis- 
cussion of the power question to my col- 
and to others. But, so far as 
transportation is concerned, I can think 
of nothing which would so greatly bene- 
fit what we call the Northwest section of 
the country as would the opening of the 
Great Lakes to communication with the 
ocean, so that vessels could come and go 
freely and so that their cargoes would 
not have to be transshipped. I may also 


merits of the 


River pro- 


nee 


leagues 


say that, so far as I am concerned, I 
speak rather objectively. My State, like 
the State of the distinguished Senator 


who now occupies the chair |[Mr. THomas 
of Oklahoma], looks to Galveston as the 
port through which most of our export 
grain flows. In Kansas we would not 
use the St. Lawrence River to any great 
degree, anyway. Galveston was at one 
time the largest grain exporting port in 
the country. It is a warm-water port, 
open 12 months of the year; and it is 
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about the same distance from K 
to Galveston as it is from Galvesto; 
Chicago, for instance. So we would; 
fer to use Galveston. We find it b 
and more convenient to do so, and 
would find it so, even if the St. Lawrs 
River project were completed. In 
Southwest, our grain and our cott 
we could again export cotton, w 
move through the Gulf ports. Butt 
is no reason why we should opp 
improvement which is so tremend 
a national project and in the nati 
interest. Mr. President, regardle 
whether we proceed with it now or | 
the St. Lawrence project certainly sh 
be undertaken, If the Senator f; 
Vermont [|Mr. AIKEN] offers such 
amendment to the pending bill, I 
tainly expect to vote for it. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I t} 
the Senator from Kansas very much f 
his remarks. 

Before I begin to speak, I should | 
to inquire if any of my colleagues | 
statements which they would like 
make, 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. 
Senator yield to me? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. BILBO. With the consent of t 
chairman of the committee, the Sen 
from Louisiana [Mr. Overton], I 
nit two amendments which relate 
two small projects, one of them 
vicinity of the city of Jackson, in 
State, and the other also in the P 

tiver Valley. I should like to have 
amendments adopted and incorpoi 
in the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, my 
tention was diverted fora moment. W 
the Senator again state his requ 

Mr. BILBO. I have offered two an - 
ments relating to survey projects. T) 
amendments are proposed to be in 
in the pending bill, and would go int 
survey section. The chairman of 
committee has no objection to 
amendments. One of them relate 
survey of the flood situation in the « 
of my State, the city of Jackson, v 
is flooded every year by the Pearl RK 
The other amendment relates to a sur- 
vey of the flood situation as it afi 
the farm lands in that area. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from Mississippi offe1 
amendments to which he has refer: 

Mr. BILBO. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI! 
amendments will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On pa 
after line 5, it is proposed to insert: 

Pearl River, in 
in Pearl River 
ties, Miss. 


Mr. OVERTON. That amendment 
a survey item; is it not? 

Mr. BILBO. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T! 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
Sissippi. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T 
next amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 00, 
after line 5, it is proposed to insert: 


President, will 





Dor 


the interest of flood « 
, Marion, and Lawrence C 





That 


amendment relates 

tal city of the State. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
on agreeing to the al 1d- 


d by the Senator fr 


= 
3 
> 
be 
= 
4 
‘ 


ndment was agreed to 


EN. Mr. President, I wish 





he proponents of the St. Law- 
ay have nearly completed the 
n of their case for this great 
nt. I myself have two point 
h to develop. I think I shall 
to present one of them this 
The presentation of the 
yably will take > 30 minutes 
e there are two other ort 


to be made, and I 
20 minutes long. 
ay that I do not wish to have 


tion voted 


i be avout 


that many Senators will 
it early tomorrow 
1endment which 
Lawrence to 
or bill. 
know that any speeches, ex- 
e to which I have referred, re- 
be made. I do not know how 
time, if any, opponents of the St. 
nee development expect to use. 
I say that we are almost through 
enting our case, of course, I do not 
that we would waive the right to 
) any arguments made against 
it Lakes-St. Lawrence develop- 
ause we certainly would wish 
to any arguments because there 
argument which can 
inst it, and, of course, we 
ourselves of our right to 


A 
the an 


the 


seaway 


not 


to any 





ak 


s 1 
i avVali 


OVERTON. Mr. 
nator yield? 
AIKEN. I yield. 
OVERTON. Mr. Presid 
ntary inquiry. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will ctatea 


r Wul Sti lt. 

Mr. OVERTON. Is it the rule that a 
tor may not speak twice on the 
n the same bill? 

PRESIDING 


Chair states that, 





nde} 


OFFICER. The 


he 


as ne ullagersv.anas wilt 
no Senator may speaK m than 
on any proposition on same 

] tiv d iv 


I am not raising the 


Mr. OVERTON. 


Mr. AIKEN. I have not understood 
t the rule had reference to a | 
e aay. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is of the opinion that the prece- 


ts apply to a legislative day as well 
a calendar day. 

Mr. AIKEN. I certainly have not so 

erstood. 

Mr. OVERTON. Iam not mak 

nt of order. 

Mr. AIKEN. I know the Senator from 
Louisiana would not make a point of order 
of that kind. 

Mr. OVERTON. Iam not doing so. 

Mr. AITKEN. I assure the Senator 

I intend to complete my remarks 


ing the 
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as quickly as I can, but I simply did not 
have the material ready to deliver it all 
at one time 

Mr. DANAHER 
the Senator from Vs 
Im ( nam ment to the pend- 


Mr. DANAHER. I send forward an 
mendment wl I offer on pa 2, a 
ul end of lin 16, Su it 1 semi- 
colon for the period and add the fol - 


P oe Y ru l 
tT ton I r - 

S ere ‘ f 
> Cc é I iew 

rd with | on 
P I i 1. R. 44 

In cconnect n Wit the ™m ndm + 
Mr. Pre nt, I hold in my hand a let 
from } S. H. Wadhan ecretary ol 
th Water Polic 


The | 1 Har rd 
" ¢ ¢.) 
es 1914 n c sa 
STATE OF CONNE Ct 
I AN 
WATER POLI COMMISSION 
Hari d, € ibe 7, 1944, 
Se JOHN A. DANAHETF 
Office B 


ef nee t he pr 1 flood-control res- 


The PRESIDING 
amendment offered by tl 
Connecticut will be stated 


The CHIEF CLEI 


f 


K. On pag a 
end of line 16, it is proposed to strike 
out the period, substitute a 
and insert “Provided, That no dam shall 
be constructed at Thomaston, on the 
Housatonic River, unless approval there- 


semict 


ATE 


Qt" 


Jae 


r < he orant  - ’ c 
Conne tal I 
pal Lt i ( ] 
I v_— 0 } H I : 
I I I DING OFI ER 
l nis on ein t 
t olfere y I - 
": y ’ 
Mr. OVERTO) Mr. | 
Senator 1 C I ] 
Mr. DANAHER I sha 
th PY LD j ~ 
Loui t | I 
ead f € é ( I j 
Control i W I ( I 
( eS 
a 
Mr. OVERTON I 
hear it 
Mr. DANAHER I 
Lou ana 1 
! would find t ¢ 
} } 
‘ 4 A ‘ 
mind \ n respect to I l 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. Presid I l 
) Lak 1l@ amenamen 0 ¢ il- 
Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. Pi nt, I ask 
the distinguished § t f 1 ¢ - 
w he r the am en l 
ny way on t I ied - 
tween Vern a, < in Cl ind Mas- 
< h t ) 
oc £lUov vt 
Mr. DANAHER It de ni I 
would \ { stat ( Cont ( l 
opportunity to be heard h 1 
‘ +} / I 
) ne Oo ( Ol a Qam £110Ma 9 
Conn ¢ a} ent is! ( 
But wil i or 1 t 
Ks is an op] nity to! \j- 
ect. I fter, if the ; f i 
to be satisfactory, the ] ob- 
jection 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. P: I 
iy ior the bD fit of the S om 
I ia 
~ I ne } 
) ¢ ) ) qd = 
I l 


a AT A TIT . , 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. P n 
I? I 
¥ ‘ + oY 
‘ 
‘ hy ¥ ¥ ‘ 
i 
t 
: 
} J 1 
I $4 
ar j 

4 t - 
‘ ‘ 
I i 
I n adopted | S ‘J - 
‘ 

4 4 4 = 


’ > 
i I 
ry nr 
TTV\TAYS nD e 
I PRI il r ( rv 3 
‘7 n 
qu ! 
ment off 4 - 
nN 
y ‘ A | 
n l i 








Mr. CORDON Mr. P? l the 
¢ from Vern t “4 e t 
+ offey, 7 mwier rY? ¢ ) 
a AIKEN I vit 


CORDON 


r T t » THT > r 
i PRE | I ( The 
¢ . f ed by t irom 
() 
( CLERK On l fte 

1 t pe dt i? 

‘ { ( A i 

. 
; ‘ 
( 





Mr. W | Presider will the 
; d 

M IKEN I yiel 

M WAGNER I have 1mend- 
Y to offer whit I think wv require 
only a m ent 

I offer mendment wl I send to 
the desk and ask to ha tated. I may 

iy that the Senator in char; of th 
im} bill [Mr. OvERTON] is in favo1 
of this amendment. I also wish to say 
that the Board of Engineers of the War 


Department has been informed that local 


interests would like to have the Depart- 
ment make preliminary examinations and 

rvevs at the localities referred to, in 
order to ascertain whether more compre- 


urveys are justified 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
k will be stated 


EGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 40, 


b een lines 2 and 3, it is proposed to in- 
t T t {< lowin 
I I Long Isla N. Y 
I 1 River, I I N 


ment offered by th 


irvey n 
Mr. WAGNER. Ye I have conferred 
\ 1 tl Senator in charge of the bill, 
and he ‘reed to them, He under- 
tands them thoroughly. 
wish to make only one 


Mr. WHITE. I 
va I 


obst ion, If heard correct] there 
are included in this single amendment 
our e} t projects. 


WAGNER 
WHITE. 


my 


Yes 
I take this occasion to 
of any such multiplicity 
single amendment, but I 
the mat- 


Mr 
voice 
ol 


nail GO no 


1S 
qaisilke 
projects ina 
| about 
President, they 
examination and 
items 

PRESIDING 


is on agreeing 


The 


nen 
amend- 


OFFICER 
1s to 


the 
Lilt 
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n t offered by the Senator from New 
Lr AAs yar : > 
x c | Mr. WAGNEF 
mendment was agreed to 
xf. DI I > lant 1 +} 
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Pre le wi f 
yield in order that I may offe1 
mendment 
ons a verenes sao 
AIKEN I vield 
a caeitiaeatins pp = ‘ 
PEPPER V1 President, I offe: 
ment a l ( item, about 
I conferred \ the chairman of 
f ( mittee \ Tine di Yr) « 
eC eade oft the n ( VY pa I 
! imen¢ ent 1 de ¢ eed a 
T it 
I PRESIDING OFFICER The 
ame offerec the Senator fron 


T PRESIDING OFFICER The 
qu nis on agreeit to the amend- 
ment offered by the & itor from Flor- 

T mendment wi i ed to 
MISS SIPPI RIVER BRIDGE OR BRIDGES 

NEA CLINTON IOWA, AND FULTO 

II 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Vermont yield to me? 

M.. AIKEN. I yield to the Senator 
f 1 Iowa. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the unfinished 
busine be temporarily laid aside id 

hat the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1159, Calendar 1328, 
a noncontroversial bridge bill which has 
been reported from the Committee on 


C mm« ree 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there 


ob to the request of the Senator 
from Iowa? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President ervin 
the right to object, I understand that 
tl bill which deals only with a 

bridge nd provides for a free 


Mr. GILLETTE. It deal 
ingle bridge and is un 


ported from t Committ 
merce f it is not passed now, it wil 
n to the House in time to be acted 
upon 
» PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
obj on to the request of the Senator 
Io\ »9 
I re being no objection, the Senate 
I ded to consider the bill (S. 1159) 
creati the City of Clinton Bridge Com- 
mi und authorizin iid commis- 
1 and its successcrs to acquire by 
purchase or condemn and to con- 
maintain, and onerate a bridge 


bridges across the Mississippi River 
at or near Clinton, Iowa, and at or near 
Fulton, Ill., which had been reported 
Committee on Commerce wit 


Irom tne 


i 1 
amenaments. 


The first amendment was, in section 1, 
on page 2, line 18, after the word “Act”, 
to insert the following proviso: “Pro- 
vided, That the power granted in this act 
with respect to the acquisition and pur- 


any 





chase of bridge shall not be exer- 
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cised by said com 
of the proposed acqui 


\ ; 
_ iA 
cn ori 


tion and } 
ridge shall ha 
Highway Depa 
iowa and Illinois. 


amendment was agreed t 
The next amendment was, in 
on page 4, line 23, after the word “n 


cut “bonds 
interest 


1l- 
strike 


able’ to 
mission, bearin: 


rates of not more than 6 percen 
annum, the principal and interest 
which bonds, and any premium 
paid for retirement thereof befor: 
turity, shall be payable solely fr 
sinking fund provided in accordar 

iis act, and such payments may be 


mortgage of the 


by | 
such bonds may b 


All 


ler secured 


or bridges. 


isterable as to principal alone or | 
principal and interest, shall be in 


form not inconsistent with this act 
mature at such time or times not ex 
ing 30 years from the date of app: 
of this act, shall be in such den 
tions, shall be executed in si 

and shall be payable in such mec 
such place or places as th 
mission may determine, and any 
bonds maturing more than 20 
from such date. The commis 
repurchase and may reserve the rig] 
redeem all or any of said bonds be 
maturity in such manner and at 
price or prices, not exceeding 105 
accrued interest, as may be fixed by 
commission prior to the issuance of 
bonds. The cOmmission, when it de 
it to be to the best interest of the « 
mi may issue refunding 
repurchase and redeem any out 
bonds at or before the maturity ther 
Provided, That the refunding bond 
mature at such time or times, not 
ceeding 20 years from the date thi 
as the cOmmission may determin 
of such refunding bonds matu 
more than 10 years from the date th 


1c Man! 


and at 


ssion, 


any 


DECEMBER ] 


f 


of shall be optional for redemption 


any interest payment date on or af 
years from such date” and insert “'s 
bonds of the commission, beat 


no 


terest, payable semiannually, at the 
of not more than 6 percent per annul 
the principal and interest of which bor 
shall be payable solely from the f 


provided in accordance wit 
and such payments may be further 
cured by mortgage of the bridge 
uch bonds may be re 


os Al) 
briages. Als 


ion m 


stand. 


able as to principal alone or both prin 


pal and interest, shall be payable 

principal in 20 equal annual installm 
hall be in such denominations, sh 
executed 
payable in such medium and at 

place or places as the commission 
determine, and the face amount 


in such manner, and shall 


? 


the 


shall be so calculated as to produce, 


the price of their sale, the cost of 


oridge or bridges, acquired or construct 


and approaches and the land easemen 


connect 


used 
added 


in 
to 


and appurtenances 


therewith, when any oO 


+ 


funds made available to the commiss 


for the use of said purposes.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 











































































7. line 9, after the word “at” to 
ublic or private sale in such 

1d at such time or times and at 
as the commission may deter- 
no such sale shall be made at 
low as to require the payment 
n 5 percent interest on the 
ived therefor, computed with 

» the absolute maturity of the 
ccordance with standard tables 
values, and the face amount 
hall be so calculated as to pro- 
the price of their sale, the cost 
ige or bridges acquired or con- 
ind approaches and the land 
and appurtenances used in 

n therewith when added to any 
is made available to the com- 
or the use of said purposes. 
to be paid for the bridge or 
icquired hereunder shall not 
he present reasonable value 
and the cost of the bridge to be 
d as provided herein, together 
yroaches and approach highways, 
deemed to include interest dur- 
ruction of the bridge and for 
iths thereafter, and all engi- 
ral, financing, architectural, 
urveying, condemnation, and 
enses incident to the bridge and 
\isition of the necessary property, 
the cost of acquiring existing 
ses and riparian rights relating to 
e or bridges and the cost of pur- 
ill or any part of the shares of 
ny existing corporate owner if, 
ement of the commission, it be 
expedient to acquire any such 
bridge or bridges through the 

of stock as hereinbefore pro- 

If the proceeds of the bonds 

i shall exceed the cost as finally 
lined, the excess shall be placed 
inking fund hereinafter provided. 

to the preparation of definite 

or interim certificates, with or 
coupons, of any denominations 

ver, exchangeable for definite 
hen such bonds that have been 

i are available for delivery,” and 

10t less than par after public 
ment for 30 days for bids to 

d publicly at the time and place 

1 in such advertisement and at the 
e which will yield the greatest 

n to the commission for the bonds 
old. The price to be paid for the 
ige or bridges acquired hereunder 
1 not exceed the reasonable value 
> of the acquisition. 

1e bridge to be con- 
d as provided herein, together 

he approaches and approach high- 
hall be deemed to include inter- 
luring construction of the bridge and 
12 months thereafter, and all engi- 
ing, legal, financing, architectural, 
ii urveying, condemnation, and 
r expenses incident to the bridge and 
icquisition of the necessary proper- 
icluding the cost of acquiring exist- 
franchises and riparian rights relat- 
to the bridge. If the proceeds of the 
nds shall exceed the cost as finally 
ermined, the excess shall be placed in 
fund hereafter provided to pay the 





; 





7Q 








t amendment was, In section 5, | 
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principal and interest of such bonds. 
Prior to the preparation of definite bonds 
the commission may, under like restric- 
tions, issue temporary bonds or may, un- 
der like r 





trictions, issue temporary 
bonds or interim certificates, without 





coupons, of any denomination whatso- 
ever, exchangeable for definite bonds 
when such bonds that have been executed 
are available for delivery.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 
6, On page 9, line 22, after the words 
“provide a”, to strike out “sinking.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in secti 
6, on page 10, line 10, after the word ‘ 


to strike out “the sinking” 





} and insert 
“a”: and, in line 11, after the word 
“bonds”, to insert “to pay the principal 
and interest of such bonds.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 8, 
on page 14, line 12, after the word “un- 
paid’, to insert “Before deeds or other 
suitable instruments of conveyance are 
offered to the Iowa interests and the 
Illinois interests for acceptance, the com- 
mission shall place the bridge or bridges 
in a state of repair which will meet the 
approval of the highway departments of 
the States of Iowa and Illinois, and if in 
the opinion of said highway departments 





said bridge or bridges will need repainting 


within 2 years after the date of convey- 
ance of title, the commission shall turn 
over to the Iowa interests and the Illi- 
nois interests sufficient funds to pay the 
cost of repainting.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 
9, on page 15, line 25, after the name 
“Towa” to insert “and a representative 
from the highway department of each of 
the States of Iowa and Illinois, such rep- 
resentative from Iowa to be designated 
by the State Highway Commission of 
Iowa and such representative from Illi- 
nois to be designated by its Division of 
Highways, Department of Public Works 
and Buildings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, 
on page 16, after line 7, to insert “of the 
members of the commission -hereinabove 
named, Thomas B. Charlton and Joseph 
J. Burke shall be for a term of 1 year 
each, Fred Hansen and Mark Morris shall 
be for a term of 2 years each, and Milton 
Peaco shall be for a term of 3 years, from 
the date of approval of this act, and 
thereafter each member appointed on 
the commission shall be for a term of 3 
years, except when such appointment is 
to fill an unexpired term.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 9, 
on page 16, line 21, after the word “ap- 
pointment”’, to strike out “Any vacancy 
occurring in said commission” and insert 
“Any vacancy in said commission, other 
than of members to be designated by the 
highway departments of Iowa and Illi- 
nois, occurring”; and in line 25, after the 
word “death”, to insert “expiration of 
term.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 


he amendment y 


licials”’, to insert “and the location az 
ign of any such bridge shall be sub- 
ject to approval by the highway depart- 


i 
nN page 20, line 25, after the word 
A 


Mr. GI 


he next amendment was, in section 9, 





. " lin < af - > « 
on paze 17, line 2, after the Ad- 
tar’ tr ef re out “t wC . ] 

A ’ trot ¥ 
of e C 
} f r rin 
ve |} ea Dy ( AC i- 
le amendment was agreed t 
e next amendment \ In tion 
1p 18, | 25 i 
t l i< n 
: 
A , 4 ( 


4 


aS « LCC ) 


next amendment was, in sect 


nts of the States of Io ind Illinois.” 
The amendment wac 90Y + 
WHITE. Mr. Pt $ 
I bridge bill I } f ¢ 
y experience in th { » | 4 e 





the Senate Com e on Com- 
I understood him to it v 
LLETTE. I : n ure the 
that it was unanimously re- 
d. The amendmenis which have 
reed to were made at the request 
» Bureau of Public Roa The De- 
ment wished the bill to be a ie] 
osal 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. I 
no further amendments to be offered, 
] n 1 the er en i 
I ing of the bill 
bill ordered to be e1 i 
{ a 1 all read tl th j 
d pa d, as ft 


( ed 
i 
lé 
m 1 
. ‘ 
MT Rive ( 
I ; 
ex t 
a ( c 
by ri f . 
i i I 
( the ¢ ( 
b r t 
i ted | 
C l 
t u I dt 
ri 
‘ A aa C 
led, That e pov 

















I ea re e € 
I t e of I d 
5 te I he ¢ the 
] i 1 of y such bri 
( t i i dn i e- 
’ ‘ ' es here- 
} ‘ ‘ ‘ r ¢ . 
1 . t} ¢ 
be r ed ] l di t the 
] ! State h 1 l 
( } I uated nd the } - 
c heref be the same :¢ 
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of the commission or any member or mem- 
bers thereof, but only after a public hea 
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time and ‘| lace of which hearing and the 
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the \ 1 feeli on my part and, I 
thi! ( | t of other memb 
( he « tt that the b hou b 
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t ! ] Pe! 4 I he 
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Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I 
ap} ( the senato! itement 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! The bill 
will | by title for the inforn on 
of th c 4 
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54( to 1end thi tering-Out Pay- 
ment Act of 1944, to provide a method 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
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other purpose 

Mr. President, on be- 
as chairman of the Naval 
mmittee, and the Senator from 
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WALSH. 
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Rhode Island JERRY], aS well as 
other Senators, I move that the Senate 


e amendments. 
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rmy and in the Navy which are 
i for in the bill will expire 6 
months after the termination of the 
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add that 


and 
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stand that or has me 
concur in the House amendment 
Mr. WALSH. That is le 
Mr. WHITE. Has the Se 
ferred with the mino! memb 
Naval Affairs Comn ee? 
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And 


Mr. WHITE. have tl 
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Mr. WALSH. They have 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
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question is on the motion of 
ator from Massachusett 

rhe motion was agreed to 

Mr. WALSH Mr. Presider T 
that l printed in the I} 
this point a memorandum sett 
the objectiv of tl bill and 
memorandum withregard t B 


being no objection, t 
memorandums were ordered 


printed in the Recorp, as fol 
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tive ember 8, 1944, witl 
ment S ick ou ll 
i clause d sut itu 1 ere! 
guage ¢ ed 1 H. R. 5576 
rey ted t e House | i M 
Committe 
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could place officers » } i 
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The Senate bill v temporary le 
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amended by the House— 
Increases the number of FI 
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stablishes 


if General I 





ary in nature 
the termination 


present wars 
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which provides that nothing in thi 
affect the provisions of the act of Sept 
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to admiral 
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ey, King, Stark, h I i 


I y <« ee VP<- 
s in the Arn he e of 
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AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


Senate resumed the consideration 
bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
tion, repair, and preservation of 
public works on rivers and har- 
nd for cther purposes. 
AIKEN. Mr. President, I 
lad to yield to my colleagues. 
I have to say is said simply for the 
f making the Recorp complete. 
President, I wish to address my- 
this time directly to the question: 
under the Constitution, 
it doing violence to the Senate’s 
and prerogatives governing tl 
yn of treaties tl 
tion of power, navigation, or 
orks, in boundary waters of the 
1 States, or even wholly outside 
‘ritorial limits of the United 
by an act of Congress? 


have 


possible, 


1e 


to authorize 


irse, I fully realize, as does every- 
that been 





tha his question has 
y those who opposed the St. 
rence deveiopment in 1934, when it 
presented in the form of a treaty 
otiated by President Hoover and 
etary of State Stimson during the 
ling administration. In fact, as I 
previously stated on the floor of the 
e, the chairman of the Committee 
Commerce and the chairman of the 
mniittee to which the St. Lawrence 
ject bill, S. 1385, was referred frankly 
inced in public statements to the 
on November 16, 1944, that they 

re opposed to the bill and were con- 
ed that the agreement it approves 
treaty. They insist that it would be 
il and unconstitutional for Congress 
the bill into law, as recom- 
mended by President Roosevelt and Sec- 
ry of State Hull. It was on No- 
nber 16 also that the subcommittee 
nounced that it would hold public 
rings, which hearings were held 


») enact 


m November 21 to November 30 to 
ermine the very question which the 
press statements I have referred to set- 


idvance. 

these circumstances, I think I 
m entirely justified in saying that this 
question of treaty 
can be approached by all the Mem- 
rs of this body in a thoroughly prac- 


versus agree- 


il and realistic manner. I believe we 


he practical realities of the 


ncid ¢ 
nsiaer t 
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nl 


no matter how settled it may be in p 
ciple : 7 
before us. I 


fact eacer to hoa instruct 





ternational lawyer in thi 


give me more ht on ac} rent 
1941 and the bill to implement it than 
have already 


y ? 
» simple 


{ . - + ‘ . . es? 
derived from a carcful 


direct statements of 
_ ‘ -*? + ~ s+? 
Secretary of State Hull 


AA WHeAARhIHit 
who unequivo- 


cally recommended the agreement and 
its approval by the pending legislation 
It is also our duty, I believe, to probe 


through the fog of legalistic abstractions 
and see if we cannot get at the truth 
about measures presented to us by con- 
sidering the 


1 


concrete facts and the prac- 
tical conditions which surround 
If we do that in the present case 
contrast those facts and conditions 
the facts ions invol 
parable and related cases, I think it will 


al o sh d come lig ht un >» t} 


them. 
and 
with 
and condit ved in com- 
n } pon 1e constitu- 
tional question, why it is invoked to 
block the St. Lawrence development and 
how much weight we should attach to 
the objections which are now raised 
against the procedure recommended by 
Secretary Hull. 

Those who are oppo f 
rence Agreement and to the legislation 
to effectuate it agi ment 
of 1941 is in fact, a treaty, becau it 
deals internati ] 
cause ji ( f 
navigation and power works in bound- 
ary waters, becau e 
agrees to expend substantial sums of 
money for works in 
wholly within our t 
for other like and 
view of this, they 


ed to the St. Law 
say that th 


with 


t authorizes the 


limits, and 


say that the agreement 


must be considered, because of the na- 
ture of its terms, as a treaty, and that 
it can only be ratified, by a two-thirds 
vote, after it has been withdrawn and 
renegotiated, signed, and resubmitted in 


the form of a treaty. They say further 
that for Congress to carry out 
ommendations of the President and Sec- 
retary of State Hull and to effectuate 
the agreement by the pending 
tion, by the action of a majority in both 


ii ik 


the r 


ecis - 
i i 


branches of Congress, would violate the 
Constitution of the United States and 
set a dangerous new precedent, harmful 
to the powers and prerogatives of the 


Senate 
treaties. 

t is, of course, obvious that i 
ate has, on previ 


governing the ratification of 


many 
sbiAlly 
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p fi l , } 
Ks in the Intert 1 Rapid n 
1 fe the deepening W nd 
Cana nd the St.I é ] Vv 
in Can 1,ont part of Canada t 
is the construction pro) ha be- 
IOr us There is no Qa u ( e 
fa that the navigati ~ : 
United States undertakes f to | 
li ed on the frontier be t coun- 
try and Canada and in t boundary 
W shared by the two natior The 
only power plant to be completed by the 
United States under the agreement to 
be built wholly within the United tes, 
in the State of New York, with an in- 
stalled capacity of 1,100,000 horsepe 
On Thursday last I presented a detailed 
list of projects showing that the Un i 
States heretofore |! repeatedly made 
navigation improvements in Can n 


waters of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrens 


which have been a 


idoption by both Hou f mple 
of C I 

I wish at tl time to } t the f 
on another case that goes f b nd 
1941 reement and the } Y f 
ment, so far as ¢ cerns the a 
by an ac of eo 12re S a { 
pro) ct ou ide the DOUI rie ( { 
United States 

I refer to the construction of the S 


mi h let n 
of the Province of Quebe 
When I first brought this case to 


‘ no? 


attention of some of my <¢ 

was told that the Ships! ject 1 
have be const j 

powel ( the Pre 1. ft 
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act of Cong 
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Ti ijahalfb »Amer- | 
i o it could not have 
b d i tl War P rs Act 
] ! t first two of a series 
f cor entered into by the 
Lest Company, a Government 
I committed this Govern- 
me} to n $50,000,000 in cash 
d « » the Aluminum Co. were 
ed d, and delivered on May 1, 
1941 iJ 15, 1941, months before 
t entered the war. In other 
e had put $50,000,000 into this 
n m power plant on the Saguenay 
R r 8 months before we ever entered 
t 
( fac of these contracts it was 
ed that the money was being ad- 
va i i the credit established, by a 
Gove ment ency of the United States, 
f ress purpose, among others, to 
enab t Aluminum Co. of Canada, 
Lt¢ ) pand the productive capacity 
of its} t nd facilitie These plants 
i facilities consisted not only of alu- 
n l plan but also the Shipshaw 
power development on the Saguenay 
River. This project went under con- 
truction on October 1, 1941, a few 
month fter the cash and credit was 
ied by a Government agency of the 
United St and prior to the sudden 
attack at Pearl Harbor which brought 
the United States into the war. 
In other words, not in time of war 
under the war powers, but under the 
t ty of an act of Congress approved 
June 25, 1940, the United States entered 
into contracts with a private corpora- 
tion in Canada, and supplied immense 
of money to enable that corpora- 
tion to expand its facilities on the Sague- 
I River hundreds of mules distant trom 
the r point in the United States. 
The § shaw power project which went 
1 r construction in October 1931 was 
! i completion in record time. It 
is 1 operating with an installed 
ca} ty of over 1,000,000 horsepower, al- 
the same capacity as that of the 
I r project in New York State pro- 
vided f under the St. Lawrence de- 
ve 
Ido contend that the two projects, 
the Shit project and the St. Law- 
re project, are in all respects similar, 





or that the act of Congress under which 
Shipshaw project was financed by 

G rnment is identical with the 
oposed amendment. On the contrary, 
many differences and distinctions 


two legisla- 
certain 
of these 


n the two projects and the 

: es. But I do see a 

nship between the timing 
it power developments 


propose to produce the docu- 


mentary proof that the Shipshaw project 
Wi } ed and was hastily financed by 
its promoters out of funds supplied by 

vernmental agencies of the United 
S es, b nning in May 1941, with the 
expre purpose on the part of the in- 
terests which were the beneficiaries of 
this program of anticipating and getting 
a com jump on power develop- 
ments in the United States, especially the 
g I development, during the 
\ r the war. 


Let us not deceive ourselves. 
dealing here with some of the most ruth- 
and powerful economic interests that 
have ever sought to intervene in the con- 


‘ 


( ( any government, and to in- 
fluence its domestic and international 
poli ; 

We are dealing here with international 
ut interests which have succeeded 


over tne 
power de 


last 20 years in trebling water- 
velopment in Quebec, where they 





own and control it, and in absolutely 
blocking the development of the latent 
power in the International Rapids sec- 
tion of the St. Lawrence River, where 
the State of New York and the Province 
1f Ontario have set up public agencies 


( 
to develop that power for the public ben- 
efit 

We are dealing here 
tional aluminum 
consistently 
project, 


powel 


with an interna- 
monopoly which has 
fought the St. Lawrence 

while developing its private 
sites in Quebec to engage in a 
world-wide cartel which supplied Japan 
with aluminum prior to Pearl Harbor, 
and § Germany the lead over the 
United States in aluminum capacity and 
production prior to our entrance into this 
Wal 

I am 
tine 


every rt 


going to prove from the record 
se interests have sought to delay 
1egotiation and to break up every 
ment which the Government of the 
United States has undertaken in the last 


20 rs in an effort to provide, in coop- 
eration with Canada, Ontario, and New 
York, for the development of St. Law- 
rence power and for the completion of 
the St. Lawrence seaway and power 
proj 


— 


vy wish to quote briefly from an 
eport of the Power Authority of 


official 1 
the State of New York, to which I shall 
ré ‘later, in order to supply the Senate 


with a summary of the history and back- 


ground of the Shipshaw development. 
iAW POWER SIT ACQUIRED BY ALCOA AND 
PLANS MADE FOR ITS DEVELOPMENT IN 1925 


Plans to construct the Shipshaw power 
project to give it precedence over devel- 
opment of St. Lawrence power, in Ontario 
and New York, and to shift future alumi- 
num expansion to northern Quebec were 

ulated by the Aluminum Co. of 
America in 1925, 

The Saguenay River area was selected 
by Alcoa as the cite for its expansion pro- 
gram at a time when its power resources 
were largely undeveloped and labor had 
to be imported into a sparsely populated 
wilderness. 

The Saguenay rises in Lake St. John, a 
lake 15 to 18 miles in diameter, which 
forms a natural reservoir and when regu- 
lated contributes to the great power po- 
tentialities of the river. The two princi- 
pal power sites on the Saguenay are the 
upper development or Isle Maligne, with- 
in a mile from the outlet of Lake St. 
John, and the lower development or 
Shipshaw, with a head of about 200 feet, 
d 18 miles downstream. 

Grants for the exploitation of both the 
upper and lower developments were made 
by the Province of Quebec to the origi- 
nal promoters in 1899-1900, These grants 


iorn 


10cal 
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We are | were acquired in 1913-14 by the James 


L. Duke interests of the United St 
which in 1923 began construction 
Isle Maligne project, with a present 


stalled capacity of 540,000 horse; , 

The Aluminum Co. of Ameri c 
over the Shipshaw power righis n 
the Duke-Price Co. in 1925. In 26 


Alcoa also acquired the upper d 
ment, Isle Maligne, by purchase of 
percent of the stock of the Duke-} 
Co., now Known as the Saguenay P 
Co. 

After the purchase of the Ships] 
power rights, Alcoa established the com- 
pany town of Arvida, 3 miles from 
power site, and constructed a new alumi- 
num plant which began operation 
1926. The aluminum facilities at Arvj 
were thereafter progressively expand 
at a faster rate than Alcoa’s aluminum 
plant at Shawinigan Falls, Quebec, es- 
tablished in 1899, and the Alcoa alumi- 
num plants at Massena, N. Y., and in t} 
Buffalo, N. Y., district.- 

In furtherance of the aluminum ex- 
pansion program at Arvida, Alcoa 
1928 commenced construction of a px 
project at Chute-a-Caron on the Sague- 
nay, above the Shipshaw site, which be- 
gan operations in 1931 and reached 
ultimate capacity of 430,000 horsepo 
The flow of the Saguenay is diverted 
from Chute-a-Caron by the Shipsha 
development, so that Chute-a-Caron will 
henceforth serve only as a stand-by plant 
in connection with the larger Shi 
project. 

In 1925, when the Duke interests y 
preparing to utilize Saguenay powe1 
to enter the field as competitors 
aluminum industry, Alcoa made an en- 
gineering survey of the Saguenay |} 
properties. In a report dated F ur} 
24, 1925, James W. Rickey, chief hy- 
draulic engineer for Alcoa, urged that hi 
company acquire Shipshaw without de- 
lay. Control of the Saguenay power proj- 
ects by Alcoa and the creation of an in- 
ternational transmission network, the re- 
port stated, would place Alcoa in “a 
strong and strategic position” and “pro- 
vide the entering wedge for our devel 
ing the International Rapids section 
the St. Lawrence.” 

I wish to read into the REcorpD a sum- 
nary of the engineering report mad 
1925 by Mr. Rickey and Mr. Arthur B 
Davis, who was then and is now chairman 


DS i 
Polla 


of the board of the Aluminum Co. o! 
America. This report was produced at 
the time of the antitrust suit of the 


United States against Alcoa and Alumin- 
ium, Ltd., in 1937. Mr. James W. Rickey, 
chief hydraulic engineer for Alcoa, re- 
ported to his company as follows: 

There is nothing particularly novel in the 
plans proposed for the Shipshaw developn 
unless it be the magnitude of the pr 
which calls for the biggest powerhouse h« 


tofore built. Under the present plan 
entire project works fit the ground 
satisfactorily and here, as at Isle Mali 


nature has provided a site which will « 








of an unusually cheap development Vv 

considered on the cost per-horsepower t 
The Isle Maligne and SI law pl 

offer the best opportunity I have eve1 


for the devek 
continuous p 


pment of a large block of « 
) 


ywer which will be 














public service 


i New Y 


in eastern Qu 


rk State districts, 





ht to export can be secured and 
sold within a comparatively short 
t powe ready for delivery 














d of deep iter navi- 
1ere 10.000- to 20.000-ton ships 
cked 7 m hs in the year. It is 
if a satisfactory plant site can 
ig the shore of the saguer 
tu al t factor mana will 
é, that Shawiniza} 
aire na tn ¢ c enayv 
the tarif on me ex ed 
States and closed navigation for 
th ve 
C € ti Y) x ln ‘ ) nk 
i y I lor 
a 
f that . s 
» i the ex- 
> S t é ? y 
é nay | f i 
i v ] e } é = 
} f r } } 
4 sLCi i « ‘ ‘ h 4 
fi I should be 
[ I I we V I I I 
a 
ti hicheve cou 5 
( i and § I 
} 
Vy hh 
+ 
aac Was s 


s 

Gove - 
é it Roche 
( e ne ex- 


to cost 
from $108 


e the cost 





sepower, or 
and at Isle Malis 
iwa River is I 
Quebec will probably have something 
n this matter so that Sir Adam may 
a few obstacles before he secures 
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‘ Wa unae cen under the 
of a general act of Congress 
i ru ed hnrough to completion, 
] d url il competi > effect, 
1 ( New rk but on tl Pacific 
( I i ¢ € al i 
i report strongly recommends im- 
m e development of the St. Lawrence 
in erder that the light-metals industries 


tates may not be perma- 
inted, during the post-war 
and be left at a competitive dis- 
ivantage in comparison with the con- 
ight-metals industries which 
njoying the use of low-cost 
power. 
read from the summary of the 
report of the Power Authority of the 
State of New York: 
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been commenced in 1941, at the time 
when the Shipshaw project was started 
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ts would have been ¢ 
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power development 
that its full 
used at about 


vrence 
been 
capacity could have 


ready, so 


been 








f me time when the Shipshaw proj- 
eC was ready for use 
I read further from the summary cf 
e renort 
I 144 rest ec l 
l A i t V r ( - 
ete Ships! \ be one yf ¢ 
oelectric } ints ! 
i 1 i ed capac f 1,200,- 
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I public fun upplied chiefly by 
t d exemptec i rt trom 
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M 1 1943 
I response t questions ed in the 
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i Supply Howe, on M ) 3. 194 
t e < of the Shipshaw p er had 
i 1f 1 at $62.500,000 and the cost of 
ed aluminum plant expansion et 
$11 0,000 in tax rulin of ti C dian 








Ur r contracts dated 2, 1941, Ju 
15 41, March 6, 1942, a ril 1, 1942, the 
United S$ es agreed to purchase a tc of 
1.37 0.000 pounds of aluminum it 
from the Canadian corporation for delivery 
ir 1942, 1943, 1944, and 1945 

The United States agreed to pay for the 
lumir purchased, in an unprecedented 
volume, under these contracts at prevailing 


commercial rates of 15 cents a pound for the 
metal taken by the Government for 
(1,096,000,000 pounds) and 17 cents a 
the metal taken by the Govern- 


ment for lend-lease shipments (274,000,000 


domestic 


Under the contracts 


the United States thus 
pay a total of $211,980,000 for the 


That amount, Mr. Pre 
total cost of 
the United Stats 


her from the 





summ 








of e I i¢ es Se f 
ermnme? t es have € I 
I num can be proauced t ri 
than 10 cents a pound A 
( 3 Cf t pound we ild t t t 
A ninu ( Ck I 
! of $75.350,000 ut 
t United State G ern 

rhe United State ‘ u 
C ( increase t I 

! dvance nv es « ( 
portation ¢ v mig} 

proau n lL ¢ minum au 
t ct period 

The United States furtl é 
vant nd 1941-42 has | 

pany at il of $68,500.00 d 
without ere on the lr 
livered through 1945 

In addition, t United § 
loan the company $34,250.01 


interest, with repayment of 5 } 





principal each year until 1952 whe 
oan becomes due 
ol tine a A } 
l fied in tl ( 
enable the seller (the Aluminum ( 
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of the river The two princip } 
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rsepower 
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parir » utilize Saguenay } 
enter the field as competit 

n ndustry, Alcoa made € 
s y of the Sacuenay power p1 € 





a report da 
The report which I just read— 


James W. Rickey, chief hydr 
r Alcoa, urged that his com] 
Shipshaw without delay Control 
Saguenay power projects by 
creation of an international tran 
network, the report stated, would pl 
in “a very and 
and “provide the entering wed for 
veloping the international section of 
Lawrence 

The Aluminum Co. of Ame! 
over the Shipshaw power right 
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strong strategic 
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f I 3; 120-121, vol. 7, of committee hear- 
) The contract was entered into pur- 
to recommendations made by the 


O e of Product 
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Reserve Company It prov da for the 
of 170,000 metric tons of alu num in- 
by the Aluminum Co. of Canada to Metals 
Reserve Company at th then prevailing 
price of 17 cents per pound. It further pro- 
ied for a down payment of $25,000,000 to 
Aluminum Co. of 
terest at 2 pe 
e aluminum 
edule extending 
cont ct, 
rt ul 
( . { 

















( a loan $25, 
to the Aluminu 
| t-In I 
I f e $5 0 ¥ 
th Aluminu m ¢ oO 
1941, 1 month be l 
tarted at Shipshaw, but after contracts f 
construction had been executed SI : 
i power developme! on the Sagi y 
River in Cana just down the stream from 
Chute-a-Caror The power was to be used 
to produce uuminum required under 
ntract 
Under this arrangement the Aluminum Co 
of Canada in effect received the use of $25.- 
( 09 at 2-p ! tand without col- 
eral from a subsidiary of the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corporation At the same time 


is, the American company, which had 





d entering an industry dominated by a 

le producer, ¥ being charged 4-percent 

on a loan obtained from the Recon- 

1 Finance Cor} on. In addition 

tt Rey1 d 1 ; secured by a first 
on its including those built 





1 


h the borrowed money, 
stock of its subsidiaries 
rhe difference in favor of Aluminum Co. 
of Canada was emphasized further by the fact 
that in August 1941, only a few weeks after 
the 17-cent-per-pound contract with the 
Aiuminum Co. of Canada, the price of virgir 
aluminum in the United States was reduced 
from 17 cents to 15 cents per pound without 
y corresponding reduction having been 
made in the price to be received by Alumi- 
num Co, of Canada. The 2-cent differential 
on the quantity of material involved in the 
contract was equal to an additional payment 
to Aluminum Co. of Canada of almost $15,- 
000,000. 
Moreover, 


reed to 


and a pledge of the 












the Metals 
reimburse 


Reserve 


Aluminum 


Company 
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Canada in the event that labor and trans- 
I ( ild increase 
The nmittee appreciates that the Re- 


ation and its 


Financ Corpor 



























1 e under pressure to ob- 
! qui as possible from 
ly irces. l C m1 ttee itself 
} t the urgeen fd sg 
‘ Car s a fe an corpo- 
y ed } c +hea U it i State 
of which could not be tal 
War Powers Act The only 
! ning increased produ 
€ te a contract acce 
time, Alu lum 
( t ng n yortu to 
bi i eme I n-producing 
cay le .tes from 
r ed 1e T 1 States. 
Be n be 
subie e t us f the 
Ur a enter (as the com- 
n é ! had) into 
f cartel » the Alu- 
m im (¢ ope! e un- 
le t cour uth Amer- 
i and that accomplished 
unle ] I were allocated to it, 





> circumstances, the commit- 
tee believed that it was desirable to attempt 
to renegotiate the cor ts and in the fall 
of 1941 called the attention of the Recon- 


Finance Corporation to the price 


itrac 





diff - 
In the spring of 1942 two new contracts— 
designated No. 3 and No. 4—were executed 


between the Metals Reserve Company, the 
Aluminum Co. of Canada, and the Export- 
Import Bank of the United These 


contracts canceled and superseded the first 


States 


two contract 


Contract No. 3, executed March 6, 1942, 


provided for the delivery of 1,000,000,000 
pound f aluminum by the end of 1944; 
800,000,000 pounds of that amount intended 


the United States was to be 
t 15 cents per pound, and the remain- 
30,000,000 pounds intended for lend- 

was to be priced at 17 cents 
per pound. The $25,000,000 down payment 
and the $25,000,000 loan provided in the 

itracts were replaced by an advance 
payment of $50,000,000 without interest or 














security or other obligation except as to the 
delive of aluminum. In the words of the 
contract the purpose was “to enable the 
seller to undertake the expansion of the 
productive capacity of its plants.” In addi- 


tion the contract extended to the Aluminum 
Co. of Canada a line of credit with the Export- 
Import Bank of the United States up to 
$25,000,000 with interest at 3 percent and 
without security, the credit to be availed of 
to the extent that the amount of the advance 
payment is reduced by crediting the United 
States at 5 cents per pound of aluminum 
delivered. The Reconstruction Finance Cor- 
poration the loan as sound even 
though it was made without security. 


regards 


And, so far as 
authority. 


Contract No. 4, executed April 1, 1942, pro- 
vided for the sale of an additional 370,000,000 
pounds of aluminum for delivery by the end 
of 1945, of which 296,000,000 pounds were for 
the United States at 15 cents per pound and 
74,000,C09 pounds for lend-lease at 17 cents 
per pound. This contract provided for an 
additional advance to the Aluminum Co. of 
Canada of $18,500,000 without interest and 
an additional line of credit up to $9,250,000 
with interest at 3 percent under the same 
terms as contract No. 3. 

These two contracts were entered into pur- 
suant to recommendations of the War Pro- 
duction Board, the successor agency to the 
Office of Production Management. The two 
contracts provided for the purchase of an 
aggregate of 1,370,000,000 pounds of alumi- 


I can see, without 














DECEMBER 


1] 


num at prices of 15 cents per pound on 1,( 





000,000 pounds for use in the United St 
and 17 cents per pound on 274,000,000 por 
for lend-lease use; 1,250,000,000 poun 

to be delivered by the end of 1944, and 
balance in 1945. 

The quantity of aluminum deliver 
January 31, 1944, by the Aluminum ( 
Canada was 741,514,914 pounds, and 
quantity remaining to be delivered was 62 


458,086 pi 

In addition 
Metals Reserve Comp Export-In 
Bank had made loans under the contr 
the Aluminum Co. of Canada ;¢ 
$12,350,000. 

In addition, the Aluminum Co. of C 
received as excess payment under the ¢ 
tor clause for increased tra! ion 
labor costs additional sums which, d 
recent months, have amounted to 4.2127 « 
per pound. When these payments are 
to the 15 cents per pound base price 
total price of aluminum purchesed fr 
Aluminum Co. of Canada (except where 
17-cent price is still available) is 1961 
cents. 

It is estimated that 
shaw power project, undertaken by Alu: 
num Co. of Canada in order to enable i 
comply with the contract with Metals ! 
serve Company, was approximately $70 
0cO, and the cost of pot lines for the p1 - 
tion of aluminum, and plants for the 
cuction of alumina, developn 
bauxite and other costs incurr 
establish the necessary I 
aluminum ingot in the quantities requ 
by the contract was an additional $10( 
000, or a total of approximately $170.00 
against which Aluminum Co. of Canada 
ceived in advance $68,500,000 without 
terest and as prepayment for aluminu 
be delivered later. 

Perhaps the most unique feature of 
contrects is a debt cancelation pr 
common to both, which removes all ! 
from the expansion venture of Aluminum ¢ 
of Canada, regardless of when the War 1 
end. Deliveries of aluminum are sub} 
cancelation without cause by the Ur! 
States upon 6 months’ notice, in which eve 
the Aluminum Co. of Canada is permitt 
retain without obligation the unacc 
for balance of the “‘dvance payment 
$68,500,000 Furthermore contract N 
provides that in the event of cancelatio1 
United States must pay to the Alumi 
Co. of Canada 1 cent per pound for all met 
undelivered under that contract. 

In summation, this is how the 

rks: For every pound of alumi 
delivered for use in this country, the U! 


unas. 
to the advances made by 
the 


iny, 





ortat 
sports 





the cost of 


the § 


mining 
obtain 


apacity to pr 











arrat 


ment Ww 


States pays the Aluminum Co. of Car 
10 cents (or in the case of lend-lease 
ments, 12 cents) and credits 5 cents tow: 
retirement of the $68,500,000 previously 


ry 5 cents so credited, t 
Aluminum Co. of C ja may borr 
cents at 3-percent interest up to $24,2% 

The advance payment of $68,500,000 © 
not be repaid until the entire qu 
metal is delivered (5 cents per pound 
1,370,000,C00 pounds equals $68 500 
Meanwhile, if the war should end before De- 
cember 31, 1945, and the United States ! 
any reason should decide to cancel furt! 
deliveries, a substantial part of the advan 
payment would never be repaid, and 
vaiue therefor would be received. 

Further financial assistance is reported t 
have been given to the Aluminum Co. olf 
Canada by the Government of Canada in the 
form of tax exemptions which are labeled 
“accelerated depreciation.” The deprecia- 
tion granted by the Canadian authcrities on 
the Shipshaw power project for tax purposes 
is reported to have been $37,000,000, which is 
over half of its estimated cost of $70,000,000 

In order to permit immediate manutfactu 
' of the large Shipshaw turbines and gener- 


vanced. For eve 

















I? h to } for the ReEcorpD 
A! nnouncer t of the post-war 
I of t Alumin im Co. of Canada, 
Ltd., the company which signed the Ship- 
: Ww contract h tl United Sta . 
The Watert n(N. Y rj of Decem- 
b 4, 1944, carried the following dis- 
p n ¢ pr ar operation at U 
Ship proj 
DoMINION I s A p 1 PLANS—WILL 

M NI v £ OY MI AT LWO AND ONE- 

HA TO iH k TiMes LEVEI F PRE-WAR 

DA I I : P oF ALC L RACED 

BY PF IDENT POWELI GGRESSIVE STE To 

CAPTURE MARKETS ARE OUTLINED—TRADE 

BARRIERS HIT—SHIPSHAW POWER POTENTIAL 

T ILD 

MONTRE December 4.—With plans and 
I ilready launched to develop new 

l , create new manufacturing facili- 

1 penetrate new markets, as well as 





e old one the Aluminum Co. 

f nada expects to maintain employment 
in its enterprise in this country at two 
and a half to three times the prewar level. 
This will prevail from the time that the cur- 
rently proceeding cutback of war purpose 
production is completed and, it is antici- 
pated, continue into the post-war period. 
A comprehensive and revealing panorama 
of the post-war prospects facing the com- 
pany, and the aggressive steps by which the 
company intends to crystallize those pros- 
pects, was outlined here by R. E. Powell, 
piesident of the company. His exposition 
was delivered in the company’s headquarters 
in the Sun Life Building at the first press 
conference Mr. Powell has held for several 


years and which 


departure 


he indicated, marked a new 
toward more frequent and ex- 
report of company activities, 


tensive ing 


HIGHLIGHTS OF PROGRAM 


Highlights 







of his declaration were: 
1. The company has eady made an in- 
itial appropriation totaling more than - 


000,000 for projects to be undertaken dur- 
ing the transitional war-peace period or in 
preparation for sustaining operations in the 
post-war period 


2. Projects which the company has al- 
ready initiated or to which it is committed 
include <¢ lay of $250,000 to modernize and 

1 


sliady ) 
enlarge its facilities for manufacture of cook- 


ing and other household utensils; earmark- 
ing of close to $350,000 to improve and en- 
large f for rolling of aluminum foil 
normally used extensively in wrapping of 
tobacco products; and a project of unstated 
cost for the first manufacture in Canada of 
sulfate of alumina, a heavy chemical used 


in paper production and for water purifica- 
tion 
3. Avowal of a post-war price policy which, 


soon to be announced in detail, generally 
will aim at consistent and progressive move- 
ment toward lower price levels, in the ex- 
pectation of thus broadening world markets 
for Canadian-produced aluminum, 


4. Advocacy by the company of a governing 


policy of free trade for aluminum throughout 
the world, given which we can hold our own 
in the p war competition for the recap- 
ture of former markets and the opening of 
hnew ones. 


5. The company is already embarked on 
the fabrication of products and alloys of an- 
other important light metal, magnesium, 


If the St. Lawrence development can 
be blocked by further delays, then the 
irift of industry from the northeastern 
section of the United States to company 
towns owned by the aluminum monopoly 
and other industries in the Province of 
Quebec will continue through the post- 
war period. That kind of a policy has 
been just as severely condemned by en- 
lightened Canadians as by those of us 


CON( 
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nited States who favor the de- 
nt of our water-power resources 


aot 





ve m 
in all tions alike, in the general inter- 
f of the public 

Tl ibject has recently been dis- 
cussed at length on the floor of the House 
of Commons in the Canadian Parlia- 
ment. There it was brought out by half 
a dozen members that, for the benefit of 


group, the Shipshaw was given 


a emall 
a SMaili 


precedence over the St. Lawrence de- 
velopment, and that it is imperative now 
to proceed with the St. Lawrence develop- 


ment in the interest of the people of both 
countrie 


At this point I wish to read excerpts 
from a few of the debates which took 
place in the Canadian House of Commons 





at Ottawa on this subject. The debates 
were held on June 14 and 15, 1943, only 
last yea 

I first read a statement by Mr. Cold- 
well made on June 14. Incidentally, the 
members of the House of Commons who 
made statements from which I shall read 
represent, I believe, all political parties 
in Canada, so the subject is not entirely 
a party one there. 

Mr. Coldwell said: 


I say the United Nations are being sold 
down the Saguenay River by these agree- 
ments; that while our people are called upon 
to sacrifice, and while Canadian boys are 
giving their lives in a great cause, this giant 
corporation is receiving profits and prop- 
erties which will enable it after the war to 
maintain a monopoly which will dominate 
electric-power resources and the production 
of aluminum on the American Continent 
and to a large extent throughout the world. 

From 1919 to 1925, George D. Haskell, pres- 
ident of the Baush Machine Tool Co., en- 
deavored to find ways and means of manu- 
facturing his own aluminum. He got in 
touch with James B. Duke, the owner of the 
power plant and water power on the Sague- 
nay River. As soon as Arthur Vining Davis, 
the president and financial genius of the 
Aluminum Co. of America, heard of it, 
he saw Duke and negotiated a merger with 
him whereby Duke became a partner and 
one of seven directors with the ownership 
of 15 percent of the common stock and one- 
ninth of the preferred stock. Duke had paid 
$1,000,000 for the Saguenay power sites which 
the Province of Quebec had alienated for 
$40,000. The market value of the stock 
which Duke received for the Shipshaw or 
lower Saguenay site was approximately $40,- 
000,000. He retained the upper site which 
Duke-Price Power had already developed. 

Duke died in 1925, and in 1926 Alcoa ac- 
quired 5344 percent control of the Duke- 
Price Power Co., which owned the upper 
development, and immediately entered into 
a 50-year contract with it to take 100,000 
horsepower at a total cost of $60,000,000. 

I have shown, I think conclusively, that 
we are dealing with a group of industrial 
barons whose chief aim has been to make 
money and obtain world-wide power. Yet 
it is to this organization the several gov- 
ernments have given, or advanced, over 
$300,000,000 in one form or another during 
this war. It is easily the greatest financial 
grab ever pulled off in the history of Canada. 

Cost-free new aluminum facilities, and the 
power plant at Shipshaw will do two things: 
(1) Enable them to control more effectively 
than ever the light-metal industry of the 


world and (2) undersell publicly owned 
power in the northeastern part of North 
America. 


I have shown the interest of the aluminum 
companies in electric power at various stages 
of their development. From the evidence, 
there can be no doubt whatsoever that the 
effective control of power and power develop- 
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ment was a weapon used to preve 
establishment of rival compani I 
their complete control and v de 
ment of the whole of the power rs 

the Saguenay River are ominous f: 
point of view. 


Mr. Knowles, of the House of Com- 
mons, then said: 


Some day we should be given the full 


of who has been handling this 
When we start to bring these thi: 
the Minister of Munitions and Su 

“The Government was not dealing l 
plant. But these deals are pretty big. T 
affect not only the price which this 
ernment has to pay for aluminum, but 


price which every one of the United N 
has to pay for it.” 


Mr. MacInnis said: 
A little while ago we were told that it 
a Canadian company under Canadian ¢ 


Mr. Knowles replied: 


It should be brought under Canadian - 
trol, and because these deals will als f 
the whole set-up after the war, I submit 

the Government was remiss in not concer! 
itself with deals of this size. It emphasizes 
our feeling that not only are these inter¢ 
using Canada as a sanctuary, where 
come as refugees from the laws of the U: 
States, but they pull the wool over the e) 
of this Government. 

They have been in this game for 40 ye 
The story was given this afternoon, and I 
confess that I was startled to read the amaze- 
ment on the face of honorable members cp- 
posite, including those in the Government 
the story was unfolded. * * * 

In 1928 Aluminium, Ltd., was 
legally and technically, as an indepe1 
company. That is the problem the [ ed 
States Government was up against in t 
courts. Aluminium Ltd.’s president is 
brother of the president of the Alum 
Co. of America. Aluminium, Ltd., pa - 
pated in the forming of the Alliance Alumi- 
num Co., which was incorporated in Swit - 
land, and then proceeded to operate as a 
world cartel. 


On June 15 Mr. Graydon spoke in 
House of Commons, as follows: 

Having in mind the desires of those ' 
wish to follow the doctrine of individ 
initiative and free enterprise, which i: 
the interests of the people generally, in 1 
opinion international combinations and 
cartels constitute one of the principal im- 
pediments to the achievement of this 0)- 
jective by the little man, whether he be in 
business, on the farm, in other primary - 
cupations, in the workshop, in the plant 
in the factory. 


set 


I now read from the statement of Mr. 
Noseworthy, another member of the 
Canadian House of Commons: 


Honorable members who spoke on this sub 
ject yesterday dealt with the internatio 
side of aluminum development, and the mo- 
nopolistic control which had been effected 
the development of aluminum. 
other monopoly which, to my mind, is f 
more serious to the people of Canada t! 
that affecting aluminum. I refer to the mo- 
nopoly of electric power which this great com- 
pany has attained in Canada. I am confic 
there is not an honorable member in 
House, regardless of his political affiliations, 
regardless of what he thinks of private owner- 
ship versus public ownership, who does hot 
recognize the danger to public interests and 
the danger to industry in this country that 
lies in permitting any monopoly of our water 
power, That power is the very lifeblood of 
industry, and any monopolistic enterprise 
which can gain control of the right to develop 
power from the water that flows in our rivers 


There is an- 
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we can finish by 2 o’clock, if a 
rum is quickly obtained so we can 
rt by quarter past 12, and are not in- 
terrupted too much. 

Mr. HILL. When the Senator uses the 
word “we,” does he mean simply the pro- 
ponents, or does he mean that the pro- 
ponents and the opponents can conclude 
by 2 o’clock? 

Mr. AIKEN. Only the proponents, be- 
cause I do not know how long the op- 
ponents will want to speak. 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if 
guished Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
OveRTON! in charge of the bill knows 
how long the opponents might wish to 


the distin- 


speak? Has the Senator any suggestion 
to make in that regard? 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
really do not know, because I do not 
know what other Senators desire to 
speak. I think that what I may have to 


ay Icould say in 15 or 20 minutes. Some 
other Senators might wish to speal. I 
wonder if the Senator from Vermont 
could proceed with his speech this eve- 
ning and then there would be less time 
occupied tomorrow, and we could divide 
the time then, say, between 12 and 2:30. 

Mr. AIKEN. Ido not understand 

Mr.OVERTON. Iwonder if the Sena- 
tor from Vermont can conclude his 
speech this afternoon, 

Mr. AIKEN. If I can hold a quorum; 
yes. 

Mr. OVERTON. The Senator from 
Vermont has had far less than a quorum 
during the entire day. 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes; but the Senator 
from Vermont has something to say now 
which is of a different nature than what 
he has said up to now, and it does not 
involve the Senator from Louisiana. 


Mr. OVERTON. I apprehend we 
would not have a quorum tomorrow 
either for most of the time. 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if the Senator 
rom Vermont would be willing to offer 
his amendment at this time, with the 
understandin that no speaker shall 


speak more than once nor more than 30 
minutes on the amendment or on the 
bill. That would mean, of course, that 
the Senator would have 30 minutes on 
the amendment and 30 minutes on the 
bill, or have an hour in all. 

Mr. AIKEN. Ina way what I have to 
say now does not pertain particularly to 
the bill or to the amendment itself. I 
am sure that if I am not interrupted I 
can easily finish within an hour, and 
probably will occupy not more than half 
that time. I think about 30 minutes will 
be sufficient. 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if the Senator 
would be willing to offer his amendment 
at this time in order that we might have 
it before the Senate, and then an agree- 
ment be had to vote on it not later than 
a certain hour tomorrow. 

Mr. AIKEN. If it is agreed that I 
may continue tomorrow to put what I 
have to say in the REcorD, very well. I 
will say frankly that the reason I have 
not offered the amendment is because I 
have been told—and I think the state- 
ment has been made to the press—that 
as soon as I did so a motion would be 
made to table it. Such a motion, of 
course, would have to be acted on with- 





out any debate, and if the proponents of 
the motion were successful it would be 
impossible to get the concluding argu- 
ments for the St. Lawrence into the 
REcORD, and we certainly desire to have 
them in the Recorp. We would have 
preferred to have gotten them in a com- 
mittee report, but we were unable to do 
that at this session, so we wanted to get 
them before the public anyway. 


Mr. OVERTON. Will the Senator 
yield? 
Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 


Mr. OVERTON. If the Senator from 
Vermont will offer his amendment this 
afternoon, and we can agree on some 
time to vote on the amendment, I think 
that I can speak for those who advocate 
the passage of the river and harbor bill, 
and who are against the Senator’s St. 
Lawrence seaway amendment, that no 
motion will be made to table it. I cer- 
tainly shall not make any motion to 
table it. 

Mr. AIKEN. That is all I ask. In 
fact, after I get into the Recorp the 
material I wish to present it does not 
matter whether the vote is on a motion 
to table or the vote is on the amendment 
itself. Of course, we would prefer a vote 
on the amendment itself. I cannot be- 
lieve that the Senate would vote to table 
it and deny us a vote on the amendment 
itself. 

Mr. OVERTON. I have no intention 
to offer any motion to table. I doubt 
that any other Senator has such inten- 
tion. Icannot speak for all the Members 
of the Senate. 

Mr. AIKEN. With the understanding 
that I may complete what I have to say, 
I shall be very glad to offer the amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. HILL. I think there is no dispo- 
sition on the part of any other Senator 
to prevent the Senator from Vermont 
completing his remarks. I hope, how- 
ever, we can take this other step, to wit, 
not only have the amendment offered at 
this time, but have some agreement now 
as to when we will vote on it. 

Mr. AIKEN. If I can have the outside 
limit of an hour I shall be satisfied. As 
I have said, I do not think I will need 
more than half an hour, but I cannot 
undertake to speak for all other Sena- 
tors. 

Mr. HILL. What would the Senator 
think about setting the hour of 3 o’clock 
as the time at which all debate on the 
amendment or any amendments thereto 
shall cease, and that the Senator from 
Vermont shall control half of the time 
and the Senator from Louisiana shall 
control the other half of the time? 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes. 

Mr. OVERTON. That would be sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator offer his 
amendment now so that we can at this 
time submit the unanimous-consent re- 
quest for an agreement as to the hour 
at which the vote shall be taken on the 
amendment? 

Mr. AIKEN. I shall be glad to do so 
with the understanding that we may 
have a vote at 3 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Ver- 
mont offers his amendment now I shall 
make a unanimous-consent request that 


' 


j 
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all debate on the amendment and 
amendments thereto shall cease at n 
later than 3 o’clock tomorrow, and th 
the time on the amendment shall be con- 
trolled half by the Senator from Ver- 
mont {Mr. AIKEN] and the other half b: 
the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Ove: 





TON]. 
Mr. AIKEN. Then I offer the amen 
ment. It has already been printed 


Mr. OVERTON. Let the amendment 
be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI! 
amendment will be stated. 

The CutiEF CLERK. It is proposed 
Mr. AIKEN (for himself, Mr. Surpst: 
and Mr. Fercuson), at the end of 
bill to insert a new section, as foll 

Sec.8. (a) For the purpose of pr 
interstate and foreign commerce 
national defense, and providing 
waterway through the Great Lak: ie § 
Lawrence River, and connecting 
reaching to the Atlantic Ocean, and f 
generating of electric energy as a mean 
financing, aiding, and assisting s 
taking, the agreement made by and b 
the Governments of the United S ‘ 
Canada, published in House Document N 
153, Seventy-seventh Congress, first 
providing for the construction of dam 
power works in the International Ra 
section of the St. Lawrence River, and t! 
completion of the St. Lawrence deep water- 
way, is hereby approved; and the President 
authorized and empowered to fulfill the 1 
dertakings made in said agreement on b 
of the United States, and to dele Ly 
of the powers and duties vested in him by 
this section to such officers, departm«: 
agents, or agencies of the United Stat 
he may designate or appoint. The work 
allocated for construction by the United 
States under said agreement shall be ur - 
taken under the direction of the S ? 
of War and the supervision of the Chief 
Engineers in accordance with the 1 
lations, and procedures applicable to 
and harbors projects, subject, however 


an im 


Ich under- 


U 
iwe 


terms and conditions of said agreem 
(b) The President is hereby aut! 1 
and directed to negotiate an arra: 


with the Power Authority of the S 

New York for the transfer to said power 
thority of the power facilities con 
pursuant to this authorization and the: 

to use the United States share of the v 

at the project for hydroelectric power pur- 
poses upon such terms and condi 

may be agreed upon, including provisio1 
payment of $93,375,000, which represent 

cost allocated to power in accordance 
the method of allocation included i 
joint recommendation of the Corps of En- 
gineers, United States Army, and the P 
Authority of the State of New York « 
February 7, 1933, such payment to be n 

by the power authority over a period of 50 
years with interest at the rate of 3 p 
compounded annually. In addition, 
arrangement shall include provisions pro- 
tecting the interests of the United & 
and assuring a widespread equitable « 
sition of the power to public 
other States, including counties, munici} . 
ties, public-power districts, and rural el 
cooperatives within economic transmi 
distances, and provisions for the prior u 
such water for the purposes of nav l 
the delivery, without charge, to the War De- 
partment of so much power as said De} : 
ment shall need for the operation of n 

tion facilities. The arrangement negotiated 
pursuant to this section shall not be subje 
to the provisions of any other section of 
this act but shall be reported to Co: 
during its next session and shall bec 


ry o 











Mr. OVERTON 
Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Pre 


irtment has 


furnished me, as the 


1al introducer of the bill, with a 
of a letter from Secretary of State 
tinius, and a statement setting forth 
position of the State Department 
etter is addressed to the Senator 


m Louisiana. I ask unanimous con- 
t that the letter from Sec1 





taryu @ 





together with the at memo- 





nt as a part of my remarks The 


ment which Secretary Stettinius 
completely upholds Secretary 





( lling the AV " 
t can be printed in the Recorp it may 
p some Members of the Senate to find 
nswers to some of the qu ons 

*h have been raised in their mind 
There being no objection, the letter 
{1 memorandum were ordered to be 


nted in the Recorp, as follow 
DECEMBER 7, 1944 
Honorable JOHN H. OVERTON 
United Stat S 


ry DEAR SENATOR OVERTON I refer t vou 
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evarding article VII of the 


rreement which 





Ihe ( parties ag that 
the f r under 
é es D Wee I 
\ j y d I ‘ Vv 
’ I iy line the 
} i ir ' 
f ri t t thes 
} r ibjects 
( t k f¢ n 
I ( rt ( I A n 
j I R i the G 
I ( ] n eX- 
j y I n v ! i be ( - 
I I ‘ ed, it under- 
( d I treaty pr - 
a tion of t wat 
ref da t d t perpe d T 
} e ¢ t extent to which 
rn n W er the exist 
< 
N 1 of ( : 
alreac bee f - 





VII of W e! ] ton Treaty of 1842 
t e XXVI of the Tre y of Wash I 
of 1871; and t t I of the treaty of 1909 
hn to the int y waters between 
the 1 ¢ nd Canada 
2 VI Treaty of Washi! n 
of S71 that tl navigation of the 
s I e fr it f -fifth | lel of 
nor here it ce to form tl 
I betwe the tv intries, from 
t :s f r remalr 
fr I { § t commie 
f Tl 
tre t ibject t C a n 
Art I of th 1 » tre provides that 
I n of all ) boundary W I 
Oo c nue fr and open for tl 
pur c f cr nerce to the habitants and 
t ! ve ‘Is. and boats of both coun- 


tries equally.’ The second paragraph of arti- 








shall re n ) th me right of navi- 
f 1 extend to the waters of Lake 
M ! d ll canal mnecting bound- 
‘ ex or which ma 
} er be ¢ ed on ¢ rer side of t 
line 

It will t be that this treaty pro- 
vide hat l rl und- 
ary wate ll f c le fre and 
ope whe nat ion of Lake M man 
and tl car connecting boundary waters 
are subje to termination with the termina- 
tion of the treaty For more than a century 
and a qi ter th waters have been navi- 
f it n onals of the two countries and 
no objec n on either side has ever heen 
raised to such free navigation. It is hardly 
to | nosed tha Oo I the two coun- 
tries shall remain at peace with each other, 
which ent] be perpetual, 
‘ Oo prevent the 
exert of this p! tionals of the 
| 

< ) f we are to ‘nd large sums of 
I vy in the improvement of this waterway 
{ pur} of tion and power devel- 
opni as contemplated by the proposed 

v would 1 desire that there 

hould 1 un yr rding rights 
r 1 in the « re waterway, includ- 
1 I I of our! } to navy e the 
d I lonals of Canada 
to v » I Mich ) 

I 1 as C ress has control over 
f 1 comme d likewise } control 
over n ion and nav ble w rs as an 
incid eto (Leovy v. United States (177 
U. S. 621)), there would seem to be no ques- 
tion ¢ rt right of the Congress to provide 


s of navigation shall be per- 
manent on condition that Canada ll 
vessels of the United 





1e question of the authority of Con- 
er foreign and interstate commerce 
and the breadth of the Congressional power 
n that field, it is noteworthy that the deci- 
Supreme Court from the time 
ief Justice Marshall have been uniform 
in emphasizing the wide extent of that 
! famous case of Gibbons Vv. 
9 Wheaton 1 (1824)), Chief Justice 


= 
= 


regulating commerce with for- 
the power of Congress does not 


=) + viricr 


urisdictional lines of the several 


States. It would be a very useless power, 
if it could not pass those lines. The com- 
merce of the United States with foreign na- 
1 ;, is that of the whole United States. 











I y < ct has a right to participate in it 
The deep stre is Which penetrate our coun- 
try in every direction, pass through the in- 
f r of almost every State in the Union, and 
f t means of exercising this right. 
If ¢ pre has the power to regulate it, that 
I be exercised whenever the sub- 
ject exists. If it exists within the States, 
if foreign voyage may commence or termi- 
nate at a port within a State, then the power 
fC ress may be exercised within a State” 
(p. 195 
We are now arrived at the inquiry—What 
tl power? 
It the power to regulate; that is, to 
prescribe the rule by which commerce is to 





be ed. This power, like others 
ested in Congress, is complete in itself, may 
be exercised to its utmost extent, and ac- 
knowledges no limitations, other than are 
prescribed in the Constitution. These are 
expressed in plain terms, and do not affect 
the questions which arise in this case, or 
which have been discussed at the bar. If, 
as has always been understood, the sover- 


eignty of Cong 
fied objects 


ress, though limited to speci- 

is plenary as to those objects, 
over commerce with foreign na- 
and among the several States, is vested 


the power 


in Cor 


tress as absolutely as it would be ina 
single government, having in its constitu- 
tion the same restrictions on the exercise of 


the power are found in the Constitution of 
the United States.” (Pp. 196-197.) 
In the State Tonnage Taz Cases (12 Wall. 


204 (1870)), the Supreme Court said: 
“Congress possesses the power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among 


the several States, and it is well-settled law 
tl the word ‘commerce,’ as used in the 
Constitution, comprehends navigation, and 
that it extends to every species of commercial 
intercourse between the United States and 
f nations and to all commerce in the 
except euch as is completely 
which does not extend to or 
214). 

lso Louisiana Public Service Commis- 
sion v. Texas & New Orleans Railroad Co. 
(284 U. S. 125, 180 (1981) ). 

The congressional power over foreign and 
interstate commerce has been uniformly held 
to include full and complete control over 
navigation and navigable waters. Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall so held in Gibbons v. Ogden (9 
Wheaton 1 (1825)), saying: 

“Commerce, undoubtedly, is traffic, but it 
is something more: It is intercourse. It de- 


several States, 


internal and 





ecribes the commercial intercourse between 
nations, and parts of nations, in all its 
branches, and is regulated by prescribing 
rules for carrying on that intercourse. The 
mind can scarcely conceive a system for reg- 
ulating commerce between nations, which 


shall exclude all laws concerning navigation, 
which shall be silent on the admission of the 
vessels of the one nation into the ports of the 
other, and be confined to prescribing rules for 
the conduct of individuals, in the actual em- 
ployment of buying and selling or of barter. 

< * * ~ . 


“The word used in the Constitution, then, 
comprehends and has been always understood 
to comprehend, navigation within its mean- 
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ing; and a power to regulate navigation 

ex} sly granted as if that term had t 
added to the word ‘commerce’” (pp. 189 
193). 

Again in Gilman vy. Philadelphia (3 Ww 
713 (1865)), the Court said: 

“Commerce includes navigation. The p 
to regulate commerce comprehends the 
trol for that purpose, and to the extent 1 
essary, of all the navigable waiters of 
United States which are accessible fro; 
State other than those in which the 
For this purpose they are the public pro 
of the Nation and subject to all the 
legislation by Congress. This nec¢ 
cludes the power to keep them open 
from any obstruction to their navigati 
terposed by the States or otherwise: 
move such obstructions when they exi 
to provide, by such sanctions as they 1 
deem proper, against the occurrence of 
evil and for the punishment of offender 
these purposes, Congress posse all 
powers which existed in the States before 
adoption of the National Constitut 
which have always existed in the Parli 
in England 

“It is for Congress to determine wher 
full power shall be brought into act 
(pp. 724-725). 

In United States vy. Chandler-Dunbar W 
Power Co. (229 U. S. 53 (1913)), the Su 
Court said of title to the bed of 

“It * * * is of no avail agair 
exercise of the great and absolute ; 
Congress over the improvement of 1 
rivers. That power of use and control « 
from the power to regulate commerce 
tween the States and with foreign 
It includes navigation and subjects « 
navigable river to the control of C 
All means having some positive relat 


requ 





ari 


the end in view which are not forb 
some other provision of the Constitut 
admissible” (p. 62). 

In United States v. Appalachian Elec 
Power Co. (311 U. S. 377 (1940)) the Sur 
Court stated: 

“It was held early in our history that 
power to regulate commerce necessa! 
cluded power over navigation. To mal 
control effective the Congress may k 
‘navigable waters of the United § é 
and free and provide by sanctions a 
interference with the country’s water 
It may legislate to forbid or license d 
the waters; its power over improvem: 
navigation in rivers is ‘absolute’” (pp 
405). 

“In our view, it cannot properly be 
that the constitutional power of the 1 
States over its waters is limited t 
for navigation. * * * In truth tl 
thority of the United States is 
tion of commerce on its waters. } 
bility, in the sense just stated, is but 
of this whole. Flood protection, wate 
development, recovery of the cost of imp! 
ments through utilization of power are 
wise parts of commerce control * 
the authority of the Government ove! 
stream. That authority is as broad 
needs of commerce. Water-power dev 
ment from dams in navigable streams is f 
the public’s standpoint a byproduct of 
general use of the rivers for comm 
* * * The point is that navigable w 
are subject to national planning and c 
in the broad regulation of commerce gr 
the Federal Government” (pp. 426-427) 

It will thus be seen that the Court sp 
cally stated that the authority of C 
“is as broad as the needs of commerce, 
that water-power development “from d 
in navigable streams is from the pub 
standpoint a byproduct of the general us 
the rivers for commerce.” While the C 
was here dealing with an interstate st 
the reasoning and language are equally 
plicable to an international stream. 


) 
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k nceluded. | form or an agreement plus legislation, havi epted 1 the - 
| 








( f the resol was admi ed by a 
s 1 py ed December 29, 1&4 
‘ £ f > Ur 
{ I Ha 
J f 1£97 t} 
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n 
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( pl 1 fol- 
i ; e 
gui in s ) 
1 I Kl T € ce- 
p ure | d uid 
light of » pal 
( vith in the St. Law- 
I ( Th ation one in 
‘ ent n it properly | 
‘ “ treaty met 1 ot 
} ple ente I ia- 
Col ( ( n Par- 
I i n r nection 
h erce and naviga- 
t » Cl i ha extensive 
} t i ¢ da treaties ar 
. f the land bi 
q iplementil legi yn, and the 
I n any case for cOngressional and par- 
( ry support, the present situation ap- 
} I peculiarly appropriate for the 
me 1 of procedure that has been agreed 
upon 
As both the President and Secretary Hull 
have said, it is a question of little impor- 
tance which method is used in regard to the 
p! ed Lawrence development. What 
is of img nee that we make the neces- 
sary arrangements to provide for the speedy 
and effective utilization of this great re- 
source for the benefit of the peoples of the 
United States and Canada. Every year of 
delay means that 13,000,000,000 kilowatt- 
hours of electric energy are lost to the peo- 
ples of the two countries. Since the treaty 
v ned in 1932, 156,000,000,000 kilowatt- 
hours of energy have been lost forever, not 
to mention the loss of the enormous trans- 
portation benefits which the improvements 
v l rd 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the 
Chair understands, the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. HiILti] asks unanimous 
consent that at not later than 3 o’clock 
tomorrow afternoon a vote shall be taken 
on the amendment off red by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and all amendments 


thereto 


Mr. HILL. And that the time up until 


the time of the vote shall be equally di- 
vided, one-half to be controlled by the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. AIKEN], and 
the other half by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana | Mr. OVERTON], 

Mr. ATKEN. Mr. President, am I to 
unde} nd that the vote is to be at 3 
o'clock? 

Mr Let me say to the Senator 


the 
h I have m: 


fuliw 
aUlLYy 


terms 
f th 
the 


of the 

re is to be d 
time until 3 

the vote will not come before 3 
At 3 o’clock we shall have to 
however, all the debate should 

fore that time, the Senate could 
vote before 3 o’clock, 

Mr. AIKEI The reason I ask that 
question is that there are some Members 
of the Senate who are not well. It would 
be easier for them if they knew when we 
were going to vote than to come here and 
Wait t for perhaps an hour and a half, 


reque 


st 
ide, e- 
occupying 
o'clock, 
o'clock. 
vote. If, 
cease be 


kK 
] 
i 
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Mr 


_HILL. As I understand, the Sen- 
will occupy at least an hour 


ilf tomorrow. Is not that cor- 


side 


and a né 


r. AIKEN. 
. HILL 


I do not know. 
I believe the Senate would 


hard] y h to set the time for voting at 
exactly 3 0’ lock, because if we did so, We 
might then - in the position of having 
all the debate concluded, and between the 


time of nclusion of the debate and 3 





o’clock there would be no debate, either 
on the amendment, or any other amend- 
ment to the bill, or on the bill itself. 

Mr. AIKEN. I have never known of 
any shortege of debate in the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. What we wish to do is to 
Vi as § nas pos ible. 

M AIKEN. With that understand- 
i 

Mr. HILL. Certainly the Senator 
would be well within his rights in con- 
suming half the time. He would have 
control of half the time. 

Mr AIKEN. I think that will be sat- 
isfactor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 


from Alabama 
ate vote 


[Mr. HILL] that the Sen- 
at not later than 3 o’clock tomor- 
row afternoon on the pending amend- 
ment and all amendments thereto, and 
that the time tomorrow before 3 o’clock 
shall be under the control of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN] and the Sen- 
ator from anisiene {Mr. CVERTON], each 
to control half the time? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 


HILL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


Mr. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BILz0 
in the chair) laid before the Senate mes- 
sages from the President of the United 





s submitting sundry nominations 


a withdrawing a postmaster nomina- 
tion), which were referred to the appro- 
p riate -ommittees. 


(For nominations this 
and nomination withdra 
of Senate proceedings.) 


day 
wn, 


received 
see the end 









EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys: 

Mrs. Grace Gavin Lewis, of Oregon, to be 
register of the land offices at The Dalles, Oreg., 
vice William F. Jackson, resigned. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

Rear Admiral Wilson Brown, United States 
Navy, when retired on December 1, 1944, to be 
placed on the retired list of the Navy with 
the rank of vice admiral pursuant to an act 
of Congress approved June 16, 1942; and 

y cfficers for promotion for tempo- 
ar rvice in the Navy. 

By Mr. McK cLLAR, from the Committee on 


Post Offices and Post Roads: 
Sundry postmasters. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 


SENATE 

















Yh 
EM 


DECEMBER 1] 


clerk wil! state the nominations on 
calendar. 












POSTMASTERS 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 1 
sundry nominations of postma 
Mr. HILL. I ask that the nomin: 


of positmasters be confirmed en b 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With 
objection, the pcsStmaster nominat 
are confirmed en bloc. 


THE NAVY 


The legislative clerk proceeded to r 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominati 
in the Navy be confirmed en bloc 


rete x 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. With 
objection, the Navy nominations are con- 
firmed en bloc. 

That concludes the calendar. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the President | 
immediately notified of all nominatio 
confirmed today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

RECESS 


Mr. HILL. As in legisle 
move that the Senate take a recess un 
12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and 
o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the Sen 
took a recess until tomorrow, Tuesd 
December 12, 1944, at 12 o’clock meri 


Cc islative sess'on 


~ 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nomina _ received by tl 
Senate December 11 (egislative day of 
November 21), oak: 


DIPLOMATIC AND FORFIGN SERVICE 
William W. Corcoran, of Massachi 





now a Foreign Service officer of cl: 
a secretary in the Diplomatic Service, t 


also a consul general of the United Stat 
America. 

Charles W. Lewis, Jr., of a higan 
Foreign Service officer of cl 4 anda - 
retary in the Diplomatic Servi: e, to! 
consul general of the United States of Ar 
ica. 

IN THE Navy 

Vice Admiral William L. Ca Ihoun, U 
States Navy, to be a vice admiral in the N 
for temporary service, to rank from the 27 


day of February 1942 
Commodore Oscar Smith, 
Navy, to be a commodore in the Nav} 
temporary service, to rank from the 
day of April 1943 and to continue wh 
ing as deputy chief of staff to the Comn 
in Chief, United States Atlantic Fleet. 


IN THE Coast GUARD 


United § 














Capt. LeRoy Reinburg, United States C 

I to be a commodore, for tem] 
from October 1, 1944, wh 

as commandant, Coast Guard Y 

Curtis Bay, Md., or in any other assignn 

for which the rank of commodore is au 
ized. This nom tion is made to cort 
the spelling of this cfficer’s aaane as { 


viously nominated and confirm 
IN THE MARINE Corps 


Col. John T. Walker to be a brigadier 
general in the Marine Corps, for tempor 
service, from the 4th day of October 1942 


Col. Merwin H. Silverthorn to be a brigadier 
general in the Marine Corps, for temporary 
service, from the Ist day of April 1943 

Col. Maurice C. Gregory to be a brigadier 
general in the Marine Corps, for temporary 
service, from the 7th day of May 1944. 


( ( iN GR uno I¢ N 4 —— h ~) 
» \ « ‘ 
L RECOR ) H¢ L I 




















on of mo- 








e Second War Powers Act, 1942; 
n act > act entitled 


x the President to appoint 


pensation ol 
f War, and auth 


nt-elect in Janu 


Joint resolution to provide 


iral ceremonies. 


ge also announced that the 


, With amendments in 


ills of the House of thé 
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} A ct > gra ~ 
Commi ers i 
¢ ¢ er pi 
I re e boxir Cc o 
t in the D Co- 
r other purposes; and 
A act to extend the health 


of Cx 
lrants within the District 


lumbia 





> also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and a joint reso- 
] n of the following titles, in which the 


» of the House is requested: 


( re 
S. 1434. At t to provide for voluntary ap- 
prenticeship in the District of Columbia; 
S.1979. An act to regulate in the District 
c «4 umbia the transfer of shares of stock 


ns and te 


» make uniform the law 


ith reference thereto 






S. 2205. An act to authorize the dissolution 
of the Women’s Christian Association of the 
District of Columbia and the transfer of its 
5 ‘ d 


S.J. Res. 155. Joint resolution establishing 
I a site and design for 
a national memorial stadium to be erected 


a commission to select 
the District of Columbia. 


The me 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
mittee 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 837) 
entitled “An act to restore and add cer- 
tain public lands to the Uintah 
Ouray Reservation in Utah, 
other purposes.” 


The m 


the joint 


of August 5, 
provide for the 
records of the 
ment,” for 
papers in the 

1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of the Navy. 
Department of War. 
Office of Censorship. 
. War Manpower Commission. 
RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEES 


disposition of 
United States 


on oo B 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
llowing resignation from commit- 


the fe 

tees, which was read by the Clerk: 
DECEMBER 11, 1944, 

Hon. Sam RAYBURN, 

Speaker, House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. SPEAKER: 


Accounts, 
migration and Naturalization. 
Respectfully, 


i 





JOHN L. McMILLAN, 
Member of Congress. 
The 
the resignations are accepted. 
There was no objection. 
FEDERAL INSURANCE CONTRIBUTIONS 
ACT 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 

communication from the 

Clerk of the House, which was read by 
€ 


the following 


the Clerk: 
DECEMBER 11, 1944. 
The Honorable the SPEAKER, 
The House of Representatives, 


Erm Pursuant to the 


. 


special authori 


+r 


agreed to on Friday last, the Clerk received on 


Sage also announced that the 


of conference on the disagreeing 


and 
and for 


ssage also announced that the 
President pro tempore has appointed Mr. 
BsRKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
select committee on the part 
of the Senate, as provided for in the act 
1939, entitled “An act to 

certain 
Govern- 
the disposition of executive 





I hereby tender my 
resignation from the following committees: 
Civil Service, World War Veterans’ Legislation, 
Pensions, Elections No. 3, and Im- 


SPEAKER. Without objection, 









December 8, 1944, the bill (H.R 

t ite of tax under e Federal hl 

C r.bu ms Ac hn employer : lem; 
for e calendar year 1945, attested by 
s of the Senate as having 





endment Dec 





y, 
fare PrAst 
SouTH TRIMBLE 

Clerk of the House of Repre 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desire 
announce that pursuant to author 
granted him on Friday, December 8. 1 
he did on Saturday, December 9. 19 
sign the enrolled bill of the House (H 
5564) to fix the rate of tax under 

Federal Insurance Contributions Act 
employer and employees for the caler 
year 1245, 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent to extend my 
1arks in the Appendix of the Rre 
and to insert the notes of Dr. Warner 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Nort 
Carolina? 

here was no objection. 
PRINTING OF THE PRAYERS OF 
CHAPLAIN OF THE HOUSE 


Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, from t 
Committee on Printing, I report (R« 
No. 2050) back favorably without amend- 
ment a privileged resolution (H. R 
669) authorizing the printing of t 
prayers of the Chaplain of the Hous: 
Representatives, and ask for immedi 
consideration of the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the | 
offered by the Reverend James Shera M 
gomery, Chaplain of the House, at the open- 
ing of the daily sessions of the House, dur 
the Seventy-seventh and 
Congresses, including the current sessi 
printed and bound for the use of the H 
of Representatives, 








Seventy-ei 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on t 
table. 
ELECTION TO COMMITTEE ON 
AGRICULTURE 


Mr. DOUGHTON of North Car 
Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution, which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read (H. Res. 675) as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That JoHn L. McMILian of 
State of South Carolina be, and he is he 
elected a member of the standing comm 
of the House of Representatives on Agri- 
cuiture. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
SIXTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF IT 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER laid before the Hou 
the following message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, which w 
read by the Clerk, and, together with th 
accompanying papers, referred to th 
Committee on the Civil Service: 


To the Congress of the United States: 
As required by the act of Congress 
regulate and improve the Civil servi 
of the United States, approved Janu- 
ary 16, 1883, I transmit herewith 
Sixty-first Annual Report of the Civil 


+n 
















m Cali- 


the gentieman I1 














Mr. I Mr. §} ~ 
I t to extend 
re! , therein a 

A stant to 

R the Bureau of 

special Sen- 

( ntrali a- 

] S ob tion to 

j 1 from Cali 
was no objection 

] WOLVERTON of New Jersey. Mr 
I ask unanimous consent to ex- 

I remarks in the Recorp on the 

of the International Civil Avia- 

G ress recently held in Chicago 

SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

est of the gentleman from New 
was no objection. 

M ROGERS of M chusett M 
I ask unanimo consent to ex- 
remarks and to include a s} h 
1 by General Som é before 

d Industries of Ma chu- 
na ¢ e by my lf 
SPEAKER. Is there objec n to 
t of the gentlewoman from 
“ ana 
- nin 
I R ee 
; d rks M 
I y 
I IS aolr 

J € ction to 
1 ] t of the L yman irom 
a ree 

There was no objection 

Mr. GOODWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

mous consent to extend my re- 

marks in the Appencaix in two in- 

n : In one to include an address 


by Mr. Clifford Anderson, of Worcester, 


M at the recent anniversary dinner 
of the Associated Industries of Massa- 
cI s, as a tribute of this organiza- 


tion to Senator-elect SALTONSTALL; and in 
thi cond to include a 
published in the Boston Herald. 

SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


st of the gentleman from Mas- 


lot . 
recen etter 


le reque 


no objection, 








unanim«¢ ( nt t id ; 
for 11 t d to r f I extend 
my n 

T R. Is the tion to 
the 1 est of tl r n from Mas- 

chusetts? 

There was no objet 1 

Mr. CLASON. Mr. Spe ( today I 
I eived a certificate ¢ my € ( or to 
the S ty-ninth Cor from G 
LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, of Mi ichusett 

Was intel ed in le I the ofh L 
figures of our membe! The Clerk 














As I have 1 lint ne papers that 
three Members of the present Seventy- 
eighth Con iJ] Democ! have - 

ned during the p f day I asked 
about oul p nt membe! & J 
learned that on « n day,- Novembe1 
7, there re ( the offi l records 212 
Democra and 210 Republicans. Ap- 
} tly no record has 1 ed Clerk 
of House that of three Demo- 
cratic Membe1 has in fact 1 ned 
However, tl ne pa} pubd V1 n- 
erally regarded ;: correct Comin 
from M husetts I am much it - 
ested in thi fa F t fil time 
in t I ) of the U! 1 Stat i 

I KR e, M ( t 
pe ns of two of its C men, the 
maj t eader of the Ho t Hon- 
orable JOHN W. McCORMACK nd 1 
l r Oo: ft I \ he Hone ) 
JOSEPH W. MARTIN, « Whi } ty 
; in f t or in 7 . he ¥ ; I * Dp ) af 
1 House day tl l is fortur é 
in havin ‘ twa | - 

1 i Members from M chu in 
their respective role 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Spe T ask 
unanimous consent to ex im}! I - 
marks in the Recorp and to i id 
t ein two letters from men in the 
Sel e in Germany 





the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. Corree asked and was given 


permission to extend his remarks in the 
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here was no objection. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I also ask 
unanimous ci that I may be per- 
mitted to address the House now for 1 
n n ite 
The SPEAKER. Is there 
» request ol gentliema 
pama? 


nsent 


objection to 
the n from Ala- 
no objectic 
M: 
o the 
make 


vill 


might for ¢i 


There 
Mr. HOBBES. 
announce 


xpect 


wa n. 

Speaker, I wish to 
House that today I 
some remarks on the 
appear in the REcORD 
tribution among you to- 
ning. I invite your atte 
remarks because they will 
give you some facts relating to a bill 
which will come up later in the week 
annulling the rule promulgated by the 
Supreme Court in its McNabb decision. 
, due to the limited 
time which will be given for debate on 
that measure, that the Members of the 
House do me the honor to read my re- 
marks that will appear in the ReEcorpD 
if you do not find it convenient to hear 
me this afternoon. 

DISTRICT DAY 

The SPEAKER. This is District day. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]. 
GRANTING OF ADDITIONAL POWERS TO 

THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DIS- 
TRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 2644) to 
grant additional powers to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, with Senate amend- 
ment thereto and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ment. as follows: 

Page 4 
Pr 


section shall be 


to 


which 


morrow mo! a ne- 
{ 
{ 


LlOse 


10, after “business’’, insert 
That nothing in this 
construed to impose upon 
> such bond a greater lia- 
the total amount thereof or the 
unextinguished by any 


prior recovery or recoveries as the case may 


line 


; a 7 ho 


nalning 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the | man from West 


Vv 


request ol the gentl 
rginia? 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
reserving the right to ct, 
this is a restriction the Senate has placed 
on the bill? 
Mr. RANDOLPH. That correct. 
The gentleman will remember that the 
House passed this measure, it went to 
the Senat and was considered and 
voted on last Friday. 

The bill as amended by the Senate 
does not impair the general purposes and 
for that reason we are ready to concur 


Speaker, obj 


is 


and trust the House will accept the rec- 
ommendation of the committee. 


| 


| 


| 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the re t of the geatleman from West 
Virginia? 


There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreeéu to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

REGULATION OF BOXING CONTESTS AND 
EXHIBITIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous. consent to take from the 

Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 4327) to 

regulate boxing contests and exhibitions 

in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto, and concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 


The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 
Page 2, lines 19 and 20, strike out “entitled 


to compensation, not to exceed $1,800 each 
per annum” and insert “paid compensation 
at the rate of $2,400 each per annum, effec- 
tive July 1, 1944.” 
Page 4, after line 4, insert “The said funds 
vailable to pay for boxing equip- 
as gloves, head guards, mouth- 
pieces, trunks, boxing shoes, boxing rings 
and mats therefor, timekeepers’ bells and 
hammers, and trophies for members of or- 
ganizations engaged in the promotion and 
control of amateur and collegiate boxing; 
and when deemed necessary by the Commis- 
it may furnish personnel to conduct 
instruction and boxing contests for such 
organizations, and pay for same from such 
funds.” 





s§10n, 


Page 7, line 19, strike out “6” and in- 
sert “10.” 

Page 9, line 1, strike out “$10,000” and 
insert $15,000.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman please explain these 
amendments? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, this is 
legislation which passed the House sev- 
eral months ago. It deals with a par- 
tial reorganization of the District of 
Columbia Boxing Ccmmission. The 
amendments placed on the legislation 
after it passed the House by the Senate, 
when it was considéred by that body on 
Friday, go principally to the subject of 
increase in compensation for two mem- 
bers of the Commission. The $1,800 lim- 
itation in the House was increased to 
$2,400 in the Senate, with, of course, the 
provision that the member of the Com- 
mission who is also a member of the Met- 
ropolitan Police Department will be paid 
no salary. That, principally, is the con- 
tention of the Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Who 
is the one that gets the increase from 
$10,000 to $15,000? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is not an in- 
crease in salary paid to the Commis- 
sioners. Salaries would be increased 
from $1,800 to $2,400 under the provi- 
sions of the Senate bill. 

Mr. ROWE. Mr, Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ROWE. This $15,000, of cours: 
a reserve fund that will be left in 
hands of the Boxing Commission to m 
the normal expenses of the operation 
the Commission from the present forty : 
fifty thousand dollar surplus in 
fund. The balance is being turned ¢ 
to the District and is considered as mi 
cellaneous receipts. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
does not mean any additional burden 
the District? 

Mr.RANDOLPH. No. The funds; 
provided and the District Commissi 
money is already available. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 1] 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. COFFEE. Mr. Speaker, reservi: 
the right to object, I would like, with t} 
indulgence of the House, briefly to ex- 
press myself to the effect that H 
Wender, ex-president of the District 
Columbia Federation of Citizens’ Associa- 
tions with 39 affiliated organizations :; 
75,000 individual members, has stat 
that the position of that organization 
that it is opposed to the provision of th 
bill which specifies $2,400 a year to 2 of 
the boxing commissioners, and h 
asked me to state to the House that the: 
are 500 men in the District of Columbia 
any one of whom would be delighted to 
serve without compensation as a membe: 
of the Boxing Commission. It seems to 
me, further, that if the District of Co- 
lumbia Boxing Commission has any sur- 
plus fund, which is estimated at $50,000 
it might be reserved for and turned 
over to official charitable organizati 
of the District of Columbia and the recre- 
ational groups. The sporting editors of 
all 5 Washington newspapers have ex- 
pressed themselves as opposed to the pay- 
ment of this compensation to the Boxi: 
Commissioners of the District of C 
lumbia. 

I will not object in view of the fact 
the bill went through the House, and th 
House has already expressed itself 
favor of the principle of compensation { 
the members of the Boxing Commission, 
but I think it is only fair that this state- 
ment should go into the Recorp. There- 
fore, I withdraw my reservation of ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker, further 
serving the right to object, I want to 
on record as well as the gentleman p! 
ceding me by saying that there are pro- 
visions in this bill to which I also ob 
but in this we are down to the p 
where if it is not agreed to in conference, 
it means that the bill will not pass 
this session of the Congress and prob- 
ably the matter will run over into tl 
next Congress before anything is don: 
about it. I have talked to the ranki 
member of the Committee on the Distri 
of Columbia about this, and he advised 
me that he would lend his efforts to cor- 
rect situations, wherever amendments 
are necessary, to which I now object, and 
that he will gladly propose those and 
work on a program of amending the bill 
throughout. 






tha 


‘ 
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and oss South Capitol Street, to a point 
v f 1 square 660 
2. That all the construction and usé 
I ded f herein shall be under such regu- 
l f 1 l he Comm io! s 
of Di ( fc bia may make and 
f Mish in connection therewith and all 
p eci fic ns for such construc- 
ti ub to their approval. The 
Comm ers of the Di ct of Columbia 
have full authority to designate the 

lo¢ n and to cause such repairs or reloca- 
tion of id tunnel the public nece y 
may require, any such repa or relocation 
to be the expense of Standard Oil Co. of 
N Jersey, 1 uccessors or assigns 

Any repairs to streets, highways, or other 
public } pe y necessitated by construction 
< ilterations of said tunnel shall be made 
in a manner tisfactory to the Commission- 
( : ti District of Columbia at the ex- 
p eofS dard Oil Co. of New Jersey 

Sec. 3. That no permission granted or en- 


joyed hereunder shall vest any title or in- 


terest in or to the land within South Capitol 
dt e 

ec. 4. The right to alter, .mend repeal 
tl ct expres reserved, 

With the following committee amend- 
ment: 

On page 2, line 18, after the word “as- 
ipns”, insert the following: “The Standard 
Oil Co. and any person, firm, or corporation 
using such tunnel, shall save harmless, in- 
demnify and keep indemnified the District 
of Columbia from any and all injury, cost, 
l or damage to said District by reason of 
the construction, maintenance, and use of 


said tunnel, 


The committee amendment was agreed 
to 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 


consider was laid on the table. 
DISSOLUTION OF THE WOMEN’S CHRIS- 


TIAN ASSOCIATION 
COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the bill (S. 2205) to authorize the dis- 
solution of the Women’s Christian As- 
sociation of the District of Columbia and 
the transfer of its assets and ask unani- 
mous consent that the same be consid- 
ered in the House as in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain what this leg- 
islation does? 

Mr. RAND 


OF DISTRICT OF 


OLPH. Mr. Speaker, the 


Committee on the District of Columbia 
of the House considered legislation of 
this type and in hearings before our 


subcommitt 
The S 


e we took no definite action. 
enate, on last Friday, passed the 
bill which is now before this body, which 
would simply authorize the Negro branch 
of the Y. W. C. A., Known as the Phyllis 
Wheatley branch, to acquire ownership of 
the property now owned by the Women’s 
Christian Association. This property, I 
might say, is located in the Negro sec- 
tion of the District of Columbia and will 
be used more properly, it is felt, if the 
transfer is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
owns it now? 


Who 


| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





| 





DECEMBER 1] 



































































Mr. RANDOLPH. The Women’s | The SPEAKER. Is there objectioy 
Christian Association. the request of the gentleman from \ 


Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachuse 
Speaker, reserving the right to ol 
will the gentleman explain this bill? 

Mr.RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, t!} 
an important measure and I should 
to say that the Senate has passed 


A 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Why 
is it necessary to come to the Congress? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. This organization 
was incorporated under the laws of the 
District in 1870. It was organized for 
charitable purposes. Later Congress ap- 
propriated $25,000 with which they pur- 


ts. 


chased the property which is the subject bill and the House has also report 
of the bill we are now considering. similar bill. We call up the Sen 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. If it | today although we would have call 
is just a transfer of property, why should | the House bill had the Senate not | 
we be interested in it at all? ously acted. The bill provides for 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The bill which ap- | form regulations on stock trans! 
propriated money imposed a legislatiye | There are only nine States that do 





trust and they were bound to hold the 
property so purchased forever under the 
legislative trust. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. This 
bill will not exempt from taxation the 
property involved? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. 
observation is correct. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 


have laws which would coincide with 
District provisions, if this legislati 
passed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts 
does it do, call for a fee for transf 
property? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. It gives a certifi 
of stock most of the qualities of n 
bility that are provided for bill 
notes under the universally ad¢ 


Ww 


The gentleman's 


Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 


' 7” 
objection. — : et. | form negotiable instrument law. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to | the title to stock when properly e1 
the request of the gentleman from West | may pass by delivery of the certifi 
Virginia? ) 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusett 
there a unanimous 
committee? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes; it is a 
mous report. We filed it with th 
even before calling up the S 
today. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusett 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservaci 
objection. 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That 
Christian Association of the District 
lumbia may by a majority vote of its board 
deed, transfer, and assign, with- 
n all its a of whatso- 
ever kind or nature, including property pur- 
chased with the appropriation made by chap- 
455 of the act of June 23, 1874 (18 Stat. 


report from 


the Women’s | 
of Co- 


ace 
ol direc I 


out ¢ ideration, ssets 


ter 


(pt. 3) 216), or any subsequent appropria- Mr. COFFEE. Mr. Speaker, res 
tion, to the Young Women’s Christian Asso- | the right to object, as chairman 
riati of the stri olumbia. h ie ; j es . 
ciation of the District of Columbia. The | subcommittee for the District of C 
Young Women’s Christian Association of the : 7a ee : 

bia Associations, I want to ¢ 


District of Columbia may by a majority vote 
of its board of directors deed, transfer, and 
mm without consideration, to the Phyllis 


the legislative committee on the L 
of Columbia for bringing in a m 





Wheatley Young Women’s Christian Associa- needed and long overdue bill, w 
tion of Washington, District of Columbia, designed to protect the investors oi 
any property received by it from the Wom- | pjistrict of Columbia. Those who i 
_s a Se oe | ir ee a ee oan 
Columbia under this Act. No property of : a : m= 

the Women’s Christian Association of the large measure of protection and : 


ance of freedom from fraud. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I thank the ge: 
man. 

The SPEAKER. Is there object 
the request of the gentleman from W 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

There being no objection, the C 


young Women’s Christian Association of 

e District Columbia the Phyllis 
Wheatley Young Women’s Christian Associa- 
tion of Washington, District of Columbia. 
Upon deeding, transferring, and assigning 
all its property under the provisions of this 


District of Columbia shall be held or used 
for any purpose or purposes other than those 
stated in the certificate of incorporation of 
t 

t of 


or 


oO 


act, the Women’s Christian Association of read the bill, as follows: 

the District of Columbia shall be considered Be it enacted, etc., 

dissolved and its corporate charter surren- 

dered ; : : . . HOW TITLE TO CERTIFICATES AND SHARES MA‘ 


TRANSFERRED 
SECTION 1. That title to 

to the shares represented 

transferred only— 

(a) by delivery of the certificate e1 
either in blank or to a specified pe 
the person appearing by the certificate 
the owner of the shares represented t! 
or 

(b) by delivery of the certificate 
separate document containing a writ 
signment of the certificate of a po. 
attorney to sell, assign, or transfer the 
or the shares represented thereby, sigt 
the person appearing by the certifi 
be the owner of the shares represented tl 
by. Such assignment or power of att 
may be either in blank or to a specific ps 

The provisions of this section shall 
plicable although the charter or artic! 


The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


thereby c¢ 


REGULATING TRANSFER OF SHARES OF 
STOCK IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call 
up the bill (S. 1979) to regulate in the 
District of Columbia, the transfer of 
shares of stock in corporations and to 
make uniform the law with reference 
thereto, and ask unanimous consent that 
the same be considered in the House as 
in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 











The delivery 











{ ( the I - 
é 11 effe 1 except pro- 
+ n 7. tl uch 1 ‘ bv e?) e 
r t of posse 1} } 
rom the r of t certificate 
the person pur t I the 
CT AL IR SPITE OF RAUD 
I R CATION, DEATH 
CAPACITY, OR LACK OF CONSIDERATION OR 











person appearing by the certificate 
he owner f the shares represented 
s eff ual, except as provided ir 
7, though the endors« r transferor— 
t) was induced by fraud, duress, or! - 
to make the endorsement or delivery; 
(b) has revoked the delivery of the cer- 
> or the authority by the endorse- 
r delivery of the cert ite: or 
s died or become legally incapaci- 
ifter the endorsement, whether befors 
er the delivery of the certificate; or 
ha re eived no ¢ nsiderat n 


RESCISSION OF TRANSI 





Sec. 7. If the endorsement or delivery of 


i) was procured by fraud or duress; or 

(b) was made under such mistake as to 
make the endorsement or deliver inequi- 
table: or 





If the delivery of a certificate was made— 
(c) without authority from the owner; or 
(ad) after the owner's death or legal inca- 
pacity, the possession of the certificate may 
laimed and the transfer thereof re- 
ci d, unless— 


XC———-578 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—I 


- 
~—- 
— 



















ATTACHMENT OR LEVY UPON 


SURRENDERED RANSFER 


be valid until 
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Src. 23. The prov ns of this act apply 
only ( f issued after the taking 
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I +. Al ( ( ts of acts inconsist- 
( e hereby repealed. 
WHEN THE ACT TAKES EFFECT 
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The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table 

A similar House bill (H. R. 5159) 
laid on the table. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF METROPOLITAN PO- 

LICE DEPARTMENT BAND IN THE DIS- 

TRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr, Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 


was 


| 





consideration of the bill (H. R. 5158) to 
authorize the establishment of the Met- 
ropolitan Police Department Band, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to provide funds 
therefor; and I ask unanimous consent 
that the same be considered in the House 


as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what does this bill provide? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, this is 





legislation which would authorize the 
establishment of a Metropolitan Police 
Department band in the District of 
Columbia. It was the subject of three 


rin 
Ai if) 


he s by a subcommittee of the Dis- 
tric of Columbia Committee of the House. 
Witnesses were heard both for and 
against this proposal. It was then 
brought to the full committee on the 
District of Columbia last week with a 
unanimous report from the subcommit- 
tee, that the bill be reported favorably to 
the floor of the House. 

In connection with the consideration 
by the full committee, we desired to give 
the opponents of the legislation every 
possible opportunity to be heard. For 
that reason, counsel for the Federation 
of Musicians of the District of Columbia, 
Mr. Padway, was heard, although he had 
previously given testimony through Mr. 
Wilson and Mr. Schwartz. 

The District Commissioners have 
asked for this legislation. Commis- 
sioner Young, President of the Board of 
Commissioners, and Major Kelly, Super- 
intendent of Police, believe that a police 
band would add greatly to the morale 
of the department itself. They point out 
that in other police departments 
throughout the country there are similar 
musical organizations. They also be- 
lieve there are many occasions in the 
District of Columbia where this type of 
band could be properly used. 

We have safeguarded the legislation 
with amendments to the effect that any 
member of the band must be a member 
of the Metropolitan Police Department. 
In the second instance, we have amended 
the bill to allow the band to play only at 
functions where no admission charge is 
made. In other words, the committee, 
feeling the legislation to be meritorious, 
has attempted to answer the opposition 
of the musicians in that no one would be 
deprived of a livelihood and that the 
band perform strictly for civic and mu- 


nicipal functions within the District of 
Columbia where no admission fee is 
charged. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 


tleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 

Mr. CASE. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from West Virginia whether 
or not the committee considering this 
bill gave any consideration to the back- 
ground of the man now presently em- 
ployed or used as Director of the 
Metropolitan Band? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The committee, of 
course, had Captain Benter before it, 
the man who at one time was Director 
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of the Navy Band. He testified be 
the committee as to the work the b 
is now doing under his leadership. 

The committee bill does not ment; 
the director as any certain individy 
and no reference is made in the 1 
tion as to who may or may not be di) 
tor of the organization. The Com; 
sioners would get a good man. no a 
to do this job. 

Mr. CASE. Did the committee m 
any inquiry as to the circumstances wn- 
der which the Director left the diz 
ship of the Navy Band and its po 
bearing on what is here proposed? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Not to my know] 
edge. 

Mr. CASE. Then, Mr. Speaker. I 
have to object to the considera 
the bill under unanimous consent 
time. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, th 
District day and the leadership |} 
kindly given me the opportunity of goin 
into debate upon these measures, but I 
believe that in view of the heavy 
lative calendar it will be advisable 
withdraw the bill temporarily. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection 
bill is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
NATIONAL MEMORIAL STADIUM 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mir. Speaker, I « 
up Senate Joint Resolution 155, estab- 
lishing a commission to select a site and 
design for a national memorial stad 
to be erected in the District of Colun 
bia, and ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The Clerk read the title of the j 
resolution. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there is hereby est 
lished a commission to be composed of t 
Members of the Senate to be appoin 
the President of the Senate, three M I 
of the House of Representatives to be 
pointed by the Speaker of the House 
three persons to be appointed by tt 
missioners of the District of Col 
Such commission is authorized and d 


a 











(1) to consider and select a suitable site f 
an athletic field and stadium to be « - 
structed in the District of Columbia 


permanent memorial to the men and v 

who gave their lives while serving as m 
bers of the armed forces of the U 
States during World War No. 1 and W 
War No. 2; (2) to procure such plans and de- 
signs and make such surveys and estil 

of the cost thereof as it deems advi 

and (3) to make a report to the C 
together with its recommendations, 
earliest practicable date. 


Sec. 2. (a) The members of the commi 
sion shall serve without compensation; but 
travel, subsistence, and other necessary e} 
penses incurred by them in connecti 5 
the work of the commission may be } 


from any funds available for expenditure 
the commission. 

(b) The commission is authorized, with 
the limits of appropriations made there! 
to employ and fix the compensation of : 
officers, experts, and other employees as m 
be necessary to carry out its functions 

Sec. 3. There are hereby authorized to | 
appropriated such sums, not to exces 
$25,000, as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this Joint resolution. 


Mr. RANDOLPH (interrupting the 
reading of the joint resolution). 


MT, 
aii. 





I ask 


ent that 
lution be 


Uio™ 





tVER. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

to objec 
EAKER. If the gentleman will 
bill—the Chair is a little bit 
[ARTIN of Mr 
vin ject 





PEAKER. 
inia asks unan 
ip Senate Joint Resolution 155, 
Cle rk was reading the resolution 
n from West Virginia asked 
consent that further reading 
ith. That is the question 
House now. Later will come 

as to consideration of the 


[ARTIN of Massachusetts. It is 
hort resolution and I think it 
read for the information of the 
RANDOLPH. I was merely trying 
time; is going to explain it 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will read 
! nder of the resolut 
Clerk concluded readi 


-Tw 


ving the right to 
ie gentleman from West 
it should be taken up by unanimou 
nt? It seems to be quite far reach- 
i no one seems to know just where 
ing on it. 
\NDOLPH. I may Say in answer 
guished minorit 
ittee on the District of Colum- 
> chairman of that com! 
ve attempted to give the subject 
careful consideration. Those 
in progress at the time 
Senate passed the resolution which 
ist been read. The chairman of 
Senate District Committee, the dis- 
hed Senator from Mississippi, de- 
ed that the House have the opportu- 
today to pass upon the judgment 
1e Senate in this matter even though 
legislation pending before the House 


S 


} 1 
; »~ that 

it el Lidl 
Comm 


na t it- 


S were 





D ict Committee is embodied in at 
three bills which go to this general 
lect. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The 
gentleman’s committee has never voted 
on this legislation? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. No, sir. May I con- 


tinue further and simply say that it is 
desire always of ou > to go 

» these matters thoroughly, even 
though we might apparently, as individ- 
enthusiastic for pro- 
posal; there was a poll made of the com- 


"commit 


} ’ “'? 1, 
pe very tne 








mitt m rs this morning to see if it 
were agreeable to call the Senate meas- 
ure to the floor at this time. This poll 
] ated that the members of the com- 
mittee had no desire to hinder its con- 


ition and for that reason it has been 
bi ht here. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It 
tes here in the opening paragraph that 
they may er and select a suitable 
f for an athletic field. This would let 


et 


consi a 
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the comm) 


ssion take any site it n de- 
a é gated to pay f 
Mr. RANDOLPH. The comn n - 
( t terms of the Senate b s I 
unc ' tand i ¥ A } \ t 
select a sit nd recommend i ) 


TNT xf . 
vi Nit TIN < ssa us S I 
a S not iy anything abc Ll recomm - 








there i 1 in ed recommendation to 
the Con t the method of financ- 
ing would be, of ¢ rse, recommended by 
the « im n as well », t sa 
strong ft ng in tl g and i S 
strong in the Ho I j of 
type sh d be, insofa S ale - 
liqui 1g 

Mr IARTIN of M ‘ setts. Mr 
Spea It thi lation is - 
portant en 1 to ¢ le up i - 
fore the commi t d defi 
\ in the com fore, ul 





u ni IS COI nt for t imm 
consideration of the bill (S. 1434) to pro- 
vide for voluntary apprentice pint 
District of Columbia 





I . he obj n to 

the rec t of the gentleman from W 
VV nia? 
¥ AALS 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts Mr 
Ss ker, reserving the right to ol 
will the gentleman explain this bill 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, this 
legislation has had no direct consid - 


tion by the H District Committee 


a7. i 
The Senate last Friday p da mes e 
which is now before us for consideration. 
It was passed unanimously, having been 


reported 
mittee. 


by the Senate District Com- 


The bill would provide for voluntary 
apprenticeship in the District of Colum- 
bia The legislation has the approval 
of the Department of Labor, the Federal 


Security Administration, the W 
power Commission, the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, the Corpora- 
tion Counsel of the District, the Super- 
intendent of Education of the Di 
Columbia, and the various labor union 
that functioning through their or- 
ganizations here. 
It is pointed out that today, without 
slation, the situation is particularly 
in view of the returning sold 


r VW n. 


ore 
ail 


1 
if 


acute 


who are interested in vocational rehabili- 
tation and in learning craftsmanship 
sponsored by the various buil ti 


and otherwise. For this reason 
lieve it is appropriate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
not the gentleman think he should have 
tring by his committee to ct r 
this legislation before calling it 
House? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The Senate District 
Committee has simply asked us to give 
the House the opportunity ps this 
bill or have it go over today, and for that 
reason I have been very straightforward 


to pass tl 
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Committee on Clair authorizing and 
approp! the of $10.000,000 to 
compensate claimants living in the State 
of Florid ior da incident to tne 
Med ry eal i fl campaign in 
1 g W n the ! called ob- 
} n I l 1 | tle 1 
I 1 Iowa {Mr. CuNNIN( M h n- 
tlemat m N J I KE 
nd n ; ound 
r -% in ¢ é 
( ( 0 be } 1 ( 
t ( 
I} ord k to th 
] ( i ! ( ol Repre- 
l i ) did n c bd 
( dh purp n ob- 
t f n of th > claim I 
re ntleman from F'lor- 
it ul per of Flori é 
t M of the H t} ' 
( ) d ! tit ) 
| t! B e the 
( of p ip ] d 
| 1 also ] to |} nt < to the 
pe ( { Florid that tl b in- 
tre 1 in April 1943; t tw re- 
! ( of the C I e on ¢ 
l \} of 1944, and tl it h be on 
the Consent ¢ lar for n 9 
mo 
Up nve 1 I find that no ap- 
pli ( I rule | ever been made 
by of the persons interested in the 
b Certainly the people of Florida and 
t ntleman from Florida himself 
knows that the minority members do not 
control the Committ on Rules, and that 
if he were sufficiently interested in hav- 
ing that bill enacted into law he simply 
had to make application for a rule, and 
if his party had been convinced of its 
merits, a rule most certainly would have 
been granted In fact, the gentleman 
dot disservice to the House when he 
indicates to the public the expectation 
that a bill not only authorizing but also 
actually appropriating $10,000,000 to 
Satisfy claims for damages which are at 


least 15 years old would be passed by this 
House by unanimous consent on the Con- 
sent Calendar. The people of the coun- 
try should Know that greater considera- 
tion and thought and deliberation and 
study is given to matters of that size and 
that importance than to have them 
passed by unanimous consent on Consent 
Calendar day. 

I withdraw my 
tion, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
when the bill came up on the Consent 
Calendar the situation outlined by the 
gentleman was this: Three gentlemen 
objected to the consideration of it at that 
time. That became public property. It 
was entered in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, and the press of my State naturally 
asked the names of those who objected, 
and that information was published in 
the S.ate, not through my contrivance 
or any particular desire of my own. I 
have a high regard for each of the gen- 
tlemen and am sure they were doing their 
duty as they saw it. But the situation 
is this, that it is not the rule, as I un- 
derstand generally, for the Committee 
on Rules to grant a rule if the matter is 
still pending on the Consent Calendar. 


reservation of objec- 





Mr. McCORMACK 
the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PETERSON of 


Mr. Speaker, will 


Florida. I yield to 





the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I think what the 

f man meant to say is that it is not 
tice of the Committee on Rules 
t ant a rule on a private bill 

PETERSON of Florida. That is 

Mr. McCORMACK I is what I 
thir he Recorp shou i 

PETERSON of Florid That is 

( It \ my a re to use ¢ ry 

é the bill up by consent with- 

( to apply to the Committee 

on R for ile. I think every effort 

n e to bring t m r up 

I bef« vil fo} ecial 

The House | had a hea egis- 

program since t bill was re- 

| I \ hopeful that that could 

done, especially in view of the fact 

1 int committee of both the House 

Senate had carefully investi- 

ted these matters and that these bills 

were the result of such investigations; 

n fact, the bills were prepared by the 

oint committee that investigated the 

m and made recommendations ol 
compensation. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva- 
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that the bill be passed over with- 
out prejudice? 

There was no objection. 
ADMINISTRATIVE JURISDICTION OF 
CERTAIN OREGON LANDS 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 275) re- 


lating to the administrative jurisdiction 
of certain public lands in the State of 
Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the hill be passed 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Reserving’ the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the REcorRp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill concerns only some 460,000 acres of 
land in the State of Oregon. The reason 
for the legislation is to settle, by act of 
Congress, the question as to which de- 
partment of the Government shall have 
the administration of the lands, which 
are claimed by both the Forest Service of 
the Department of Agriculture and by 
the O. and C. Administration, of the De- 
partment of the Interior. The question of 
money is not involved in this bill, since 
the policy concerning the disposition of 
the proceeds from these lands was de- 
termined by the Congress in 1937. The 
question has to do with administration. 
The Public Lands Committee of this 
House, of which I am a member, has held 
long and exhaustive hearings on this bill. 
Hearings have been held on it in Ore- 
gon. Our committee has determined 
that the lands properly belong in the 
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DECEMB 


ER 1] 





O. and C. Administration and ha 


ported in this bill with the re 
mendation thatit dopass. The Me 
of Congress from Oregon favor t 


of this bill. The county « 

the people generally in the co 

fected by it favor its pa 

House will pass this bill 

end to a dispute which has e: 
Y 


age 


] 
sage I n 

) 

l 


ii and t 


some time to the 
forest conservation in my State 
Mr. COCHRAN. Reserving t! 
to object, Mr. Speaker, 
fact that the gentlem 
has extended his 1 cS at this pr 
the Recorp on this subject, may I] 
that I have a 
bill and it 
lions of dollars and 
s of land in\ 
ent to extend my remarks 
int in the Recorp on this bill 
The SPEAKER. Is there « 


I 
the request of the gentlemaz 


imel OI 1 
nen * 





great deal of inf 


il 
acre 
con 


pe 


) 
sourl: 


There was no objection 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. 

on this bill does not give 

the information t h 
entitled in view of the fact that 
is a large sum of money involved 

The information that comes to me 
it is not shown by the report, is t! 
bill provides for the transfer to tl 
terior Department of 462,000 ad 
acres of ground. One of the ob 
to this bill is that instead of makin 
payment of 25 percent, as is now pro- 
vided on national forest lands, it 1 
the payment to 75 percent. This diff 
ential will mean additional expen 
the Government. 

I am further informed that the val 
of the timber alone is around $10,000.0 
which would mean that the vari 
counties would receive $7,500,000 

It does not appear to me that a 
of this character should be passed 
unanimous consent, but should be 
oughly debated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ft 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana that the bill be passed over with- 
out prejudice? 

There was no objection. 

FREE HIGHWAY BRIDGE ACROSS THE 

CLINCH RIVER, TENN. 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5002 
granting the consent of Congress tot 
State of Tennessee Department of High- 
ways and Public Works to construct 


Syn 
report 
Ho ie 


Oo whit 


bridge across the Clinch River at 
point where such river is crossed 
United States Highway No. 25E. 

There being no objection, the Cle 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent 
Congress is hereby granted to the S 
Tennessee Department of Highways and P 
lic Works to construct, maintain, and 
erate a free highway bridge and approa 


suitable to the interests of navigation at * 
point where such river is crossed by Un 
States Highway No. 25E, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act entitled “An t 
to regulate the construction of bridg¢ r 
navigable waters,”’ approved March 23, 1! 
as amended, and subject to the condition 
and limitations contained in this act. 
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1e right to alter, amend, or repeal 


by expressly reserved. 


was ordered to be engrossed here is real necessity for this legis- | Mr. FLANNAGAN 











1 I e a good 
hird time. was read the third lation. For 20 years or more there has | many more claims thar I 
d, and a motion to recon- been a demand that some adjustment or l ),009 I ‘ h 
id on the table. compromise be made of the old feed and | old feed and seed 
BELFRY COAL Co. seed loans. One million one hundred | of $100 ess 
thousand of them are for less than $100 Mr. COCHRAN. M1: the 
k called the bill (H. R. 5206) Many thousands of them are for only a leman very f k. H ! 
ze Belfry Coal Co. to construct, dollar or two. It is pretty costly to serv- nd te vy that } , : 
nd operate a free susper n ice those debts from year to year. tary of A ire » 1 i i 
nv: yor across the Tug y Fork of ion as unanimously passed ! am¢ er a ' ' n it 
sandy River at or near Sprigg and unanimously reported | and send it to the Cong1 Look et 
se Committee on / |- tn ( ( the pape ’ A vou 
being no objection, the Clerk Governor of the Farm ud wine 
follows: tration and the Secreta “John Jon 0. Bill Smit e5 
i ete. T the Bel Coal the right to adjust and wil food is I ort ich as that? 
rated) s successors or as- compromise these old debts provided, Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker. mev 
hereby authorized to construct, | first, if the indebtedness has been due | Isay tothe gentieman from Missouri that 
id operate a free s ispension and payable for 5 years or more; seccnd hese adiustmer ind comp! from 
nveyor and approaches thereto | the debtor is unable to pay in full and | their very nature. cannot be 1 over- 
I . eta ee Seine 7 ae has no reasonable prospect of so doing; | 1 t. I think it is very rtant for 
ile 63.8 at or near Snrice. Ww. ; third, the debtor has acted in good fait 1 the Committee on Agriculture 0 keep 
table to the interests of navi- | tO0 meet his obligations; and fourth, th an eye on the way this authority is be- 
rdance with the provisions of principal amount of the indebtedness is ing exercised. If later on we feel that 
tled “An act to regulate the con- not in excess of bs eee, uch a report can | disp ed with. I 
bridges er navigable waters,” Mr. COLE of New Y¢ . Mr. Speaker, would be c] d to recomn a h But 
March 23, 1906, and subject to the I shou 


ld like to inquire of the gentleman | certainly ti 
the reason for the provision in section 5 | aythori 
directing the Secretary of Agriculture to | G 
- , submit a report to the Congress at the | tr 
. as . es end of every 6 months, pursuant to this I think houl hat 1 
ee ee eee | Mr. COCHRAN. Let me say further 
1d a third time, was read the third Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speake r. that looking at + 2 s 


> 
ani limitations contained in this 





oking 1e report—and I takir 
and passed, and a motion to re- | was put in so the Congress could have a | this from thes cael let eae Sor 
was laid on the table. complete check on any and all adjust- | of the House listen to this so that thev 
IRIZING SECRETARY OF AGRICUL- ments or compromises and would be able will know what they are doin by inan- 
E TO ADJUST CERTAIN INDEBTED- to see just what was going on under the imous consent. The report itself savs 


~ terms of the act. In other words, we there are $165.000.000 involved How 


Clerk called the bill (S. 1688) to | W2nt to keep a check on the administra- | about the farm who | ved t]} 
¥ thi aq 
: 4 the - cretary of Agr “ic ulture tion of this act. hu are of m on of ¢ y a re- 
npromise, adjust, or cancel certain | Mr. COLE of New York. I think that of your vote and m oanir 





dness, and for other purposes. is a highly heiedabile objective. May I money to them to buy seed 
SPEAKER. Is there objec tion to nquire if the Secretary of Agricult i t t} iod 
nt consideration of the bil directed by the provisions of existing law meiority of farme } 


Mr. COLE of New York. Reserving in other matters to submit reports to the debt to the Government Not Vv 














\ ( l 
1t to object, Mr. Speaker, this bil] | Comgress, and if so, are those reports | tell me there are a million or m farn 
nsiderable interest to the Mem- carefully studied by the géntleman’s ers in this country today who n 

Iam sure. A considerable amount | Committee when they are rece ived? a small in to t United 
y is involved and there is at least Mr. FLANNAGAN. I would say prol ernment. I think we are dis- 
sibility of considerable losses. I | @bly that is true, but in this case where I nst t farmer 
f that the gentleman from Vir- we are giving authority to adjust aint 1 » } 1 his indebtedne t Gov- 
explain the bill so that the Mem- | COmpromise claims, although they are of | ernment, by relieving all these farmet 
m y understand it. small amounts, I believe that a report This is a precedent that could be followed 
Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, for hould be made to the Conere 3S every 6 later, ii the time comes, wh 1 I hoy t 
number of years there has been quite | Months so we will know that the intent never will, when we will have to appro- 
mand both in the Senate and in the of the Congress is being carried out, with priate money to allow the farmers to b 
e that authority be given the Gov- | reference to the adjustments and com- | seed or something else, and they v 
: of the Farm Credit Administration | Promises. What is the use to pay it back? = In 
tl sees ve ape of Agricul use to com- Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, time the Cong! $s Will 1 eve us 01 
mise and adiust certain small loans | With the assurance that the gentleman’s M FLANNAGAN. Many of 
p ayununte ‘that have been made over | committee will study the reports as they | loans were made in the drought-stricken 
year's under certain agricultural pro- | come in, I see no reason why they should | areas. It was as much a relief : 
ms not be made, but if the reports are going | tiona ng tot t of - 
This bill was thoroughly considered by | to be d to the Cong! for the | ! I L Mis- 
Senate during this session and was | Purpose of being filed away and no at- pi V 
nimously reported and unanimously | tention paid to them, I s no reason Mr.HOPE. M1 - 
d. It came before the House com- hen why they should be mad tleman yield? 
ee and we also held hearings. Aft- Mr. FLANNA \GAN. Mr. Speaker, I Mr. COCHRAN. I} 1 
er we had given 1 due consideration to the think the Committee on Agri re Mr. HOP" I ! to t - 
a unanimous report was made. would like to have the reports and I | tleman from M rit 
It is true that his legislation does not think the reports are going to be l- 1 Million nts in 
; far as certain Members would like | tinized rather carefuliy. mean the! re a million farmer : 


e it go; in other words, certain Mi f COLE of New Yor 





Members would like to see an outright | I ' — iw my reserva th one f f I do not think 
cancelation of many of these old debts. _ COCI HR AN. Mr. Q 1 an - 
[he committee did not go that far. | san the right to object, I 
However, those who think we did not go | objection besides the or not e of the ex 

far enough are willing to take half a loaf | from New York mentior not ar r ke a! l 








Mr -COCHRA? 7 / 

are 1,700,000 { 

{ ] f ( I nd F il iJ - 
i f I f ] t 

re 


I n one 
( t l ne> VE I I K 
O l ind [ ne C- 
( I ome ca ese ] have 
| made to farn I f different 
! { droug! period nd 
{ I bie to! e payment, oO! 
f mplete payment in any of those 
VE 


eman wWilil 


not deny there are $165,000,000 in- 


voly 

Mi ‘HOPE No 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is true, but 
we do not contemplate that there will be 
an r like $165,000,000 in lo 

Mr. H OPE Of the $165,000,000 I want 
te y that some of that money will neve1 


be collected. The Farm Credit Admin- 
istration believes that they will get more 


money if we give them this authority to 


compro! e and settle this indebtedness 
t n if they do not have that authority, 

1 I think so, too 
Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 


FLANNAGAN. I yield 


7 
I 
Mr. CASE. There is one othe 


point 





that should be brought out and that is 
tha ; probably does not mean much 
more than relief in the way of procedure 
At the present time these accounts, lf un- 
collectible by the Department of Agricul- 
ture, are certified to the Department ol 
Justi The Department of Justice has 
authority to make compromises or dis- 
counts after the account has been re- 
solved to judgment, but it only makes 


those compromises when they have been 
reco! :nded by the Department of Agri- 
culture. All this bill really does is to 
make it possible to negotiate those com- 
promises through the Department of 
Agriculture without resort to the process 
of sending them to the Department of 
Justice § and resolving them to judgment, 
and adc ee costs to the account, throw- 
ing additional burdens on the Govern- 
ment as well as the farmer. 

Mr. COCHRAN Is that statement 
correct, that the Department can com- 
promise them now, but that they have to 
geo through the Department of Justice? 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is right. 
These small farmers cannot follow that 
procedure. On all claims of a thousand 
dollars and over they still have to go 


nm 


through the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, in view of 
the itement that if they are given per- 


hese compromises they 
ont of Jus- 


mission to make t 
must go through the Departme 


tice and those over $1,000 must go 
through the Treasury, I will not object 
to the bill providing he will agree to 


strike out section 5 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist upon striking out 

ction 5. That is the section providing 
for the report. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman can 
get the information from the Department 





ESSIONAL RECC( 





of A re any time he di Why 

them to make a parate report 

eve 6 months or every year? The re- 

u be y Will have to set up a aivl- 

ion to do nothing else. That means em- 
I ( and material. 


Mi Mc CORMAC K. Mr 
the gentleman vield? 
Mi FLANNAGAN va 
Mr. McCORMACK. I thin ae is a 
od bill. Iam glad t nt lan 
from Missouri is not going to aa ct be- 
cause, as the gentleman from South Da- 
kota said, the Department of Justice now 
ces settlements but it can be only after 
judgment and then upon recommenda- 
: the Ds ‘partment of Agriculture. 
udgment” = ans machinery. The 


Speaker, will 


yo + 


i 
he 


tion ¢ 


But 


Department of Justice has to bring suit 
and go into court Now this bill will 
mean the elimination of a trial and take 
a lot of work off the Department of 
Justice which it is now doing. 


r, I be 
gentleman from Missouri 


lieve this suggestion of the 
might well be 





adopted because reporting these settle- 
ments to Congress where they are under 
a certain amount seems to me to be un- 
necessary, for the committee can get 


that information itself. It seems 
the bill would be made stronger an 


to me 
d more 


effective if the committee adopted the 
uggestion of the gentleman from Mis- 
uri. That is my sai 


Mr. FLANNAG/ Very well; I 


accept the gent! ails suggestion. 


M1 ene \N. In view of what th 
chairman ,1 will withdraw my objec- 
Lior 

The SPEZ AKER. Is there objection to 


the bill? 

ANDERSEN. Mr. 
right to object, 
m Vir- 
ntica 


House 


ition ol 
"CARL 
erving the 


the consid 
Mr H. 
Speaker, res 
I wi to ask the gentleman f1 
ginia if this is not practically id 
with the bill which passed this 
1940? 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is right. I 
inly _ there will be no objection 
to this bill, because it will do untold 
to the farmers ¥ vho just cannot pay. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I sincerely hope that no one wil 
object to the consideration of thi 
ure today. 

Four years ago last 
passed unanimously practically this 
same sort of legislation, then known as 
the Jones bill, but in reality my measure, 
as the gentleman from South Dakota 
{Mr. CASE] explained on June 3, 1940: 

The bill under consideration, following a 
suggestion by the gentleman from M 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN], as I understand 


create wnat 


certa 


good 


meas- 


June the House 


Innes 


amounts to a statute ol 


ns 


Mr. Speaker, 
to quote in part my 
1940, when this sort of legislation first 
passed the House. Today these same 
statements hold good: 

Tam the Members of this House 
could into my files and see the hundreds 
received by me entreating that 
thing be done to remove this mi 


allow me at this time 
remarks on June 3, 


sure that if 
look 
of letters 


listone 








fr around the necks of farmers that there 
wi be no cbjection. * * * I wonder 
how many of you here today know what dis- 


couragement it is to a family who are depend- 
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c } ‘ 
) l DL i 
é Ss de 
wD p an 
’ y ¢ f TI dr 
P i tl ‘ 1 j of e be 
Ame Ca i 1 the Mi A We 
e f ( i ( i aid D 
nd en of the H > 
the f me i 
( nm f aid f ( 
t m t Keep tneilr 
Mr. Speaker, in this bill today m 


le 
mount of money in 
drought-stricken fa 
Ss ought to h 


the huge a 
loaned to 


that era. These loan: 

considered direct relief at that 
This legislation will permit the 
ment and ccompron.ising of these 


debts, provided that the ‘r ha 

in good faith to try to meet his ob 
tions. Today the Government pay 
many collectors to attempt to collect 
stallments on this reef granted by t 
same Government to distressed p 
This legislation will remove th ( 
from the shoulders of those who } 
tried but are unable to meet these cb - 


farm 


tions. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that I 
there will be no objection to this b 
that it will remove the unfair tre 


t Midwest in the 
the drought era. Relief was giv 
lions in the cities but the farn 
forced to give his note for feed with wh 
to preserve his 
tion need not hunge 
Myr. ae NNOR. I 
ght to object, 


ven the grea 





livestoc k so that ou 


r in the fu 
Mr. Speaker, 1 


ine the I wish to s 
to the nei n of the Commi 
Agriculture that the procedur 


adopted amounts to practically th 
thing as the procedure that \ 
adopted under this bill. The d’ff 
is that these poor farmers out th 
sued and then they are put to the 
of employing counsel. 
FLANNAGAN. That is ri 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Then thers 
additional expense of court costs 
have to be added to the attorney's f 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, S. 16 
represents legislation which a num 
of us from the Middle West have | 
trying to have enacted for 5 or 6 ye 
It provides a reasonable and equil 
method of adjusting, compromising 
settling the loans made to distr 
farmers during the severest days of 
droughts and the depression. 

Not only is it expected that S. 1688 v 
enable the Government to collect c 
siderable amounts of money not now col- 
lectible but this bill provides an oppor- 
tunity to greatly reduce the exi 
administrative expense of servicing t 
loans. Actually, Mr. Speaker, more 
1,100,000 separate accounts are inv 
in the idebtedness covered by this 
and many thousands of these balan 


are for $10 or less. Passage of S. 16 
is a step in the direction of redu 
bureaucracy and of providing a just 
ecuitable formula for bringing to fin 
ettlement these long overdue acct 


which in the first instance were madi 

be of assistance to people sufferin 

through no mismanagement of their ow! 

and through circumstances entirely be- 
| yond their realm of control. Itisana 
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- 7 re itation ¢ e f 
f y every time ney coir 
purty e oll l 
ae y NY 4 se 
oe tan sae ses Pst Ir. DIRKSEN. ¢ 
und I aut y, in « uid t not be ne l 
compromise ment ¢ ! t ‘ 
i t : sp ded I € | ¢ ‘ . ¢ 
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of r ¢ ht f ¢ ¢ + otf T I t ti ret I 
#1 0 by imt re t tot Lien that I 
1 year, or both my ( ict. but I v ild « \ 
SEc > A complete report to C 7ress sl ] re ‘ 
. : ¢ be submitte t intervals of 6 months of all Der , t of Acric 

n Act of April 21, 1934, on account of d . Vepartment of Agi l f 

eral cotton tax-exemption certificate = Se . , _ farmge in my dist: t I f 
t , é . j ) ) _ 1 t tot 

Jones-Connally Cattle Act of April 7 horized and completed pursuant to this « Sascml 1d made at tea 





34; Emergency Appropriation Act, fiscal Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Spe: : f fol in ! 

) pproved June 19, 1934; Kerr A ¢ a eianand italia 
f Ju - 1934 “390 i R an amencment. ) exce! 1} 
[ ne Z@ ; an 1D) ve - . . . — ‘ y ‘ 
= "sane | The Clerk read as follows: The re] 


Amendment offered by Mr. ¢ HRAN 


> 


~~ 


36; sections 
and Domest 


of 1937; s 


x 


Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the | report. I 
committee accepts the amenament y | amount f 
DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I mov erned. at ‘ f 
1988 and related or subseq legis- | to strike out the last word. mit has co! ' 
— eee ae Frankly, Mr. Speaker, I should like t without 1 t t 











> »s cantlams fy y at . 
; adtuatment Act 19088 and related les- now th entleman from Miss« I I 
: h ‘ } . y ‘ , 
¢ ’ tt v of the fore- object Nnaving a report mac on Ul 
acts heretofore and any her act of matt rom time to time é I it! l A 








do not ! i to go 
tn I 

M DIRKSEN. I 1 to the 
ge} ft Massac] f it tl 

is t first n my ex} e! a 4 

Mi of 4 bo¢ t] can com- 

} ( owl! G rnment 

i Sta the full 

( maag t to 

Represe 
1 COCHRAN V man 





n f n Miss¢ l 
Mi COCHRAN May I ask the 
man how many times has the Ap- 
| riati Committee, of which heisa 
mie d another cor ttee of the 
iH om report t 1 depart- 
d? Do you not get your own 
lact nen 1 look into thi ibject 
‘ y Ve 
Mr. DIRKSEN Yes: but here vou will 
have t f on a fishing expedi ion every 
time you want to find out what this is 
That is too much of a chore 
in the limits of time that are im- 
| { upon the Members of this body 
Mr. COCHRAN Mr. Speaker, I in- 
ist on the amendment 
Mr. DIRKSEN Mr. Speaker, I shall 
want to be recorded in opposition to the 
nament 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri |Mr. COCHRAN 

The question was taken, and the Chair 
being in doubt, the House divided, and 
there were—ayes 43, noes 32. 

So the amendment was agreed to 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

nd read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 

ider was laid on the table. 
FLOOD CONTROL, PUBLIC WORKS 


Mr. WHITTINGTON submitted a con- 
ference report and statement on the bill 
(H. R. 4485) authorizing the construc- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors for flood control, and for other 
purposes 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call 
the next bill on the Consent Calendar. 
EXCHANGE OF LANDS, COLORADO 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 5409) 
r the exchange of lands adjacent to 
the Pike National Forest, in Colorado. 
[There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, a follows: 





B t ¢ i, etc., That the provisions of 
the March 20, 1922 (42 Stat. L. 465 
l Ss. title 16. sec. 485), entitled “An act 

dat national forest lands and the 

prov ! f the act of February 28, 1925 
(43 Stat. L. 109 U.S. C., title 16, se 486), 
é led “A ct t amend an act entitled 
‘An act lidate national forest lands’,” 
f ry thereto, are hereby ex- 
ude any suitable offered lands 

within tow! ip 11 south, range 69 west, 
xth principal meridian, lying within the 
State fc rado, adjacent to the Pike Na- 
tional F est Lands conveyed to the United 
States under this act shall, upon acceptance 
of title, become parts of the national forest 
ure to which they are nd shall 

1 ¢ er be subject to the law rules, and 
bl nal forest. 
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absorb it. 


| 


ordered to be engrossed 
s read the third 


It will not hamper the Ry 
Electrification Administration or any 
operative power association throu 
the country in extending its lines 
did, I would not want it to pass. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Will the 
out the difference 


id a third time, wa 
nd passed, and a motion to recon- 


AMENDMENT 
RICULTURAL 


TO SECTION 502 (a) 
IRGANIC ACT OF 
-alled the bill 
mend ‘tion 502 (a) 
t of Agriculture Organic Act of 
Is there objection to 
consideration of 


MLE of New York. 


Mr. RANKIN. 
an act of Congress, signed by the Pri 
> reduced the interest rate 
of the R. E. A. cooperatives to 2 p 
gives these coope1 
power associations in that area the 
efit of that law and enables the T, Vv 
to get out of the loaning business 

Mr. COLE of New York. Did Iun 


gentleman correctly to 


SPEAKER. 


, in view of 
that this bill would operate to 
states Treasury to sur- 
certain annual income, I sugges 
hat a member of the committee explain 


1use the United § 


Mr. RANKIN 
itleman yield? 
COLE of New York 
ntleman from \ 
Mr. RANKIN. I shall be glad to ex- 


I yield to the 


bill was introduced by the gentle- 
Mr. McCorp 
home to make arrangements for 
ng upon his duties as Governor of 
Tennessee 
me about 

went over it carefully. 
t with a representative of the Rural Elec- 
Administration. 


Tennessee 
R. E. A.? 

Mr. RANKIN. I Can gi 
figure. These cooperat 
associations, of course, are situ- 
ated in the seven States in the T. V. A 

The amount of the loans involved 
is $2,808,590.77. 
concerned, that would simpl 
mean a difference to these farmers of 1 
percent interest. 

Mr. COLE of New York. I wichdra' 
my reservation, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Reserving the 1 
to object, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemar 
speaking about the R. E. A. co-ops n 

Mr. RANKIN. The cooperative pi 
associations; yes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Are those who oper- 
ate the cooperatives Federal officials 
RANKIN. No; they are |] 


matter and we 
We also went over 


electrification 
began in the Tennessee Valley area, I or- 
ganized the first cooperative power asso- 
ciations in my own district. 
area followed cur example and the 
ssee Valley Authority made loans 
to those associations to build rural power 
Later, the R. 
and all future loans were made through 
Recently a law was passed 
the interest rate on those loans 
to 2 percent, and this bill simply permits 
associations that 


The rest of 


was created, 


have been bor- 
Tennessee 
Authority to switch those loans to the 
and get the T. V. A. out of the 
loaning business 

JENNINGS. 
‘ntleman yield? 
Mr. COLE of New York. 

ntleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. JENNINGS. 


Mr. Speaker, will the 


I yield to the 


The members of this 
association are, for the most part, farm- 
, are they not? 


Mr. RANKIN. practically all of 


JENNINGS. 
’ electricity 
And this bill puts these cooper- 
associations 
rate as is enjoyed by all others? 

: and this bill is 


cooperative 

these officials. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Are they in any ¥ 

connected with the Federal Government 

RANKIN. No; except throu 

these loans, 

HOFFMAN. We loan them 


RANKIN. 


is known as the 
It will not hamper the extension of rural 
lectrification in any way. 

We took this matter before the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and had the Solici- 
tor of the Rural Electrification Adminis- 
assured the 


they call the carry-over 
funds that are now in their hands be- 
cause of the fact that we do not have the 
ial for the necessary extension to 


Michigan. 
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The T. V. A. is c} 
» percent. Last ye 


A. interest rate 


RANKIN. Three and one-! 


Mr. COLE of New York. Can the 
tleman advise us of the difference in 1 


A. by reason of the 
Ss indebtedness oy 


ve the gentle- 





So far as the inter 


HOFFMAN. Where do they 
the money to pay them? 

Mr. RANKIN. To pay them what? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. To pay the offic 
who are running the co-op—to pay 
local officers. 

Mr. RANKIN. They get it out of 
revenue from the sale of the elect: 
The power consumers pay it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Where do they 
their authority? Who elects the offi 
of the organization? 

RANKIN. The members of t! 
power associations elt 


Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. How is it that tl 
officers take active part in a campaign? 

Mr. RANKIN. They have never taken 
an active part in a campaign where I 


HOFFMAN. Yes; they do in 
One of them ran ads this last 
campaign in the Fourth Congressional 
They ran ads and signed them. 


- 











sen could 
el war 
he Tor 


ANKIN. That certainly was not 
] > cooperative power assocla- 
ved in this measure. 
ININGS 


armer 
farmer. 





e 


y would not do t} it. 
HOFFMAN. The southerners 
ved many of the southern voters 
northern districts and they 
1 Federal jobs and money up 
they bring with them from 
h these ideas of political ma- 
just do not like it. 
The ones we send up 


> 


RANKIN 
not farm, 
HOFFMAN. That is right. They 
the Federal pay roll. I accept 
tion. The gentleman has that 
h. But I just do not like to 
upporting these organizations 
consumer’s money is taken 


the officials for po- 





RANKIN. I may say to the gen- 
from Michigan that the coopera- 
ociations in his State ar 


tting the benefit of this low 


er a 


HOFFMAN. Yes and I : t- 

fit of the political propa- 
they put out, and I do not like it 
I have to come in and vote to 


ws nore money before they 


off of me’ Or do Ih 


em loans so they can engage in 


ve to \ ( 


campaigns? 

RANKIN The gentleman will 
ving those cooperat pe 

ns, about which he con 


“Th y cou ald not do busine if 


i na } ni 
‘ rT wr 
my 
ANKIN That is already loaned 
Cc rative powel tions of 
n, and tl can § n if th 
+31) 7 } ; 
t. This bill m to do v t 
nK 1 ] tice to t ( I f 





Mr. HOFFMAN 
tion < ) 
I find out more about it. 
RANKIN. I shall be glad 
gentleman any information he 
on the si ibi ct. 
SJENNIN GS . This relates to the 


consi1ae!l 





*interiere in any 
affecting mx 
y ahecting my 


* 


I HOFFMAN. The 
Tennes ? 
Mr, ENN NGS. They do not do that 
in Tennessee. I will go their bond if 
necessary to protect my friend. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman has 
en talking of those Tennessee election 


* 
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.AL 





ils stealin h ) down the 
He means they were not R. E. A. fellows? 
Mr. JENNINGS. No; of course they 


were not. e are men who love dark- 
ness rathez than the lig! because their 
deeds are evil. These are just a good 
10nest-to-goodness bunch of over-all 


I hope the gentleman will not 


We have another reason. This is 
sponsored by the incoming Governor « 
Tennessee, one of the mild 


and one of the 
served in 


finest men who eve 
this House 
KI When a Tenne 





been tampering with this gentleman 
from Kentucky in some way. 

Mr. JENNINGS. No, he has not. 
hope the gentleman wi h 
will join him the first time he wants to 
throw a monkey wrt men! in any improper 
proposal. Th sisa ji proposal, and 
neans much to these Te nne » farme! 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I want to know 
this. These P. A. C. fellows have plenty 
of money. Your Democratic Party ha 
been taken over by Sidney Hillman and 
I do not want Sidney getting the benefit 


about 








of Federal money or agencies to usé 
politically 

Mr. RANKIN. Not my Dem 
Party; wait a minute, be careful. I 1 
au that 
ay tni 

r ADTION r, . s 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Spe a) C- 
tan \ 4 l f l t ré 1] il orael If { 

I man will me inclinati t 
want to brir is to a termina I 
will not in n it, but to gt 
alone with ll of t ca in} 

WY | 

M 1A we ju { 
ought to | 1 little time. If the - 
len hedhoadt olitical pre , 
tieman i 1 | 1} ) L 

‘ } ly 7 ¥ 

nst him—I have } t . 
man on t > Lat Comm ‘ 1 + 
head off t t of t 
P. A.C. On top of the P A C.I do: 

+ h Z = ; y 
want the I Elec } n Adr = 
tl Yr) Yr) 

M BARDEN. If t man 
ut , tod } +} bill } i 4 ‘ se 


m . i n + n ™ di + 

M KEAD Rest I t 
obiect. Mr. S i 3 I _ 7 
tleman from M ippiaq n l 
the bil 

I note here there eem tr he a char a 
in the basic law. present law 1 
that all loan elf-liquic ng for 





the period of not to exceed 25 years, and 
this changes it to 35 year 


passed last ear? 
Mr. R ANKIN. That is right. 
Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. 

ing the right to object, Mr. Sp 
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T Clerk ¢ eb (S. 1801) te 
au es ! ! of the N y Ul 
( { ] R ry Ce 
ce n, for 1 d-yard-enlarge- 
I part of land of the 
C R \ 1 Norft V 

i ( n I ODJ on, the ¢ IK 

' f 
] l 

j I ¢ ’ 
1 t ‘ , 
f tl 
( R . 
7 ft 

} ’ ‘ n ‘ 
} 1 

I ! ( c PW Draw 
h f e I D 

e de- 

é I é ef 
] é r le 
1 cel é ¢ r \ ri 
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} f f I \ 

I ( I lif -lour dé f 
I ule tl { cond é A 
I ( i ree nd xtv- 1! i. 
! dtl fee I re or le } D 
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l e thou d i f - l 
( € lInarée { Tee I ( 
] nt E Lhe 1 I x -fi 
( et ete minute I rtee € ( 
e |} ed ¢ j eve ty- ree d 
nine é indredths fe more < f t 
} A f e to ther t the ( 
( urve ! i qlus ¢ nu rea i 
¢ ity ne-hundredths feet, more 
( ad e ( three hundre nd 
t ha LV-tw ( e-hu ared 
l re to } t “B thence 1 
i e de eC { -four minute € 
( } d two hundred and ninety-1! € 
1 fi five e-hundredtt feet, more 
Lé t f t ntainl 
{ ee ¢ \ ire s acre, I € 


as ordered to be read a third 


time, was read a third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table 

I MARCK INDIAN SCHOOI NORTH 


DAKOTA 


The Clerk called the bill (S. 209) au- 
Nnveyance ol certain prop- 
State of North Dakota. 


There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

R ere T the of Jur 2 
1! 117 hereby amended t 





Dal for mili y 

( l I et (i ( 

é mprovem«e com- 

pri B < Indian S l t 

In I eré iall be 1 to 

the I S the right to ce truct id 

ope é r the pro} y granted canals, 

dit t m line nd f es in- 

cic ( o that may be constructed in 

co! v h Fede: il projects f r the irri- 
t n ¢ l a 


1e bill was ordered to be read a third 
id the third time, and passec 
otion to reconsider was laid on 
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MISSOURI RIVER BASIN 


CH. R. 4795) 


called the 





The Clerk 


a ze the undertakil of the in- 
itia e of the compreher e plan for 
t co! vation, control, and use of the 

ater resources of the Missouri River 


The SPEAKER pro 


tempore 


Obj yn to the present consideration ol 
3 ) 
M fTEAN. Mr. Speaker, it evident 
( mportant a matter to conside1 
Consent Calendar Therefore, I 
‘ Lime consent that the b Y: 
I ( Wit ou pi UG ( 
Mr. WHITI Mr. Speaker , the 
f n I ld his request? 
I SPEAKER pro tempo} Is t f 
Oo 1 to the request ¢ entleman 


NDERS ACT 
x Clerk called the bill (H 
to amend the Fact Finders Act. 

The SPEAKER pro ten 
objection present consid 
the bill? 

a E of New York. Mr. Speaker, 

f the fact that the report accom- 
‘this bill does not comply with the 
rules of the H I ask unanimous con- 
sent that th » passed over without 
prejudice 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
objection to the request of the gentle 


pore. 


to the ration ol 


Mr 
ivil 





iouse 


> bill be 


there 
man 


from New York? 
There was no objection. 
AMENDING SECTION 2 OF THE CIVIL 
ERVICE RETIREMENT ACT 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 198) to 
amend further section 2 of the Civil Serv- 
ice Retirement Act, approved May 29, 


1930, as amended. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection to the present 
the bill? 
Mr. COLE of New York 
rve the right to object, 
the chairman of the Committee on 
Civil Service to briefly explain this 
ure for the information of the Mem- 
bers of the House 
Mr. RAMSPECK. 


i—) 
bill deals with two groups of 


Is there 
consideration of 


Mr. Speaker, 
in order to 


Mr. Spe 


aker, this 


employees 


of the Government, one, those who may 
continue in the service of the Govern- 
ment after they have reached retire- 
ment age and who have elected upon re- 
tirement to divide their annuity with 
some dependent, and the other, a group 
comprising employees who having once 


retired are reemployed. The only pur- 
pose of this bill is to protect the widow 
or other beneficiary named when the 
employee elects to divide his annuity. 


The actuaries tell us it will not cost any 
more money and it will help us iG Fees n 
in the service of the Governms and to 
bring back into the service of the Gov- 


ernment people who are capable of con- 


tinuing to do a good job during this 
emert rency. 
Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 


Iw vithdraw my reservation of objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 


} 


objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 
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objection, the C 
1e bill, as follow 


no 


ge 2 t Civil § R 
ap} ved May 29, 1930, a ende 
ed | trikil ut the j i 
he € nce i 
C and add € i 
} TI I ir S } 
( ued t fTe t 
nt I bene fic 
I I re ing ¢ h a ¢ 
( led t re 1 | 
r n4id) a ¢ Ss f 
v ) a ‘ e! ] te! 
y bu ’ 
nd may be ¢ 
I lit the 
é ) ed And i 
< ‘ n ft 
aut i i x A 
( C ipe ( u € 
Y pe d pre l € 
ual difference th 
» which t employes uld have 
titled and t reduced nn eit é 
the emp € The an int ce 1 
“i nneia § ill be deps ea il I 
of the ed St € to e cre 
servic retiremel! idd 
SE 2, The amendme made 
i lt ( thi ict De etle 
January 1, 1940 
With the following committee a1 
ments 
Page 1, line 11, after the vw l 
I ed’’, insert “or col ued in tl 
Page 2, line 1, after the word “re 
ment insert or continu ion 
Page 2, line 4, after the word ‘ 
insert the words “or continued 
Page 2, line 5, after the word f 
ment”, insert the words “or co 


The committee 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
time, was read the third time, a 
passed, and a motion to reconside1 
laid on the table. 

CIVIL SERVICE 

The Clerk called the bill (S. rae 
amend further “the C ivil S ice R 
ment Act, approved May 29, "1930 
amended. 

Mr. COLE of N 
reserving the 
gentleman from 
bill? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ; 
unanimous consent that this bil! be 
committed to the Committee on the Ci 

rvice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is t! 
objection to the request of the ¢ 
man from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
INCREASES IN BACK WAGES FOR CE 

EMPLOYEES OF THE ALASKA RAILR 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 47 
to authorize increases in wages for « 
tain employees of the Alaska Railro 
for services rendered from May 1, 1943 
to September 30, 1943, inclusive. 

There being no objection, the Cl 
read the bill, as follows: 


nit 


RETIREMENT A 


er 
ery 


Wr Ss 


NAT. ©) 


yew York. 
right to object, w 


Georgi explain 





Be it enacted, etc., That for services 
dered by employees of > Alaska Rail 
in Alaska during the peri dM 1, 1943 
September 30, 1943, inclusive, increases 


wages over the amounts or rates paid d 


said period in accordance with the th 


lant, to its responsibilities 








re here thorized in 
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. per u C a r,s 
’ " 7 104 
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$1.4 ’ e firer 
hictor °&@ ] ‘ A re. 
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4: hostle r i, $l $: hostler 
ID; € e watch 0.944 1 
er. F I ‘ 5 5 
t ior se es re ea ur z 


ly ¢ | 
! A R d i \ 
c ¢ cay l « + + 1 + 
rgshor en nd Eska Mine 
ease x ; e 
) durir a a I 
“cu t ‘ 
heret au d folk 
é Dp € 15 « ] i 
€ $1.2 d 
I z r } bh 
¢ ai cr t Wn + le ¢ , 7 
tl A ka Railroad duri that 
1 the fur f The Alaska I ad 
ble for the payment thereof 
ollowi committee amend- 
2, 1 e U0 € aS a 
d in t ( i 


mmittee amendment was agreed 


ill was ordered to be engrosse¢ 
ia third time, w } 
id passed, and a motion to 
s laid on the table. 


IN OR DEFERMI 


i 


as read the third 


recon- 


YT OF FIVE-YEAR 

IN OF CIVIL-SERVICE RETIRE- 
FUND, FOR DURATION 

Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5571) 
or defer the required 5-year val- 





of the civil-service retirement and 
ty fund for the duration of the 
1t war and for 1 year thereafter. 
‘e being no 


objection, the Clerk 
i the bill, as follows: 

etc., That section 16 of 
Act of May 29, 1 


the 





i nded by the 
1 of the following p ph 
quired 5-year valv f the civil- 
ement d ¢ fund n 


deferred in the discretion of 
rvice Commission for the dura- 
resent war and for 1 year there- 


tted or 
Cc Se 
f the ¢ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 


d a third time, was read the third 
2nd passed, and a motion to recon- 
was laid on the table. 


FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5474) 
enable the Department of State, pur- 
under the 
itution and statutes of the United 
more effectively to carry out its 
cribed and traditional re 
n the foreign field; to 
Foreign Service permitting fullest 
lization of available personnel and 
es of other departments and agen- 
and coordination of activities abroad 
United States under a Foreign 
for the United States unified 
the guidance of the Department 


ponsibili- 


strengt~nen 


the 


rvice 








z 





the pre it consideration of the b 
I KEAN Mr. § er, re 
th r to objec I ud Li U » 
the gent 1 from New York ir 
BLoom l 1 of 
the Comn ee on Fo A fT 3 
mu t ad cost? ‘i f to 
be considerable cha Ls 
the F n Service. l ! no- 
where state e ¢ Ast ntleman 
kK ws, We Nave a unae l n 
| ( a tb ¢ ol 
n } we Wi I seU AL & p< a 
Ss con I 
OOM ir. Speaker, I | say 
ia ) \ a ( 
can AL LO { lL « r 
t! re n: You all F 
has been di ed on ac ( 
Ww: This bil S D - 
I t to! Ly 1e | 
th > and bri non } I 
pr t State Dey it ru rec- 
ul e t { 7 ) 10 
cle? in one < th canr f 
Oo or two who are « t ] e 
T V up 
This h been su d by Mr. Stet- 
tl 5 It mply all t g e De- 
I tt ul { I 
i f n \ W k 
ne ry fter our State D ! 
has been disorganized on at } f ft 
r to r 1ize and bi ef 
into the D urtment I r oO! 
h much W cost we wil 
et back out of it 
Mr. KEAN. Of cour t ent 
ki } ‘ t 
there is a ¢ tion of v we | 
out of it We would not rt S le - 
lation we did not think we we ] 
more out of it for the good of f ( i- 
try than the money we spending 
Mr. BLOOM. That is richt 
Mr. KEAN. Did t! nt ’s ccm- 
mittee hold any hearir on s bill? 
Mr. BLOOM. Oh. ys 
Mr. KEAN. Is tl 41 unanim re- 
port from r m ( mi ? 
Mr. BLOOM. N Let me ¢ n 
There v a bill intre d and th 
were some oO ctions mad There \ 
another bill introd land then a 
bill, which is th 1 l ( - 
eration I e was a < f k 





he man from dal 
M and the leman fre 
[Mr. Vorys] with Mr. G. Howla 
£ nt Secretary of Sia 
entleman from South Dakota [M1 
IT) i to this : I 
ence, and the Comm r 
t favorably, excep the ih 
from Ohio [Mr. \ me 
that one department of the Gov m 
l be discharged f I noth- 
i to do with the bill oS 
 ¢ n liil a 
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( } 
Y ; ni I f 
( I ‘ “4 c ; J € 
c lw € e corp } - 
' (d) To a rp ‘ 
(e) “2 do} d ( ut 
and by} not inco1 vitl \ 
(f) T cal ut t purp 
th corp on l € ble d t 
n I 
(zg) IT ¢ b im t 1 
bra h offices f ( du 1e af ! { 
the corpor I 
(h) To estat re C 1 
ubordinat State nd Ter il ubc - 
! d il unit nd 
(i) JT d any and all acts nd thi 
né nd proper to carry into effect the 
< ect and purpose ol he corp tior 
Sec. 6. Said corporation and its State and 
lox subdivisi hall have the sole and 
>and to use in carrying 
“Regular Veterans 
and exclusive right 
seal, emblems, and 
d corporation 
the Congre of the 
mend, or repeal tl 
rpors in acquire ny 
or ll « the existing ets the za- 
tion known as Regular Veterans ia- 
tic upon dischar or satisfact - 
vic y ic the } it nd discha ll 
it liabili € 
Sec. 9. The said corporation shall, on or 
before the Ist day of January each year, mé¢ 
and transmit to the Congre a report o 
proceedings for the preceding calendar yea 
i d a fi ind complete report of its 
receipts and expenditure 
10. The provisions of this act shall 
tal effect on the filing in the office of the 
re rder of deeds of the District of Columbia, 
of fidavits signed by the incorporators 
named in section 1, or their successors, to the 
effect that the corporation of the District 
of Columbia known as the Regular Veterans 
Association has been disselved in accordance 
with law, but only if such affidavits are filed 


within 90 days after the date of the enact- 


ment of this act 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. 
NAME OF THE COLORADO-BIG 
THOMPSON TUNNEL 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1571) to 
provide that the transmountain tunnel 


CONGR 





Colorado-Big Thompson project 





with the | 
shall be 
10 as the Alva B. Adams tunnel. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 


nstructed in connection 


— 
vn 


objection to the present consideration of 
7 } 19 
There being no objection, the Clerk 
i the bill, as follows: 
j f That € Y cry l 
u ed r h r 
( I Ti z rec Ll} 
er we I Al B 
ul ei ° 
bill \ ordered to be 1a 
e, W read the third time nd 
I and motion to reconsider was 
] the table 
I OF OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR OF 


PUERTO RICO 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5570) 
vide that tl term of office of the 
G nor of Puerto Rico shall expire 60 
d om t ena nent of this act and 
end of each 4-year period there- 
it 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
obj 1 to the present consideration of 

the bill? 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
AMEND CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT 
ACT 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4683) to 
amend the Civil Service Retirement Act 

pproved May 29, 1930, as amended, so as 
to exempt annuity payments under such 
act from taxation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I cannot conceive any 
good reason why retired civil-service em- 
ployees should not pay income taxes on 
their retirement income, everybody else 
in the country does pay on income irre- 
spective of whether they have reached 
the usual retirement age of civil-Service 
employees or not, and irrespective of the 
size of their incomes if above exemptions. 
Everyone else has to pay a tax except 
on that amount specifically exempted by 
law. Soit seems to me these employees, 
many of whom receive rather large re- 
tirement annuities, ought at least to pay 
the Federal income tax on their annui- 
ties. I can conceive no reason why that 
should not be true, but if the gentleman 
from Georgia |Mr. RAMSPECK] is in posi- 
tion to give other facts than those stated 
in the report of his committee indicating 
why he thinks it ought to be done, which 
report states it ought to be done merely 
because certain other types of recipients 
of Federal benefits have been accorded 
similar consideration, I should like to hear 
him state what the facts are. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Kansas | Mr. REEs] is the 
author of the bill. I will ask him to ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
may say to the gentleman from Georgia 
that under the present law the veterans’ 
pensions are specifically exempted, also 
payments under Social Security Act are 
exempted, likewise payments under the 
Railroad Retirement Act are exempted. 
These funds are funds that are paid by 


ro 
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the Federal Government to Federa 
ployees, but nevertheless they are 
to which these employees contribu 
They are simply getting their own m 
back plus the contribution that go¢ 
it from the Government. I may 
the gentleman from Georgia that n 
these payments are made to indivi 
who do not receive much income ex 
these payments from the Federal Goy ‘i 
ment under retirement funds which t 

It seems to me if t 
titled to th _ 
employs 


Ol ase are entitie 


> 


have contributed. 
other groups are en 
sideration, then the 


retired because 


1 


treated in tne same manner, es 
when a good share of the paymen 
really a refund. 
Mr. TARVER. I think we shou 
sider the cases of th Federal em} 
who scek the benefit of this prop : 


slation upon their own bas’s. Th 
that C ess may have accord 
exemptions to other types of benefi 
of Federal legislation should not ¢ 
our action here. 

Does the gentleman think that 
a Federal emp!oyee has a good job 1 
the Federal Government receivin 
say, $4,000 a year for 30 or 35 ye 
tires and receives a large retiremen . 
nuity, part of which is paid from ral 
Government funds and only part by him- 
self, that he ought not to pay any in 
tax, although the farmer in the gentle- 
man’s d’strict who has reached the ¢ 
let us say, of 65, or 70, or 75, and ea 
only $1,500 a year has to pay a Fed 
income tax? Can the gentleman just 
exempting the Federal employee who 
so much more fortunately placed 
still levying a tax on his farmer 
stituent? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. I may say tot} 
gentleman that I appreciate his vi 
but we are only equalizing a situati 
So far as the farmer is concerned 
paying more than his share of taxes 


no 


sisi 


con- 


he 
} 


now, but a good share of the money re- 


ceived by the retired Federal employe 


him. 

Mr. TARVER. Does the gentlem 
mean to say that the farmer’s 
is not the farmer’s own money? 

Mr. REES of Kansas. 
course it is his own money. I me 
money he paid into the Government. 
order to get this money out these Fed 
employees have to pay part of their 
ary to the Government while they 
employed and it is later paid back 
them in annuities. I may say to the ¢ 
tleman if a farmer pays money into t 
Federal Government and it is refunc 
to him, certainly he should not pa; 
tax on it. 

Of course, Federal employees are Vv 
treated. Many of them are well paid f 
the services they perform compared wi 
farmers and many others. It just seem 
to me that since Congress saw fit to p1 
vide the relief to the other groups I ha 
mentioned, then it would be equitable t 
include this group, who, generally spea! 
ing, receive very moderate payment 
| from funds to which they themselv« 

contributed. Almost all of these peop! 

are past age of employment. If Con 
| gress made error in other instances, th 
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Not at all; of 











his own money that is being paid back to 
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is a problem that ought to be 
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ER. Mr. Speaker, hin! 
man fails totally to justify thi 
and I object 
NITION OF OUTSTANDING SERVICE 
RED BY FIELD MARSHAL SIR 


"TTT 





. ‘lerk called House Joint Reso- 
317, recognizing the outstanding 
rendered to the United States 
Marshal Sir “ohn Dill. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
ent consideration of the joint 
n? 

COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
the right to object, and I shall 
t, now that the bill has reached 
e of the legislative processes, I 
us to inquire of the chairman 
Committee on Foreign Affairs if 
natter of policy for his commit- 
n the decease of any person in 
r, whether American or foreigner, 
a resolution of commendation? 
BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
1e gentleman’s question. 
COLE of New York. I would like 
ire if the gentleman’s committee 
jopted any concerted policy with 
i to the adoption of resolutions by 
commending persons of 
in the military, naval, or 
5 n establishments, whether Ameri- 
r foreigner, connected with this 


Congress 


nence 


Mr. BLOOM. No. 
COLE of New York. Of course, 
; no question about the quality of 
ervice rendered by Sir John Dill, 
n- is no question that nothing can be 
about this resolution at the present 
but as the gentleman has pointed 
to the House, this is the first time 


the Congress has ever formally 
ed a resolution memorializing the 
es of any individual, although in 


f t future no doubt there will be other 
viduals who will have served as cred- 
ly, if not more so, as Sir John Dill. 

I ink the Congress should not recog 

ese services to the extent of pass- 
rmal resolutions of commendation, 

r meritorious the services m 

been. To do so would require that 
Congress do nothing else than con- 
r such resolutions. 
rs, ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

gentieman yield? 

Mr. COLE of New York. I yield to the 

tlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
General Marshall has sent this up, and 
: John Dill will be buried in the Ar- 

1 National Cemetery here in Wash- 
It is a special case and no ob- 
tion has been made by anyone on the 


mittee, 


1yV 


7 


Will 


Mr. COLE of New York. Then the 
1 can be assured that the C 
on Foreign Affairs has not adopted a 
of sponsoring or recommending 
lutions of this sort and that it is only 
ause of very special circumstances 
: that the resolution is presented today? 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. This 

2 is a very special case. 


a The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


mmit- 


present consideration of the resolu- 
iat 








The 


read the resolution, as 


re beine no objection 


Whereas the Congress having be 











formed of the death Field Mars! r 
J 1 Di 1 Washington, D. C., on November 
4, 1944; i 
Whereas 1e Arl N Cemete 
has been < se s € € ne | 
Ol s di I I § al nd 
eas as S r B epres¢ - 
tive on t C d Chie 5 r 
Mars! I Dill, t his W i 
devot v l cause Bri -A - 
can ce i enaereda 
ervice > the United Nat s: Nov e- 
t t e tT 
4 é That € itst - 
the United Nati I Fielk 
hn Dill be, and f s 
the Ame peo} and 
> United Stats 
on | eed t 
re wa 10n 





AMENDMENT 
OF 


TO SECTIONS 4, 7, AND 17 
THE RECLAMATION ACT OF 1939 


The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4932) 
to amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of tl 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (53 
Stat. 1187) for the purpose of extending 
the time in which amendatory r 
may be made, and for ot 
poses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present corsideration of the bill? 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Arizona and the 
gentleman from Idaho to explain this 
rather complicated bill, which seems to 
exempt certain authorities from payin 
taxes. 

Mr. 
yield? 

Mr. KEAN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. COOPER. My interest 
challenged by this bill and especially 
with respect to section 4, and I join with 
the gentleman from New Jersey in re- 
questing that those in charge of the bill 
kindly explain the reasons or purposes 
of section 4 of this bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, if 
gentleman will yield, in view 
that this is my bill, I might expl 
an identical bill has already 
Senate by unanimous consent 
to S. 1782. If this bill is pas hall 
move to substitute S. 1782 for my own 
bill. 

While it would seem this bill is aimed 
to provide relief from a tax obligation, 





her related pur- 


COOPER. Will the gentleman 


has been 


in our opinion the income-tax assess- 
ment is not a legal obligation, but only 


urplu 


an asserted technical claim on 

power revenues. The real aim of this 
bill is to clarify existing law and apply 
its principles equally to all projects. It 


is the spirit of the reclamation law that 
power may be developed in ct t 
with reclamation projects, and that 


nn 


so, the sale of such surplus power 
be used to reduce the cost of th 


4 

U i Ww <A A 
to the farmers. This reclamation proj- 
ect down in Arizona is, I believe, the 
very first coming under the new law of 
1902. 

Roosevelt Dam was begun in 1906 and 
finished in 1911. This project has grown 
from that day to this, but at the time it 
was organized there were no reclamation 
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la 7 as +} ; 
this project b xer i 
way, because there is no differe 
the spirit of the law between a \ 
users’ association and an Ir! ion 


ect. We tl 


2 


ink that this enactmen: 
existing law and f1 
14.000 farmers in Arizona 

; 


piy ciariies 


n 
n 
va 


obligation whose lidity we que 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. S ker, if 
gentleman will yield further, of « 


the distinguished gent 


leman from 


Jersey is a prominent member « 
Committee on Ways and Mean: I 
have the honor of being a memb 
that committee. 

My interest was attracted by th 


vision in section 4 of the pens 
especially after examining the 1 
the committee. I invite attention t 
statements contained in the 
report at the bottom of page 1 


This lancuace is believed to be de 

tory of the existing law afl ing tl 
ind in e ge rec : 

it spec statute 

np ie Salt River } 

ece. Vv ‘ rif le 
r erpre pl c ; . 
tion laws by the Bureau Inte 
nue > invol 
pending in e Ur ed s J ( 

So the passage of th hill. ineludir 


section 4, n neg! y 
decide a tax question now pending 


the Tax Court I think t is a 
gerous precedent f us t ) 
Congress tod le | 


Lion now 


of C ess decidir 
7? ry y ¥ 
rn iX 
nA ODT . 
Mr. REED of Ne y I 
n ie 7 1. ¢ t 
in that torm, C¢ l 
D j 1 Wiltn ft 
»7 a y 

wer nendine 

M COX aT ? 
ne 
I 
‘ H ( 
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f lis! man fron 
i l} f 
} 1n } wit 
of b t I do 
{ ( 4s] ] ye elir ed from 
{ ) el b ould 
j ( D ( G here 
} f la e der tnat 1 to 
| case pending in the Ta 


N MURDOCK It not m nten- 
tion t try a case before Congre in- 
( coul Those farmers down 

re have paid or are paying for this 

fir eclamation plant which will be 
inne ( to Uncle Sam and I hate 
{ e tl n have a lay t to preserve 


l I sim wal o calla 

Iact t the Bureau of Internal Rev- 
enue has a ed tax on them for 
| lf nd will collect unle 

t lo passed or unless the 


court, 


that 
Lila 


I n ¢ iwsuit for every- 
bod da doubtful gain for the Gov- 
{ n fit wins. E ting law is quite 
clear,asI see it. We are simply reafirm- 
i ntent of the origina] law by this 
ciment 

Mr. COOPER As I e it, the im- 
pr nt question ] is tl The In- 
ternal Revenue Code imposes an income 


me and I have to pay it unless 
Conert passes a law saying I do not 
This is a tax question 


It is ne pending in the Tax Court, and 
I think that is the place where the de- 
cision should be made 


Mr. WHITE. May I say to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee and the gentleman 
ide that this legislation 

the way for the Govern- 
obtain ownership and all the 
from this power project. Under 
eclamation law, the cost 
up a reclamation project Was as- 
ed to the water users and the in- 
rom the sale of any electricity 
ed in connection with that proj- 
‘ame the property of the district 
{ applied in paying for the construc- 
tion of the project; the Government re- 
tained nominal title as trustee to the 
project. This law clears the matter up 

» that when the obligations of the 
water users are completed the Govern- 
takes title, and receives all the 
‘nue, not just the taxes but the en- 
sum of money that is paid in as rev- 
ue from the of power; all the 
nue under the bil] will to the 
vernment., 

PHOENIX, AriIz., Decemt 
ble COMPTON I. WHITE 


‘ ) } 
Ol inai 1 


of 


mw t 
me I 
nerat 


( pet 


oO be 
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Your I on Committee has done a great 

ce e rec natio farmers 1n report- 

i f ) ( H. R. 4922 Hundreds of 

i e myself on the Salt River project 

kK vilege r oyed by other 

ree it n pi ye but we do feel that fail- 

ure approve H. R. 4932 will take from us 

| ) hat the reclamation law in- 

tends we s uld have hn order to meet our 
c e payme 


T. J. HUGHES, 





‘ 





é H ( Rep 
T f 1oOpe eH e } H.R 
‘ ec l ul i t Wwe 
t t Bure i ne 
t ! bitive unle p r \ 
») rey vy the Gove me a 
( I e t! i € 
I ce i t hist y 11 € 
revenues financial ¢ ditions have 
I tn NE ere I € ible t 
f 1 gatior € me g 2 so far 
@ t oul me } \ te t with 
I F. ¢ It t fair ¢ equitable fo 
I h of the Government ses 
me x we ind id lly have 
é no dividend All surplus powe! 
( have gone fi re he Govern- 
$Y 000.000 d i } pi the ).- 
) the arme! ] ested I the 
é } lent he } ( 
SALT RIVER VALLEY WATER 1 
A CIATION 








Ww ingto D. ¢ 
We € ery hopeiul that the House take 
€ ct non H. R. 4932 at tl es- 
Our } ct Wa oO! nizea pr \ 
b re ena nent of irrig 1 
yu operate coope 
evenues to rep G ernment 1 to 
kee of water se! 
i cal fford to p 
I paid in the past and 1 not be paid 
e future Powe I l ( made at 
1 ! f reclamat offi ire 
f of cost 


Ariz., Decemt 
The Honorable COMPTON WHITE 
Chairma Reclama ) I gatic 

ee House’ of Represente 
Washington, D. C 


PHOFNIX 





I respectfully urge favorable action on 
H. R. 4932 at this session. Salt River Project 
v rganized on fundamental basis that 
power and water be treated as one develop- 
me! the income would not be taxed 
because the Reclamation Bureau agreed that 
the cost per acre would be higher than the 


could pay unless assisted 
There have been no dividends, all 
proceeds going repay the Govern- 
improve the project development. 
WALTER THALHEIMER 
State Senator, 


by sale of 
to 


ment ana 


PHOENIX, ArRIz., December 
Honorable COMPTON WHITE 
Chairman, Reclamation Irrigation Com- 

mittee, House of Representatives 

Washington, D.C 
Farmers of this district 
lving wat 


10, 1944, 


The 


comprising 10,000 
acres rece er and p from Salt 
River project deeply appreciate the splendid 
work of your committee for the cause of recla- 
mation by reporting favorably on H. R. 4932 
Urge further support of this bill so vital in 
clarifying reclamation law on our project. 
ROOSEVELT AGRICULTURAI 
IMPROVEMENT District No 
F. C. HENSHAW, Secretar 


wer 


1, 





J. 


PHOENIX, Ariz., December 9, 1944, 
The Honorable CoMPTON WHITE, 

Chairman, Reclamation Irrigation Come- 
nittee, Jouse* Representatives 
Washington, D. C.: 

Together with all other Salt River project 
farmers I deeply appreciate your support of 


, 
Oo 9 
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H. R. 4932. The pas e of this 
new faith in ou ty to 
ect ¢ a succe sul Yreé imation ¢€ 
urge your furt Y 





Washington, D.C 
representatives 


we greatly 


As 
River 


of barg 


project 





you have given to reclamatic 
valley in your support of H W 
very hopeful of enactment of this t 


HAINES JACKSON 
Business Ag 
Local B-266,1.B. E.W.,A 


PHOENIX, ArRIz , Dece? 
ible COMPTON WHIT! 
Chairman, Reclamation I 

” ittee House of Ret 
Washi , em € 


ngtor 


Thank you for favorable rep 
committee H. R. 4932. Approval of 
by House will be a great help to re 


and will give farmers of Salt River 
protection in t ] 


their efforts to liqui 
reclamation 


tion Act was 





debts as intended when 


opted 





President, Salt Rit I 


PHOENIX, Ariz., Decer be } 
The Honorable COMPTON WHIT! 
Chairman, Reclamation I gat ( 


mitte House of Re] 


and Drainage Il 


PHOENIX, Ar1Iz., Decemt } 
Hon. COMPTON WHIT! 
Chai Reclamation Irrigati ( 
mittee, House cf R 
Wa ngton, D.C 
Urgently request your aid in passing H 
4932 This biil of vital 
ticularly farme! 


man 


importance 


to all and in gene 


residents in the Salt River Valley 
H. J. COERVER 
President, First National Bank of A 


PHOENIX, ARIz., Decembe 
COMPTON WHIT! 

Chairman, Reclamation Irrigqat ( 
mittee, House oj R pre 
Washington, D.C 
We urge your strong support 

of House bill H. R. 4932. Passa 

is of utmost importance for the 
farmers of this area. Farming is the 
industry of the Salt River Valley ar 
whelming majority of the people in 

Ariz., and the Salt River Valley are st 

in favor of the passage of this bill 

JOE C. HALDIMAN 
VERLAND M. PALDIMAN 
CHAS. G. SULLIVAN, 
RALPH A. CASH. 


Hon 





PHOENIX, ArIz., December 9, 1944 
The Honorable COMPTON WHITE, 
Chairman, Reclamation Irrigation C 
mittee, House Represe 
Washington, D.C 
I am a pioneer of the Salt River project a1 
appreciate with my neighbors 
help your Irrigation C 


of 


the sple1 
ymmittee is 


We must ha 


civir 


through support of H. R. 4932. 


tion 101 of the Internal R 


IS IS an Irrif 
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MURDOCK. 


titie to tI 


r other storage dam all 
panying power plants, rests in 
States and the sale of su 5 
12 c ft the ’ mM 
t. It is not profit le pres- 
of that plant, not countin 
n the Salt River Vall Y, 1S De- 


100,009 and $50,000,000. Less 
00,000 of that has been put up 





t place by the United Stat 

nt of the money that 

I vernment has 
repaid—and 
ness—bvy the 


power plants. 
been reducing 
plying the in- 
surplus power 





m some 


of th 


Y 
p 
that is true of all other irriga- 


articular project in Arizona, be- 
and formed under a difierent 
1cs into a special class and is be- 
riminated against by this tax 
re, unless some rel 


ef is granted 


09 


cE these 140 ( khe cers 
m n the Salt River Valley ] 
i t s Which the law never 

i t hould be asked to p 





r colleague, the distinguished 








man from Ter ee, that this is 
, T . ? ~ YY y Vv el 7 - 

p 1ofaniz yn pre t 
CCOPER. But if it i t a tax 
Gid it § into the United & ; 

u t? T 5 Ul Oniy Jurisaictlon 
HARLESS of Arizona. This hap- 
to b > oldest ir tion p iect 
United State It was establ i 
they had a reclamation law. 

] lt was nec ry that it be 


shed aS a 
, all the other projects 
mption from taxation 
ver to 
and putt 


I 


corporation. 
are getting 
from the sale 
pply to the cost of produc- 
ing the water on the land, 
because this project happens 
1ed before they had 

lamation law, it is discriminated 

t. In other words, it is said that 
a private corporation, and they im- 

or are attempting to impose, I 

contrary to the intent of the law, 
income tax on it. This merely puts 
project in the same class as all the 


j 7 ist 





» heen establi 


HlLaNlioi 


er projects. 
fr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, practi- 


all I know about this matter is what 


ather from the bill and the committee 
port on 


the bill. 
f this was an 


i 
ll the others, it 


The report shows 
irrigatior 


would come under 


+ 


ation assoc 


a distinction, and the Bureau of In- 
rnal Revenue has assessed the tax. 
the question is pending in the Tax 

I do not think it is safe for the 


ess to step in and decide the ques- 


1 that is now pending in tne Tax Court. 





Mr. 





rT : 
MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, the 
I on that the Arizona project is an as- 
ciation in d of a distr i t it 
\ organized b ¢ in 1903 at a time 
when Arizona was not yeta St a 
id no laws for t f blishment ¢ 
dist li it Were a dis t, it uld 
Y \? + i+ + so ¢ tho ints t 
> i We ww . Aid 
of the a lation or the Government it- 
h farmers to reorgan’ te as a 
A ak 
Ste RADKMGN ti, . 
+ i EIN. a A > a 4 » 
ic rr y + 7 < ll «< I” y + 
I in i that it i | - 
( } ler by the itlen wi > 
ne Cc th l on t fi 
rE f M Sr ¢ I k n - 
+ y } ea . 
m consent that ) ye passea ! 
ly mT 
'T CDraAwrt + + 
1] PEAKER Is there ¢ ion 
h - + , a 
t req t of the ntleman from North 
a 7 , 
VLaroiil 
e was no objection 
TRIBAL FUNI OF THE UTE INDIA? 


1 the Ute Indi 


to provide for the disposition of tribal 
funds of 
t nds of Ute 


tribes or b 











re he bill, as follov 
t ¢ ed, € That 1 withsta 
er ! eX t 
Tre y of t 5 
ce t - 3 € 
( any ri I - 
‘ joint ¢ the ¢ ¢ 
nt pands with ¢ é such 
Inc S er t t 
ex t i I € 
Ut ] I Valia - 
u ; c 
appr li by the S tary of the In 
With the following committee amend- 
me! 
On page 1, line 6 the word “I ns” 
l zed unde t JU 18 
1934 (48 St 984) 4 € 
On f| e2 e § rt e follow 
“Sec. 2 tri ed fu 5, now « ere- 
aiter c! t r held in trust for 
joint benefit of more than one d t 
of e Ute Indians, may be ) ed b 





é I f € exis - 
ute The Secretary of the Inte n " 
scribe the manner in w eeme 
of e | ibes h be rn 


The committee 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engro 
and read a third time, was rea h 
third time, and passed, and a motion t 
reconsider was laid on the table 
NDIANS OF FORT BERTHOLD RESERVA- 

TION, N. DAK 
Clerk called the bill (S. 336 I 
the relief of the Indians of the Fort 
thold Reservation in North Dakota. 
ie SPEAKER. Is there objecti 


amendments were 











ent co ration of the bill? 
COLE of New York. Mr.S r 
in view of the fact that certain depart- 
ment heads have registered opposition 


to t bill, 


the bill be passed over without prejudic 





I ask unanimous consent that 


4 


The SPEAKER. Is the 





thea re 
| q 
. , 
I ¢ no ol 
MAN INSTITUTE, ¢ 
> 7 
t ain 
’ T 7 
l 1 I 
r 
( ) 
~~ sy 7» 
A KUN: ‘ Ni 
t} 
Le 4 , J, 
i ( m € 
Mr. O'CONNOR. J Dt 
tr +t} ntlor : 1 Cc 
D : : 
rl If X i 
¢ PuTTTy ‘ ‘ c 
avil £ DAL T WO 4 ‘ 
man I l wns tl 
( tely surrol i 
in ol I u 100 é 
; +} { 
na a sma i ( 
pougn S € 
u 1 tnat pur} i 
q i } 4 
( 10- plot a 
} ‘ 
i A L OU) 
n < A 
t ( 1 p It 
direct ¢ ns P y 
and ow! 
T+ ‘ f } y 
ravided +} hi} 
1 ; 
Ik oi n 
+} f 
Atty LATQR'AT wa . 
' 
- wv th 
n l y A 
] i ii 
a ; 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I e n 
it should i a 
eir ] tances ¢ ? ) 
+ na iS 7 
I ina t ) 
purch 1 which 
Gover! nd. I 
thi ing a pre f 
ar we Tei 
Mr. O'CONNOR A 
nrocedn 
pit i 


Mr. PHILI 5 It « 
The SPEAKER I f 
the pre ) n 


t ¢ r I ‘ 
the Ir 

da 

{ é 

k f 

cC 

y af 

( 

\ 


\ 
) 
T 
Wea 
i 
( 
( » 
I 
y 
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1 der ( f f Inte l- 
1 I it ( ite l deed ¢ o 
ne as 
1 t t I ( ‘ 
d ¢ 
‘ } ? é Vi ¢ ( t - 
cif é t - 
{ i i ft 
( t 
‘ d - 
( 
I f f ( 
] I ad 
h 192 44 { ( 
' ed ri t Se - 
Inte ri | 
] e use Sine ij é 
ft t t f | 
‘ ( 
he é I 
, 
} 
The | was ordered to be read a third 
tir wa read the third time, and 


pa and a motion to ider was 


iid on the table. 


recon 


INDIAN LANDS 


DAM 


FOR 
AND 


THE G 
RESEI 


I 

June 29, 1943 (54 
the acquisition of Indian 
Grand Coulee Dam and 
other purpose 

d the title of the bill. 
the Clerk 


for 
inds for the 
and fo1 
he Clerk rea 
being 


ere no objection, 


17 
as follow 





Be etc., That the first paragraph 
of ction 1 of the act approved June 29, 1940 
(o4 t. 7 } mended ead f X 
a t } i the con uction, operation, 

nd n ci 2 the Columbia Basin proj- 


the Gra 














‘ merly nd Coulee Dam project), 

1 d by the act of Augu 30, 1935 (49 
1028 e act of August 4, 1939 (53 Stat 

1187) nd the Columbia Basin Project Act 

(Pub No. 8, 78th Cons Ist ‘ 57 Stat 

14) here hereby nted t the United 

St e ib » the pro\ l ( thi 

( the righ t and terest of the 

Ind ind to the ib ind allotted 

] v the Spokane and Colville Reser- 

va including sites of agency and school 

bu ! id related ructures and unsold 

land Klaxta town site may be des- 

] ed erefor by t Secret ( the Inte- 

? m time to time: P led, That no 

] ( | be taken f reservolr purposes 

al é e elevation of 1.310 fe above sea 

] vn by General Land Office sur- 

\ ex n Klaxta town site and except 

w! ‘ the judgment of the Secretary of 

I ecial circumstance concer! 

1 \ ( i O} t } d ma 

1 ‘ I Kil of | 1 OVE 

(b) sucl L€ i erests In oO! 

t ids and p 

? ( { m be rec re 

! ed by the Secre \ 

j l to re t t! Cc 

} e h Y 

t } d elec mis 

« M the ] € or the relo- 

( ym ¢ ex 1 r sucl facilities 

mac nece iry by he ¢ ruction Of the 


The bill was ordered to be read 
time, was read the third time, and 
and a motion to reconsider was 
the table. 

FEDERAL-AID ROAD ACT 

ROBINSON of Utah submitted a 
rence report and statement on the 


a third 
passed, 
laid on 


Rt) 


econi 








ill (S. 2105) to amend and supplement 
e Federal-Aid Road Act, approved 
11, 1916, as amended and supple- 





mented, to authorize appropriations for 
the post-war construction of highways 
nd bridges, to eliminate hazards at rail- 
d de crossings, to provide for the 
immediate preparation of plans, and for 
( purposes, for ting in the REc- 
ORD 


UINTAH AND OURAY RESERVATION 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah submitted the 
I I conference report and state- 
ment on the bill (H. R. 837) to restoré 


lands t¢ 


rvation in 


public 


Rest 


add certain 
and Ouray 


and for other purposes, for printing in 
t RECORD 
CONFERI E REY 
mm tee of < feren¢ 1e dis- 
ites of the tv H 
I of the Senate tl ) 
837 re re and add certain public 
e Ui h and Ouray Re } 
I nd other purposes 


ter full and free c 
re nmend and do 
i Houses as f 
That the 


ynier 


recommend 





llows 


Senate recede from amend- 
ments numbered 2, 3, 4, and 5 
I the House recede from its disagree- 
me¢ to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 6, and 7; and agree to the same. 


J. W. ROBINSON 
COMPTON I. WHIT! 
HuUGH PETERSON 
K. M. LECOMPTE 


M 1ge on the part of the H 
Cart A. HATCH, 
CHAN GURNEY 

Managers ¢ the part of the Se 


STATEMENT 
nagers on 
the cor the disagi 
the 


(H 


nd add certain public 


ference on 
) Houses on 


Senate to the bill 


eeing votes 


the tu + 


amendmen 

R. 837) to 
i lands to the Uinta 
nd Ouray Reservation in Utah, and for othe 
submit the following statement 


i in 
xplanatior 


1 of the effect of the action agreed 
upon by the conferees and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report 

This bill represents a compromise, labo- 


riously worked out over a period of many 
year of certain controversies between the 


» Indians 


a i ne a 


white stockmen of eastern Ut 
of the Government c¢ 
cerned with Indian and public lands in 


h 





rencies 


the 





State of Utah. 

bill originally passed by the House 
atte ted to settle two of these public-land 
controversies, as follows 


disposed of a long-standing contro- 








ve between the Ute Indians and the white 
kmen as to the future use of approxi- 
mately 220,000 acres of land, which are held 
by the United States for the account of the 
Ute India ns, by restoring approximately 61,000 
( 1e Indians and by the nited States 
! free of trust restrictions tl other 





159,000 acres which will be made ¢ 
public domain for the use 
I 


ilable as 


stock- 





of white 


nen. It contemplated that the Indians would 
be entitled to claim compensation for the 
159,000 acres in the Court of Claims and that 
the United States would hereafter obtain 


grazing fees for the use of the land. The 
accepted this proposal but amended 
i to provide that in the suit to be 
brought by the Indians for the value of these 
lands no gratuities of any kind should be 
This is eminently fair since, if the 
Government were now to take these lands 
and in a subsequent suit brought for their 
value set off against the Indians all gratui- 


ties made to them over the last 40 years, the 


senate 


SO as 
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latter would 


athe 
reality 


+ 


such an 
» confiscation 
Government 


} 
is not a case of 





vet 


DECE} 


g for their land 


ement 


aiiall 


of 


would 


wants these lands now 








( which the st 
of gratuities was 
ived is § 1, & 
this provisi It is not thou 
objec n can be mad 
(2) The Indians during the 1 11 
largely out of their own moneys 
chased a substantial amount of b 
called “base properties” which entitle 
grazing privileges on the public don 





bill as passed by the House contemp! 
creation of a grazing reserve f 
Indians, to be administered by e Sex 
of Interior and embrace an ars 
would determine. In ( 
nation the Secretary was per! d 
into consideration the grazing pri 
which the Utes were entitled as 
amount of lands the prope 


f 
duct of a livest 


“base 


reserve to be 


properties.” 


needed fol 
ck enter 
It was 


t aside 
L @5ia 





thought 


would inclu 


650,000 acres. The Senate has amend 


so as 


provision 


an Indian reserve and to 


the extent of t 
Ute Indians 
ministered by t 
provisions of tl 
amendments 
Indian Service 
cepted by your 
parts of the bil 


Ss 
} 


ceptance is the only way 


complicated 
do not 


pi 


deprive 


ie Tz 
ar 


to eliminate the < 
provide in 

ng privileges 
be determined 

ie Grazing Service unde 
; or Grazi1 
to the lkir 
Indians t 
conferees 


l are 


he graz 
yall 





not 
or the 
because 
necessary and 
to work < 
oblem These amend: 
the Secretary of Inter 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs of an 


diction they now 
ual lands of the Ute Indians 


that, in detern 


of the Ute Indians, 


the supervision 
shall give recos 
productive caps 
said Indians as 
was inserted to 
shall receive th 
to which their * 
at the time 
which was paic 
was arrived at 
their 
public domain 
diminish such 


of 


connected 


have over tribal o1 
The pr 
grazing p 
zing Service u 
of the Secretary of Int: 
snition to the prior us 
icity of lands purcha 
of the time of their } 
make that the Ir 
e maximum of grazing 1 
base properties 


the 


the Gre 


luning 





sure 


were en 

their purchase. Ths 

1 for these “base prope 

by taking into conside1 
grazing privileges o1 
and it is not intended 

privileges. 


In ot} 


ner re 


the grazing rights of the Utes are to be 


termined 
Service, unde: 
the Secretary « 
the provisions c 
The Senate 
amendments de 
ietermination 
Ute Indians ar 
of which concer 
permits Inc 
lands taken fre 
Utah under an 
in the 1860's 
was very desir 
give up their 
sought to 
that purpose. 
hand at first 
treaty. At the 
Young, 
influence with t 
by the Indian 


the 





half of the Gov 


signed treaties 
the United 
defined and set 


to 


and administered 


ancestral 


negot 


a former Territ 


by the 
the supervision, of cow 
f Interior in accordance 
f the Taylor Grazing 


also added certain 
signed to facilitate the 
of all disputes betwee 





1d the United States 
n public lands. One of 
to sue for the ] 
m them in the Territ 
unratified treaty, or tr 
At ime the Govern! 
us of having the Ute hh 
lands in Utal 
te a treaty to a 
The Indians on the 
declined to ent i 
request however of B 
orial Governor of 
he Indians, who 
agent and interceded o1 
ernment, the Indians fi 
by which they relinqui 
States all of their 
forth in the treaties 


lians 


hat t 


was calle 


T 


BER 1] 


Indians thereupon moved off their land onto 


a small reservat 
the Senate fail 
the land which 


ion. 
d to ratify the treaties 


Subsequently, howe 
P 


the Indians surrendered and 


er 


+ 


; 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN 
Mr BARDEN W 
nt calender today 
Mr. DICKSTEIN 


t t 
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CON( 


In the pre nt war we} ay ted t in 
ot ( 18 T ( oF na iti or V 
I + ‘ + j fry I ce ; 
‘ u y 
‘ 7 } 
{ J 1 
! . 
T i ? ry ‘ 
\ 4 ¥ 
7 r t ¥ 
‘ ¢ 
T 
y y 
n 
I iS I le to 
; y } 
»/ s ( = 
( Ou . ti A 
) f ou.d Na 
t , sid 





“ ; 
upon 1 mi of t Attorney 
( eral, reported H. R. 5513, which pro- 
vid for reduct of the required pe- 
riod of 1 l in the Un 1 State } 
{ t of the citizen- it from 10 to 
1 furtt ! tha ) 
\ I len¢ na t pla 1D- 
quent to t parent’s t bi 123 
I f 
Mr. BARDEN. I! not t bill he 
ore I t I [ 1 n to 
{ t t t) 
\ ( ntl 1 immigra- 
tion |] 
h Dit EIN. ‘T bill t l 
en n f It doe cre- 
ate d on ( oI immigrants 
nd in no way char our present im- 
n n policy 
Mr. BARDEN. It at least writ ome 
ne into the imr tion code 
Mr. DICKSTEIN No. It strict] 


When we 


the Nationality Act 


pa | we did n 
knx that we were on the verge of 
nother wa There was no way of 


iat we would have 
boys of 18 who, 

married abroad, 
» problem of hav- 
nsidered 


send abroad 


decided to get 





have already b 


State 


and 


to the attention of the War 
Departmenis and a ae numb¢ r of 
others are expected in > futur 

Mr. BARDEN. If it is of that much 


. 
the gentieman 


wants something more than just a cas- 
ual disc on of it. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. It is enough for m 
that the War Department and the De. 
partment Justice and State support 
it. The American Leé yn is for it. The 
boys in th rvice dem: it, and I fe 
that they entitled to ose ive their chil- 
dren con ed citizens of the country 
for which they are risking their lives. I 
believe tl are ¢ i to the relief 
granted in this legislation and that they 
are entitied to yme speedy action on 
this bill 

Mr. BARDEN. Let me say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that I am just 

he that we have proper 
lecis] ym on the book At the same 


some responsibility for se 
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that we have the right kind of legislation 
on t book The gentleman’s inter- 
pretat ( t rht be somewhat dif- 
ferent m mine But I do think, and 
I other day in the presenc 
of eman who is chairman of 


on Immigration, I do 


thir t House is entitled to a little 
bit t reatment of the immigration 
prob 1 e getting. All we get 

i zen or more bills amending 
t I ration V here I think we 

1e general bill to take 
the thin 

Mr. DICKSTEIN This deals with a 

fic pl! m—a natura ition prob- 
] - dh nothi it all to do with 
( I n poi Vy. 

M BARDEN. With 13,000,000 1 i 
in tl rvic ve should adopt a regular 
po 

T SPEA'TXSER. The Chair was under 
{ mop! ion tn was not a < itro- 





M DICKSTEIN. Do I unde id 
t) nan fro Worth Carolina has 
{ 

r rr 1 } 7 7 

The SI I 1] obie 
to o uir v under t 1- 
pl 1e recognized the gentle- 
man n that it would not be con- 

re l. The requs is withdrawn. 

The ntleman fr North Carolina 

Mr. DoucuTon] is recognized. 
NTERNAL REVENUE CODE 

Mr. DOUGHTON of North Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
(H. R. 5543), an act extending the time 


‘the release of powers of appointment 
irposes of certain provisions of 
the Internal Re venue Code, and for other 
‘nate amendments, and 
e amendment. 

ad the title of the bil 
read the Senate Se, 


rike out ‘and 


5, strike out “ 





Page 3, line 5, strike out “March 15” and 
inser June 30.” 


te amendments were agreed 
to. ? 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
tabl 
COMPENSATION ON MILEAGE BASIS FOR 
USE OF PRIVATELY OWNED AIRPLANES 
ON OFFICIAL BUSINESS 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. 


unanime consent for 


I ask 


con- 


Speaker, 
immediate 


iS 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 4547) vo 
amend the act of February 14, 1931, 
amended, so as to permit the compensa i- 


tion on a mileage basis, of civilian offi- 
loyees for the use of privately 
owned airplanes while traveling on offi- 


The Clerk read the title of the bill 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the present consideration of the bill? 


—HOUSE 



































































RDmTpYp 7 
Mila i 


DECE) 
MARTIN of Massachusetts. M 


Mr 
r reserving the right to obj 


Speaker, 


will the gentleman from West Vi 
explain the bill? 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I 
>to say that the act of Feb: rl 


or 
who 
S to be ¢ 


, allows civilians 
eral Government 


on official busine 


Officers « f 
are tra 
compensat 





he rate of 5 cents a mile when tho 
dividuals use their privately owned 
tomobiles fer this bill, whi W 





sly from the Comn 


Executive I 





on yenditures in the 
partments, we would simply incluc 
use of privately owned aircraft 
now provice for privately owned au 
biles and allow the same 5 cents } 

here will be a tremendous in 
in private flying after the war, and I 
lieve the Federal Government must 
alert to its uses in the conduct of 


MARTIN of Ma hu 
raw my re ervation | of ea C 
e being no objection, the ( 
ll, as follows: 











Be it ¢ cted, etc., That the 
ruary 14 931 (46 Stat. 1103), entitle 
t to permit payments for the operat 
cycles and automobiles f 
S travel on official busine 
t S lieu of actual é 
1 > ry d by the ‘ dc : ‘ 
( piane after the wW l 
1 before he w d r 1 
t » that as amended it r 
I S 
\ n officer or employee ¢ 
I r l n ¢ il bu 
Eo c ted } of < 
pa in 1 of : lal of 
n, 1 er regulat to be pre 
the P de not to exceed 2 « 
( the of a privately owns I 
( I or the u f I 
ov airplane for s t 
pe such mode of t 
be rized and pay 
su is more economic 
adv geous to the United States. Al 
or parts laws are hereby modified 
pealed to the extent the same 
nflict herewith.” 
Sec. 3. This act shall become effective 
days after the approval thereof by the Fr 
dent 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the t! 
time, and passed, and a motion to rt \- 
sider was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. MICHENER asked and 
permission to e xtend his own remark 
the Recorp and include a telegram. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent to extend my < 
rem in the Recorp in age instant 
in one to include a letter and in t! 
other to include an ‘diate by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Merri1 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. KEFAUVE <r) 

There was no object on. 
AEOLISHMENT OF JACKSON HOLE 
NATIONAL MONUMENT 

Mr. PETERSON of Flori 
Speaker, I move that the Hou 
itself into the Committee of the Wh 
House on the state of the Union for the 


vas vive 


arks 


ah 


da. Mr 


e res 








Whole H 


of the Union for the further 
of the bill H. R. 224 





le cNall 


{ nu 
the put e of s | 

I ) L VE eal 

1 has been dor e people 

State of Wyomin econd 

I cor qael ») DE OF ( 
rst exan f of ex l 
ol e A ) a 
in t ! ( Our 
f l a ) re Va cre ited by 








I t to inciude wit n the ll 
Grand Teton National Park the 
21,610 acres now incorporated i 
n Hole National Monument 
thorough consideration and 
n of that proposal, whi was 


I an investigation by con- 
} 





committees ¥ 1 visited ( 

ropriate legislative commit- 

House ; 1 Se te concluded 

ould ni in porate S 

Hole Nation Monument area 
i i) Grand Te yn Natior 


[The Jackson Hole area consisted 
es ol public adomain and 


177 acres of valuable privately owned 


ed upon that 


5 e Congress pa 
‘ that time. It decided that 


1 Teton National Park should 
le the Jackson Hole area. 
1929 the Interior Department came 





h bill to expand the Grand Te- 
National Park by including this 


e land and the proposal was turned 


n by the appropriate committees of 
Congress having exclusive jurisdic- 
subject. Bear in mind that 
cannot create or expand a national 
except by act of Congress and that 
Congress refused to expand the Te- 
National Park by including the Jack- 
Hol rea. 
1938 the same executive agency 
in and asked the appropriate 
ees, the Public Land Commit- 
to extend the Grand Teton National 


by inclusion of this land, and again 


of the 


n cams 


request was refused. 


Chairman, that should have defi- 
ly led the matter. As I have said, 
one way a national 
can be either cr extended, 

t by act of Ci ut not- 
inding the fact that 

y re 


Only 





fused to ena a bill to 


nd this park last year, the Presi- 
undertook to do it by a proclama- 
t this area aSide as a national 
ment. It 1 as everyone knew, 

? ‘ T extension or tf f 


4A OUICly Ali “A boiUl) h sl 








t 1a o! 4 
I ( V ( 
natio! n ment Dy prociamatl 
S T} I I 
t eu 1 
tr 
a cy ‘ 
t T t < 
( 
on 
In J n Hole N: Menu- 
n f no histo I lis- 
toric, or scientific object to be maintained 
or pre ry All the autho that the 
President ha inaer the! \ Lo set Sit 
t smallest possib for t 5 
tenant nd pro on ¢ tl e ob) 
pro ied Ut! ch ov Ss to be 
> va! ¥ 2+ y ' 
mall ita a a protected Bu ( 
I of tl restrict and limited au- 
tnority hic I have j t rea to ve 
he Pre ( t tion created a 
natior mol! } I 221 000 
( es ol pub and pl va ‘ 
owned land Olely for 
pul se Of ex mits of Grand 
Teton Nati the C 
of the United State ray ( . 
fused to do by la 


Unless this Jackso1 
Monument is abolished by le 





here proposed, the people in Wyomins 
will have placed upon their backs a 


greater tax burden even than that which 
they now bear. Seventy-two percent of 
the area of that State already belon 
to the Federal Government l 
taxing agencies of Wyoming, and the 
State itself, are not allowed to tax any 
of that Federal Now along 
comes an executive agency of the Gov- 
ernment, without any authority in 
and takes 49,000 additional acres of pri- 
vately owned land off of the tax rolls of 
Wyoming and of Teton County : 

Federal Government. I under- 
stand that t 

volved in this Jackson Hole Monument 


ine Wal 


property. 





iow 


it in the 


area constitutes one-third of the taxable 
property of the county in which the land 
is situated. To take this land off the 
tax r would virtually bankrupt t 


in law, because it constitute n execu- 
tive 1 pation of the } the it r + ‘ 
Cong} and becausse robs the people 


f the State of Wyoming of the right t 
tax private property which 
own, I hope this body will 


this bill, and to right the 
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m is something 
tress this point 
tical arguments 


Rati " 7 
National Monu- 


all the pr: 


st the Jackson Hole 


ment seem to boil down to a fear that the 
‘ e—or some of its individuals—stand 
to lose revenue throuch the giving of na- 
tional monument status to the area. 
From experience, that fear does not ap- 
p r to be justified. 

Howeve! not of revenues and in- 
dustry and purchase prices that I wish 
to speak today; rather it is of the under- 


lying philosophy of national parks—a 
philosophy that developed and could de- 


velop only in these United States. It 
evolved a new form of land use, founded 
on idealism, but later found to be a 
money maker of the first order. Such 


are the paradoxes of America—perhaps 
even of idealism, if we may believe the 
old copybook maxims. 

Less than three-quarters of a century 

ro, in 1872, the great Yellowstone re- 
gion was set aside as our first national 
park—not as a Berchtesgaden for a Hit- 
ler nor for the “princely delight and 
pleasure” of kings and nobles, as were 
forests in medieval ages, not for com- 
mercial or individual aggrandizement, 
but for the enjoyment of the people of 
the entire Nation and for those of other 
countries able to visit them. I think it 
is significant of our American way of life 
that the men who stood to gain most, 
were the park not established, were the 
ones who were instrumental in bringing 
about the creation of Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park. Their vision and fore- 
sight—and their sense of public respon- 
sibility—were greater than that of many 
of us today. And from their unselfish 
action has grown the great national park 
system that is the envy of the world and 
the model of national park establish- 
ment on all continents. 

The national parks, monuments, and 
historic sites of that system have been 
preserved so that the American people 
a whole, not of any one region, may 
enjoy them for many years and gen- 
erations to come. Surely the United 
States is big enough, and wealthy 
enough, to put aside and protect a small 
percentage of its area for this purpose. 
At present the total area of the national 
park system is just under 22,000,- 
000 acres—an exceedingly small percent- 
age of the total area of the United States 
and its Territories. I maintain that we 
can well afford to preserve that propor- 
tion of our lands in our national park 
m. There are, and should be, no 
quotas on national parks based upon 
location, State population, or other me- 
chanical political measurements. 
They are established where nature or 
history has placed them. Like Lincoln, 
they belong to the ages because of the 
greatness of their characteristics. And 
they belong to all Americans. 

It seems to me that the testimony be- 
fore the Public Lands Committee has 
demonstrated that the Jackson Hole 
area has the necessary attributes to 
qualify it fully for continuance in the 
national park system. Surely it typifies 
a certain period and mode of life in our 
history as does no other remaining 
wilderness area in the United States. 


as 


Syst 


or 


For th: 

erved: and along with it other un- 
spoiled areas of equal historic sig- 
nificance. 

It is immaterial to me whether the 


area is preserved as a national monu- 
ment by Presidential proclamation or 
added to the Grand Teton National Park 
by act of Congress. The important 
thing is to preserve it while it still re- 
tains its wilderness character. Why it 
was considered eligible for national pres- 
ervation is. what interests me. Going 
into the record, I find good reason why 
the Jackson Hole National Monument 
should have been established at this time, 
and why the United States Government, 
through the National Park Service of 
the Department of the Interior, should 
continue to protect it. 

The Grand Teton National Park takes 
in only the higher and most spectacular 
portions of the Teton Range, offering 
exciting mountain country and oppor- 
tunities for mountain climbing to the 
small group of active outdoorsmen. In 
it there is little opportunity of develop- 
ment for the great masses of Americans 
who in normal times take vacations out- 
doors. The Jackson Hole is the area 
in which the average tourist spends more 
time, is the place where he logically will 
camp while enjoying the spectacle of the 
Tetons. 

And the Jackson Hole is inextricably 
interwoven into the early history of our 
West. It is recognized by historians as 
of especial importance in connection 
with two significant movements—the fur 
trade era and the era of frontier settle- 
ment. Despite its connection with these 
early movements, it has remained es- 
sentially wilderness in character—the 
wilderness as the trappers and frontiers- 
men knew it. The search for furs was 
the driving force that led to the exten- 
sion of our geographical knowledge and 
settlement of the West. In the early 
1800’s the Teton Mountains became es- 
tablished landmarks for explorers and 
trappers, and later for immigrants. 
Jackson Hole, which is really a great 

alley, was the hospitable region from 
which the mighty Tetons were viewed. 
It is said that the Astorians first sighted 
these mountains on their trip to the 
Oregon country in 1811. We know that 
John Colter, of the Lewis and Clark Expe- 
dition, visited the area in 1807-08 and 
that it was the haunt of many famous 
and picturesque characters of the Old 


West, such as Kit Carson and Jim 
3ridger. Washington Irving, in writing 


of the experiences of the Astorians, says 
that the travelers hailed the Teton 
Mountains “with that joy with which a 
beacon on a Seashore is hailed by mari- 
ners after a long and dangerous voyage.” 

And it is interesting that Gen. Hiram 
Chittenden in his book, The American 
Fur Trade in the Far West, refers to 
Jackson Hole as “one of the most cele- 
brated of all mountain valleys, still known 
by the name first given it, Jackson Hole.” 

Besides being one of the best known 
haunts of the early trappers, the Jackson 
Hole complements the Grand Teton Na- 
tional Park in telling the geological story 
of one of the most majestic mountain 
ranges in the United States. According 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 














DECEMBER 1] 


it reason I want-to see it pre- | to the geological hypothesis of earli 


leveling off and later uplift, the Ty 
Range is, to quote Professor Fennem 
of the University of Cincinnati, “a per- 
fect example of a mature block mount 
of the second generation, the most 
pressive of its kind in America becau 
of the vast erosion involved and 
majesty of the exhumed mass.” T 
Jackson Hole is an integral part of th 
geologic mass. Prof. F. M. Fryxell, of t 
United States Geological Survey, vy 
testified before the committee, states t} 
the boundaries of the monument j 
about encompass the best part of 
scientific landmarks, historic and p: 
historic structures, and other objects « 
historical interest of the region. M 
other witnesses and writers have giy 
ample evidence of the scientific and hi 
toric interest of the area, as well as of ij 
scenic values. 

I trust the House will accept this er 
dence, and will consider the value of t 
national park system as a whole when 
acts upon the bill to abolish the 
Hole National Monument. 

We should also remember the state- 
ment by Secretary Ickes in his testimony 
before the Public Lands Committee— 
that 92 percent of the area of the Jack- 
son Hole National Monument is in pres- 
ent or potential—by the latter, of cour 
meaning the Rockefeller purchase—Fed- 
eral ownership. That leaves only 8 per- 
ment of the lands within the monument 
in private ownership. 

In closing, I want to stress the interest 
now being taken in our national parks 
and monuments by members of our 
armed forces. They are visiting the 
areas in great numbers. They state, in 
the parks and afterward, that these na- 
tional areas must be preserved, and that 
some day they are coming back to enj 
them at leisure. They write home to 
their families about the parks which they 
have visited, and the families become so 
interested that they write to the Nation 
Park Service for printed material on the 
areas which their husbands, fathers, and 
sons have mentioned. 

During the first 8 months of the pres- 
ent travel year, which began October 1, 
representatives of our armed forces ha\ 
accounted for more than 261% percent of 
the total travel to the units of the na- 
tional-park system. Last year only 8 
percent of the visitors were of the mili- 
tary. 

Since our soldiers and sailors—and I 
refer to both sexes by those inclusive 
terms—are discovering the nation 
parks in such numbers, are so enthusi- 
astically enjoying them and _ writi! 
about them, it behooves those of us who 
are keeping the home fires burning also 
to keep the national parks going—to keep 
them intact, safe from neglect or ag- 
gression. 

Mr. Chairman, from all over America 
communications are reaching my desk 
pleading that we do not abolish Jackson 
Hole Monument. These letters and tele- 
grams do not come from a particular 
area, but from all parts of the country 
where Americans are interested in pre- 
serving our national-park system. ASs 
part of my remarks, I should like to in- 
clude here a few of the more representa- 
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k I of you 
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I am sur 1¢ majority leader got 
coy i t t Jackson Hols 
wa ( dT 1] Park. His 
d C yed park, but it 
a { ( J on Hole Per- 
I ! i m t ntleman tha 
1 t : ) acre nda 1s 
onl 6 es from Yellowstone Park 
and t t tl two t her cor of 
) 0.000 Tha hould be enocuch 
park to even the gentleman from 


V ) vi £ t St > of Wyoming. 
] qu on before this House an 
ad nal monument attempted to be 
created without authori'y of k of 
221.610 act of which ?117 acres are 
OV i cere r a? appr mately 
17,000 by ¢ r ow! Th I 


s on the 7,000 ; and 


in t! I l kefeller, 
e ? I hi ves in New York. 

I ull not go into the evidence before 
this committee, but if any of you have 
I 1 it you will agree that the deception 
wv pra d upon the psople of Wyo- 
ming and the owners from whom Rocke- 
feller acquired t e 32,117 acre Hs 
name Ww concealed and his purpcse was 
< ceal The 1 chers and the busi- 
1 people in Wyomi re told that 
some p ) re { cattle com- 
piny—the Snake Riv .—a V 
appro ite nam 

Then I Rock ller had ac- 
quired this 32,117 a tease ag it asa 
git if the G rnment uld procla 
the balance o the 221.610 1 acres of sage- 
brush, ranches, farms, or the former ren- 
( ous of a } e thief as a national 
mon nt Later he threatened to 
wit aw e offer of tl ift unless this 
monument was established according to 


that 
to 


It was this pressure 


caused the Eecretary of the Interior 


a the President to proclaim the monu- 
men 

I state, without fear of contradiction, 
that if you hav the t aang of 


read 
fore the committee you will 
conclude that he was disgusted with the 
whole thing. He knew that he had made 
ablunder. He tried to blame the Forestry 
Department for all the trouble. 

The tru _ is that every member of the 
Public I s Committee realizes that a 
wrong ae ‘ sb 1donetoWyoming. They 
differ as to th nedy to be used in rem- 
he wreng. I am glad that both 
und Republicans in the com- 








re 





joined in recommending this bill 
for passage. Iam glad that both Demo- 
crats and Republicans on this floor have 
and will cc ue to defend and protect 
the rights of the ci ns of Wyoming. 
r 


gn for the future of 
> faifness of Members of 
irdless of political affilia- 


That is a healthy 
ICE and the 
Congress ret 

I am glad 
ch: 


shed 


hat even our distingu 
] lorida 


irman, the gentleman from F 


(Mr. Peterson], realized that there is 
something wrong here. AndI k now that 
if there is any reason that part of these 
lands should be added to the Grand 
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Teton Mountains that our chairman 


Mr. PeTrerson! will present a bill in the 
next n providing for that. Then, 


in a legal way—in a way 


I am sure ll meet with the ap- 

proval of the people of the State of 

If Mr. Rockefeller wishes to dispose of 

I 32,117 acres of agricultural and § - 
ing lands, he has our permission to de § Ss 

He will certainly please the people of 

Wyoming who want the State developed 


nd in the hands of its residents 


and not in the hands of outsiders living 


in York. 
Something has been said about the 
language of the Antiquities Act. I shall 


I I ent of the United States is here- 
by u i, in his discretion to declare 
by public proclamation historic landmarks, 

i prenistoric struciures and other 

obje ric and scientific interest that 

uated in lands owned or controlled by 

< ‘ men >. ¢* * the limits of 

V c ; shall be confined to the 

lle area ¢ patible with the proper 

( a nent of the objects to be 
p ¢ 

Here is part of the debate in the 
B f t the time of the pa ige of 
the / qu s Act, between MV.. Lacey, 


chairman of the Committee on Public 








L2 and Mr. Stephens of Texas: 

Mr. S m—=Ns of Texa Hcw much land 
will be t n off the market in the Western 
S I e of the bill? 

Mr. Lacey. Not very much. The bill pro- 

t t t hail be the smallest area 
I r the care and Maintenance of 
ol ye pre ved 
HENS of Te W ld it be any- 
t ie f -resel blll, by which 
or eighty million acres of land in 
ti l States ve been tied up? 

I I Cc air not. The os ct is 
ti ¢ el It is to preserve tl e old 
( of spccial intere d t 3 lian 

in the pueblcs in the Southwe 
ther reserves the fore d the 
r cour 

Mr. € s of Texas. I will y tl that 
I was abused. I know of one place where 
in 5 miles square you could not ge cord 
< 1 i they call it a forest d by such 
means they have locked up a very large 
area in country. 


I again ask the Members of this House, 
on both sides of the aisle, to remember 
their oath of cfii to “uphold the laws 

nd defend the Constitution azainst all 
enemies foreign and domestic.” You will 
aczree with me that if you are true to that 
oath, you must construe that language 
honestly. You must sincerely construe it 
in accordance with the meaning of the 
pl iglish language. 

If do that and you feel you 
bound by your oath I do not beli 
that the Pre: 


22 


are 
ve that 
you n sa ident of the 
United Sti it ss under that language can 
proclaim 21,610 acres of sagebrush, 
farms, meadows, range, and hilly grazing 
lands with a lake and some water holes 


as coming within that language, not 
ven if there is still a shack where a 
h rse thief once resided. 


Mr PETER SON of Florida. 
man, I yieid 3 minutes to 
from Cal fornia [Mr. 

Mr. J 
man, 


Mr. Chair- 
tne ge ae man 
J. LEROY JOHNSON]. 
ROY JOHNSON. Mr. Chatr- 
it is not a very pleasant task to 
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oppose this bill because apparently 
has been made a party issue and p: 
tically all of my Republican friends 
for the bill, and the author of th 
being a very close friend of mine, 
it very distasteful to differ wi 
However, in my opinion, it w 
fundamental fallacy to pass this bill 
a negation of a fixed American | 
As I the issue, here it is: re 
going to continue the conservation p 
that President Thecdore Roosevelt star 
away back in 1904? This is prim 
a conservation m¢ It is tru 

talked a all land being « 


If 
h } 


uid | 


see 


‘ ul 
_— hic 
20utl tnis 


land and worthless land. As I 

it is of _ scie a ific in I ; 

it has some historical interest. C 
this land ‘cna r the stat ute could | 
aside asa sekiagel Guana. I J 


ecutive order creating this mon n 
supported by former Sccretary of 

Interior, Ray Lyman Wilbur, who se1 
in the Hoover Cabinet, and himself i 
noted scientist. He ar that it ] 
that has great scientific interest 
a godsend to geok aiken. and 


1 


pointed out that there are many n 
of historic interes connected h th 
ea Of this monument that clearly j 


within the purview of the act. 


Now, what are we talking about h 
re are 221,009 acres of land inv 


acres are already in the han 
Government; 32,000 
purchased by Mr. Rockefeller, and 
wishes to give this acreage to the 


acies 


ernment of the United Siates as a | 
of a monument or part of a pack f 
the use of all the people. Ther 
17,090 acres left, which are under } 


"eu 
ownersh:p, about 8 percent of ti 
involved. 

Much talk has been i 
the effect that the 
creating this monument is illegal 
an evasion of the statute. The n 
ment was created pur: uant to the pro- 
visions of the so-called Antiquities / 


enacted in 1906. Here is what that 


ndu!ged in 
Execucive 01 


aves 
Says. 


That the President of the United States is 
hereby authorized, in his discreti t 
c.are by public proclamation historic 
marks, historic and prehistoric struc 
and other objects of historic or sci 
terest that are situated upon the lai 
or controlled by the Government of 





United States to be national m l n 

and may reserve as a part thereof parcels ol 
and, the limits of which in all c 3 8 

be confined to the smallest area ¢ p 

with the pro} care and management of 

objects to be protected. 


There is no doubt whatever that the 
order is perfectly legal and if attacked 
wculd be sustained by the cour 

he crder is also equ:table as 
sudje 


TO- 
Ji 





it 


vides that it is made ‘ ct to all valid 


existing rights.” Furthermore, the1 1- 
bers of the Public Lands Con are 
unanimous that they will do evcry_hing 


possible to permit private landowners to 
have the right to take their cattle across 
this land, use the lands in private owner- 
ship, oe the Government shou!d pur- 
chase them, and in every way recognize 
private meri rights. 

Much has been said about the fact that 
local interests do not want this moru- 
ment. If that were the criterion it might 
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side as a national monument was Justi- 
fied from the point of view of h this 
nd 1 spot on which to to view 
I Grand ieton I ca { that 
{ itisn ry | use tnere 1 4 very 
fin ] 1y running through this area 
from Yellowstone Park d 1 to Jack- 
yn and to the main highwa o it seems 
to me the first ue, the most il rtant 
C tl ( Le iS I it of tl nec - 
1Ly lor t € bl I of t I 
They < l i ional 1 m but 
th ( { t to t around the 1 re- 
ment tl ni il par} hall be estab- 
li 1 only by the Co! S 
It is with refere > to that that I am 
n concerned as a rt ( of th I { 
West Why does the N 1 Park 
Service, why does the Depa 1ent of the 
Interior \ it th i into I K 
and who else wants it that \ Why 
i n Ps heard no clam 
nor h t commit heal clamol 
from any ¢ r source W I l area 
] a |} . i re ire me Latul 
on petit f ng it, that i ue, but 
t original desire did not come, in my 
opinion, from any source except the 
I c Servi due to the f t that Rocke- 
feller w ple ‘d with this country ou 
here, bought this land, and offered to give 


it to the Government for this monument, 

Let us look at it in this way: The mon- 
um has been established under what 
is called the Antiquities Act, which gives 
the President the right to set aside areas 
solely for the purpose of protecting val- 


nt 


toric things. There are no val- 


ric objects in this area and 
l area to be used comprises 221,- 
090 es, whereas the law specifically 
that only a sufficient area to protect 
the historic object shall be set aside 


Mr. Chairman, it is necessary for the 
Col sto puta to the 


t abuse 


top now ab 


of an t passed by this Congress in 
1 9. The fact that other Presidents 
have used this same law for this same 
purpose is not, in my opinion, justifica- 


on for our turning down this bill, which 





reiteration by Congress that the 

tiquities Act of 1906 means exact'y 

t it says and is not to be used for 

other purposes. In my opinion, as a res- 

l i e West, that is most important 

if this policy of setting aside 

for no good re on other than 

th ti Park Service seems to want 

m ls to administer, continued, 

I can visualize vs areas in our Pacific 

Nori est being set aside in the same 
y and for no better reason. 


bill. 
the 


I hope the House will pass this 
CHAIRMAN. The time of 
itleman has expired. 

Mr. MOTT. Chairman, I yield 5 
fron 


Minutes 


Ar, 
ayaa. 
to the gentleman 
)I ca [Mr. Curtis]. 


ae 
INC- 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, for 3 
long years we have been legislating in 
an atmosphere of war. We have become 
i med to government by edicts, 
Girectives, and bureau regulations. 
I f *, we have before us a bill today 

*+h has nothing to do with the war 
efior During this period of war legis- 
] mn it has oftentimes become neces- 
sary to disregard the rights of indi- 

luals and to disregard the wishes of 
f re communities and entire States. 
That had to be done. But surely in a 
ma r that is entirely removed fron 


uld get back to that cardi- 


nal principle of American government 
( hz ry respect for the rights and 
wish f the people affected. 

in eminent Virginian by the name of 
Thomas Jefferson expressed what I am 
trying to say far more eloquently than 
I can when he coined the phrase, “Gov- 
er! with the consent of the gov- 
e] } 

To 1 to pass this bill and force this 
mont onto the p le of Wyoming 
is to disregard the rights, interests, and 
\ s of those people. It is to ride 
roughshod over the action of the State 
of Wyomir It is to go contrary to the 
wi of every elected representative 
from the State of Wyoming. It cer- 
tainiy does not fit in with the American 
idea t] ple back home are mas- 
t of t nment. If we turn this 

y we do so against the 





d wishes of the people of Wy- 
ig, both Republicans and Democrats 
alike. That great State is served by a 
Democratic governor who is opposed to 
the creation of a Jackson Hole Monu- 
ment and favors this legislation. In the 
Senate of the United States Wyoming 
has one Senator from each party; they 
stand together in opposition to the Jack- 
son Hole National Monument and in 
favor of this legislation. Let me read 
this telegram which was received this 
morning from the American Farm Bu- 
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reau Federation. These telegrams 
addressed to the gentleman from W 
ming: 

Board of directors of American Farm 
reau Federation in session now adop 
lution supporting Barrett bill (H.R 
abolish Jackson Hole Monument a1 
enactment of this legislation by ¢ 
Respectfully urge your support of tl 
i 


ation, 


Epwarp A. O'NEAL, 
President, American Farm 
Bureau Federat 
Listen to this one: 
Utah members of the Izaak Walton I 
request the House of Representativ 
the Barrett bill withdrawing the Jack 
National Monument. 
IZAAK WALTON LE 
A. KEATE COooK, 


Hole 
By 
Listen to this one: 
As president of the Wyoming State <« 
of the Izaak Walton League we r 
mend the passage of your bill 


C. H. SIMPSON 
P dé 


ter 


There are many, many more telegra! 
here, but time will not permit me to: 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
gentleman from Nebraska has exp 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
minuies to the gentleman from M 
SHORT]. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, 
stirred and elevated when I 
the flaming eloquence of my gooc 
from Georgia, who, like all of 1 
ciates mountain and sky, river and clcu 
plain and valley. 

I think Dr. Henry Van Dyke perh 
expressed the true sentiments of 
lovers of nature when he said: 


Lavil’, 


L1St i 


I w 
1 fr 


These are the things we love and h 
dearest worth 
Light of the sapphire skies, peace of th 


1t hills, 

The music of birds, the murmur « 
And the shadows of clouds that 

And after the showers the smell of fi 
And of the ga brown earth, 

And, best of all, friendship and mirth. 


0d 


In our discussion of this controv 
issue I trust that we will not allo 
appreciation of the beauty and grand 
of nature to destroy any of the f1 
ships among us or to rob us of our ; 
of mirth or our sense of humor. 

While some of the citizens of Wyomi1 
no doubt favor adding 221,000 add 
acres to the now existing Teton N 
Park of 98,000 acres, I think the ev 
is clear that the overwhelming maj 
of the cit is of that sovereign Stat 
in favor oi this bill and are against 
ing 221.000 additional acres 
to this national monument. There is! 
particular historic interest in sagebrush 
and grazing land. The Federal Govern- 
ment already owns one-fifth of all ou 
land. 

What the record for many years 
past? Not only the Governor end 
State officials, regardless of politics, bu 
the representatives of the great 
eign State of Wycming in both the 
United States Senate and the United 
States House of Representatives, regard- 
less of party, have repestedly ; 1 
record as against the proposal of the 


and adc 
ean « ‘ 


is 


sover- 


%e OF 
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Missouri for a national park, and of the thines that Secretarv Ickes 1 i= Dl 
iid be calamitou do, but I read into the REcorpD a te- Mr. WHITE. Mr. ¢ ' the 
PETERSON of Florida M1 ment made by the Secretary of the In- entien 


R 





will the gentleman yield terior in President Hoover's admi! a- 
HORT I yi the I tion to the effe f i the are M PETERSON I I 
I la e mat M1 qu ! 
PETERSON of Florida May I I is il imet n M WHITI I ! - 
my friend that one of the first ) art e pu e pro- nize { 
n e to the Con ttee on Pub- ase program that has cost State cal lild 
vas to make ( monu- $1,560,000, of land which ectior ( 


r was going to contribute Mr. PETERSON of F Ye 
Mr. WHITE Mr. R efe ( 











SHORT There was no man in That, as many of you know, is one of provide for putth roads through « 
House or the other body who as- his hobbies. He ed at Williamsbu) tion lan 
me more or gave me fuller co- and he assisted at other parks by buyin Mr. PETERSON I I 
yn on that than my good friend the lands and giving them to the Federal] } t That section line 1 m 
Florida. I am deeply grateful be- Government There has been an accu- be big enough and it n t | 
had the good judgment to de- sation here that the President acted con- becau it is not ¢ 
hat a national monumensé should be trary to and differentiy from the method room to « the itt t! is n 
it his great Negro scientist and in which the other Presidents have acted ifficient anyway, t v me pace fi 
actor of humanity. But we must under the Antiquities Act. But there i the cattle to fee 
each one of these monuments ample precedent for the creation of the Thost ! can b out ir . 





n its own merits. Jackson Hole Na 1 rderly way and by t of Cone 
Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the 1908 President Theodore Roosevelt estab- wil] be taken care of in my bill I 
leman vield? lished Grand Canyon National 1 t i I ‘ 
Mr. SHOE 


- 
= 
' 
5 
— 


2T. Ivield to the gentleman ment, containin 806,400 acre nearly on tnat I introduced a 
m Oregon. four times as large as this, as you will for the reimbursement of Teton Count 
Mr. MOTT he great difference in | note, which was later changed to the | and to the authoriti aval dies 
iple between the monument created | Grand Canyon National Park by act of rights-of-way there. So, r dl ( 
gentleman’s State in honor of Congress in 1919. In 1909 he also estab- how you feel about Mr. Ick« nd regard- 
l 





George Washington Carver and the one lished Olympic National Park containing f of |] you fet er le 
ted here is that the one in Missouri 608.640 acres, a large portion of which of United State t b would 
ated bv a mandatorv act of Con- was included in the Olympic National merely wipe out the Ex itive <¢ 
( while this was done by Executive Park in 1938 by act of Congres without doir anythir const 
and without any authority olf As you will note ofttimes first there i The Izaak Walton I ie, tl i 
( re the establishment of a national monu- conservation groups, the American Plan- 
Mr.SHORT. Iam glad the gentleman ment, as is the case here, and then subse- ning and Civic A ation re nize the 
out the very difference that was quently it is included in a park by act of orderly way of procedure inde he bill 





my mind. I shall mention two other Congress I sympathize with my good which I recent] 
nts. The first is that George Wash- friend and colleague, the entleman as I iy, I 1 ild have intr iced pre- 















v 
yn Carver, I think, should be remem- | from Wyoming, in trying to work out th viously. But I wa ng to work ¢ 
red by the American people a littl roblem. But his} ome ¢ } ms ol 
nger than Jesse James was, and fo! Executive orde pee ! torn ! i 
t net re ons The other point matter open It leave on of the land 7 I A 
the reason the monument was with the Reclamation Service and a pa eat ! t ‘I t 
esta hed in Missouri is that the people of it under the Forest Service and pal real 1 Ol C1K 
of Missouri and the United States Sen- of it under the Fish and Wildlife S - Am peopl Phe ( ! 
from my State, the next Vice Pre - 1c¢€ We must remember tl tne A t . t 
dent of this Nation, as well as I in this great elk herd there. This must be pro- ainst 1 bul 
body, championed that legislation, and tected. His bill merely repeals the ex- out t 
you were good and kind enough to pa ecutive order and leaves these agenci¢ You have t » tne { actually ap- 
l I} ople of Wyoming and thei! there to fi among themselve I have preciate tne eat b Ly ¢ 
I entatives in Congress do not want been working carefully on a bill which I As I id before eat |} n of 
{ Government to take this additional introduced the other day to cover a part this land was Federal i be 
land, of this problem or some of the phases of State was created. Thi I 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the it and I intended to submit it as a sub- Mr. Rockefeller owned t 1 
gentleman from Missouri has expired stitute for this bill. But after going into give to the Federal Government Only 
Mr. 9ETERSON of Florida. Mr. it I have some doubt as to whether it is a small amount is in priva 
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of entirely germane and would probably } 
time on this side, | be subject to a point of order. It is for ame day : le Executive 
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these grazing rights would be protected. 
‘That is the ituation today. 

Going back further, in 1918, Presi- 
dent Wilson created a national monu- 
ment consisting of 2,697,000 acres Pres- 
ident Coolidge created a national mon- 
ument of 064,000 acres. President 
Hor r cre i tl Death Valley Na- 
tior Monument. 1.800,000 acres. Ev 
P lent n Theodore Roosevelt has 
cr 1 nat 1 monuments from three 
to ten times as large as th This one 
is small in comparison with many others 

h 1 created under Executive order, 
al t wl 1 the Congress has recog- 
niz in subsequent appropriations for 
those n nal monuments which were 
cre d by Executive order. 

There are a number of resolutions that 
have me in from time to time opposing 
the Bal t bill 

TI CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the remainder of the time, 9 minutes, to 
tl ntleman from Wyoming (Mr. Bar- 
RET 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in an appeal to this Congress and 
to the Nation, as the sole Representa- 
tive of the people of the great State of 
Wvyomir 

We are justly proud of Jackson Hole. 
We a proud of the national parks in 
our State—the great Yellowstone Park 
with its 2.200.000 acres: the Grand Teton 
National Park with the most splendid and 
maj * mountain scenery in the world. 
But the issue in this case is crystal clear. 
Twice the Interior Department came to 
the Congress and asked to include in the 
Grand Teton National Park the identical 
221,000 acres now in this monument. 
Committe from this Congress went to 
Wyomin The people objected. Twice 


the Inte 


islative 


ior Department was refused leg- 
sanction to put this very land 
he Park Service. 

I alone can create a national 
park or make an extension of a national 
park, But there is an old Antiquities Act 
that provides that small areas of historic 

interest can be taken over by Executive 
proclamation as national monuments. 
That law provides that in those monu- 
ments there must be some object of his- 
toric or scientific interest. It states that 
the limits shall be confined to the small- 


into t 
7 


Con: 


r S 


est area compatible with the care and 
management of the object to be protect- 
ed. Eut in this case Mr. Ickes took in 
an area one-third the size of the great 
State of Rhode Island. 


I asked Mr. Ickes when he testified 
before our committee just what was the 
specific object that he sought to pre- 
serve in this monument. Do you know 
what his answer was? He said to me, 
“My rsonal observation would be the 
size of the m« weeny That was the 
wer I had to take back to the sov- 
State of Wyoming. 
7, Mr. Chairman, that 
; an insult to the pe cope 
and to the Congress of 
The Executive order crea 
ument was laimed without giving no- 
tice or any opportunity to be heard to 
the | people of Wyoming. The Governor 
of our State and the U nited States Sena- 





YD 





an 
an 





explanation 
e of my State 
e United States, 
ating this mon- 


pr ocl 





CONC 





RES 


SSION 
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ere a 


tors W as asStou 


they heard of Mr. 


inde d as I was when 
Ickes’ action. 


Much as we dislike the high-handed, 
the and the un-American manner 
in which this monument was created, 

ll I dertake to say to you that the 
j before thi au e is of tremendous 
national importanc« The question is 

ther we are going to live under a 
overnment of law or whether we must 
m y submit to a government by men. 
How long will the Congress tolerate a 
reaucracy that overrides its expressed 

1? How long will we stand by and 


these bureaus to usurp the po 


ers ( e Congress? How long will we 
permit a bureaucracy to invade the rights 
ofas eign State of our Union? By 
vhat right can Ickes contend that he is 
better qualified to determine what should 
be done within the boundaries of the 

it State of Wyoming than the repre- 


sentatives of its people? 

As has been said here, numerous mon- 
uments have been created by other Pres- 
nt but I call your attention specifi- 
( ‘to the fact that the Director of the 
Park Service in a hearing before our 
committee said that never was a monu- 
ment ¢ -d within a State when the 

of the State objected. The Wyo- 
Legislature in 1919 passed a res 
lution against this proposal. The people 
wholeheartedly against this proposal 
very day. 

This monument of 221.000 acres ad- 
joins Teton National Park on the east. 
all intents and purposes it is mere 
park extension and nothing more. Never 
before, so the Park Service admits, has 
the Department of the Interior come to 
Congress and asked to have an area put 
into a park and then after Congress re- 
fused to do it on two separate occasions 
resorted to the subterfuge of accompiish- 


1G 


reat e 
people 


min O- 


are 


to this 


To 


ing its designs by putting it into a monu- 
ment. 

Our committee visited this area. We 
saw the sagebrush flats, we saw the 


Mormon Row where there is farm after 
farm raising the best grain in the West. 
We saw the thousands and thousands of 
fine cattle raised in that area. As Chair- 
man FETERSON and I went down through 
that Mormon Row with the numerous 
fine farms, we saw on the gatepost of 
each farm this statement: “Opposed to 
the monument!” And why should they 
not be opposed tothe monument? Their 
fathers carved a little empire there out 
of the wilderness nearly three-quarters 
of a century ago. That is home to them, 
and from those homes they sent boys all 
over the world to preserve the homes of 
unfortunate people of other lands. They 
want to bring their boys back to these 
same homes. 

The House has been told that the 
Rockefeller land will be donated to the 
Government, but the hearings also show 
that this donation will be made only on 
the condition that the United States 
match the cost of the Rockefeller dona- 
tion dollar for dollar, in order to pro- 
vide the money to purchase or condemn 
these very farms the boys have left to 
fight in the service of their country. 
That means that Congress will be called 
upon to appropriate a million dollars or 
more to carry out this scheme. To force 


ea 









the hundreds of people owning farm 
that area to sell out against their 
This monument is located in Tet 
County, Wyo. One-third of the ass 
valuations in the county is contai 
within the monument area. If 


monument is not abolished, the 
owning the remaining two-thirds of 
property in Teton County will b 


quired to pay 50 percent more in t 
Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman 

gentleman yield? 

BARRETT. I yield to my di 

guished colleague from Missouri 
Mr. SHORT. Is not much of 

ditional acreage used for cattle-gi 

purposes? 


wri!) 
Wl 


fy 
aval. 


+h 


Mr. BARRETT. Sixteen thot 
cattle are raised in the area. 
Mr. SHORT. And here in the n 


of war when it is almost impossible t 
a good beefsteak or any kind of a | 
steak does the gentleman think 

se to take this land out of produ 

Mr. BARRETT. I think my coll 
is —" ‘ight and it is neither v 
prop 
Mr. PETERSON ocf Florida. M 
Chairman, wi'l the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARRETT. I yieid to my c! 
man 

Ir. PETERSON of Florida. Th 
ae said something to the effect 


Government would 1ave to put 
money for this Rockefeller land. 





fact of the 
ing a gift direct to the Federz 
ment. 

Mr. BARRETT. If the gentleman \ 
look at page 302 of the hearings he will 
precisely the proposal that was mad 
the Rockefeller interests as it aff 
land to be donated to the United S 
Government 

1. The land to be donated to the U1 
States Government to be under the ju 
tion of the National Park Service. 

2. The United States Government ton 
the cost of the lands donated up to an am 
necessary to purchase all other priv 
owned land in such area as it may be de 
advisable to include within the jurisdict 
of the National Park Service. 


My bill has been endorsed - the gov- 
ernors of 6 Western Sta a 
been endorsed by the as Fa 
Bureau. It has been endorsed by tl 
National Association of County Officials 
by the president of the Wyoming chap- 
ter of the Izaak Walton League, by 
the Utah members of the Izaak og - 
ton League, by the United Sportsmen 
Cheyenne, by the Utah Wildlife Federa- 
tion, by the Izaak Walton ange ( 
Cheyenne, by the Eleven Western Stat 
Federated Sportsmen, and by many or- 
ganizations in my State. While o 
ri ne was in Wyoming, a vote | 

eken at a mass meeting, and 601 peo; 
pr up as opposed to this monument 
with only 3 in favor. The Governor of 
my State has written each of you on 
behalf of my bill. Senator O’MaHoNry 
and Senator ROBERTSON appeared befor 


matter is Rockefeller is m 
1 Gover: 


ne 
va 


ivf 


104 


our committee and endorsed my bill 
without reservation. The hearings dis- 
closed that, when Rockefeller acquired 


this land, it was clearly understood and 
officially stated that congressional action 
would be necessary to add it to the na- 


-a 


— ty 


-“-poA> 


( HAIRMAN T 


T 

. P - 

‘ Mt 

avi 

Jack I N I 

} 
m on f "4 j 
m amen n é a 





it Ul < Vord 
( man, I have 1 inte t in 
posed le lat.on other than the 
t of every American who inter- 
} 1 the business of governmen 
as a rep entative ot the peo- 
») have an interest in this le a- 
transcends the question as 
r or not Grand Teton is tl 
nic place in the world or whether 
uuld add some additional land to 
itional park 
e taken this time in order to be 
ned out if the chairman of the 
tt or someone else can do so a 
f 





lamental question herein in- 








n I 
t t; therefore 
hairman 
posing the 
legal differ- 
i I K na a 
‘> la 
iF entleman 
wha that difference i 
PETERSON of Florida. So fara 
nal parks are concerned, the na- 
park boundaries are fixed by the 
f under the National Park A 


tional monument is one of t! 





) y 
N I T rt 
i KE 
m U I 
t aop 
‘ ’ f 
t t I ‘ 
A ’ 
| l ! 
R Y 
a iN« ii 
Mr. PETERSO 
y y 
actualy p ( 


cenic beauty 
Mr. KEEFE 

oO ese inter! 

con nt t! I be 


There w< 
Mr. O’CON}D 


from Montan: 


Mr. O’CONN 


aout In the ¢ 


tenir to ( 

creation of t 
manner in wl 

intended to extend t 


Mr. O’CON 


n 
NOR 


he gentleman 


in 


NOR 


OR 
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Javad 


ct as a sub- 
pressed will 
been 


» to use the Antiquitle 
( defeating the ¢ 
igre which |} 
rislatively upon two separate 
Because I cannot submit to 
subterfuge, I shall be com- 
for and support the bill 
! eman from Wyoming. 
Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in ti to the pro forma 
amendment 
Mr. Chairman, I shall give my support 
» the bill by the gentleman 


ex- 


vent 


Yn 
Oli 


Opposl 


sponsored 


from Wyoming. I desire at this time to 
dd the voice of the people of Idaho in 
rt of that legislation. I wish to 


which has been en- 


point out one aspect 


tirely overlooked in this debate. 
In this area lies Jackson Lake, em- 
bracing about 25,090 acres. Jackson 


Reservoir, which was built about 30 years 

o by the Federal Bureau of Reclama- 
tion, impounds almost 1,000,000 acre-ieet 
of stored water, which down the 
Snake River to give the lifeblood to many 
thi inds of acres of the arid and semi- 
arid land in the Snake River Valley in 
eastern Idaho. 

Nothing has been said about the ad- 
ministration of that particular area of 
almost 200,000 acres which, prior to the 
Presidential proclamation, were em- 
braced within the Teton National Forest. 

You who do not live in the West prob- 
ably are not aware of the fact that there 
is a vast difference in the administration 
of national parks and monuments, and 
national forests. Within the boundaries 
of national forests there may be conduct- 
ed lumbering and mining activities, live- 
stock grazing, and reclamation develop- 
ment, which are of vital importance to 
the people of the West. The great For- 
est Service of our Federal Government 
has been administering this acreage for 
many years. There has been no criticism 
whatever. That point has been over- 
looked. Why should the President by 
this proclamation deprive the Forest 
Service of the authority vested in that 
Federal agency for many years to ad- 
minister and supervise that acreage so 
efficiently? 


£oes 


u 


Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. DWORSHAK. 
tleman from Florida. 


I yield to the gen- 


Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Is the 
gentleman familiar with the fact that 
both President Wilson and President 


Coolidge withdrew quite a large amount 
of this land from entry a number of years 

ro in order to work toward placing it in 
nonument or in the park? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. That has nothing 
to do with this particular bill. 

If this bill does not pass, then the 
National Park Service will have super- 
vision over this acreage. What is there 
to give assurance to thousands of farm- 
ers in Idaho that the water line of Jack- 
son Lake will not remain static and the 
interests of reclamation thus be jeopar- 
dized? There has been solicitude by 
some of the Members that we should have 
some measure of conservation; but 
should these reclamation interests be 
ignored? 

There may be some reason for some 
readjusiments, but should not the people 


al 








of the great State of Wyoming and the 


ereat State of Idaho having their inter- 
ests in that project be accorded the 


right to determine what shall be done, 
instead of subjecting them to the arbi- 
trary will of the executive department? 

When this proclamation was issued by 
the President there had been no confer- 
whatsoever with the Governor of 
the State of Wyoming, or with the mem- 
bers of the Wyoming delegation in Con- 
If there should be changes in the 
administration of the acreage formerly 
embraced in the Teton National Forest, 
then I submit to you that the people of 
those States who are directly concerned 
should have an opportunity for a hear- 
ing. They have in the past demonstrated 
their opposition to any such changes; 
but if there are to be changes, then I 
contend the people who have these direct 
interests should be given some considera- 
tion before Presidential decrees like that 
issued last year are to be made. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. I yield briefly. 

Mr.SHORT. Should not Members also 
bear in mind this distinction, that na- 
tional parks are composed of large areas 
whereas national monuments are usu- 
ally composed of small areas? Under the 
Antiquities Act the President has the 
authority to acquire only small areas. 
As the chairman of the committee has 
referred to the George Washington Car- 
ver Memorial established in my district 
in southwest Missouri, the Government 
took only 200 acres of land which the 
people of Missouri wanted the Govern- 
ment to take, but here the Government 
proposes to take 221,000 acres of land, 
which is by no means a small area, and 
which is opposed by the citizens of the 
sovereign State of Wyoming. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Chairman, it is 
very obvious this proclamation is a sub- 
terfuge to enlarge the boundaries of 
the Teton National Park. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Chair- 
man, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is 
any such hurry about this matter that 
we can just be stampeded. I call the 
attention of the Members to this fact, 
as a matter of legal significance: One ad- 
ministration passed a law giving the Ex- 
ecutive or the President the right to do 
something. That is, to set aside na- 
tional monuments. Then when the 
President does set aside a national mon- 
ument another administration, which 
happens to be a Democratic administra- 
tion, and remember this is a law which 
was passed by a Republican administra- 
tion, comes in and repeals the very thing 
that the previous administration told the 
President to do. I do not know whether 
that is correct procedure or whether it 
is even constitutional, or whether it can 


ence 


time of the 


be done legally. If the President has 
exceeded his authority and Set aside 


something that should not be set aside 
as a national monument, the people that 
are affected can go into the courts, 
That is exactly what the people of Wy- 
oming have done. They have gone into 
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the court with this proposition and ask 
that the Presidential order be set as 
If the conditions are such as some of t 
people would lead us to believe, such 
the gentleman from Wisconsin 
KeEeEFre! and others, then, of course, 
courts will set this order aside. Comi: 
down to the bill before us, the only | 

it does is to ask us to set aside the Pri 
dential order. That is the whole st 
Why should we do that? A part of v 
committee at least has gone into t 
area. A part of the Congress has : 
into the area and said that t 
most beautiful area in the world and t} 
the present order should stand as it 
Cthers have said it is sagebrush. Wh 
are you going to rely on? It seems 
me if we approach this problem 
should at least do this, we should cor 
to the Congress with a bill that will 4 
the things we want done. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will t} 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
yield. 

If the gentleman from Wyoming \ 
sincere in this matter he would com 
the Congress with a bill and say, “W 
want this much land set aside; not th 
amount set aside by Presidential ord: 
We want cattle to have the right of run- 
ning on the land,” if that is prohibit 
by the order issued by the President. 

We want this, that, and the other thin 
done, and we want it done by an act « 
Congress. When the gentleman com 
with that kind of a bill I think the Con- 
gress should consider it and would then 
maintain its control as advocated by th: 
proponents of this bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will th 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. No; I will 
not yield. But, when the author of 
bill comes to Congress and says, “T! 
administration, under the leadership of 
the Republican Party, passed a bill giv- 
ing the President the right to set asi 


\T 


thic 


No; Ido: 


A 


monuments, but now a Democrat 
President has set aside a monumer 


that does not suit me, and, therefore, I 
want the Congress to rescind that Presi- 
dential order,” that is not, as I under- 
stand it, the way that Congress should 
or ordinarily does proceed. We are just 
out of order. As far as I am concerned, 
I would be willing to consider the repeal 
of the entire Antiquities Act, but 
I am not willing to say to any Presi- 
dent, after we have given him the right 
to do something and he has exercised 
that right, “Now that you have done 
that I am going to repeal the very thin 

we told you to do.” It seems to me that 
is not what we should do as Members of 
this House. 

Therefore, I hope this Congress will 
not get stampeded by a proposition such 
as is now before it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
gentleman from Utah has expired. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment which is at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FERNANDE7: 
After the end of the first section add another 
section as follows: 


the 


rt ~¥ 


TATIRMAN 


C 


EZ 


ERNAND 


F 


VT 


iV 


- 
- 
é 
a 


hd 


Ni 


> 


IT 
aut 


F 


M1 


































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































h applies generally in its scope to 
monuments. It is, therefore, not ger- 
mane to the bill H. R. 2241. The Chair 

ns the point of order made by th 
f man from Florida |Mr. PETERSON | 

I S now recognizes the gentle- 
man f Connecticut [Mr. COMPTON 
Mr.COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to read a telegram I have just received 
from a prominent citizen of the State of 
Connecticut he t im is addressed 
to me and reads as follows: 
I CON Dece mber i] 
Conger r I F CoMI 
Hou Office Butlding 
H l ipport Hou bill 2241 to 
pre of Jackson Hole by unjust 
al Government action As one 
c p ed 1 th public fore ind 
I ( d devoting a large part of 
I cn I h « 1e ¢ n i 
g I I Commissior I am 
oO} ) n ds used in this cz 
As te! t ril he whk movement into 
r ve] j ) e bitter and unneces- 
y T 
GEORGE C. WALDO. 
Mr. Waldo, as indicated in his tele- 
gram, is chairman of the Connecticut 
State Park and Forest Commission. He 
is editor of the Bridgeport (Conn.) Post- 
Telegram and is known as a very promi- 


nent Democrat in the State of Connecti- 
cut 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. 
WHITE. | 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, before we 
close this debate may I point out the fact 
that this land in green is in the national 


park and in Government management. 
It is closed to settlement and used to 
graze game and anything that public land 


can be used for. May I call your atten- 
tion further to the fact that no matter 
how much coal or oil is lying under that 
ground; the minute it is closed as a park 
it is closed for any use whatever except 
park purpcsces. 

May I call your attention further to 
the fact that the people of the county and 
the great State of Wyoming will lose any 
taxable revenue the minute that the land 
goes into the park. They have a big stake 
in the land continuing in private owner- 
ship. Even though Mr. Rockefeller should 
own it, he will have to pay taxes like 
everybody else. There is the further fact 
that all this Grand Teton National Park 
area that we are talking about, its beauty 
and the majesty of its mountains, is now 
in the Government park and subject to 
Government protection and accessible to 
anybody who wants to view it. May I also 
call attention to the fact that this area 
is the source of the water that irrigates 
vast areas of densely settled Idaho lands, 
which are intensely cultivated. If this 
area is p'aced in a park, you are forever 
stopped from increasing the water supply 
by raising the dam, store additional water 
in that area, and the use of that water. 

I hope the Members will support the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
GATHINGS]. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Chairman, to- 
day we are faced with a fundamental is- 
sue. The question before this body is 
whether or not the mandate of two Con- 


aac y 


ses shall be carried into effect. That 
is the only question before us; when 
Conere in 1929 and in 1938 sent com- 
mittees out to Wyoming to investigate 
t r, whether or not their recom- 
mendations should be carried out and 
Executive order set aside as proposed 
; bill. 


us see 


ere 


5s Mave 


what some of the other De- 
nts have in mind. May I read 

Mr. Lyle F. Watts said on what 
the United States Forest Service is at- 
tempting to do. They are trying to get 
more and more land into the hands of the 
Government. Here is what Mr. Watts 





who is Chief of the United States Forest 
Service said in Indianapolis, Ind., on 
December 13, 1943: 


Within the borders of national forests and 
r ise units already established are 50,- 
10 acres ol private land; of these some 

lirty-six million acres should be acquired by 
the publi * * * §0,000,000 acres cut- 
1ational forests and purchase 
given national forest status. 

I ther 50,000,000 acres, State or 
community ownership seems desirable. 


You know what we did when the Farm 
Security Administration 


pu 
COL ,f 


de of existing r 
units should be 


For perhaps an 


acquired en- 
tirely too much land? The Congress 
said, “You must liquidate.” The particu- 
lar question we are to decide is whether 


or not 221,000 acres of land should be in- 
cluded as a monument in the State of 
Wyoming. Itis +ime to call a halt before 
it is too late and while we still have the 
system of private enterprise in this 
country. What are all of our States and 
schools and mut icipalities going to do? 
Where are we going to get the taxes to 
operate local institutions when today 
there are 196,300,000 acres of land owned 
by the Government of the United States, 
an area as large as 16 States on the 
eastern seaboard. This land is tax-free. 
Now they want more land. I say it is 
time to call a halt. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog- 


nizes the gentleman from- Ohio [Mr. 
Rowe]. 
Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, I am 


puzzled by one situation that presents it- 
self here. It seems to me that this sec- 
tion known as the Grand Teton National 
Park with 98,000 acres was created by 
an act of Congress as a national park. 
Then contiguous thereto is the area 
known as Jackson Hole which has been 
created as a national monument by an 
Executive decree of the President. Now 
they become one and the same thing. 
If by Executive decree the Grand Teton 
National Park has been made a part of 
the national monument, then the act of 
Congress creating that national park has 
been nullified. If, on the other hand, 
the Jackson Hole Monument has been 
made a part of the Grand Teton Na- 
tional Park, then it seems to me that by 
the decree extending the national park 
you have nullified or abrogated any right 
of the Congress to create a national 
park. The very nature of the situation 
indicates clearly that in the establish- 
ment of the Jackson Hole Park as a na- 
tional monument, such expansion of Ex- 
ecutive power was not intended under 
the Antiquities Act, or else the national 
monument should have been included at 
the time Grand Teton National Park was 
created. 
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Mr. PETERSON of Florida. M 
Chairman, yesterday after all the 
on this side in general debate had | 
allotted, the gentleman from Oklah 
[Mr. JOHNSON] asked me for time ; 
suggested that he speak under th 
minute rule today, which he intend 


do. However, he was not in the Ch 
ber when the time for debate on 


bill was limited, so, in order to be 

to him, I ask unanimous consent that 
be permitted to address the Commi 
for 5 minutes at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there object 
to the request of the gentleman f: 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of klahoma. M 
Chairman, let me say at the outset that 
am supporting the pending bill that 
enacted by the Senate, will forever s 
the Jackson Hole controversy intheS 
of Wyoming. I am supporting the 
primarily because it was introduced 
sponsored by the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. BARRETT] who represents t 
areainvolved. Heis not amember of: 
political party but he was sent he1 
a sizeable majority by the 
voters of the State of Wyoming vy 
knew his position on this controve: 
To me the rights of the people of W: 
ming cannot be laughed off or igno 
by this Congress if we actually believe 
the rule of the people. 

Permit me to add that I have sery 
for many years in this Congress with t! 
distinguished chairman of the Pub 
Lands Committee, the gentleman fr 
Florida [Mr. PETERSON]. It is vy 
known that I have a high regard and 
sincere affection for him. He is one ¢ 
the ablest Members of this House. I 
the tables were turned and an effort ' 
being made by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, by the Public Lands Committ 
any other committee of the Congress t 
force upon the gentleman from Flori 
or the people of his State a park o: 
monument, that neither he nor his p 
ple desired, I would be forced to t 
the same position. This question 
far deeper than the mere establishm 
of a so-called historic monument or th 
taking of a third of one county from th 
tax rolls of the State of Wyomil 
There is a principle involved that ¢ 
not be overlooked, sidestepped, or ig- 
nored. The paramount question in- 
volved here is whether or not the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, through subterfu 

an circumvent the expressed will of 
Congress. 

Many of you are familiar with the nis- 
tory of Jackson Hole. A goodly num 
of you have visited the area as I hay 
You know that the lands involved lie ad- 
jacent to and directly east of the Grand 
Teton National Park, the boundaries of 
which were agreed upon by citizens « 
Wyoming after extended hearings y 
ago and after a committee of the Con- 
gress visited that area. You are awar 
also of the fact that a national park 
cannot be established or even extended 
without an act of Congress. In order to 
get around this difficulty the Interior De- 
partment dug up an old law passed by 
Congress in 1906, which enabled the es- 
tablishment of this area as a national 





soVve 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 9 














fic apy lt Mr. JOHNS of uhom I yield mit a é no question 
to the gentleman from Utah about tl attitude of the pi r f that 
rtir is bill at this time I Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. If it is not State or the citizens of the Jackson Hol 
your attention to the fact a political issue, then what is the issue? area. Ur! Conert t firm 
432,592,260 acres of Fed- Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahom Let me definite action on t bill, it 1 
of the M ssippi R ! iy to my friend from Utah tl 1 S ( x I ! 
ipproximate 32 nt I stated moment ago that an effort Hou I ex 
nd in this entir ! T t bell de here ! pol l | f < be « - 
I ns t t 32 percent of f out 4 ire that shou I de- I 
’ x le Yet ad It t t ( ion} ] ] i > I serTi- ‘ 
is a persistent demand on t ( al er to be kicked around and I I S 
Department of t Int I ! mad f it a pe il f ba ona \ I I 
new land u jurisdic- Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I t I 
course, its s l It S ir be, | 1 you ) 
r me to tell l é y S i an Executiv er of e P = 
monument or an i a nen C I 1 ( { IA I 
1dd to t him auth y ! h ol ! mal ( 
{ il monume! { - re al I l l | 1 M P] EY} ON ¢ t aA 





erl 1 and adds to ou Mr. JOHNSON of O » ( \ 
len. At this tin y if th leman had | ! I ( t I ! i 
‘ of grass or agri tw Oo} ng statement I f conf e | { ( ! ! ( 
i our own rr S nd he p WCUld ¢ l ul t tn ip ( ( ) f F 
is utterly f ish to es- ir 1 here of va y f ! - I N i i 
like Jackson Ho 1 i- i I cs i e | 
! lent under the pretext that h. What i nd d 
me historic value hor I shall n ( ! ! e Rec- 
recall that a few years ago an I stated in tl lamation § ! Fore 
made to establish an histori I q n for tl Ser I in the I nd W 
f some 200 acres, most of which House to decide today is whether or not life S l rT) bill « l 
mp and cut-over land in the the astute and ambiticus S retary ol any) iution There i < iL1O! { 





State of Virginia. merely. it was Interior shall be permitted by subterfus can b vorked ¢ nd ich car 
red, that Patrick Henry had lived to bypass or circumvent the expri d | worked out bv tl Conert J 
corner of the estate involved. I wi'l of the Congress given it t ight. There i | wl I 

















the effort of the Department of Now, since a concerted action is being have introduced for the pul e of - 
I d tl m made to line up members of my pa! P it t proviem, } for ¢ 
1 fi in- | in this House against the pendi bill p! ait reil ement ¢ 
( W- on polti grounds only. le me remind t W nit it t : ‘ ; 
d the the distinguished gentleman from 1 of the Membe1 ! fu 
t his- that the Democratic G rnor of Wyo- | ceived on Ye tone N P 
es ming is bitterly opposed to the estat a I sist 
I to me that it might be of in- ment of the so-called historical monu- : f Wyo! n 
Members of this House to know ment of Jackson Hole. Wyoming’s Gov- 150,000 to t . e of Wyomi T 
there are now 169 areas consisting ernor strongly favors the passage of the Antiquities Act Th ! 
nal parks, monuments, and other pending bill. The very distinguished of tl Antiquitis Act contains, amon 
that comprise a total of approxi- | Democratic Senator from the State of I I 
22,597,000 acres now under the Wyoming placed a prohibition in t ( 
liction of Interior Depa nt 1944 appropriation bill providing fund 
. n the tax rolls | for the Department of In nd : 
he ¢ And sctill. the in the 1945 bi gain using any of 
clam e and mo! I uch funds to admit rt calle The Cot 
h + centle- | Jackson Hole Monumés T is 1 ? i na ' 
Mr. Gatun r to the gentleman f Utal ' : 
t . to call a halt to th hould be sufficient ¢ lenc t mat y ’ 
mad more d mors is 1 in fact a par n } lc - monu! Grand ( 
tory risdic n of the tior If it \ 1 | l ( equ ' 
] i Department ] é ant i ve } D ii- ! I 
I realize full well that a con 1 | | neh or low, had made a | Mr. I 
‘ eine made on both of ¢ & : n ! 
Wi il a I l ( T 
‘ to make ap out of i 
: ‘ il » I I tl f , 
} I dee} recret t t anv- to ¢ one a thit a anes can 
i desire to make a partisan ce y defer The CHAIRMAN. 1 
} issue out of a I r of this The CHAIRMAN I me « from } ( 
! I know that m Democ1 eman has expi! ‘ : sh 
1 will be called upon to cor I M JOHNSON of O } na xT ‘ 
been done or attempted to be | ¢ n I ' ; a : 
dot ause of the fact that the Presi- | p) d for 1 mil 
' imposed upon to the extent of The CHAIRMAN. I e obiectior ( 
ng the Executive « _ ' to t l 1 of the itleman f i t 
i and no doubt presented to him | © na? , ( ( 
Secretary of the Int rr. Ty 1 There is nO Obiectior W H 
Oklahoma. In « - l t ( 
I sincerely hope 
t D m Cl« I I : } ) J I 
t b mp¢ . I ! Monun I 
0 mere D 1US¢ P rn I ( i 
consideratior IfiI|}|™M 15, 1943 H 
) ples of I n 57 
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au 


é ament 
The amendment was ag 
The SPEAKER. The 
er ment and 


ile 1 

< ad i 

t d tir 
‘I : 

on tne } 


AKER Under the rule tl 
estion is ordered. 
ion 1 on agreeing to I 


M PETERSON if Florida Mr 
. r, I ask 1 t the vote be taken by 
( 

T a ded nd tl were— 
\ 143, n 5] 

Mr PETERSON of Fiorida Mr 
‘ er, I object to the vote upon thi 
ground that there is no quorum present 
nd ma the point of order that tl 
is no g um present 

The SPEAKER. The count discloses 
the ice of a quorum. This is an 
automat call. The Clerk will call the 
roil 

The question was taken; and there 


\) hy 
All ll. 
Allen, I 
Ande 1 

H. ¢ 
And Cal 
Andrews, Ala 
Angell 
Ar 
Arnold 
A h closs 
Ba Md 
Barret 
Be ett, Mich 
Ber tt. Mo. 
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B n 
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Br ey, Mich 
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I Ohio 
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( Ison, Kans 
Carrier 
( n, Ohio 
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Ch rfleld 
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Co N.Y. 
Co n 
( 
Crav s 
« rd 
( ham 
Curtis 
Day 
D n 
dD ‘ 
D ux 
Dondero 
Dworshak 
Eaton 
Elliott 
Ellis 


Ell worth 
Engel, Mich, 


Fellows 
Fish 
Fisher 
Fuller 
Gathings 
Ga 
Gitchrist 


Gillespie | 
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[Roll No 


Gil 
Gillie 
Goodwin 
G t 
Grail l 
f. Griff 3 
Gr 

Gr 


H ll 
Hull 
Je s 
J rs 
Je 
Jt ison 

Ant J 
Joht n 

( 1D 
Jol on, Ind 
Jol ) Okla 
J nan 


Kinzer 
Kleberg 
Lal te 
Larcade 
LeFevre 

I ke 

Mc¢ ell 
McCowen 
McKenzie 


Manasco 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin, Mass, 
Mason 
Merrow 
Michener 
Miller, Mo, 
Miller, Pa 
Monkiewicz 
Morrison, La. 
Mott 


not voting 142 


107, answered 


follow 


Mi Vv 
Nor I 

Oo an. = 
OC hnor 

oO 

P} ips 

P Ley 

P« on 
Powers 
Ramey 
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Rogers, Mass, 
R LE 
Rowe 
g off 
hwabe 
crivner 
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impson, Ill, 
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h, Ohio 
mith. Wis 
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Troutman 
Vorys, Ohio 
West 

White 

Whitten 
Wicglesworth 
Willey 

Wilson 

Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolverton, N. J. 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Worley 

Wright 
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Ward 
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Murdock 
O'Brien, Ill. 


O Bri Mich. 
O’K¢ i 
O'Neal 
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Ramspeck 
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Price 
Rabaut 
Reece, Tenn. 
Riz'ey 
Rolph 
Rooney 


G er 
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Gre y 
} Hall 
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I McCorn 
F McMilla 
F d McMurray 
I Z Me 
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ANSWERI 
NOT VOTING- 142 
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N.A Gorski 
i, Grant, Ind 
H I leck 
A N.Y. Harness, Ind 
I N.Y. Hart 
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I ; Kennedy 
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Buc y Kilburn 
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u n Kiiwan 
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So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced 
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this vote: 


ambertson 


Williams 


Mansfield, Tex 
nio 


r, Nebr 
Morrison, N.C. 
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Russell 
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Ward 
Wasielewskl 
Weichel, Ohio 
Welch 

Wene 
Whelchel, Ga 
Winstead 
Wo'fenden, Pa. 
Woodrum, Va. 


worth 


the following 


Mr. Judd for, with Mr. Merritt against. 


Mr. 


New York against. 


McWilliams for, 


with Mr. 


Somers of 


Mr. Rizley for, with Mr. Gifford against. 
Mr. Talbot for, with Mr. Heffernan against, 
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with Mr. Fern 


Mansfield of Montana for, 


against. 
ith Mr. Celler 


Horan for, with Mr. Buckley : 


Mr. Fitzpatri 

h Mr. Sheridan 
2 Mr. Fay agair 
1 Mr. Rooney a 


) for, with Mr. ¢ 
iorida against. 
I Fenton for, with Mr. Kennedy 
Mr. Wol iden of Pennsylvania f 
Capozzoli against 
Mr. McGregor for, with Mr. H 
Mr. Ploeser for, with Mr. Keoch a 
Mr. Knutson for, with Mr. Pfeifer a 
Mr. Elston of Ohio for, with Mr. I 
ns 
Mr. Halleck for, with Mr. Torrens ¢ 


x 


th Mr. Klein ¢ 


Until further notice: 


Mr. Rabaut with 
Mr. Maloney with 
Mr. Peterson of G°« 
Mr. Bland with Mr 
Kirwan with 


Mr. Slaughter wit 


Mr 
aval. 


M { 
Mr. Courtney with 
Mr. Boykin with Mr. Lewi 


Ww 


Ylark 
Clark 





with Mr. 
Barry with Mr 
Daughton of V 
Winstead with 
Brooks with M 
Mr. G 
Mr. Hart vw 
Mr. Hébert with } 
Mr. W< 
Mrs 
Mr: 


ith Mr 


Norton with 
Mansfield of Te 


ndiana. 


Mr. 


drum of V 


FERNANDEZ. 


Mr 

Mr 
regia with Mr. H 
Wadsworth. 

Mi Luce 

h Mr. Thoma 


Taylor. 


Stefan 


Mrs. Smith of 


fr. Gibson with Mr. August H. André 
usielewski with Mr. Shafer 


Baldwin of New Y« 
Reece of Tenne 
irginia with Mr. Be 
Mr. Pittenge1 
r. Ellis 


tT 


mol 


rski with Mr. Blackney 


Grant of Ind 
fr. Bender 
inia with 
Mr. Welch 
xas with Mr. Hart 


Sne 


Mr. 


ask permission to withdraw my 


“No” 


and to have t 


swered “Present.” 


gentleman from Colorado 


he Recorp show I 
I am paired with 
(Mr. Cut 


WETH! who is unavoidably absent, 


present, would have voted “yea. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman fr 


New Mexico will be so recorded. 

The result of the vote was announ 
as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. 


A motion to reco 


table. 


nsider was laid on t 


GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 


Mr. PETERSON 
Speaker, I a 


sk unanimous cons 


ar 


Florida 
nt t 


of 


all Members who talked on the bill to 


may have 5 legislat 
extend their remarks, 


The SPEAKER. 


ive days to revise and 


Is there objection t 


the request of the gentleman from Flor- 
ida? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. OUTLAND. 


Mr. Speaker, I a 


unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I made in Committee th 


afternoon 


and 


letters. 


The SPEAKER. 


include therein certain 


Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 


There was no ob 





jection. 













HT SAVING TIME— 
IDAHO 


BOREN. Mr 


STATE OF 


























































Speaker, I ask 


is consent to take from the 
; desk the bill (H. R. 1997) to 
ction 3 of the Standard Time 
reh 19, 1918, as amended 


re- 





the placing of a certain portion 
ate of Idaho in the third time 
h a Senate amendment thereto, 
to the Senate amendment and 
nce, 
SPEAKER. Is 
est of the gentleman from Okla- 

After a pause The Chair 
yne, and appoints the 
es: Mr. Boren, Mr 


Mr 


confer‘ 


there objection to 


following 
Harris of 
Priest, Mr. O’Hara, and Mr 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
D’ALESANDRO. MY. 
nimous consent to extend my 
in the ReEcorp and incluc 


] 
ed from the Amerik nF ieration 


Speake 


— 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
juest of the gentleman from 
ind? 

» was no objection. 

SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
nous consent to extend my re- 

in the REcORD by including two 
newspaper articles. 

SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
quest of the gentleman from Mis- 


ere was no objection. 
ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
r, I find that the speech of Walter 
nann will cost $121.40 above the 
int allowed. Notwithstanding, I 
unanimous consent that the exten- 
may be made, 
1¢e SPEAKER. Notwithstanding and 
it objection, the extension may be 





There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I as 
consent that on Thursda 


< Wh 


1lmous 


after the disposition of business 
e Speaker’s table and any other 


I be permitted to address 


House for 20 minutes. 
I SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
juest of the gentleman from Peiin- 
ania? 


There was no objection. 


TERROGATION OF CRIMINAL SUSPECTS 


The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
the House, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosss]. 
Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, the pend- 
H. R. 3680, presents for legisla- 
answer the question, Should the 
Constitution be restored to its rightful 
a part of the 


37) 
Wahi, 


place as supreme law of 
land? 
The, Supreme Court of the United 


handed down a decision on March 
1, 1943, in the case of McNabb v. United 
States (318 U. S. 332; 63 S. Ct. 613; 87 
L. Ed. 819). hat decision established, 
.dmittedly without constitutional or leg- 
islative authority, a rule of evidence ut- 
terly new and variant from the standard 
set up by the Constitution of the United 
XC——580 


| States in the Bill of Rights. In that part | 
of the Bill of Rights known as the fifth 
amendment there is the familiar guar- 
anty that no person shall “be compelled 
in any criminal case to be a witness 
against himself.” The Bill of Rights be- 
came fully ratified as a part of the Con- 
stitution on D 


that 
} 
4 


cember 15, 1791, and fr l 
day until the McNabb decision this 
been recognized ! 


lad nized as the supreme law 
of the land on this subject. Repeated 
iecisions of the Supreme Court of 
United States had so held and it became 
well settled that the sole test of admis- 
sibility of statements made by person 
accused of crime while in custody was 
they were ‘ 


without 


made freely, voluntarily, anc 
compulsion or inducement of any 
sort”—Wilson v. United States ((1896), 
162 U. S. 613, 623); also Lisenba v 
California ((1943), 314 U. S. 219, 239) 
Whether : t h 


See 


an individual in custody had 

or had not been arraigned prior to the 

| obtaining of a confession from him was 
| never, before the McNabb decision, con- 


sidered a determining fac 

ing its admissibility. 
For the first time 

McNabb decision, 


rin conslaer- 


in legal history, in the 


the Supreme C 


| urt 
i u ed section 595. title 18 of tne United 
States Code as a factor in determining 


he admissibility of confes 
section provides that it sh: 


of the marshal 


ions. This 
ll be the duty 
, or other officer who may 
arrest a person charged with any crime 
or offense, “to take the defendant be- 
United States Commissioner or 


the neal I aicial olliicer navi! juris- 
diction under existing laws, for a hearin 


for trial 


l ; 
commitment, or take bail a 
similar statute is found in 5 United States 
| Code, section 300a; requiring agents of 
| the Federal Bureau of Investigat 
take arrested persons immedia 
|} a committing officer. 
| Thus, the Supreme Court has substi- 
tuted a rule or law of ev written 

and adopted by a majority of the Court, 
| for and instead of the Constitution. The 
| Constitution says that involuntary con- 


ion to 


elv before 


aenct 


| fessions must not be admitted as evi- 
dence in any criminal case. Therefore, 


by 
authority, v 
be admi 


McN: 


plain implication, supported by amp 
jluntary con } 
ted as evidenc 


bb case the Supreme Court says: 


| fore, we are constrained to hold 
} dence ¢ da m the m S e 
circumst es ¢ ed ere must be X- 
cluded For in their treatment of the ti- 
} ioners the arresting officers : med fi - 
tions which Congress has exp ly ¢ ed 
them. 
The Supreme Court does not say that 


the confessions of the McNabbs were in- 
| voluntary, but “Quite from the 
Constitution,” and although “Coner 
has not explicitly forbidden the use of 
evidence so procured,” because ) 
arresting officers failed to comply with 
the requirement that the defendants 
should be promptly arraigned, the con- 
fessions were inadmissible as evidence. 
This means that no matter how voluntary 
the confessions may have been, no mat- 
ter if the trial judge, jury, and the Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals had held them to 

| be voluntary, no matter that Congress | 


apart 


\ 


the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


i not f 
ootain 
t not | 
fr. Ju 


< 
, 
4 
r 
t 
} 
Oo 
ove 
I< 
; ‘ 
r é 
ec 
f 
a 
i ¢ y 


iden th ¢ 
Y y nr 
Cc 1 ¢ 
1am i 
Rutled . no 
tion a i 
P id 
[ U 
< 
aot aN / 
i { S 
‘ ¢ 
Cc f A 


9197 





oS m- 









































































































































































































































































































































































d ( nti ( iquor Was seized and 
( 1 H killed from the dark- 
I of 1 t by unseen slayers, while in 
the pr n of | duty seeking to 
pp! nd violate of the la he wa 
worn to enforces All five of the Mc- 
Nabbs pleaded lilty and serv tl 

nten 1 the liquor case [wo of 
them we act ted on the murder tri 
The « r th convicted in the 
first trial, of murder in the second degree, 
nd were ¢ 1 sentenced t« rve 45 yeal 
From the judgement of conviction the 
thi who had been convicted appealed 
to the | ed State Circuit Court of 


Appeal Sixth 
LIONS We! un 
then obt 


preme Court 


Circuit. Their 
med by that court 
iorari to the 


of the United State 


convic- 
They 
Su- 


;, where 


on March 1, 1943, their cases were re- 
versed [The Solicitor General of the 
United States filed a motion for leave to 
file a petition for rehearing This mo- 
tion v granted, but the petition for 
rehearing was denied (319 U. S. 784.) 
Tl » decisions of the Court read as 


follow 
[No. 25. McNabb et al. v. United State 


J e 7 t 

rhe 1 n f t file pe ( tor 
ré ed The pe te re- 
he cde é A is for retr l 

1 a ci rt \ be open t 
partic 1¢ l € 1 ( elevant t e 
dt ( e confe ! whethe l- 
r 1 e pre l l or not. Mr. Jus- 
t R dve t kK 1 rt he id - 
dis} i n of t pplic n (318 


second trial of 
hey 

icted, but only of 
Slaughter, and sentenced 
ment for 9 years and 3 
The defendants appealed again to th 
Circuit Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit, 
where the second conviction was af 
firmed. The McNabbs again applied to 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
for certiorari. Thi application was 
denied and the litigation of the McNabb 


the three con- 
were again 
voluntary 


to 


t 
( 
McNabbs 1 cone 


mane 


imprison- 
months each. 


} 
1e 


af. 


case proper came to an end. 
It is most interesting to note that 
at no stage of the McNabb case was any 


point made by the defendants nor by 











i 


arr 
al 


rresting officer 
the defendan 


not been promptly arra 


a Wi lient on this most 








States Commissioner, in Chatta- 
i, Tenn., pled not guilty, and we: 
I nd over to await the action of t! 
f jury in the sum of $500 each; the 
fifth McNabb, Benjamin, vol 

urrendered the next morning 
defendants who were afterwards 
convicted of the murder of Sam Leeper 


> arraigned on that on the 


7 
nq ai y 


morning 


charge of murder before th ame 
United States Commissioner, and pled 
So the Supreme Court of the 


States in the McNabb decisi 
its decision on the basic fact which the 
Court assumed from the nce 
howing of arraignment in the record 
nurder trial, that the def 
been arraigned before the con- 
was meade. The Supreme Court 
fore did not indulge the usual pre- 


howing 


abs 
al 











to the contrary, officers of the law are 

presumed to have done their duty. But 

the Supreme Court assumed in the ab- 

sence of an affirmative showing of ar- 
] 


raignment in the record that the officers 
did not do their duty and based 

d ion on this assumption. The 
nts challenged the admissibility 
evidence of their admissions of 
solely upon the ground that the me 
of interrogation had constituted what is 
frequently referred to as the third de- 





gree. The trial judge suspended the 
trial, excused the jury for a few min- 
uti and, in the absence of the jury, 


heard the motion made by counsel for 

fendants to exclude the confes- 
‘ The Supreme Court, in its de- 
cision, approved this handling of the mo- 
tion by the judge. After having heard 
the motion to exclude, the trial judge 
held that there had been no third-de- 
gree methods employed by the officers, 


the de 


denied the motion, and admitted the 
confessions in evidence, but instructed 
the jury that the defendants’ admissions 


should be disregarded if found to have 
been involuntarily made. The jury 
found the three defendants guilty of 
murder. Soit is clear beyond doubt that 
throughout the proceedings in the mur- 
der case, in the lower court, in the cir- 
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aa 



















I ea muraerel 
shown by the 


pertinent 
fact was not permitted 
jury upon their 
omitted 
Ca 


, 
trial and wa 


from the considerat 








A careful i 
the Supreme Court in the McNabb < 
is urged upon all those who are 


reading of 


¢ 
ested in getting at the truth i 
ter. It is set forth 1 
with Mr. Justice Ree 
ion, on pages 133 t 
on this bill. These hearings have | 
printed and are available to all Mem 
of the House. While a great deal is 
in this decision, a careful reading « 
will show clearly that in final an: 
its reversal] of the convictions was ba 
not upon any credence given to the 
fendants’ contention that third-d 
methods had been employed in obtai 
ing their confessions, but solely upon t 
assumption that there had been a failu 
to arraign the defendants promptly 
This is borne out by the Solicitor G 
eral of the United States, who says in | 
petition to the Supreme Court of t 


39 of the hea 


United States for a rehearing of the M 
Nabb case: 

This Court granted their petition f 
writ of certiorari and reversed their c 
tion on the ground that the admissions wv 
inadmissible in evidence because obt 





while the def nts were confined 
cers of the Alcohol Tax Unit in “plain 
rd of the duty enjoined by Co1 


Federal 


law ofiicers” to take 


rested before a committing magistrate. Ih 
opinion, the Court said The record | 
no room for doubt that the questior 
the petitioners took place * * * bet 


was made.” 


The United States Court of Appeals ! 
the District of Columbia also gave tl 
same effect to the McNabb decision 
held that it was based on the ground th 
arraignment was delayed in contrave 
tion of the statute requiring prompt ar- 
raignment. This holding is set forth 
the decision of the United States Cou 


any order of commitment 


of Appeals for the District of Colur 
in the case of James P. Mitchell ag 


United States, which I quote: 





Before Groner, circuit judge, and M 
and Edgerton, judges: 

Per curiam: 

Appellant was tried and convicted 
two indictments, ea charging housebre 





ing and larceny. The trials were separa 
but main ground of alleged error is 
the and the evidence, except 


the 


as 


same, as 























e burglarized and the property 
he same the R Y >) 
y ated for ar nt in this 
eT raiT r y oe 
prope found in his house 
ea ve i conies I lit 
1 r c 
+ } ‘ +¥ e 
S I A é i par 
ht i y I 
W i ( - 
V u 
ement y A 
; ‘ C ‘ t 
i 7 , ’ 
¢ ¢ ad he i 
S t e | B 
neara the qt 
T i t € ence 
i re t v 1 
' Y = Tie S 
} 
p> € € ich é V 
P rent { pec t ¢ ( lé 
it of the f - 
i and brought fror 
n na it i t 
é ed Ss 
} ¢ c 
belr brought be ean - 
er, or court, a 1 th 
1 of ti 1 W < = 
t t Té V ) a “ l- 
It was al t ent i te 
. ~ Bal . 
nic e ith #I1CIN ) 
Sta c te n, 
l Dp in evi- 
McNabb case five uneducated moun- 
rrested for ure 
They w t en cus- 
] y re ( le Cc tinu % a S- 
r2ad s in the } ley Bu y n 
Tenn bv ry mm he S sf t+} 
I Unit be the 
e end of the { 
made conis 
court cided were 
Cc ns, on a] l 

















that Court held the cor sions in- 
le nd reversed the judgment 
ple of the decision was that > 
nal requirement that polic 
ke an accused person before a judi- 
( I con With re > 
was d d to ¢ d ll tt 
I ns of secret inter I of 
used of ¢ ’ and to check “re- 
e re ¢ e prac s known 
t dd € the violation of tI 
l n “flagrant d rd of e proce- 
c < h ( I was 
£ tt eqauir t} ex nm < all Vie 
( ¢ ob ed from the used As to 
t Supreme Court said 
rhe re rd leaves no room for doubt th 
t q ioning of p tioners took } : 
\ ley were in ecu dy of the a1 t- 
i ( ers ¢ d bef y orae ol cOmmMIit- 
I t ad Plainly, a ¢ viction t- 
on evidence red thr such a 
i t disre 1 of the procedure which 
( l ( nanded « not be a ed 
to stand wv ut mak tl courts them- 
t accomplices in willful disobedience of 


unambiguous language leaves 


put 





ine % oa 
A cri 
questi for 





’ Likewise, that its 
on in the Federal courts 
ay in this, result in a 
ice is obvious. But cd 
was 





t 
t 
cases 
r 


iage 





ju 
this contingency 
he Supreme Court, and the conclusion 


us 








in Ss 
miscar- 


ubt 


fully considered 


no 


iCSS 
} 


de- 


CONGRES 








A le 4 . r y 
Al is I e Six C lit in the - 
ond aj ol ul McN ) Ca n - 
om. 1 the Solicitor Get l ar 1 
+} . 5 f ‘ { 
the Coyr A ; D 
C ) eV need by ( 
qu mi nt aecl nt n ren- 
ae! ing ol ( | n ol 
‘ P i ie AA? 
. A in tne MCN ) cas 
lil a 
Ir ‘ the § ‘ ( 
‘ a 
( » e ¢ 
lace 8 U.S : 








f 





ays in its opinion tha 
yasis of the McNabb 


10t tnat the 





confessions were obtain 
illegal detention becai 
ayed arraignment, as had been inly 
‘ated in the McNabb decision itself 
of i 


third-degree m« 


Mitchell deci mn: 

illegally ex ctir € ¢ € : se 
and the successful extr oY fa : 
l teme s by « - 
¢ : | a 

I re x ( + p de » te , 

McN » ¢ 1 i s ¢ rile + 

tion h ¢€ 4ence l I 


Is it not log 


been the reason and bs of the McNabb 
decision, why was it that that « } 
did not say >» Why; it t 
yb decision itself planted its feet 
other ground? 
n, fur r along in the Supreme 








which brough u lis ires by the 
McN bs Here— 

In the Mitchell case— 
there was no disclosure ind d by ] 
dets n No evidence was di eo 
li n of any legal rights 


This was written after the § 
Court had been fully advised by 
licitor General's petition rel 
in the McNabb case and the affic 
attached thereto that 
been any illegal detention in the McNabb 
case. 


ior 
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; ry 
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) 1 
en 
‘ 
‘ ) 


did not 
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t 
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9200 


p ‘ i im. 
fi d ( Tha t e of h 
N \ n before a Ur! d 
Comn one 
J d McNabb dec n by tl 
, ! ( l provea beyond qu on 
that it n any alle 1 third < f 
! I hich caused the reversal, ior 
tl 1e € dence to the lle d third- 
d methods was introduced in evi- 
dene n both the first and second trials. 
T} e was no change in the evidence on 


>» was that on 


th cond trial the facts ¢ blished by 
the o} al official records of the United 
St Commissioner at Chattanooga, 
! t testimony of eyewitnesse of 
those arraignments and commitment 
were put in evidence. Therefore, as soon 
as the record of the s«¢ d McNabb trial 

firm \ showed that the unwar- 


ranted deduction made by the Supreme 
Court as the basis of its first McNabb de- 
cision had been wrong and that in fact 
I had been either absence of 
enment or delayed arraign- 
and that there never had been the 
t hint of illegal detention, the Su- 
preme Court denied the McNabbs’ second 
petition for certiorari, thereby in effect 
affirm their second conviction. So, it 

only the erroneous supposition de- 
luced by the Supreme Court, ex mero 
{rom a silent record, that caused 
he first McNabb decision. And it was 
! upon this erroneous 


‘ 
t 

position that caused the Supreme Court 
’ f 

« 


prompt arra 
ne 


he insistence sup- 
l 
deny the rehearing applied for by the 
Lic r General and the Supreme 
Court's attempted explanation of its first 
McNabb decision in its Mitchell decision. 
spite of all this, the Supreme 
atement in its Mitchell de- 


“We adhere to that decision and 


to the views on which it was based,” ap- 
pare y insists that the wrecked derelict 
whi f McNabb decision now is, 
shou!d be left to drift upon the sea of law 
enforcement, jeopardizing every attempt 


at navigation in any case in which the 
criminal confesses his guilt. 
Almost immediately after decision 
McNabb case, the administration 
courts was thrown 
decision. 
were, 
h le there promul- 
first time, freed by orders 
of the courts declining to prosecute fur- 
ther, or reversing convictions already ob- 
tained, or directing verdicts of juries. 
Many of such cases are cited in the hear- 
ings on this bill as noted in the report. 
One of these cases illustrates a case 
which is wholly beyond the power of 
appellate courts to correct. The reason 


that nothing can be done about such 


the 


Wha was hi 
A tla.m. 
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Court’s decision in 
So, Judge Pine directed a verdict 
al, that verdict w rendered 


in obedience to the mandate 





t court, and Wilborn walked out of 

e ¢ a freeman. The Con tion 

I i another trial, because a second 
( 1 ce tute double jeopardy. so 


Wilborn is as free as anyone could be. 
is elf-confessed crime? 

of March 18, 1943, he broke 
the apartment occupied by three 
rls, where he assaulted one of them, in- 
lacerations requiring 11 stitches, 
h he did not complete the rape be- 
of the screams of the other girls. 
He was arrested about 2 a. m. on the 
me night. About 4 a.m. he confessed. 
About 5 a. m. in the presence of the ar- 
officers and his victim, he re- 
nacted the circumstances. About 11:30 
of the same morning, he Signed a written 
confession and arraigned about 3 
k that afternoon. But the McNabb 
decision held that no confession could 
d as evidence if the self-confessed 
nal had not been arraigned prompt- 
ly, and the judge construed this to mean 
So, Wilborn, not having been 
arraigned for several hours after he 
been, was freed by a reluc- 
because of the court’s direc- 

tion, made solely because 


of the McNabb 
decision. Is this only a 


or is it a license to rape? 


lt 
} 
| 


was 


be ust 


rin 


Cirilri 


“miscarriage of 


WHAT H. R. 3690 WOULD DO 





It would merely nullify the new rule of 
t McNabb decisi 
It would decl that no such policy < 
icated in the McNabb deci n under- 
| e law C ore p ed requiring 
I rr nment 
It v 1 le t law ¢ it was 
I turn and < iused b 
tcNabb « n nd Vv it the at- 
to b nd ignore e Bill of 
I rest zy to the full the prot € 
that no pe n shall “be con ed 
] ninal ¢ to be a W ess agal U 
D Y A TEMPORARY EMERGENCY MEASURE 
I bill H. R. 3¢ is 1 ae ed be a 
c I pe l ol the 
| blen involved rest, d and 
l 1 ol crin i 1 pec € 
} é many, varied 1d important 
TI adequate remedies—for full 
} ng stud nd solutio1 
All of us favor prompt arraignment. Fail- 
1 bserve the legal requirement there- 
a ud be punished. The pu ment 
how ould be infl d up the guilty— 
! e innocent! The arresting officers are 


fail to see to it 


arraigned T 


that 


the guilty when they 
prisoners are promptly The pub- 
lic, ““We, the people” are the innocent! Yet, 
under the McNabb decision only the law- 
abiding, innocent citizens, whose safety is 
jeopardized by turning self-confessed crim- 
inals loose, are punished. 
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I ad iuld } e bu r C 
t WV Wi 
me demal full ¢ 
A d in the McN » der 

E ule I the inter! I 
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( the EK s bencl! ld ) 
C ntly d constru \ I 

€ I I ¥ they may Dé dapted he 
mit ion < the < N 
l ted State As so adapted Y 

hould be made b part ¢ l u 
( I prot em 








The b of ! ts ¢ ttee f l An 
can Bar Association, under date of Mav 
1944, has furnished the subcommittee 
held the hearings on H. R. 3690 v 
splendid brief showing clearly nd f 
need for tracted id indefat } 
of this w e pl f nd f é 
into law of its proper solutio1 The f 
kindly offer the ( of tl comr é 
C laborat n t d these ¢ é 

CONCLU N 

Therefore, it is manifest that t 
but an emergent m ure e § 
of which is to stop immediately the wreck 
of our law-enfcrcement machinery result 


from the McNabb decision 
tactment of this bill would d 


end give your Committee on the Judi 


time, withou he pressure and p 
uspended vy enforcement, within 
tudy these delic e and difficult } t 
nd for the preparation of such a } 
be then reed upo1 


FAREWELI 

The SPEAKER. 
der of the House, 
the gentleman from 
FisH! for 1 hour. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I have a d 
agreeable task to perform in saying [are- 
well to my colleagues in the House and 
to the House of Representatives in whi 
I have served for almost 25 years. 

I have a deep and lasting affection fo 
my colleagues and for the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in which my father and 
grandfather of the same name served 
My grandfather, Hamilton Fish, entered 
Congress in 1844 as a Whig—just 100 
years ago. He was later Governor al! 
United States Senator from New Yo 
State, and a Republican Secretary of 
State for 8 years in the Grant adminis- 
tration. His father before him, Nichol 
Fish, was a colonel in Washington's Arm) 
and was the first adjutant general of 
the State of New York. He was appoints 
by President Washington as the collecto) 
of internal revenue in New York Cit) 
and later ran for Congress as a Federalist 


NATIONAL ANI 


ADDRESS 
Under previous ¢ 
the Chair recogni 


NT , - xT 
New York iVl 





INTERNATIONAI 
I would not be telling the truth if I did 
not say that I was disappointed in not 
being returned to Congress. On the other 
hand, I am reconciled because it may 
| prove to be a blessing in disguise. For 


“aAMe 


ee) 


> het 


“a } 


gled out 


Speaker, before the advent of 
Deal; it goes back 











intention in the time allotted to 
afternoon to discuss the New 
I had, it would take more thar 
or a day or a week to present 
cdequat ly. My remarks, how- 
1 be confined more to national 
rnational issues, and to certain 
ions and comments from 
to be addressed directly to both 
the House, and, more specifically 
publican colleagues. At the out- 
me say that I believe the House 
entatives is bulwark and 
rdian of personal liberties, of in- 
freedom, and of representa- 
nd constitutional government in 
ted States. If we surrender our 
ve powers, prerogatives, and 
ns to the Chief Executive, then it 
ginning of the end of free gov- 
nt in America, and the advent of 
‘anism which our sons are fight- 
‘all over the world. 
Starnes Report 2277, of June 25, 
clearly sets forth the situation in 
fol owing words: 


long 


the 


ainst 


rica, the issue confronting us is 
restoration but the preservation of 
l institutions ) 





mpels us to take « 





y ment dis 
¢ ¢ r G rrr ‘ 
1 is whet! r the 
ates shall be the reality 


rican democracy. 


And let me say to my col that 
h the Congress and the vy of 
ntatives have been under attack 

' 


1 
rom various radical groups 
United States, from 
iations with its Members 
I say without fear of 
n that I know of no gr 
1ether they be 
clergymen, bus 
rs, or farmers, th 


Adar 


long 
on both 
contradic- 
oup in Amer 
lawyers, doc- 
inessmen, wage 
at compare with 
Members of Congress for ability, in- 
rity, character, patriotism, and desire 
he public welfare. I have no 
to grind in making this statement 
ept in the interest of truth and the 
rican people, for I am about to leave 
is great representative body. You my 
lleagues can, however, be assured that 
hall always defend the Members of 
ngress and uphold the constitutional 
islative powers and functions of the 
use of Representatives which is still 
12 freest and greatest deliberative body 





ry? mora 
promote 


Mr, "Speaker, many Members of this 
rress, among them some who know 

l probably have wondered why 

) many smear attacks have been made 
nm me, and so much vituperation, 
e, and vilification has been directed 

me publicly in the radical press and 
ver the radio, and why I should be sin- 
above all others for this type 
smear attack. It goes ack, Mr. 
the New 
when I was 


wel, 


to 1930, 
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comprehensive re on the ctivities 
ind propaganda Communists in 
this country which is still recognized as 
the most authentic report on commu- 


nism and its aims and objectives in 
America. From that time on I became 
the main target of one of the meanest 
and most contemptible smear attacks i 
the history of our count The Com- 
munists are the vilest of the vilifiers, but 
the fellow travelers and other radicals 
ot far behind. Ithink lam lov 
the enemies I have made. 

This is something new in America. 
This type of smear attack is a foreign 
importation from Communist sources, 
and it has been spreading rapidly all 
over cur country until no one is im- 
mune, no Member House or 
any public official w is known to 
be opposed to communism. The Com- 
munists and fellow travelers are 
in the beginning of this vicious and 
malicious form of smear and hate at- 
tacks against public officials and against 
the elected representatives of the people, 
and particularly the Cons of the 
United States. It is part and parcel of 
their politi program based on hatred 
and attempts to purge their opponents 
and to discredit Congre s and all demo- 
cratic and parliamentary asseml 

A large part of my remarks today will 
be devoted to an effort to try to warn 
the Congress of these enemie from 

within and from without who would de- 
ae representative government, to 
point out to you that it is your function 
and your duty regardless of partisan- 
ship and party affiliations to strive to 
preserve free institutions and represent- 
ative and constitutional government in 
this body and in the Congress and in 
America against these smear 
from “red” and Communist 
These “red” termites are working night 
and day to undermine the confidence and 
the faith of the American people in Con- 
gress and in our republican and 
stitutional form of government. 

I want to call the attention 
Republican colleagues to an editorial in 
the Kansas City Star of May 7, 1918, 
written by Theodore Roosevelt in the 
midst of the last war, that applies equally 
today: 

To announce that there must be no criti- 
cism of the President or that we are to stand 


by the President, right or wrong, is not 


aren 


of ars 
he 


only 


zress 


attacks 


sources, 


con- 


of my 





ul iotic and servile but is morally trea- 
sonable to the American people. Nothing 
but the truth should be spoken about him 
or anyone else but it i even ™ e imp ¥ 


+ 
te 


ll the truth—pleasant or unpleasant— 
about him t 

I urge the Republican Members of the 
next Congress to carry out 
this advice from a former Repu 
President and to be vigorous, militar t. 
and aggressive in their constructive criti- 


han about anyone else. 


the spirit & 
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he 
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! 1 Der ! a 
! hep I i « ere 
e } be cast f him for Presi- 
( in ri of them f Re- 
( t¢ 4 ( ¢ 2 In 

( I pi ed | n I wa 

f term and t N 

LD f nd effo} to 
( mini 4 yn nd to set up 
ne-part' rnment, 
M ! 1 Repub n, and 

| Co! ( in the primaries 
| I in on the Democratic ticket 
Wi Communist American Labor 
P 1 Pink Liberal Party support, 
l f night for Dewey, stat- 
| (Dewey) was against me, 
me enough Republican votes 
tl ee n countl to bring about 
I def by 7.000 votes out of 130,000 

( { 
I. bi resent Governor Dewey’ 
characte ng my remarks that a ma- 
of the Jewish people would vote 
F. D. R. and the New Deal as un- 
A can and raising a racial and re- 
ligious issue. All three of these state- 
ment false, and even if I had said 
$0 perc t it would still have been the 
truth. Since when is it un-American to 
tell tl truth ¢ to mention the word 
“Jew,” any more than the words “Chris- 
tian, Irish, Italian, Pole, or Negro?” If 
it is, then free speech, the essence of 
mericanism, ceases to exist and the 1In- 
alienable and constitutional right of 
every American is placed in Jeopardy. 

It was Governor Dewey, not I, who 
raised the racial and religious issue— 
and for votes—as everyone knows. I 
have never been anti-Semitic in my life. 
I happen to be the author of the Pale- 

tine resolution, adopted in 1922 and in- 


corporated in the Republican platform 
of 1944, on which Governor Dewey was 


supposed to stand. By what right has 
Governor Dewey to call me un-American, 
even by inference? I do not remember 
ever hav heard of his serving a day 
in our armed forces or risking his life 
fighting the Germans, although he was 
in his thirties when World War No. 2 
tarted. No wonder he lost the soldier 
vote by 2 to 1 in New York State and 


eisewhere. 

I hope Mr. Dewey will not at- 
tempt to renomination for Gov- 
ernor in New York State, as he would 
be defeated by half a million votes. 
At least that number of voters, like my- 


that 


seek 


self, who supported him in spite of him- 
self, are now convinced that the best in- 
terests of the Nation and the Republican 


Party requires that he should be elimi- 
nated as a spokesman for the party on 
national and international issues, about 
which he knows comparatively nothing. 
In the recent campaign, through his 
tactlessness, he alienated most of the 
party leaders and Members of Congress. 
As Mrs. Kenneth Simpson, wife of the 
former Republican National Committee- 
man from New York State, said: “You 
have got to know him to dislike him.” 
Governor Dewey has, within a short time 
in Albany, through his dictatorial meth- 
ods and unbounded conceit, antagonized 
many Republican members of the State 








IC 


in the 
t of Albany. 


} of getting him out 
As an old football player I am tired of 


the talk of so-called moral victories. 
wi the moral victory in Governor 
D failing to carry a single State east 
of Ohio, except Maine and Vermont? 
If Governor Bricker had been the candi- 


date for President on an American plat- 
f 1 he would have been elected. We 
\ ld then have had a veteran of World 
War No. 1 at the head of the ticket, who 
k vy What war \ instead of a candi- 
( ho s of draft age and has never 

! 1 a day in our armed forces. 
Wi is the moral victory in his losing 
Michigan, his home State, by 30,000 and 
the Republican Governor of Michigan 
winning by 200,000? The same situa- 
tion applies in the great State of Illinois, 


and in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 


Jersey, and other States where Repub- 
lican Governors or Senators were elected. 

I am Sick and tired of so-called moral 
victories and the alibi that we only lost by 
3,500,000 votes. Why, most of the Dewey 
votes were anti-fourth term, anti-New 
Deal, anti-Roosevelt, anti-Hillman, or 
anti-Communist, and not pro-Dewey. 


The States Governor Dewey carried were 
the noninterventionist States in the Mid- 
dle West, and they were about all except 


for Maine and Vermont. The trouble 
with Governor Dewey was, in football 
language, that he ran the wrong way 
with the ball and scored a touchdown 
against his own side, purging Repub- 
licans and me-tooing the New Deal and 
Roosevelt’s foreign policies that made 
war inevitable and helped to get us into 
it 

In New York State he received com- 


paratively his largest votes in Queens 
and Richmond Counties—noninterven- 
tionist centers—and in my district, par- 
ticularly in Orange County which gave 
him 17,000 majority where my friends 
supported him while his were knifing me. 
Isolationism and _  noninterventionism 
were not the issues, but the New Deal, 
the fourth term, the P. A. C. and com- 
munism were. But, after the election, a 
spokesman for Governor Dewey said that 
he “was glad that Senator NYE and Rep- 
resentative FisuH were defeated.” That is 
political gratitude for supporting the 
candidate of the Republican Party for 
President. Tell that to the people of 
Queens and Richmond Counties, and to 
the Republicans in up-state New York 
and in my district where I was elected 
to Congress before Mr. Dewey was of 
age or had moved into New York State. 
Tell that to the noninterventionists in 
the Middle West who supported him. 
Tell that to one hundred million non- 
interventionists in America prior to 
Pearl Harbor. He was a weak candidate 
and ran behind in most States. 

Governor Dewey’s political days are 
numbered. He has been weighed in the 
political scales and found wanting. For 
the best interests of the Republican 
Party and the Nation, he should be re- 
tired to his farm at Pawling and cease 
giving advice on national and interna- 
tional issues to Republicans in Congress 
and the Nation. 

I see no sound reason for a defeated 
and repudiated candidate for President 
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to attempt to continue the flimsy 
fictitious myth of titular head of 
party, and seek to select its nat 
chairman or dictate its policie 

should be the function of the Rep 
Members of Congress and of the n 
executive committee. I am in f 
electing an executive director « = 
man, at a substantial salary, 

give his entire time to building ur 


party by keeping in constant cor 
with the Republican workers throu 
the Nation. 


A NEW PARTY ALINEMENT 


Although the Republican Party 1 
should, for the time being, be maintai 
in State and local elections, I believe 1 
time has come to consider changing 
name for the next national election 
order to form a union or coalition | 
real Democrats both in the Nor 
the South whose party has been t 
over by the left-wing New Deal and t 
P. A. C. It might be called the Demo- 
cratic-Republican Party, the American 
Party, the Constitutional Party, or any 
suitable name. I do not favor maki: 
fetish of the name, particularly if 
change will unite Democrats and Repub- 
licans holding the same views in behalf 
American Institutions and against com- 
munism and totalitarianism. 

Sidney Hillman has challenged 
American people, and threatens to or- 
ganize radical pressure groups to domi- 
nate and control the Congress and 
Government and Russianize Ameri 
We Republicans must be prepared to ac- 
cept the challenge, even to the extent of 
changing our party name and nominat- 
ing the best available candidate for Pres- 
ident, whether he be a Democrat or a 
Republican. There are many Demo- 
crats, such as Senator Millard Tydin 
of Maryland, Senator Harry Byrd, cf 
Virginia, Senator Burton Wheeler, « 
Montana, Senator Walter George, « 
Georgia, James Farley, of New York, a: 
Speaker Rayburn, of Texas, who are we 
qualified through experience and knowl- 
edge to head up or be on a united Dem 
cratic-Republican-Constitutional ticket 
I can testify, from recent experien¢ 
what an advantage it is to place a R 
publican for Congress on a Democratic 
ticket, and of course it works both ways 
In the Republican Party we have such 
leaders as Bricker and Taft, of Ohio, 
Stassen, of Minnesota, Warren, of Cali- 
fornia, and Saltonstall and Martin, of 
Massachusetts. 

Four years, however, is a long way off 
and it is possible that a veteran of thi 
war will become the natural and logic 
candidate upon whom the people can 
unite against the left-wing New Deal 
and Sidney Hillman’s P. A. C. and othe! 
radical and communistic forces seekin 
to control America. 

Last Friday was the third anniversary 
of our entrance into World War No. 2. 
I voted, with other Members of Congres 
for a declaration of war against Japar 
in view of the brazen air attack made 
upon our fleet at Pearl Harbor. I would 
have voted for war after this attack un- 
der any circumstances, but confess I did 
not know that on November 26 our Gov- 
ernment had served an ultimatum on 


} 
tn 
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only get out of Indo-China | As I said prior to the election, there | cist Italy, wh 
Chins 1 as well. In the thir will be no court martial of Admiral Kim- ] 





subsections of section 2 of mel and 1eral Short, unless we elect a a Red Frankenstein 
um, which was handed to | Republican President. as the responsi- | to the British Empire. 17 
Ambassador Nomura by | bility reaches directly to the doorsteps of n jing ou 


ry of State at Washington, | the White House. _ : volved in f 
November 26, 1941, the follow- Certainly I am the last m wl] en ! 


} ‘ mo . ’ é 
P t he take! >t ura } : rir - — 
ere to de aken at Our de- be blamed for the da rat Pearl Har- WA f 
bor ¢ I t a 7 on Tan l 30 l 9g ’ 
rnme f Ja > | it I hib Le : y hit YY f ¥ 
I qa pt € l of Y ) ron to J 11 Yn ind ¥ i a ) nd ¢ 
I -Chin ( t Y } H t ¢ WA y x f ; VW 
: ..,.. | &€GOpui0en in 1 ud i ‘ 
T t f t e l 1 S 6 < ‘ + ’ +h y 1 
+ = ’ ca i - f 
? ’ n , +) + ‘ a 
politic eco! Cc - stra 1 aq S D me A 
ent < egime Cl ¢ Since tl t ¢ te unt the a ‘ Be f ) ? 
I Governm«e t R ib- tack at E Hart 10.090.000 tcrs of ! . 
.* 1 capital é y American wD n ey it 
Japan nd it was this sam wD i! WO! f 
Id not be considered anvthing turned into Japane bombs, that p red ing to 1 re 1 I isn ft 


timatum by the Japanese Gov- | Ut of the skies on December 7, 1941, | French Empire, and the Du 


destroved half of r flcet killed in th 


which was actually at war with | @nd d 
ngking Government, and the en- | 3.000 American sail and soldiers, and | told 
ies of conferences between our wrecked more than 300 of our airplanes shall discuss th fu rin afew min- 

oI ment and representatives of the This same scray " 
se Government were being held | build Japanese battleships and_ the Mr. ROWE. Mr. s Ker, W 
view to settling this problem bombs that were hurled against us at tleman yield? 
lly. To have complied with this | Bataan Mr. FISH. I would rat proceed 
im would have meant that Japan Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the | and if I have 1d 

not only have “lost face” but lost gentleman yield? mv remarks. I shall ad vield fo! 
with China which they had been Mr. FISH. I yield for a brief ques- | question 

ng for 4 years. It was either get | Won. rhe marriage of 

f China and Indo-China and admit | Mr. OCONNOR. With reference to the British Empire end i 








Government is wrong, or it ls war. the ultimatum which was sel ipon i in 
not place a great deal of faith Japan, which the gentleman just men- ticularly in Italy, G e.B m, Y - 
statements of Drew Pearson, but tioned, has the gentleman any informa- via, and Poland, and | 1 in 


n and the Secretary of Nav 


umn which appeared in the tion as to whether or not Admiral Kim- = 3 ind F I 
ngton Post last Thursday he stated mel and General Short or the Army and i ive predicted tl ! I 
the Secretary of War, Henry L. Navy at Pearl Harbor were notified of ( what si¢ the big eastern int 


y, that ultimatum? tional and interventionist 1 


k Knox, had opposed sending this Mr. FISH. I will say to the gentle- h as t New York H i Tribune, 
um on November 26, as it would | man, of course I have no information, | the Boston Herald, the P Le 1 In- 
1 war, and had signed a statement | that is why I thought it was only fair to quirer, and the Balti : ind 
: ining such views which had been | the American public that there should many ot s, that I ! 
tted to the President. Mr. Pear- | have been a court martial as requested by Pearl H t of 
ve that as the reason the admin- General Short and Admiral Kimmel to veep ¢ I } ( I 


tion did not dare to have a court bring cut these facts. march of commur 1 in E ! in- 


al of Admiral Kimmel and General | We know now—I did not know it or evitable and nm i ol 
because these facts would have | December 8, 1941, when we declared war— | Europe and a large part of A 


n brought out into the open and the that an ultimatum had been served on I will probably say thir with which 


tary of War compelled to testify | Japan 10 days previously. I now know | individual Mem f ¢ vill dis- 
; I do not care to proceed any further | the terms of the ultimatum and know agree, and I humbly ct 


1 all of China. I thought in advance they al the 
bring out all the facts in due course, | it was only Indo-China, but, no, it was | @re my convictio1 nd in what I 

i I expect to include a chapter on the to get out of all China, which, « to b l 

matum to Japan in the book I am | was a direct ultimatum, and if General try—the only yardstick I know I , 


this line of argument as history | that it includec 


f 
A 


writing on the causes and responsi- | Short and Admiral Kimmel did not know | not relish the role of a © lara 
bilities for the war. | of it, then those officials in Washington Jeremiah and hope my pred I 
For the present I merely want to point | who were responsible for not notifying i n and A 


7 it that Congress was not in any way | them of the ultimatum are directly ac- materializ Howevel! 
nonsible for the naval disaster at Pearl | countable for the disaster at Pearl of mine are n [f recent dat | 


bor, or for the ultimatum on Novem- Harbor. back to 1939 en I rey ) i 
26, 1941, regarding which the Mem- I am practically all of British origin ! ires that were steps toward i 





rs of Congress were not informed. It British, Scotch, and Holland Dutch. I i to make I 
s been the policy of some of the inter- have not a drop of German blocd in my I knew as a t a I - 
ntionist press to blame the Congress vein My people have lived in America ing Gern ! 

for the lack of preparedness at Pearl for over 300 years, and everything they tably sweep over E My 


rbor, but Members of Congress, Re- | have received came from America and | havealwa; n with Great Bi 
licans and Democrats alike, had from no other nation. I am glad to of war, and 
nothing whatever to do with the fleet | state that I did everything within my | aces world comm n. I 
ing in Pearl Harbor. They had voted power to keep this country out of the able thi t t 
r all Navy, Army, and Air Force appro- 





eternal wars of Europe and Asia until we world communism, the grea 
priations, and at the time of Pearl Har- | were attacked. Great Britain now knows menacing 1 ng, not 
r we had the largest Navy in the worid. | that in crushing Germany she has de- l 1p! 
The administration alone is to blame for stroyed the only potential force and free people who belie in 

| placing our ships, like sitting ducks, in power in Europe able to cope with the 
' Pearl Harbor where they could be picked | armed might of the “red” armies. ( 
off by Japanese airplanes within 10 days | Churchill, in seeking to maintain the I am now writ 
after our Government had served an | balance-of-power politics in Europe, | spon 
ultimatum on Japan, | went to war with Nazi Germany and Fas- 
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! ed them to inter- 
I ] the Comn t ove 
I vw and Asia l 01 te e il 
f rica, out of affection for the British, 
\ a d into the r now find 
( f I I Stalin The 
oe | t of Am ns ¥ 
f 1 ir faces red, but it will 
! m 100,009,000 noninter- 
\ NY pric » Pp H 
! re fichtir ill over the world 
We are pto our nec nintert tional 
} er politic and from now on we will 
be in the deplorable position of hay to 
( ( between British and Russian in- 
1 and no matter what we do there 
{ no in and we can De ire ol 
ng it in the neck ourselve It look 
f tl r will hardly be over before a 
third world war will get underway. 
I realize th it is unpopular and dis- 
tastefu » tell the truth. When you 


peak of the dangers of communism the 
bored or indifferent as 
to them when actu- 
their very doorstep affecting 

and the destiny of Amer- 
world Can it be they are 
e all of Europe and Asia be- 


people are eithe) 
it seems so far 

it 1 at 
ir libertie 
ica and the 
willing to hav 


away 


come the serfs or slaves to a totalitarian 
Communist state with a mere shrug of 
the shoulders? What about our own 


American liberties? 


erty burned 


Has the flame of lib- 
o lew in America—the home 


\ 
of freedom and liberty—that we are in- 
different to both world freedom and our 
( n°? 


In the State of New York in the recent 
election the Communist-dominated and 
controlled American Labor Party cast 
498,000 votes and the Liberal Party, of 
pinker shade, composed of fellow travel- 
ers and radicals, received 320,000 votes. 
The issue of communism, at least in New 


York State, is not to be laughed off or 
ignored. Let Europe be communized as 
a result of this war waged for democracy 
and I predict it will be the end of the 
British Empire and an almost mortal 
blow to private enterprise, free institu- 
tior and constitutional government in 
America. 

Just because I am opposed to world 
communism does not mean that I am 
a reactionary. Far from it. I have been 
a liberal in politics ali my life. Com- 


municm is the direct opposite of liberal- 
isn I believe in free speech, a free press, 
a free ballot, freemen, and in a free 
America and also in social and industrial 


the best way to combat the 
fdom of communism and totalitarian- 


tu ct as 


ism. I have pled frequently in this Con- 

re fer a square deal for the 20,000,000 
underpaid American wage earners, office 
workers, and in the stores and factories, 
who are struggling against high living 
costs and taxes, The white-collar and 
low-paid iactory workers generally have 


no lobby to speak for them in Washing- 
ton. I have urged in this Congress and 
will continue to urge my friends in the 
next to pass legislation permitting em- 
ployers cf labor to increase the pay of 
their hard-working and efficient em- 
ployees up to 75 cents an hour or $36 a 
week without obtaining the approval of 
the War Labor Board. It can only be 
cone up to 50 cents an hour now. This 
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1 mn n any way affect the Little 

f form 4 

a d to join \ most Ameri- 
cal n giving unstinted praise to Soviet 
I for its m 1 chievements and 

valor and gallantry of her armed 
f i her tremendous contributions 

i winning the il That, how- 
f r,in no way changes my views on the 
! of ld communism which in 
my opinion would put Europe back a 
thousand years into the Dark Age 
liquidate the upper and middle classes, 
nd destroy individual liberty and the 
freedom for which we were told the war 

bei fought. 

I have pointed out repeatedly on the 
floor of the House that there is an ir- 
repressible conflict between commu- 
nism or totalitarianism on one side and 
cemocracy and freedom on the other. 


Anyone who refuses any 
the importance of 


longer to realize 
and takes sides on this 


vital issue is unwilling to face realities 
and is merely delaying the awful day of 
reckoning for civilization, Christianity, 


1d democracy. We 
Ccelay much lenger or it 
The ur freedoms and 
ernments all ove 
in the balance. 
What has become of the Atlantic 
Charter? Is it lost, strayed, or possibly 
tolen by the Communists? Has it been 


cannot trifle or 
will be too late. 
democratic gov- 
the world are hanging 


al 


foul 


buried alive, or is it still a living corpse? 
Can new life be infused into its vcins 
and flesh put onto its bones? If not, 


then we will have repudiated our pledges 
to the small nations, including Poland, 
and thrown them to the Communist 
wolves. It is incredible that Poland, in 
whose behalf World 


War No. 2 was 
started in order to maintain its terri- 
torial integrity and independence, is 
about to be turned over to the Commu- 
nists in uiter disregard of its terrible 


sacrifices in fighting 
pledges given to the 
he Allies. 

On October 28, 1939, in an 
over the National Broadcasting 
warned the American people 


the Nazis and the 
Polish people by 


address 
co... 4 


as to what 


would happen as a result of the war, 
I « not like dictators of any kind. here 
or abread, but I don't want to see any Armer- 
j lives sacrificed to oust Hitler and pave 
e way for communism in Germany, and 
pessibly in the rest of Europe. I predict if 
( ny is beaten to her knees, bled white, 
nd exhausted by a 1on war that com- 
I will be he u ind ji table 


cain, on November 27, 1939, I 


There is nothing more terrible devas- 
ting than wat We naturally sympathize 
th the democratic nations against those 

1 dictatorial ystems The American 
are opposed to dictatorships either 


ad or at home. Every day that the 


a<ae 


people 
abi 


European war continues is a victory for com- 
munism. There can be no other end, after 
the belligerents are bled white, their re- 
sources consumed and Europe faced with 
bankruptcy, ruin, and the destruction of 
civilization and Christianity. When that 
time comes the Communist vulture will 


swoop down on the bloody remains of Eu- 
rope. Once the full fury of modern warfare 
let loose every battle will mean a further 
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extension of communism. I predict a 
war lasts, communism will over ( 

and France, and maybe the rest of Eu 

both victor and vat lished will C ‘ 
ether and becor an easy pi - 
munism. 

That was the main reason I op; 
our entrance into the World War. ] 
knew that Germany was the main " 
wark in Central Europe against 
munism. As a military man, I k 
something of the might and potent 
power of America, and I knew th 
we got into that war we would defeat 
armies and crush Germany. When 
did that we would open the road 
communism all over Europe, not in G>r- 
many alone but in Poland and al] 
rest of the European countries, smal] a: 
large. 

That was my prediction then. N 
we are faced with a reality, with Engla: 
and Russia almost at each oth: 
throats, and communism taking over thy 
liberated countries, setting up thi 


puppet governments through their o1 
communistic groups and in the ot! 
countries trying to sow the seeds of « 
hatred and of civil war in their effort 
take over the governments of all 
Europe. 

Pope Pius XII, addressing a group of 
cardinals at St. Peter's, Vatican City, or 
December 9, 1944, warned that t 
Catholic church expects an all-out fi 


against Russia in returning religi 
freedom to Europe: 
We must gather courage because 


church may have to fight and suffer cha 
outer structure, but it 
firm and stolid in essence— 


shail rem 


in its 


The Supreme Pontiff declared 

The Vatican News Service said in ref- 
erence to Russia: 

Premier Stalin’s continued 
and hostility, particularly 
whence news of 


intransige a 
toward Polanc 
mass deportation of eccle- 
siastics to Russia continuously is reacl 
the Vatican, adds reason to the Holy See's 
policy of open hostility toward the S 


What have we today? In Finland the 
Communists have practical domination 
In the Balkan and Baltic states the 
Soviet Union is the master and com- 
munism is rampant. We have seen Po- 
land ravished by both Nazi and Com- 
munist hordes, and the bloody remains 
devoured by two hungry aggressive vul- 
tures, and now a tug of war is going on 
over what remains of the carcass. 

I want to take this opportunity to re 
what William Green, president of tl 
American Federation of Labor, had 
say in Boston on June 2, 1944, in oppo 
ing a Soviet Europe and urging fre 
labor to chcose its own destiny. H 
statement is as follows: 

(By the Associated Press) 

Boston, June 2, 1944.—Acknowledging 
debtedness to Russia for its war expl 
President Green, of the American Federat 
of Labor, declared today that labor did n 
“consider it right or just or contributory t 
world peace that all Europe be sovietized” 
when the war ends 

In a speech for the International Ladie 
Garment Workers Union convention, Green 
declared that labor believes “that each nation 
of Europe should be accorded the right to 
work out its own peaceful and democratic 
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fensele peoples of Europe. The “pay- 
off” will be expected from the New Deal 

ministration because of the support 
f n it during the recent campaign, and 
its nebulous commitments made at Te- 
hi iE th d is that our Govern- 
ment must support the radical and Com- 
munist-cont d groups in these na- 
tions as they are freed from Nazi control. 
The “reds” have inferred that to be the 
administration's policy following the se- 
cret Teheran agreement, and the Ameri- 
can people have not yet been informed a 
to our commitments under it. 

The one international issue that is 
uperseding all others, and rapidly de- 
manding a decision, is whether world 
communism will attain its long-pro- 
claimed objective of sovietizing Europe 
and China, and eventually the world. 
We must determine in America whethe1 


this Nation shall 
ways stood—fo1 


international ju 


tand as it has al- 
real democracy, for 
and against aggres- 
oppression, and dictatorial govern- 
ments no matter what they might call 
themselves—or continue to appease the 
Soviet Union and world communism. 
Appeasement, against which our in- 
ternational press has railed lo these 
many years, is still appeasement, even 
if it is demanded by the “reds” instead of 
being applied against the now demoral- 
ized and beaten Nazis and Fascists. What 


tice 


10Nn, 


will we have accomplished, what price 
our tremendous sacrifices in blood and 
treasure, if we but destroy one form of 


totalitarianism merely to set up a more 
dangerous one to the peace of the world? 
What price victory, if we lose what we 
are fighting for? What profit it a na- 
tion, if it wins victories over the whole 
world, only to lose its own soul? The 
question is, Can Christianity survive the 
attacks being waged on it daily by the 
evil “red” front forces? 

Mr. Henry WALLACE sees in Soviet Rus- 
sia something akin to Christianity. Ifa 
Russian disapproves of the government, 
he is shot down in cold blood. Ameri- 
cans would not consider this a particu- 
larly Christian act. The Russian people 
are brave and gallant fighters, but that 
does not change the purposes of com- 


munism—dictatorship, despotism, and 
tyranny. 
The communism of the early Chris- 


tians was a communism based on love 
and the Kingdom of God. Russian com- 
munism is based on hatred of class and 
of religion, and attempts to destroy all 
faith in God. 

REVOLUTION OVER EUROPE 


It is time that Americans woke up and 
became realists regarding world condi- 
tions. The black clouds of revolution are 
gathering fast over Europe. Revolution 
and chaos are on the march among its 
starved, embittered, demoralized, and 
war-wrecked peoples. Communism, un- 
der the false guise of democracy is 
raising its gory hands to stifle any stable 
or democratic government. “Reds” cam- 
ouflaged as democrats or masquerading 
as triends of freedom are spreading 
violence and terrorism with tommyguns 
in the liberated nations in an effort to 
seize power or to create class hatred and 
civil war. The liberated nations of 
Europe are aflame with the fires of rev- 


olution, which for hatred, 
destruction exceeds 
between nations. 
Behind all this seething bitterness and 
hatred is the “red” hand of communism, 
which thrives on misery, famine, and de- 
pair. Unless the democratic nations 
take a firm stand now, it will be too late. 
The Communist-led forces of Europe are 
determined, unscrupulous, and aggres- 
and know that their time to strike 
deadly hlows has come if they are to take 
over Europe. Nothing can stop them ex- 
cept a determined, united, and forceful 
stand by the democratic people in the 
iberated nations backed by Great Britain 


terror, and 
the horror of wars 


and the United States. Any policy of 
appeasement or pussyfooting toward the 
“red” front forces in Europe means com- 
munism, bankruptcy, and loss of freedom 


and democracy. 

Anyone who exposes or denounces the 
attempts of the “red” front forces to de- 
stroy democracy in Europe must be pre- 
pared to be called pro-Nazis or pro-Fas- 
cists. That is the typical smear that will 
be hurled at every friend of democracy 
or free government in Europe by “red” 
agitators and propagandists, as they have 
already done against me. 

If you are against the Communists 
swallowing or destroying democratic 
governments one by one either by armed 
force or political infiltration, then you 
will be denounced in the “red” press as 
playing Hitler’s game, and being a Nazi 
stooge or anti-Semitic—one as meane- 
ingless as the other. 

There can be no compromise between 
Americanism and Communism. We do 
not propose to let the Communists or 
Sidney Hillman Sovietize us. Let us 
have faith in America, and its glorious 
destiny under our own free institutions 
and constitutional and republican form 
of government. Let us rise above party 
affiliations and unite in an effort to save 
America from its enemies from without 
and within. 

We are united and determined on win- 
ning the war as quickly as possible and 
bringing our servicemen home immedi- 
ately afterward. But, while they are 
on the march to victory all over the 
world, we owe it to them to unite in pre- 
serving our own fireside liberties and 
freedoms for our war veterans when they 
come home. I am in favor of deport- 
ing, after the war, all alien Nazis, Fas- 
cists, and Communists to their native 
countries and giving their jobs to loyal 
Americans and to our returning veter- 
ans. 

If there is any country worth living 
in, fighting for, or even dying for, it is 
the United States of America. Let us 
follow the example of Winston Churchill, 
Prime Minister of Great Britain, who 
always places the interests of the British 
Empire first, and even of Marshal Stalin 
who does the same for the Socialist So- 
viet Republics. Let us have faith in 
America, the greatest, richest, most pow- 
erful, and freest Nation on earth. Let 
us follow the example of our allies and 
put the interests of America first and 
keep them uppermost all the time, for if 
we do not do it no other nation will do 
it for us. 
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I shall never despair of our free inst 
tutions, constitutional government, ar 
the glorious destiny of our country 
long as the elected representatives of t 
people in Congress maintain their , 
stitutional power to legislate and 1 
all usurpations upon it. I expect t 
more active in State and National poli- 
tics than I have been in years pa 
am enlisting in the fight to save Ameri 

Thank God for the Congress of 
United States, and more power to y 
and especially the House of Represent 
tives, which is the guardian and pal 
dium of the freedom and liberties of t 
American people. 

God bless and preserve America! 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

(Mr. DELANEY asked and was 
permission to revise and extend his 
marks.) 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ; 
uanimous consent to extend my remark 
in the Appendix on the bill I had 
today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from A 
zona? 

There was no objection. 


U} 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 


Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. M 
Speaker, when the vote was taken on thy 
Jackson Hole bill this afternoon, I wa 
called out on official matters and wa 
unable to vote. Had I been present I] 
would have voted “No.” 


THE JACKSON HOLE BILL 


The SPEAKER. Without objection 
the title to the bil! H. R. 2241, known a 
the Jackson Hole bill, passed this after- 
noon, will be amended to read, in accord- 
ance with the committee amendment, as 
follows: 

A bill to abolish the Jackson Hole Nationa 
Monument as created by Presidential Pr 
lamation No. 2578, dated March 15, 1943 


There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous orde1 
of the House, the Chair recognizes th: 
gentleman from Connecticut {[Mr. Comp- 
TON] for 30 minutes. 


FAREWELL ADDRESS 


Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, it i 
said winners should be modest; lose 
should be silent. 

In spite of that wise saying, and with 
a deep sense of responsibility, I address 
the House today. These are my closing 
days in Congress, and I must of necessity 
soon relinquish a shield I have borne in 
behalf of a handful of American heroes 
in the South Pacific. Unhappily, it 
these few men in our armed servict 
whose faith in the justice of Uncle Sam 
is faltering, for they cannot understand 
the lack of action of their superiors, and 
they look to Congress for understanding 
and as their only hope of relief. I trust 
some one of you will pick up that shield 
I now lay down and, with the support of 
others, carry on where I must leave off— 
and assure these forgotten soldiers of 
the Pacific that we do understand and 
we do mean to be helpful. 

I fought on the battlefields of France 
in the last war, and I have just returned 
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orwe ' Conere The sec- ; lida wn sia n of official business. 
po! Vas not indulging In mere Ccampal ‘ ; 
ond st of the § nty-seventh Con- , - To Mr. MILuer of Nebraska (at the 
7 5 Seventy- ae : quest of Mr. Curtis), for 2 days, on 
: potn : of U - ; nt} I am near the end of my allotted time i unt ote nal ill: ; — 
th Co rp , A KK in history ™ : Ol ) -rsone SS 
eighth ¢ a d into history. | today and my time in office is only a | CCUM! OF Pe — 


In the p ing of those 34 months the 
whole course of the war and the whole 
course of history have changed. But 
the lot of these veteran units has not 
changed. They are still out there in the 
lonely ugliness of disease-ridden tropical all be | 


matter of a few days. It is my hope to To Mr. WASIELEWSKI, for 10 day 
on before I leave, surely, I trust, | 2#¢count of official business. 

in time for some of these men to get SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTI 
1as 3ut for the others, REFERRED 


td 


take looking after. I A bill and a joint resolution of the S 


island ondering if their country ha ll be happy to turn over the corre- | ate of the following titles were tak 
eieeaciiitens Alam  Siinle sina Sh tn‘inh eee Sncence tO whoever will take up the | from the Speaker's table and, unde1 
reot nem Mark it ( n ao eae Tha tt ‘. = ee : oe ; 
in th National Guard regiments—the work. ihe mat _—- worthy of the at rule, referred as follows: 
ee en ee eee es tention of every Member of this House. 


small units of them that remain—for I cannot leave the well of this Cham- S. 1434. An act to provide for volunt 
whom I speak today an! | - l 1 hi: nan prenticeship in the District of Colu 
ara as nataias : ber today without taking the opportu- the Committee on the District of Colum! 
n<& et ‘ \ timso ) ‘ - 3 : . e AMALLS 
( an: Cl! vary of Wal , _ on vm Gen nity to pay my resps cts to the Members S.J. Res. 155. Joint ; 
eral M il iall or General MacAr' 1ur eX- of the House. To me it is worthy of a commission to selec 
re amecrscan eee ee believe that mention that I have invariably received a National Memorial 
the whole course of the Pacific war—the | on this floor full measure of considera- | in the District of Col 
difference between victory and defeat— | tion and recognition from our honor- | tee on the District of 





rests upon the continued presence in | able Speaker, and every courtesy and ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLI 
these island outposts of a few hundred | many kindnesses from the Members on oe TIONS SIGNED . 
veteran fighting men? There are plenty | both sides of the aisle. In my 2 years | ae 
of men in the Army, 7,700,000 of them | here I have been blessed with many warm Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee ¢ 
and seven or eight hundred thousand of friendships and scores of pl asant ac- Enrolled Bills, reported that that con 
( 
t 


the ne s, the 18-year-olds, comin: iaintanceships. To have been afforded | mittee had examined and found truly en- 
in every year. There is no dearth of he honcr of being a Member of the Sev- | rolled bills and joint resolutions of t 
solaiel Military regulations provide | enty-eighth Congress in the midst of | House of the following titles, which we 


that there shall be relief for all sol- the great war is. to mv mind. second only | thereupon signed by the Speaker: 
diers after heavy duty, guard duty, or in honor to serving the country in uni- | H.R.1951. An act to amend the D 
battle servic Do not men who for 34 form, which it was my privilege to do | of Columbia Motor Vehicle Parking F 
months have been at the front without in World War No. 1 and which I wanted | Act of 1942, approved February 16, 1942 
relief, who have fought the enemy, to do 1 in this war. I confess I lay H.R.2116. An act to amend the laws of 
jungle, muck, heat, fever, loneliness, fear, | down my duties here with reluctance, | ‘8 District of Columbia relating to exer 
' \- Baas sins ; _ ’ ’ coos 7 tion of property from judicial proce 
and hunger—yes, hunger for civiliza- because I believe it is a distinction, as assionment of salarv or wag and thi 
tion—not merit consideration and relief. | well as a pleasure, to be of service to | yance payment. of abeee Or Gelen fae 
i have reported units by name and num- | others. It is a source of pride to me to purpose of preventing attachment o1 
ber which merit special consideration observe that my colleagues in Congress, nishment; 
for ardu s and hazardous service. I each according to his ability and oppor- | H.R.3150. An act to amend an se 
request the Secretary of War to direct tunity, serve their districts with pains- titled “An act to regulate the practice 
that ] pel ction be taken by our mili- takin care and with unstinted energy healing art to prote t the public he 
tary orities to correct these obvious and constant attention to their duties. a a een ” 
ca of oversight or neglect of these I am very proud to be numbered amo! sas apricteowtry 
1 : H.R.3313. An act to amend section lf 
units those who have sat in this—the trul; ne act ef Starch 9. entitiad “As a ta 
I wish you might read my mail. The | representative body and the bulwark of | eee eee 
. : : | vide for the reguiation of motor-vehicle t: 
etters from the men themselves bring the people and the greatest legislative | fic in the District of Col 





r 





+3 


] 

tears to t eyes, because of the unaf- assembly in the world. It has been a 
fected simplicity of the pathetic state- privile | 
I 
t 
§ 





number of judges 


oses,”’ as amended; 


on 


re to have taken my place here, for other pu: 
nent of their plight. The letters from | to share with you in greeting and to H.R.3619. An act to amend secti 67 
yarents, their wives, their brothers, | listen to some of the great men and | 8nd 676 of the act entitled “An act to est 


| women of our time | lish a Code of Law for the District of Co- 
, lumbia,” approved March 3, 1901, regulat- 


and sweethearts are something n of 
else again. Today I had one which said, Reluctant though I am to leave, I bear |. 0? eee a 5 
a ss aad Se a saad litical. to any- | ing the disposal of dead human bodies in 
and I qu | no ill will, personal or political, to any- | the pistrict of Columbia: 
I am sure if more Congressmen took an in- one here or within my district. I am H. R. 3621. An act to amend an act entit! 
terest in matters of this nature more irregu- gratified that the electors in my district “An act to provide for the regulation of n 
larities would be uncovered and remedied. entrusted me with the duty of represent- | tor-vehicle traffic in the District of Colum- 





















































f other 
9 4 “7 . ec ‘ 
e Distr f Colt bia - 
» An act ] th Se - 
e Inte r to ¢ cel lan 
site. Wve Ss s € ~ 
W el er- 





y-seventh Congress, second ses- 

to further expedite the prosecu- 
war, approved March 27, 19 

s the Second War Powers Act, 1942 

29. An act t sist in the internal 

ent of the Virgin Islands by the 

king of useful projects therein, and 


er purposes 
5484. An act to amend the 
An act authorizing the President t 
Unde Secretary of War during 
il emergencies fixing tne 
the Under Secretary of War 
the Secretary of War 
approved December 16, 1940; 
Res. 289. Joint resolution authorizi 
ting of permits to the 


iral Ceremonies on 








ompensa- 
and au- 


prescribe 








tion of the 
$5, and for oth purposes 
Res. 290. Joint resolution to pr le 
e maintenance of public order and t 
n of life and property in connection 
Presidential inau 1 ceremonies 
+ and 
Res. 291. Joint resolution to provide 





e quartering in certain public bi 
District of Columbia, of troops partici- 


n the inaugural ceremoni 

SPEAKER announced his signa- 
to enrolled l nate of 
following titles: 


of the S« 


Lil ‘ 


bills 





3. An act relating to the im} tion of 

1 penalties and the payment of deten- 

ex es it to the bringiz of 
s ) ed State 





amend t act entitied 
the use for war pur- 
wned by the United 


es of silver 


extending the provisions of 


ty-seventh Congress, as 
ployment committeemen of 

. e System i 
5 ,uthorizing propriations 


ates Navy for additional 
cturing and production 


ther purposes 





BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KLEIN from the Committee on En- 
lled Bills, reported that that commit- 
ee did on December 9, 1944, present to 
the President, for his approval, bills of 
the House of the following titles: 
H.R.933. An act for relief 
id H. Clark and Rocco Cellette; 
H.R.3929. An act for the relief of 
erine Scherer; and 
H.R. 5564. An act to fix the rate of 
nder the Federal Insurance Contributi 
on employer a np! " 
Calendar year 1945. 


the of Con- 
Kath- 


tax 








ADJOURNMENT 


he SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the House will stand adjourned until 12 
o’clock noon tomorrow. 
There was no objection; thereupon (at 
9 o'clock and 44 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until tomorrow, Tuesday, De- 
cember 12, 1944, at 12 o’clock noon. 


CONG 








RESSIONAL RECOR 


EXECU 


~~ ¢ 
1) 





TIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executi' 
mitnirat . taken from t 


S: iy taht * roforyr 





lu B 1 e fiftes 
pr ess repor of the ns f the 
Smaller Corp ion, Oc er ! 
Nove € Committee ) 
Banking Icy 

2076 m e ASS nt Secre 
Dep nen ulture é 
re rt on fore ' a ¢ 
y 1944; t e Commi é R 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 


committees were delivered to the Clerk 





Mr. JARMAN: Comm I ) 
House Resolution 6€ Resolution author- 


ivine 
12 





the printing of the pray 
Chaplain of the House of Representatii 
without amendment (Rept. N 2050 ) Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar 

Mr. BLOOM: Committee Foreign Affairs 
S. 469. An act to terminate further com- 
mercial use of the 
red cross on a white grout 
f the Federal « 


reversal zerland 
and of the names “Red Cross” and “Genev 
Cross us referred to in art es 19 and 28 of 
the Geneva Convention of 1929; with amend 
ment (Rept. No. 2054). Referr 


mittee of 
the Union 

Mr. VINSON of GeoI Committ 
Naval t rsu 


the 


Whole House on 


Affairs. Report pursuant t H 
Resolution 30. Re ution on investigatio1 
of the progress of the war effort (Rept. N 
2056 Referred to the Committee f the 
Whole House on the state of the Uni 


REPORT OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 


committees were delivered to the Clerk 


for printing and reference to the prope! 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr McGHEE Committe Claim 
S. 1935. An act for the relief of Sig 
Jonsson and Thorolina Tl! dardott with- 
out endmer Rept. N ¢ ) Referred 


he Whole Houss 


to the Committee of t 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
| severally referred as follows: 
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{ -ANKID 
HI 609 \ 
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mitte m ' 
B M Cr k N 
H.R.5610. A 
e! M ( 
k ( 
t M Tut 
H. |! 1A € 
e ¢ I < V 
Mea 
I M COLMER 
H. Re ow Res i 
‘ ee ‘ H 
N 4 
s of e Re 
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E P P I t 
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T e ] XXII, 3 
ana re utions Wel { auc 
f iy releri I 
By NN CARTEI 
H.R. 5¢ A 1 f f I 
a ( ( 
By Mr. REED New ¥ 
H.R ] A ‘ f M 
Rock we ( ati é t 
e Tax ¢ 
¢ ; ' 
fi l 
unpl¢€ t t t 
( 
Me 
Pr TTION } 
Unde clause 1 of rule XXII 
and papers wert id on the ( 
( ler! 
624 B 1e SPEAKER: Px 
B f I e of } x ( 
( 1 ¢ 
p 
} ‘ ~ ( ‘ 


The Senate met at 12 lock meridi 
on the expil S 
rhe Chaplain, |} F) ¢ Br 
Harris, D. D., t 


ation oi tne 1 


our nirits y “ ‘ } I 
our es ¥ t ra 
and humilit nd pre ( 

vt t G B 
unto u as the , ‘ 
our darkr ( ne ft 


9999 


af ae 











a” 


of sot 


10 


fl epherd 
t ] { pat- 
( f for 
( ted e earth 
if ( ood no 
( eve mit le D y 
I ised 
pode oI p os 
I nneé tr oul ouls 
I ( I ) t! Kn ledge 
he e and | hty and 
ej of Th ilvation 
! hen good will 
¢ r he e! kisses 
i ned of a blind and 
{ ! lan ! f idiant 
Holy Far len all 
} r e, pu n ¢ heart 
1 01 p tha new i deeper 
our daily prayer the Master 
“Thy Kingdom com«¢ - 2 
f er o on earth In the dear 


yn t of Mr. H1Lt, and by unani- 
( ent. the readin | ie Journal 

} pr ealr of tl caiendal day 
! Decembe 11, 1944, \ dis- 
" nd the J 1 as ap- 








A 1 from the House of Repre- 
by M McLeod, one of its 
nounced that the House had 
th amendn t tl follow- 
) f tl Senate 

ft ey ne 
e S N 1 
A } t } = 

( ec ( ecti« 

( B Thon p er 

e Al\ B. Adam 
A id € ry f 
I ce i nere- 
‘ Indian 

one I ILute 
) An ac € 1 Sé 1 ct of 
940 4 103 lor t icquisi- 
Ind f the G Coulee 

Rest d for other purposes 

1801 An ac t ize the Secretary 
Navy to conve o the Virginian Rail- 
¢ ‘ poration, for railroad yard-en- 
‘ € yUrpOSeE 1 parcel of land of the 


at Norfolk, Va.; 
99 of the 
amended » as to change 

the District 
Dak.; 


»)amena section 


S 1979. An act » regulate in the District 
( \ lia the transle ( hares of stock 
! I nd to make uniform the law 
uw elere there > ee d 
S. 2205. An act to authorize the dissolution 
the Women’s Christian Association of the 
D Colum}! ind the transfer of its 


also announced that the 
passed the bill (S. 198) to 


The message 


se had 


amend further section 2 of the Civil 
Service Retirement Act, approved May 
29, 1930, as amended, with amendments 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the bill (S. 1688) 
t ize the Secretary of Agriculture 


t mpromise ( t, or cancel certain 
( ne and tor other purpose 
in amend! it in which it re- 
( ( concurre of the nate 
i n age al nn ncea that tne 
H d disagreed to the amendments 
of f nate to the bill (H. R. 1997) to 
peal section 3 of the Standard Timge 
A f March 19, 1918, amended, re- 
lating to the placing of a certain portion 
State of Idaho in the third time 
ne: asked a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreein vote of the two 
Hou thereon, and that Mr. Bc Mr. 


na YRED 
Harris, Mr. Priest, Mr. O'Hara, and 
WELL Were appointed managers oc! 


f the House at 


Mr. 


1 the 


part ¢ the conference 
The message further announced tnat 
the House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to each of the following 
bills of the House: 
H. R. 2644. An en add 
t the Comn ioners of the District 
( 1, and f ther purpe ( 
I I + 7. An exte he he i 


The message also announced that the 
» had agreed to the amendments of 


Senate to each of the following bills 
{ House 
H.R. 4327. Ar é ate boxil con- 
f i exnit in tl D of Co- 
da tor other pur} € d 
H. | 43. An ac extendil he time for 
rele ol | ers I ment I the 
} f certa t of the Inter- 
le ¢ if ( er purposes 


The message further 
the House 


announced that 


had passed the following bills 


and joint resolution in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 2241. An act te bolish the Jackson 
Hole National Monument s created by Presi- 
dent Proclamation No. 2578, dated March 
15, 1843 

H.R.3507. An ac provide for the dis- 
I t of trib ind f the Ute Indians, 

of the tribes or bands of tes 





H. | a 
Februar 14, 1931 is amended o as to 
permit the compensation, on a mileage basis 
f civilian officers or employees for the use of 
privately owned airplanes while traveling on 
a 


ffi business; 
H.R.4709. An act to 
in certain the Al 
Railroad for services rendered from Ma 
1943, to September 30, 1943, inclusive; 
H.R.5002. An act granting the consent of 
‘ongress to the State of Tennessee Depart- 

of Highways and Public Works to con- 
maintain, and operate a free high- 
way bridge the Clinch River at the 
point where such river is crossed by United 
States Highway No. 25E; 

H.R. 5206. An act to authorize Belfry Coal 
Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
bridge conveyor across the Tug 

k of the Big Sandy River at or near Sprigg, 
W. Va.; 
H.R. 5409. An act for the exchange of lands 
ijacent to the Pike National Forest in Colo- 


authorize in 


icreé 


wages for employees ol 





C l 
ment 


across 


uspension 


For} 


rado; 
H. R. 5448. An act to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for the 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia; 

H.R. 5566. An act to amend section 502 (a) 
of the Department of Agriculture Organic Act 
of 1944; 
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H.R.5571. Ar ct t mit or defe 
of I é l 
H. J. Re 17. J f 
Ui ed N Field M 
Dil 


ENROLLED BILLS SIC 


The also announc: h 

iker had affixed his signatur 

following enrolled bills, and they 
rned by the Vice President: 


message 
Spe 
} 


S.963. An act! to the 

ce pe! t he | ‘ 
t € es cident t Lhe 

rtain al S e United S f 

S. 1954 A mend the { 
An act t iu rize the use for 
pose f silver eld or owned by the Ll 
States approved July 12, 1943 

S. 1962. An act extending the pr 
Public Law 47, Seventy-seventh Conere 
m ded, to ree! yment committeemse 

e Selective Service System: and 


S. 2194. An act authori 


iZINe 


Navy for ddit 


ng appr 


f the United States 
rdnance manufacturing and prod 
1 t ind f ther purposes 


CALI 

Mr. HILL. 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and t 
following Senators answered 
names: 


OF 
I su 


THE ROLL 


gest the absence 


The cl 


Aiken Green Pept 
Austin Guft Rad 
Bailey Gurne Reed 
i 1 Re 
) Hatch Reyn 
3 er Hawkes R 
S Havde } ‘ 
ck Hi Shiy ] 
su i H 1 Smith 
sushfield Jenner Stewart 
3utler Johnson, Calif 
3vrd John on, Colo 


‘apper I 
yaraway I le 
shandler Langer 
avez I 








ark, Mo, McCarran Vanden be 
Mnally McClellan Wagn 
Yordon McFarland Walsh 

naher McKellar Weeks 


=H AA AA AAR ft tet et ee eee oo 


Javis Maloney Wh 
) Maybank 
Mead i 
Millikin Wiley 
Murray Willis 
Nye 

O'Daniel 
Overton 


Filender 
Ferguson 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia |Mr. Gass] and the 
Senator from Kentucky |Mr. BARKLEY 
are absent from the Senate because of 
illness. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Murpock 
is detained on Official business. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama 
BANKHEAD], the Senator from Idaho | M1 
CiarK], the Senator from Wyoming | M: 
O’MAHONEY], the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. ScruGHAM], the Senator from Utah 
{[Mr. THomas], the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Typincs], and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are 
necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHERRY. The following 
tors are necessarily absent: 





An- 
AN 


Mr 


Sena- 
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r from New Hampshire W ss: His E rG : I 
c +} ff r from O — FRI . 
M f ne s na D 
i aval A ( 
PRESIDENT. E vy-two . 
G 
ered oO fT ~? Pp + ( 
I Sent } ( 
FROM MASSACHUSETT - 
CREDENTIALS I COMMUNICATIONS, ET‘ 
FEKS esented the credent I VICE PRESIDENT la ) 
T SALTONSTALL, G r cn } en > I i g le 
1 ¢ tors of t G - relerred 1 
Massacnuset a Se t m i As NME F E 5 
I and @ re l A le f 
1 ending Janual > 1 5 
I d nd or dt ) 
S D I M 
A 7 ¢ Mas I T > 
: : : Vice Pre ! 1 the é 
T OF THE F THI = er 7 ; 
on 44 7 T < T A , 
y the q d ¢ ( F rR SA I S 
‘ M é S \ As 
i Commonwe i repre A 1 
1 in the Se f e U ed re € I 
and du the re n 44 : 
I beginni. e 3a C e¢ Office I 
2? wp 
SENATE MILITARY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, SUB M MITTEE N WA 
DECEMEER 1, 1944 I I S € ‘ 
t 1'l-t e € 
} mentioned comr ttee hereby ’ ‘ f the n e¢ h 
f il € t hov N er, in ; > i f 
A 
' { cr ‘A » 
1 , 
} l x 
( 
WW Cc ‘ 
( s ‘ ; 
SPECIAI MMI E INVESTIGATING THE NATIONA > 
DECEMBER 1, 1944 hame of pe s em} ed by t 
Senat who are not full-time en es of 
-! d comn e hereby ate or of the nmittee t h 
e foll I rt showing ] Decem ce W t 
4 
' . ‘ 4 T 
Park { B ‘ 
\ Oak | 
PETITION H. R. 1643. A bill for the relief of M 
y wh. a r . ; Lovis Elliott; without amendment (Rept 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before No, 1373) ; 
+ Aol ° 
nate a letter from the mayor of W a : ES 
inate desea. a i : a By Mr. RADCLIFFE, from the Com 
York City, transmitting a resolution of | |. qmicratior 
the board of estimate of that city,favor- | ., i 7 
: iio H.R. 2016. A bill for the relief of W 
y blic 


.ppropriations for a post-war pu 
rks program, which, with the accom 
pany.ng paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 
By Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on 


Immigration: 





H. Linhart; without amendment (Rey N 


1374) 


By Mr. McFARLAND, from the Committee 


on Interstate Commerce 

H.R.4910. A bill authorizing the Atchi 
son, Topeka & Sante Fe Railway Co., or it 
successors, to convey to the State of Arizon 
and California, jointly or separately, f 
public highway purposes, an existing railroa 
bridge across the Colorado River, former 


d 


Wa 4 N 
\ ( 
‘ 
Te) ) ( 
W ) ‘ i I 
Ce Vi i EMPI t 
I CE PRESIDENT 1 
cS, ‘ hiw yr f 
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tr +t} Ss + t ) 
A 9g 4 
i¢ ( I 
R ORD 
on 
144 
H. M. E ( 
AM 
S 4 3 
+4 
A K ( 
I ‘ X > : 
In I ( 
H.R 1 A - 
s ‘ f 
leu ‘ 
pI ‘ r ‘ 
‘ f ti I 
tI , 
cated in York ( I 
ment (Rept. N 13/ 


REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPE! 
Mr. BREWSTER (for Mr. BARKLEY 


from the Joint Sel Committee on t 
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D position of Exec Live Papel! .to which 
were referred for examination and 
recommendation three list of records 
t! mitted to the Senate by the Ar- 
cl t f the United States that ap- 
peared to have no permanent value o1 
I ori interest ubmittea reports 
thereon pursuant to law. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 
Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on to- 
d December 12, 1944, that committee 
pl nted to the President of the United 


» following enrolled bill 








( 4 ( f iti ) f mY! tl 
ce tit d e |} me {f deten- 
t t ide t i ol 
( ie) e U1 St r 

1954 An mena € act € titled 
cx t ithorize e use f Var r- 
} é ve eld I wned by el ed 
S t pp ed July 12, 1943 

$5. 1862. An act extendi he p s of 

Pub Law 47, Seve y-sevel Co! € 
amend t reemp ment committeeme 
( the f ive Se e System d 

2194. An act authorizing appropriations 


Navy for 


f the Ur ds € additional 
ordnance manufacturing and production fa- 
cilitie und for other purposes 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT 


REFERRED 


RESOLUTION 


The following bills and joint resolution 





were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred, as indicated: 

H.R 07. An act to provide f the dis- 
I tion f tribal funds of the Ute Indiar 
‘ ‘ of he tribe of Ute to 
the Comn ee on I ‘ 

H.R.4425. An act t ate the Regu- 
lar Veterar Association; to the Comr ef 
r the Jud uy 


i Mw FUL 
H.R. 4547. An act to amend the act of 
l 


Februar +, 1931 amende” so as to per- 
mit compensation on a mileage basis of 
civ office or employees for the use of 
privately owned airplanes while traveling on 
official busines to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Executive Departments 

H.R. 5002. An act granting the consent of 
Cc ess t the State of Tennessee Depart- 
mie of Highways and Public Works to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge acr¢ the Clinch River at the point 
where uch river Is « ssed by United Siates 
Highway No. 25E; and 

H.R.5206. An act to authorize Belfry Coal 
C ‘ ruct, maintain, and operate a 
free suspension bridge conveyor across the 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or nea 
S] ry, W. Va.; to the Committee on Com- 
merce 

H.R. 22¢1. An ict to abolish the Jackson 
Hole N 1 Monument as created by Pres- 
id Proclami n No. 2578, dated March 
15, 194 id 

H.R.L409 An t for the exchange of 
la ent t e Pike National Forest 
in ¢ to the Committee on Public 
Lan d Survey 

H.R 148. A ct to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for the 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia 

H.R.5566. An act to amend section 502 
(a) of the Department of Agriculture Or- 
ganic Act of 1944; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry ; 

H.R. 4709. An act to authorize increases in 
Wages f certain employees of the Alaska 


Railroad for services rendered from May 1, 

1943, to September 30, 1943, inclusive; and 
H.R. 5571 to omit or defer the re- 

quired 5-year valuation of the civil-service 


An act 


lity fund for the dura 








e present war and for 1 year there- 

fter; to the Committee on 
H. J. Res.317. Joint re zing 
outstanding service 1 he 
I d Nat s by Field Mars Si J ! 
D the Committee on Foreign Re s 
\MENDMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT 


OF 1940—AMENDMENT 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. 4184) to amend section 
321, titlé III, part II, Transportation Act 
of 1940, with respect to the movement of 
Government traffic, which was ordered 
lie on the table and to be printed 
ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON 

PATENTS 


Mr. PEPPER submitted the following 
resolution (S. Res. 351), which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


to 











Resolved, That Resolution No. 12, agreed 

January 27, 1941, authorizing the Com- 
mitte on Patents to employ an assistant 
cle during the Seventy-seventh Congress 
to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate at the rate of $2,400 per annum, 
heret continued in full force and effect 
until the end of the Seventy-ninth Con- 

es 


EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY AND TIME TO 
FILE REPORT ON LEGAL AUTHORITY 
FOR THE ISSUANCE OF EXECUTIVE 
ORDERS 
Mr. McCARRAN submitted the follow- 

ing resolution (S. Res. 352), which was 

referred to the Committee to Audit and 

Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

senate: 


Re d, That the date for submission of 
the report called for by Senate Resolution 
252 Seventy-eighth Congress agreed to 
March 30, 1944 (relating to a study into the 
legal and constitutional authority for the is- 





uance of Executive orders of the President 
and of departmental regulations), is hereby 


extended to not later than the end of the 
Seventy-ninth Congress; and that the au- 
thority contained in said Senate Resolution 
252, Seventy-eighth Congress, and the avail- 
ability of unexpended balances of funds pro- 
vided thereby, are hereby continued during 
the sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods 


of the Seventy-ninth Cr 


A FIVE-POINT POST-WAR 


ngress 


PROGRAM FOR 





PEACE—ARTICLE BY ARCHBISHOP 

STRITCH 

{Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a five-point post- 
war program for peace by Archbishop 
Stritch, published in Pan-American's 
Forum of the Future, which appears in the 


Appendix. | 

FARLEY URGES MORE INDUSTRIAL DE- 
VELOPMENT IN THE SOUTH—EDITO- 
RIAL FROM THE FLORIDA TIMES UNION 


[Mr. GILLETTE (for Mr. ANpDREws) asked 
and obtained leave to have printed in the 
REcORD an editorial entitled “Farley Urges 


More Industrial Development in the South,” 
from the Florida Times Union of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., of November 22, 1944, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3961) authorizing the 
construction, repair, and preservation of 
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certain public works on rivers and h 
bors, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clk 
will read the unanimous-consent 
ment arrived at yesterday. 

The legislative clerk read as follo 

Ordered (by unanimous consent), Th 
Tuesday, December 12, 1944, at not 


3 o'clock p. m., the Senate shall proces 
vote upon the pending amendment (St. I 
rence Waterway) and all amendment 
thereto, the time to be equ 
and controlled by the Senator 
ont |Mr. AIKEN| for the pro 





Mi OVERT 


» Senator from Louisiana 


for the opponents 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The q 
tion is on agreeing to the amendm 
offered by the Senator from Verm 
iMr. AIKEN]. 

Mr. AIKEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President——~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does 
Senator from Vermont yield to the § 
ator from Connecticut? 

Mr. AIKEN. How much time does t 
Senator wish? My time is limited. 

Mr. DANAHER. I ask unanim: 
consent that the time of the Senat 
from Vermont be expanded by the 3 min- 
utes I shall require. 

Mr. OVERTON. May I ask the Ser 
tor from Connecticut to withhold his re- 
quest until we conclude this debat: 
The debate is under a time limit. 

Mr. DANAHER. I am glad to do 
I had conferred with the Senator fro: 
Louisiana, in charge of the bill, and su; 
posed that this was an appropriate tin 
for me to proceed. I shall be glad 
withhold the matter and take it up late: 

Mr. OVERTON. As soon as we fini 
with the St. Lawrence amendment, t! 
Senator may proceed. 

Mr. DANAHER. Very well. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I wish t 
present this morning information whi 
has come to me over the past week-end 
indicating to what length the opponent 
of the St. Lawrence project are willin 
to go to obstruct the completion of 


great navigation and power devel 
ment. 
The material I am about to present 


shows that the public has been griev- 
ously misled, that the House Committ 
on Rivers and Harbors was impr 
upon to include certain lists purport 
to be of opponents of the project in tl 
1941 hearings, and that the Senate it- 
self has been given a false impre 

of the numbers of chambers of comme! 
throughout the United States which are 
represented as being opposed to the Si! 
Lawrence project and are presumed to 
be contributing to propaganda against 
the seaway development. 

On last Wednesday, the Senator fron 
North Carolina [Mr. BaILey] stated o1 
the floor of the Senate that he did not 
know whom Dr. Edward L. Borchard, ol 
Yale University, represented in his ap- 
pearance at the recent hearings befor: 
the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Commerce. It will be recalled that Dr 
Borchard was the only witness heard by 
the subcommittee in opposition to the 
St. Lawrence agreement. Dr. Borchard 
vigorously attacked the agreement and 





wmecre 

ind in vlo- 
from No! 
+ ¢ y 
} 1 
b is 
. ted un- 





I Co eren ; 

poses the St. Lawrence devel- 

I expressed the view that that 
ration derived it tenance and 
rt from utility and other special 
in its active ana continuous 


tion and propaganda against the 
ement of the St. Lawrence River 


Thursday, Mr. Tom J. McGrath, 


lirector of the National St 





ence Project Conference, wrote me 


ig that his organization had re- 
i any contributicns from utilities 





} 


k leave to have this letter inserted 


» RecorD in full at this point 

J PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hatt 
ie chair). Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the letter 


dered to be printed in the Recorp 





Wasi ] D. C 
My Dear SENATOR: You n - 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD Decem- 
page 8892, to the effect - 
is “composed mostly of public ut 
f is entirely unfounded No u 
engaged in gener d ut 
é A ne ea \ ei€ bu ine 
t oe I ] a 
1 made fi < bu I 
I ve glad su I f ! 
ement the f f books f 
int du ve he« de! t t 
com ee int Senate ch 
I en xy herew st of the mem- 
t I f Augu ] 
I e have bee ddit | affilia- 
€ it date 
It will be ted ¢ 1 ( fers e ¢ - 
m 261 t a 
t f busine p- 
1 ] duct V De eve 
Un 
While 1 d her nded t 
f pu f I t K 
v 1 pre I I 
é i t you 
é l np \ - 


McG 1 says in one paragraph 
I ne nerew t eme- 
ft orgal August 1 
44 I f ave bee i ffilia- 
Printed on the back of Mr. McGrath's 
letter is an extensive list of chambers « 


commerce and other organizations which 
are designated as being opposed to the 
St. Lawrence development, and desig- 
lated as members of the National St. 
ence Project Conference. I com- 
pared this list with the one used at the 
hearings of the House Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors by Mr. McGrath 
xXxC—581 
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agal 23 I of 1 riv4y 
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ence as fl au xter - 
tle ) peci tere I de ed ( 
find out I cou l hert ne 
uN mit f I I G N 
Wa ( i 
A all on Fri I sent I - ie 
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quiry yover 100 of the chambe m- , 
me} ted members 0 Nationa 
ot I ren c P }e¢ ( nierer t Q = ‘ 
l the ‘ 2 mer hey * + M G 
organizatior and e an u ( ! \ 4 D 
contributior 
Mr. President. I e heer 
at the rep] I e receive f 1 t t 
; A ne t 
chambers of commerce to whom I ad- A 
hom ad . offi of the 
dressed my inquir Nearly half the ' 
chambers advise me that they hot F) 


now and never have | 


the National St. Lawrence Project Con- 





Aik ( 1) 1 cE 

ference, Their names have bee 1 1 
without t r consent Or en ou , 
of the entire list I inquired of admit that v : moe : 
they have ever contributed a cent t e : : ; 
linanclal support of the organization ( EN ( 

The chambe! ( commerce hicl 
have contributed ivise me it the But Mr. McGrat! 
have given $100 in two case I . . 
other, $25 in another case ! St. I a 
fourth instance I mak¢ I B Ww. 
chambers re} nominal” contribu- , _W. Va 
tion but $285 is the total an nt WV = 
can thu be t ed to.chamb ( 
commerce t of tens of thi nds ol E 
G yllars vhic the M Grat ( anil ( N 
itself acknowledges it raised more t l 7 
3 yea! ago to rt propa 1izir 
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corporated in the amendme1 ni Tele I mM 
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M McGrat} not at all si H Conference. We are still opposed to this 


HORNELL BOARD OF TRADE, INC., 
Pau. T. Kocnu, fF 





t f N H i From Moline, Ml 
‘ ( C { Mc INE iLt D W g 7 14 
‘ I R cn Ser r € D. AIKEN 
ed I ( - S O7 Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 
ee en rt. Conn Neither contributed nor member National 
\ { i« il AiQitl sa Cyvvuil ~ hhdes 
atic St. Lawrence Project Conference to our 
ieee oe KI Wi 
: : sat MOLINE ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE, 
CERGE UD. AIKEN GerorcE F. REEDER, Secretary. 


| 7 D.C Also a telegram from Sapulpa, Okla. 
Do not contribute to the National | J call attention to how they distributed 
: Bere, ee en a these chambers so as to cover every part 











y f , 
siacaeieileidoma (abtaemnaniie seeto'-aaaieaeiaidis of the country. The telegram is as fol- 
lows: 
M~. McGrath says that chamber of SAPULPA, OKLA., December 8, 1944. 
Co met IS a memper, Hon. GEORGE D. AIKEN, 
From William town, W. Va.: United States Senator, 
WILLIAMSTOWN W. VA., December 8, 1944. Washington, D. C.: 
GeEorGE D. AIKEN, We do not contribute and are not a mem- 
[ ted States Senate ber of the National St. Lawrence Project Con- 
we gton, D. C.: fere! 
Retel. No contribution made to National SECRETARY, SAPULPA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
_ Lawrence Project Conference and we are From Bradford, Pa.: 
ni members of this organization 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. | Braprorpb, Pa., December 8, 1944. 
| GEorGE D. AIKEN, _ 
From Dubuque, Iowa: United States Senator, 
DUBUQUE, Iowa, December 8, 1944. Washington, D. C.: 
Hon. Georce D. AIKEN, No contribution and not a member 
ite Office Bu ng BRADFORD BOARD OF COMMERCE, 
Wa ngton, D. C.: B. M. Krirscu, President. 
Dubuque Ch r of Commerce has never 
contributed one cent to National St. Law- From Amsterdam, N. Y.: 
rence Project or to membership of that or- AMSTERDAM, N. Y., December 8, 1944. 
z zation We are, however, definitely op- Hon. GEorRGE D. AIKEN, 
posed to the proposed seaway. United States Senate, 
J. A. KERPER Washington, D. C.: 
Secretary, Dubuque Chamber Telegram received. We are not members of 
of Commerce, National St. Lawrence Project Conference, 
i 


nor have we ever contributed any funds to 


From Lewiston, Maine: 
this organization. 


LEWISTON, MAINE, December 8, 1944. AMSTERDAM CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
GI cD. AIKEN | 
United Sta Senate, From Wilmington, N. C.: 
Washington, D. C.: WILMINGTON, N. C., December 8, 1944. 
Lewiston Chamber of Commerce does not Senator GrorcE D. AIKEN, 
contribute nor re we members National Senate Building: 
cr a 27) . dy et . 
Lawrence Proj : : Chamber of commerce not member St. 
Carrie A. WILLS, 


ia c Roe Lawrence Conference and contributes noth- 
4 Li7g a creta? Wi 
g , ing 
From Meridian. Miss.: WILMINGTON CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
MERIDIAN, MISS., December 8, 1944. WALTER J. CARTIER, 
Grorce D. AIKEN, | From Newark, N. J.: 
U? ited Stat ; Se? te, | . 
aa ees NEWARK, N. J., December 11, 1944, 
vy ¢ / i, 
t Hon. GeorceE D. AIKEN, 





dian h her f om? ree n ¢ 
n al r of the i the n ' Bt. caaee 7 € Pr ie ‘ Senate Office Building: 7 
i have not contributed anything to their Your telegram St. Lawrence project. Not 
, ' z member or contributor. Disfavored project 
" FP. McNer from inception. Our pcsition infiuenced 
S ry-Manager, Chamber of Commerce. solely by our own thinking 
| E. W. WOLLMUTH, 
From Cortland, N. Y.: Chamber of Commerce of the 
CorTLAND, N. Y., December 8, 1944, City of Newark, 
GEorGE D. AIKEN, 


sacked Menten, Midenie There at least the chamber of com- 
11le¢ otltates senate, 
Washington, D. C.: merce wants Mr. McGrath to know that 
Our Cortland Countv Chamber of Com- | they will do their own thinking, even 
merce is not a contributor to National St though they happen to agree with him. 
Lawrence Project nor a member of the con- From Lackawanna, N. Y., Just outside 
ference. We have already and on numerous | Buffalo: 
occasions opposed the project * . a 
Cant. C. Coorer. LACKAWANNA, N. Y., December 10, 1944. 
Secretary. Cortland County Senator GrorcE D. AIKEN, 
Chamber of Commerce, Washington, D.C.: 





Lackawanna Chamber of Commerce defi- 
From Hornell, N. Y.: nitely does not contribute to National St. 
Horne tu, N. Y., December 9, 1944, Lawrence Conference and is no member of 
Senator Grorce D. AIKEN, this organization. 
United States Senate Office Building: THEODORE WIENCEK, 
We are not a member of and contribute Executive Secretary, Lackawanna 
nothing to the National St. Lawrence Project Chamber of Commerce. 
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Then I come to seven chamb 
commerce which have. contri 
Twenty-five which I heard froin 
definitely that they have never cor 
uted and are not now and never 
been members of this orzanization 
Here is a big organization, and I } 
the junior Senetor from Ohio [| Mr, } 
TON! will notice this one. Mr. M 
claims that the Chamber of Com 
Cleveland, Ohio, is a member of 
organization which opposes the St. I 
rence seaway, and here is a telegram: 
CLEVELAND, OHIO, December 8 
GEORGE D. AIKEN, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D.C.: 
Cleveland Chamber of Commerc 
belongs nor contributes to National St 
rence Project Conference. 
ParRKER HILt, 
Vice President-Secretary, 
Cleveland Chamber of C erce 


Mr. McGrath says that the Clevelan 
(Ohio) Chamber of Commerce is a mem- 
ber of his outfit, and so he lists it 
his advertising material and on 
stationery. 

Mr. McGrath is not too careful 
check some of his localities before 1 
their chambers of commerce as be 
opposed to the St. Lawrence project, b 
cause he listed Clay County, as I re 
the name, in which Dundon, W. Va.., 
located, and that was one place from 
which I asked for information, and \ 
advised: 

DuNDON, W. VA., December 8, 1944 
GeEorGcE D. AIKEN, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D.C.: 

Re telegram. Have no chamber of c 
merce in Clay, W. Va. Therefore, no ¢ 
butions to St. Lawrence Project Confer 
and not members. 











































































W.H Bower, 


Councilman of Town of Cla 


Mr. McGrath included a _ loc 
which did not even have a chambe: 
commerce. Then there were some 
called trade associations. I do not kn 
what they were. I telegraphed to o: 
or two of them. I telegraphed to ont 
New York, the so-called Bronx Traf 
Club. The telegraph company could n 
locate any Bronx Traffic Club, so I ad 
not telegraph to any more association 

Those who did contribute were th 
Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, whi 
contributed a nominal amount; Lima 
(Ohio) Chamber of Commerce, whi 
contributed a very nominal amount 
Pawtucket (R. I.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, which contributed $25; Scrant! 
(Pa.) Chamber of Commerce, which 
worried to death over the coal industr 
contributed $10 to keep it from bei 
destroyed by the St. Lawrence seawa\ 
That would buy 1,200 pounds of coai in 
Vermont. Rochester, N. Y.: somebod: 
in the name of the Rochester Chamb 
of Commerce contributed $100. That 
will probably be interesting to the peo- 
ple of Rochester, who are already mak- 
| ing plans for development when the St 
Lawrence seaway goes through. I think 
it is safe to say that the city of Rochester 
is not less than $0 percent in favor of 
the seaway, and yet someone in that city 
contributed $100 to oppose it. Boston 
Mass., the city which has suffered more 











1 Canada, 
}.090.000 ol our 


noney to aid the private 





project up 
cing a present of $10( 


iid 1 > alu- 
num cartel and Power Trust. How- 
r, they opposed the St. Lawrence. 
testified that the rani 
n had been set up in January 1941 

that it had the active support of 
e Association of American Railroads 
nd the National Coal Association. 
The hearings before 
h 


organl 


the House com- 
i show that the National St. Law- 
rence Project Conference in 1941 had 
collected about $20.000 in the first 5 
months of its existence. Others said the 

V $40,000, but Mr. McGrath 
denied it, and would admit only $20,000. 
He testified that it was conducting a 
N yn-wide propaganda campaign; that 


mount was 


it was circularizing all Members of Con- 
ess th its lists and other material; 

t it was circularizing labor organi- 
zations and chambers of commerce; and 


. } admitted. 
Others claimed that they cost more. He 
est i tl tion was main- 


1ington headquarters and 


Mr. President, i pe tly 
the Nati il St. I rence Pro) 
ference is the front of the ¢ ! 
terests obstructing tl St. Lawrenct 
provement, and that, by its own 
ments, it has raised and expended 
stantial amounts of money, maint 
extensive Washington activities 
a Nation-wide mailin list int 
ducted a continuo propagand 
paign against the St. Lawrence de 
ment. 

I make no objection tever t 
raising and expenditure of re 
amounts of money either for o1 
any bill, amendment, or othe I 
measure which is a matter of t 
and concern to the public. But I d 
that we ought to know where the n 
comes from, and we certainly oug! 
to have our printed hearings, o 
cial files, and our legislative proce 
cluttered up with padded lists wt 
false or fraudulent, or with list 
ire completely misleading in 
they purport to show the charact 
1, + 
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O indred and eighty-two million 
d contributed for certain pur- 
poses, a ng them so ed educational 
pri (hat is another name for 
MY O} ida 

If the railroads have not contributed 
the money or its equivalent in expert 

ervices to support the fight against the 
St. Lawrence, then we are certainly Jus- 
tified in looking to other utility interests 

a possible source of the funds required 
for the extensive activities of the Na- 
ional St. Lawrence Project Conference. 


I do not need to remind the Senate of 
the methods used by certain utilities in 
obstructing legislation to which they are 


opposed. These methods are fully set 
forth in the voluminous hearings and 
reports of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, They show that the utilities in- 


troduced textbooks in the public schools 
down to the primary grades and in the 
universities and colleges of the land; 
that they retained college professors to 
lecture and present their cause; and 
that they consistently hid behind re- 
spectable organizations and individuals 
in spending their money and spreading 
their propaganda to mislead and de- 
ceive the country on the power question. 
More recently we have the case in which 
Mr. Hopson and his associates flooded 
Members of Congress with telegrams, 
signed by individuals who did not know 
their names were being used, names that 


were taken out of telephone directories, 
from business directories, or lists of 
chambers of commerce, or that might 
have been copied from the very tomb- 
stones of the dead. 

The utility connections of one of the 
leading members of the National St. 


Lawrence Conference are well Known. 
I refer to the Niagara Frontier Planning 
Board, which presented numerous wit- 
nesses from Buffalo against the St. Law- 
rence project, filling hundreds of pages 
of the hearings of the house committee. 
The Niagara Frontier Planning Board 
is authorized by a legislative act of the 
State of New York but is wholly de- 
pendent for its support upon modest 
funds voted by boards of supervisors and 
city councils in the immediate vicin- 
itv of Buffalo, where the most ruthless 
opposition to the St. Lawrence is cen- 
tered. The board, however, cooperates 
with another organization known as the 
Niagara Frontier Planning Association, 
and I understand it shares with that as- 
sociation common office headquarters in 
Buffalo and at least a part of its staff. 
In 1940 it was brought out in the New 
York Assembly by Assemblyman Grant 
Daniels that the board and the associa- 
tion worked as one team. The same 
statement was made on the floor of the 
Senate on Friday, December 8, by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fot- 
LETTE!. The Senator conclusively dem- 
onstrated that the Niagara Frontier 
Planning Association is the mere crea- 
ture of some of the largest utility inter- 
in the world, interests which today 
exploit Niagara Falls for private profit, 
and have for years opposed the public 
development of St. Lawrence power. 
Mr. President, we have reached a point 
where we must decide whether the util- 


hon 
eSUs 


CONGRES: 
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mpanies and cartels or the State 
going to interpret our 


ity c 


Department is 


Constitution for us. 

Very soon we will vote on whether we 
will ipport the opinion of Professor 
Borchard, whom the utilities employed 


is being the best man they could get for 
their purpose, or whether we will sup- 
port the 6 years of work which Cordell 


Hull gave to formulating an agreement 
with Canada. If we turn down this 
reement now we not only are over- 


throwing the work of Secretary Hull but 
are postponing the development of 
St. Lawrence River and the addi- 
tional security and prosperity which such 
development would give to our country. 

When the private utility companies 
themselves desired to obstruct the inter- 
national boundary waters, they were 
given permission to do so under the 
treaty of 1909, and not a voice was raised 
in the Senate in protest. When the 
navigation channels of the boundary 
waters were deepened by the United 
States on the Canadian side of the bor- 
der, primarily for the benefit of the lake 
carriers who now oppose us, not a voice 
was raised to protest this, even though 
we spent over $20,000,000 in Canada with 
no authorization other than a simple act 
of Congress. When the United States 
contributed $100,000,000 to the construc- 
tion of a gigantic power and aluminum 
plant on the Saguenay River, wholly 
owned and controlled by private inter- 
ests—the same interests who have moved 
heaven and earth for 20 years, first, to 
steal the St. Lawrence, and, failing in 
that, to prevent its ever being developed 
for public benefit—not a voice was 
raised in protest by the Members of this 
body, who now oppose the St. Lawrence 
amendment 

We have 6,000,000 men overseas today, 
Mr. President, and 6,000,000 more are 
getting ready to go. When they come 
home are they going to find that we have 
preserved their heritage, or will they find 
that the private utility companies have 
taken control of our remaining natural 
resources while they were away? Are 
they going to find that we have made 
provision for jobs and homes and happi- 
ness for them in the years that lie ahead, 
or are they going to find that we have 
let the most ruthless and selfish inter- 
ests on the face of the earth block the 
plans which we ought to be making for 
their future? 

There should be one answer to those 
questions, Mr, President. I cannot con- 
ceive that any Member of this body will 
vote against this magnificent St. Law- 
rence project, which means so much to 


we 


the 
Lil€ 


the future of all America. Let us put 
sectionalism aside. Let us vote for 
America today. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont (Mr. AIKEN], 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Vermont whether any other Senator on 
his side of the question is to speak at 
this time. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I have on 
my list of those who are to speak—but I 
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think they are engaged in committee 
the present time—the names of the 
nior Senator from New York [Mr. Ws 
NER!, the junior Senator from Mont 

Mr. Murray], and the j 
from Florida (Mr. Peprer]. 
all engaged 
moment. 

I do not know whether there are ot 
Senators who wish to speak for th 
Lawrence project. 

Mr. OVERTON. I thank the Senat 
I have received the information I < 
sired. 

Mr. President, the amendment relat 
to the St. Lawrence seaway proposed 
Mr. AIKEN for himself, Mr. Suipste: 
and Mr. Fercuson, to the pending riy 
and harbor bill, has as its objective t} 
approval of the proposed agreement 
be entered into between the United Stat: 
on the one side and the Dominion 
Canada and the British Empire on t! 
other side. I shall not, Mr. Presider 
within the limited time which I ha: 
assigned to myself, discuss the merit 
demerits of the St. Lawrence seawa 
pact or the constitutional and interna- 
tional issue of whether the propose 
arrangement between the two countri: 
should be classified as a treaty or a m« 
executive agreement. I shall buttre 
my attack against the Aiken-Shipstead- 
Ferguson amendment by showing bot 
the impropriety and the futility of in- 
corporating such an international ar- 
rangement into a river and harb 
authorization bill. 

While the rule of germaneness is 
observed in the Senate, it is, I think, 
worthy of consideration that the sug- 
gested amendment is foreign to the pur- 
pose and objective of the river and har- 
bor bill. The pending measure author- 
izes projects solely and wholly within th: 
territory of the United States, over whic! 
our Government exercises exclusive ju 
diction. But the Aiken amendment 1 
lates to public works not only in t! 
United States but within the domain ar 
jurisdiction of a foreign government 
Large parts of the public works to 
authorized by the amendment are to be- 
constructed extraterritorially, over and 

beyond the international boundary be- 
tween the United States and Canad 
and, furthermore, much of it within th 
jurisdiction of the Canadian Govern- 
ment. Our Government is to obligat: 
itself to supply the funds with whi 
Canada is to construct a considerab! 
part of its allocation of the proposed im- 
provement under Canadian supervisi 
and with Canadian labor. 

Can such an extraterritorial proj 
be ratified and approved in a river an 
harbor bill that authorizes projecis 
solely within the territory and jurisdic- 
tion of the United States? The answer 
should be unequivocally in the negative. 

The Aiken amendment was never pro- 
posed to the river and harbor bill when 
it was under consideration by the Senate 
Committee on Commerce. It was, in 
fact, not proposed as an amendment to 
the pending measure until at the close 
of yesterday afternoon's session, Its 
authors have elected, apparently, not to 
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he nd harbors bill. If the pro- 
ave \ s enough to put this 
f on the rivers and harb 
! not sufficient votes 
the rive and harbors bill? 
Mr. BAILEY I did not understand 
he Senato! 
fr. AIKEN. If the proponents have 
enough to attach this amendment 
to the rivers and harbors bill, why does 
t not naturally follow they have suf- 
ficient votes to } the rivers and har- 
be bill 
M BAILEY I think the Senator 
thinks his votes are frozen, but, so far as 
I know—and I have been here a long 
e—I have never yet seen anybody 
eze the votes of the Senate. 


Mr. AIKEN. 
would defeat the 


The statement that it 
rivers and harbors bill 


is certainly a baseless statement, because 
I am sure everybody who would vote for 
the St. Lawrence project would also vote 


iss the rivers and harbors bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator may have 
his theory; I do not know how the vote 
will 


to} 


stand, but he is overlooking some 
fact Sometimes a measure is defeated 
not by votes; sometimes time is killed, 


and I think in recent weeks and recent 
days I have seen a lot of it killed by the 
proponents of this project. I speak re- 
spectfully, but the time is dead. 

Mr. AIKEN. Can the Senator give any 
good reason why the rivers and harbors 
bill necessarily has to pass at this ses- 
sion when not a project can be started 
until 6 months after the war? I want 
the Senator’s reply, however, to be in 
his time. 


Mr. BAILEY. I think the same argu- 


ment could be applied to the St. Law- 
rence seaway. Why all the haste? The 
project is not to proceed until after 


the war. 

I had not intended to refer to it, but I 
regret to say now that, whereas many of 
us entertained high hope of an end of 
the war in Europe before the year was 
out, no one entertains such a hope now 


in any high degree. We had thought at 
one time that our boys would soon be 
coming home, but our hearts stand still 
now at the thought of the blood that 
must be shed and the tears that must 
flow before we see them again—and we 





do not know when. And yet there must 
be hurry about this matter. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont wants to know why we 
cannot wait on the rivers and harbors 
I think we may wait; and probably 
nothing would be lost; but, if that be 
true, why should we not wait on the St. 
Lawrence seaway, one of the gravest 
propositions that could be presented to 
this Congress? But the Senator from 
Vermont is in a hurry about that; and 
he has occupied the last days of the time 
of the Senate day after day—I do not 
complain of him; he had a perfect right 
to do it—by way of practically driving 
the advocates of the rivers and harbors 
bill into a corner and pointing a pistol 
at them and saying, “Give me a vote be- 
fore the Congress adjourns or you will 
not have a final vote on your bill.” And 
he is consistent in his statement. He 
does not see why we should be in such a 
hurry about the rivers and harbors bill, 


bill. 
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that squares perfectly with the 
course of his procedure here. 

I merely say that by way of passing. 

What I am driving at is this: In the first 


instance, we are proposing to pass 
a matter of the utmost gravity, 


upon 


of the 


most far-reaching importance without 
one scintilla of a report from any com- 
mittee of the Congress in its favor. That 

one of the most extraordinary pro- 


cedures I ever heard of. It looks to me 
as if the Senate were practically repudi- 
ating 1tS great character as a parliamen- 
tary body. Wesay that we are the great- 
est deliberative body on earth. I have 
heard that said many a time; I have 
ver said it; I have some doubt about 


1é 


ne 


it: I am not going to make any claim; 
but if the St. Lawrence seaway Aiken 
bill can be driven through the Senate 
under these circumstances in the last 
days of this Congress without a report, 
then, I say we, at any rate, have for- 


feited our title to being deliberative in 
any meaning of the word, and we should 
call ourselves the greatest body on earth, 
and be laughed at. 

On that phase of it I am going to 
read from Mr. Hackworth. I am going 
to read from Mr. Hackworth’s statement 
printed with approval in the Recorp by 
the Senator from Vermont. Mr. Hack- 
worth is the adviser to the State De- 
partment. Here is his brief printed in 
the Recorp of December 11 at page 9155: 

Although it would not be a treaty— 


That is House Document 153, which 
it is proposed to have approved here— 
Although it would not be a treaty in the 
constitutional sense, it would be the supreme 


the land as are treaties. 


Very well. Now we have the statement 
from their side, from the advocates’ 
side, from the St. Lawrence seaway side, 
that the document proposed to be ap- 
proved here in the form of the Aiken 
bill may not be a treaty, but “it would be 


the supreme law of the land as are 
treaties.” 
Mr. President, that is the very sub- 


stance of this whole matter, and I wish 
Senators present to me on this 
point. We do not approve treaties by 
a majority vote, wholly because they are 
supreme law; we do not amend the Con- 
stitution except by more than a majority 
vote and a proper ratification by more 
than a majority of the States, because 
it is supreme law; and yet here we 
come— 

I have 10 minutes more I understand 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield 10 minutes 
more to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. BAILEY. And yet here we come 
with the cool proposition by a majority 
vote in the House and the Senate on a 
rider that has never been considered by 
the committee, on which there is no re- 
port and in the last days of the Con- 
gress, to erect such a supreme law as 
Mr. Hackworth says it is; that it is just 
as supreme as a treaty itself would be. 
That is the proposition. 

When the Senate does that, the Sen- 
ate’s province as the ratifying body in 
the matter of treaties is functus officio. 
It is out; it is done. 


. 
hear 


| trine. 
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Now let us see what the effex 
vorable action on the amendment 
be. The supreme ‘aw of the land. i: 
sense used here by Mr. Hackworth 
respect to treaties, is law superior t 
State law. We would assert por 
wipe out every State law 
and it is proposed that we i 
majority vote of the Congress. Do 
if you wish to, and as a consequ 
will soon be unnecessary for any | 
lature to meet. 

Consider that. I 
terms of extravagance. 
statement of the adviser to the 
Department, Mr. Hackworth, an 
nent lawyer, printed with approy: 
the speech of the chief advocate of 
pending amendment, I say that 
proposed that by a majority vote of 
gress we should erect a law 
approve an agreement here, 
would override any State law which 
been made or may be made in the Un 
States. If we can do that, send 
down to North Carolina that it 
necessary hereafter for the legisla 
to meet, Congress can override any 
it might undertake to pass, and t] 

a mere majority vote. 

That is not the worst of it. The 
preme law of the land, az here prop 
is law which overrides the constit 
of every State in the American U1 
That has been established, not recent 
but it has been confirmed recentl; 
the Belmont case, and in the Ru 
case, and in the Minsk case in very 
cent years. 

Now hear me about that. It is | 
posed here to enact and to approve 
document called an agreement, w! 
the chief adviser to the State D 
ment declares will be supreme la 
a majority vote of the Congré 
without a report from any comm 


t «of 


in Am 


do 


am not talki 
Standing « 


 - 


here 


we are asked to assert our pow: 
strike down the constitution of « 
State in the American Union. Now, 


that if you wish to and answer ft: 
avenging future for the conseq! 
Mr. President, that is not all. 
same expression, “supreme law 
land,” we might override the t 
amendment to the United States C 
stitution, and also set aside the 
amendment to the Constitution « 
United States. That sounds 
language of extravagance, but 
the language of the courts and < 
authorities; and if any Senator car‘ 
refer to it, he can go to the mig 
bird case, involving a situation w! 
the tenth amendment and the fi 
amendment were swept out of the C 
stitution by an agreement of the 


In 


like 
th: 


| character as treaties are. 


Senators may think that is new d 
John C. Calhoun was Secret 
of State of the United States in the s« 
ond decade of the last century, and ! 
said that the treaty-making power ¥ 
a power which could override the ten 
amendment. We all know the ten 
amendment is one of the great corner- 
| stones of the Constitution. It limits t! 
| powers of the Congress to the powe! 
| expressly granted. It reserves to th 
| States and to the people all the pow 








I and ti d ons ft 
( ] ( ipcomyn 
! ( ) ( l n tnat the 
} iin 1871 
1909 ] , I y otl occa- 
I pi I ] to be in- 
11 | : A t 


ex I ot note 
( ar ent of 
| { 

{ Dd f d 
ir ! ring before tl committee 
I the | ire gree- 
l tute, 1 ! tne n now 
pre ed co merce 
( oO ( n Con- 

LO ate ni rece 
t i I The heari de- 
\ ped, h hat t prop 
( for nur b to be - 
i the respective pai to it 
in ti I re of cont ts, which lift 
t! pr out of the realm of uni- 
latera tatutes subject to unllateral re- 
} | Th obligations place it in the 
i [ee irrevocab contract and 
treaties binding upon both parties for 
yeal to m n tne \ o! nterna- 
Lional la 
Mr. Preside tl 1d basis - 
gr d by the admin tion fe )- 
porting tl I ’ ! that the p 
el pre ul ce ithnin tne } ot 
cel 1 tyr ol Lore it rec- 
( 1 the existing ti y of 1909 
that there re no ne t! y rati- 
f on is 1 led to support the pro- 
I An ¢ nination of the ter! of 
the w proposal, however, shows that it 
( beyond the scope prescribed fo1 
1 a I mel ° 
The third basis sus ted by the ad- 
ministration to support the new pro- 
( f that the bject matter of this 
proposal is such that under the Consti- 
tution it may be included either in a 
ti vy, ject to ratification by the Sen- 
ate, two-thirds of the Senators present 
concurring, or in an agreement approved 
by a majority of both Hou of Con- 
ere in the usual statutory form. It 
was argued that in the present case the 
latter ternative now is deemed pref- 


erable by the present administration, al- 
though in 1933 a similar proposal was 
I ited by the preceding administra- 
tion in treaty form, and was considered 
in treaty form by the Senate in the early 


administ 


On th subject of 


ation in 1934. 


alternative proce- 


dure the Senate is confronted with a se- 
rious and fundamental obligation of in- 
terpre i for itself the constitutional 
I ng of the treaty clause of the Con- 


Lil the 
tion The action of the majority 


[ Ul sen in |} sing a Statute ap- 
proving such an agreement as this may 
as a practical matter—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the S ry 1 Ohio has expired 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield 2 minute 
to me? 


Mr. OVERTON. I yield 2 more min- 
utes to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BURTON. The action of the ma- 


jority of the Senate in passing a meas- 
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ure approving such an agreement as 
this may, as a practical matter, be the 
final action on that issue, because, al- 


though there is litiga- 


a possibility of 





tion which micht carry the issue to the 
Sup) e Court, there is also a substan- 
tial probability that this issue could not 


be raised in any manner in that court. 
In any event, serious consequences by 
iy of expenditure of funds and estab- 
lishment of rights and constitutional 
precedents would flow from such action 
by the Senate From the discussion 


presented to the subcommittee, there- 
I believe that the important con- 
tractual nature of the international ob- 


ns, including the emphasis on 


permanency and size, makes the St. 
L nce seaway proposal the kind of 
international contract which in good 


faith is intended by the Constitution to 


be } lled by way of treaty in the fu- 

ire ; it has been handled con tently 
n the past 

Both a matter of constitutional law 

] 1s a matter of sound public policy, 

ci genuinely to recognize, rather 

than to evade the treaty-making proce 





dure of the Constitution, I believe that 
t ject should be acted upon as a 
ratified by the Senate, two- 


r 
rds of the Senators present being 


ne iry to such ratification 

Personall I believe that the treaty- 
making procedure of the Constitution 
I ht well be amended to provide for 
the making of treaties with the advice 

id consent of the majority of the two 
es of Congress. However, that is 
not the issue here: and I believe that as 
lon s the Constitution requires rati- 
fication by a vote of two-thirds of the 
Senators present, one of the most im- 
portant constitutional duties of the Sen- 
ate is to protect and exercise that special) 
responsibility Therefore I believe that 
the Senate should not today, by way of 


an amendment to the rivers and harbors 
iL] handon the treaty-making proce- 


subject of this kind without 


7 ,ot 


receiving a specific recommen- 
dation on the 
tuted 


subject from a duly con- 
committee of the Senate, and 
not while a subcommittee of 
this very moment hold- 
n its record of hearings so that 





iS at 


he Secretary of State may file a brief 
with it on this issue, and thus enable it 
to make a fully considered recommen- 


dation to the Senate. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I be- 
lieve that the amendment should be re- 
jecte d 

Mr. PEPPER. M1 

The PRESIDING 
THomas orf Oklahoma in chair). 
Does the Senator from Louisiana yield 
to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. OVERTON 


President 
OFFICER 





(Mr. 


the 


Mr. President, the 
nator from Florida will not speak on 
m ime. He will speak on the time of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. AIKEN. That is correct, Mr. 
President. Iam glad to yield 15 minutes 
to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. I doubt whether I shall 
require that long. 

Mr. President, I feel that the merit of 
this amendment commends it to the Sen- 
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ate, and very much hope 
amendment will be agreed to. 

It has been made mat eI 
Senator from V 
in no sense is 
the passaze of 
ing the adoption of an amendm 
is already preceded by formal ac 
the part of our Government 
Government of Canada. 

If the Ser 


tnat 





Mr. AIxt 
he endeavoring t 
this bill, but i 


1ate will permit mear 
reference, happening to be in ¢ 
on the day when this agreement | 
the United States and Canada 


the subject of this amend 

signed, I was permitted to be p1 
at the ceremonies of signature I 
those ceremonies and learned from 


I was able tc hear from members of 
Government and the people of C 
how cordially the Canadiar Gove: 
had entered into this agreement anc 
hopefu! that Government was olf 
salutary effect which the agere 


would have upon the developm« 


St. Lawrence River, happily not sey 
ing but holding together our cou 
and in the development of the p 


resources ol 


Ther 


that 


Mr 


river. 

President, I b 
that very meritorious p1 

It contemplates the development 

St. Lawrence River for navigatior 
for the development of power. It 
templates that that power shall | 

in a way agreeable to the Gove: 

of the two countries in the public 
est. Anyone who believes in 
power—and by that I mean the ¢ 
ment of hydroelectric power by t 
nessing of water resources—will fi 
that purpose very creditably s 
the agres which is the su 
this amendment. Of course, th 
do not believe in the developm«: 
hydroelectric resources for the 
interest will not favor the amen 

or the proposal. 

I am not prepared to say what 
been the source of the delay it 
ratification of this agreement by: 
Congress. Personally, I feel tl 
good faith of the United States ha 
committed to this proposal, and t! 
agreement was negotiated by one o! 
most illustrious Secretaries of S 
to hold that high office for the U 
States of America. I refer to Hon. C 
dell Hull. I know that for a lon 
his heart has been very much 
project. I know that he endeavo: 
every Way within his power to indu 
Congress to ratify or agree to the u! 
standing arrived at with the Govern: 
of Canada largely through his go 
fices. Iam sure that the aids to na' 
tion which the consummation of 
agreement would make possible, and 
hydroelectric power which it would } 
vide, would vastly contribute to the 1 
motion of economic well-bein 
Canada and the United States 

Mr. President, the objection whic 
urged most strongly, it seems to m 
this agreement is not against the m 
of the proposal, but against the forn 
which it is presented to the Senate; 
it is said that we are violating an arti 


fore 


this 1s a 


ment hi 


the 
Lait 


of the Constitution in proposing th 





1 I 1¢ I 
ect either of a treaty or of an 
international greement 
the proponents of this amend- 
e not required to take the posi- 
at this proposal can be only the 
ff an executive agreement. On 
trary, 1t 1S our position tnat it 
the subject either of a treaty « 
xecutive agreement: and when it 
tiated by our Government as an 
nt with the Government <¢ 


and when it is 
aS an agreement by our own 
nment, it is a subject to which the 


of the United State 


bmitted to t 


may lend 
ent in the form of an agreement. 
of nothing in the Constitutior 
forbids the Congress to deal with 
matter in the form in which it 1 
presented 
pointed out h 
e State Department that there is 
rious question as to whether an 
ment submitted to the Cong 


by the Solicitor 


form of an agreement can be al- 
by the Congress into some othe! 
It is my opinion that, while the 





ht possess the 
transiorm this instrument 


n agreement into a treaty, it cer- 


) to 


y would not be an act of propriety 
Senate to endeavor to do so 


Senate certainly has the right to 


t the proffered agreement, but it 
to me that when it has been ne- 


ted as an agreement, and when it 
n submitted by the State Depart- 


and the President as an agree- 


ess aS an 
ected in that character 


AIKEN. 





LON $ f ‘ } 
AIKEN. Is it not a fa that t 
' 
\ ne who appeared beiore the 
I ee insisting that this must be a 
1 not an agreement Was a wWit- 
representing the opponents whom 
know are made up principally of 
itility interests of this country? 


it not a further fact that he was 


niv witness to testifv to the effect 


it must be an agreement and that 
McClure and all 
her great authorities on constitu- 
il law in this country? 

PEPPER. Mr. President, I wa 
able to attend all the hearings. But 
reading the record and 
llection of what occurred, my un- 
standing is in accord with the state- 


made by the Senator from Ver- 


AIKEN. Mr. President, I will ask 
Senator from Florida whether it is 


a fact that we now have reached a 
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Lili 


Mr. President, 


Constitution of th 


forbids the Cong 
to enact legislat 
recommendatior 
partment of th 


would carry out 


executive aepart 
tries What is t 


which makes it 


gress to pass such 


pass such legis! 


States 


no sympathy fo! 
I have heard m 


are morally obli 


ment 


and peopl 





ment to an inst 





Congress solemnly 
writ vote ( 
quently havi 
name, and in t 
representative 
instrument and 
sol Ly reed 
Ur ited St ite S 


with other government 


ive procedure 


ment. The Const 


guage recognizes 


in its permissior 
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Mr. WHITE. 


I iL10Nn 


Mr. President, I have no 
to discuss the merit 


s or the 


demerits of the pending amendment in 
argumentative spirit. Howeve 
to call attention to two or three 
ma hich raise doub in n mind 
as to the wisdom of what is here pro- 
} d, and to state < ain conclusions 


ved, 


The 


amendment is proposed as a means 
of aiding in effectuating the agreement 
entered into between the United States 


1d Canada, published in House Docu- 
ment No. 153, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
the completion of the St. Law 
‘rway. We must look, therefore, to 
rangement if we are to 

matters to which will 


rence 


the proposed ar 


certain the we 


be bouna if the pending amendment is 
adopted. 

I first invite the attention of Senators 
to what I regard as an unlimited author- 


ization of expenditures and an unlimited 
authorization for expansion the 
projected works in connection with the 
St. Lawrence seaway. Paragraph 2 of 
article I of the 1941 treaty, as I prefer 
to call it, provides—and I quote in sub- 
stance, although not in identical lan- 
guage—‘that the Commission shall have 
authority * * * to make such ex- 
penditures as may be necessary to carry 
out the duties set forth in this 
ment.” I assume that the word “duties” 
also comprehends “powers,” so that there 
is conferred by paragraph the 
authority to make such expenditures as 
may be necessary to carry out the powers 
as well as the duties set forth in the 
agreement. 


In paragraph 4 of the same article it is 


the of 


agree- 


that 


provided that the Governments may by 
exchange of notes—not by treaty rati- 
fied by the Senate, not by legislation 


passed by the Senate and the House of 
vepresentatives, but may by an ex- 
change of notes—prescribe rules and reg- 
ulations for the conduct of the Commis- 
sion, and that they, the Governments, 
may by the same meaus—namely, by the 
exchange of notes, without any regard 
whatsoever to the treaty-making powers 
of the Senate, and without regard to 
congressional thought—extend or abridge 
its—the Commission’s—powers and the 
Commission’s duties. 

Mr. President, in effect, these two 
paragraphs of this article give the com- 
mission unlimited authority to extend its 
powers and its duties, and unlimited 
authority for unlimited expenditures in 
behalf of initial or extended powers pro- 
vided for in the 1941 document. In my 
opinion, this would be an unprecedented 
grant of power, an unprecedented au- 
thorization of expenditures, and an un- 
precedented grant of authority to the 
President, to enter into, by the exchange 
of notes, unlimited commitments with 
the nation to the north. I look with 
hesitation and alarm upon the grant of 
such power. 

I doubt, too, if there is adequate se- 
curity in this agreement, as some would 
call it, against unwise diversion of wa- 
ter from the Great Lakes. Let us look at 
this instrument which is a treaty or, as 
some would choose to call it, an agree- 


ment. Subparagraph (d) of article 4 of 
the 1941 treaty provides that upon com- 
pletion of the works provided for in 
the International Rapids section the flow 
of water out of Lake Ontario into the 
St. Lawrence River shall be controlled, 
and the flow of water through the inter- 
1al section shall be regulated—for 
what purpose? So that the navigable 
of water in the ha of Mon- 
treal and throughout the navigable 

i he St. Lawrence River below 
Montreal—that is between Montreal and 
» sea, as such depths now exist, or may 
hereafter be increased or dredged by 
other harbor or channel improvements— 


rbor 


shall not be injuriously affected by the 
construction of or operation of such 
wit rks 


Mr. President, this suggests to me the 


fear that there is imposed an obligation 
to release through Lake Ontario a vol- 
ume of water which will meet the de- 


mands of channel depths and other im- 
provements created now, or created here- 
after, at Montreal and on to the sea, 
whatever may be the effects upon water 
depths in the harbors of Lake Ontario or 
upon other water depths in the harbors 
elsewhere of the Great Lakes area. 

The third doubt which assails me is 
whether, under this agreement or treaty, 
equality of right is accorded citizens of 
the United States, and ships of the 
United States, in the navigation of the 
St. Lawrence River waters. Article 1 of 
the 1909 treaty provides that the naviga- 
tion of all navigable boundary waters— 
and those are the only waters referred to 
in the 1809 treaty—shall continue free 
and open to the inhabitants and to the 
ships of both countries equally. 

That relates only to the navigable 
boundary waters, and it assures free and 
open navigation and equality of naviga- 
tion rights as between the citizens of 
Canada and the citizens of the United 
States. The whole 1941 treaty deals with 
boundary waters. It does not deal with 
the waters of the St. Lawrence from 
Montreal to the sea. Specifically, the 
quoted portions of article I establish no 
equality of right outside the navigable 
boundary waters, but along the miles 
which stretch from the easterly end of 
the boundary waters to the sea there is 
no obligation in the 1909 treaty to as- 
sure this equality of right within the 
boundary waters. We must look else- 
where if we are to find equality of right 
accorded to American citizens and Amer- 
ican ships in other parts of the river. 

The treaty of 1871 contains, in sub- 
stance, the provision that the naviga- 
tion of the St. Lawrence, from where it 
ceases to be the boundary between the 
two countries, from, to, and into the sea, 
shall forever remain free and open for 
the purposes of commerce to the citizens 
of the United Siates. 

The significant thing is that the lan- 
guage deals with the waters stretching 
from the eastern end of what I shall call 
the navigable boundary waters to the 
sea. It is significant that nothing is said 
in the 1871 treaty about equality of right 
assured to American ships. The naviga- 
tion is to be free and open, but there is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 








DECEMBER 12 
no assurance in the 1871 treaty, as t} 

is in the 1909 treaty, of any equalit 
ican citizen in those waters. 

Mr. President, as I read the 1871 tr« 
it does not prevent Canada from g) 
ing preferential rights to her own 
ple, or preferential rights to the 
ships of other nations. It acco1 
open and free navigation, and that ij 
limit of its grant, or of its assurance 
the Government of the United Stats 

Mr. President, the doubts which 1 } 
expressed have been created in my mi 
with respect to this treaty. I do 
know whether my contentions are ri 
or wrong, but they are in my mind 
so long as they remain there, unrem 
by any Senator—and I have not he 
these matters discussed on the fi 
since the subject came before the S 
ate—I shall not vote to create this gr: 
waterway, or to spend hundreds of m 
lions of dollars, and discover hereaft 
that we bought a pig in a poke. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I ha 
some rather affirmative convictions ab 
this matter. I believe in the developme: 
of American waterways. I should ¢ 
fer seeing the great Mississippi Ri 
carrying on its bosom to the seas a com- 
merce which rightly belcngs to a great 
land stream of that character. I shou 
prefer to development of the St. La 
rence the development of a canal acr 
the State of New York wholly within t 
boundaries of the United States, whe 
within the jurisdiction of a State of thi 
union, or of the United States itself 

There is another possibility which I 
have heard discussed at times in the } 

I wonder why we could not come doy 
through Lake Champlain and seek 
sea via the Hudson River. I shall b: 
favor of exploration and development 
those possibilities long before I shall 
willing to cast my vote to expand or a 
thorize the expenditure of unlimit 
amounts, or to authorize the extensi 
in any unlimited way of any works 
Canada. I am not willing to vote at tl 
time for untold hundreds of millions 
dollars to be spent in what, after all 
a foreign nation, although up to t! 
time it has been, and I hope always w 
be, a friendly nation. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I sho 
like to propound a question to the Ser 
ator from Maine in my own time. 

The Senator from Maine seems to be 
greatly alarmed over something, and h 
has made a very impassioned speech. I 
do not believe that the points which h 
brought out in his speech will h 
water; but he seems to be alarmed, and 
I ask him if he was equally alarmed when 
the New Brunswick Power Co. made tw 
applications, which were granted to 
them, to put a dam on the St. John Riv 
between the State of Maine and Canada 

Mr. WHITE. I never knew anything 
about it, and I am not disturbed about it. 

Mr. AIKEN. No; I do not think the 
Senator is disturbed. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not know when the 
application to which the Senator has re- 
ferred was made, but I believe there is 
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petual rights in the lower St. Law- The matter referred to i LOLLOWS:? ace , N 
rence, and I am sure the Welland Canal | Historica, CHron Y ON THE ST. I 7 ( I 
al PROJECT—INCLUDING R RENCES HI Bod f " ‘ 
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on the Welland Canal, and Canada would t An earlier tre ed 1871, had ene I 
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pose to build on our side of the river. of the Gre I 
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€ C I ce Herbert H er 
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r 4 Committee was up 
H G. P. ¢ ham, Mi1 er of Rail- 
i ( chairman 
Novemt 3, 192 The Joint FI ine Zz 
B preser aat t rec in di ( - 
t f the t The Board diffe 
( plan f the power ¢ elopment 
United States member f ing a single- 
s d | ct, with one dam at the foot of 
B ti 1, and e Canadian members 
fav t stage proje with tWo power 
dams in the Interr nal Rapids section 
I ber 27 126: Chairman Hoover pre- 
BE ed an exhaustive report from the St. Law- 
r Comn n < he United States de- 
} ha e shipway from the Great 
I e sea nperative” for “the future 
development « i area in the interior of 
the «¢ tinent nd hould be constructed 
the St. Lawre route The report also 
re mme! 1 hat velopment of the 
1 ( I es of the St. Lawrence should 
be undertaken” and that in ne tiatic W 1 
( il t t Ur u 5S I uld rec 
t er relati {f N I ) pr ae- 
vel n tl it il sé ie 
J ry 29, 1927 ited State De- 
I I f ¢ merce shed a report 
} 1 by the Tr ortation Divisic 
t i uC f navigation phases of th 
I é e projec A of f n 364 
per¢ to 54.5 percent in nbination gra 
es f[ D Liverpool was estimated 








l 19 na note to th adian 
Mi it Washington, Secret: State 
I k B. Kel r declared that “the Govern- 
me of e United States adopts the recom- 


f the St. Lawrence Commission.” 
} the United States Gov- 
ernment took the tion the neces- 
y rates due to the war, 
practices respecting the 
ransmission of hydroelectric 
‘reased the importance and 
early development” and that 
ains to be effected an under- 
the methods and me 
omplishment 

Prime Minister Mackenzie 


adian Government 





that 









ins for 


dD 





would discuss 


iss the proposals contained in the 
note from the United States Secretary of 
State after receiving a report from the Cana- 


dian National Advisory Committee 
ther finc 3 of the Joint Engineering Board 
July 30, 1927: The Joint Engineering Board 


n recommended construction of the proj- 


and fur- 
liy 
lit 









ect, submitting an alt 





Li 1 alternative compromise 
plan for a two-stage project in the Interna- 
tional Rapids Section 
January 11, 1¢ The Canadian National 
\ y Commit 


tee made its report, concur- 
ring in the finding of the Joint Engineering 
Board that the project was feasible, and pro- 
posing that works to be constructed in the 
International Rapids section should provide 
a minimum depth of 27 feet 
March 12, 1928: The Secreta 
replying to a note from the Canadian Min- 
dated January 31, 1928, declared that 
United States regarded “as an acceptable 
basis of negotiation” 





y of State, 








ister 
the 


the Canadian proposals 
hat 


iat the prosecution of the improvement of 
the St. Lawrence waterway be based on the 
undertaking by the United States of the 
deepening of the necessary channels through 
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Mi: 1 29, 1930: The St ce Power 
D ent Comm was created by an 
( f the New York Legislature, chapter 207 
New York, 1930. The act directed 
e « e r ip} it a commis 1 U 
oe s for the pment 
. rence power and declared in sec- 
1 that “the natural water-power sites 
n, upon, or adjacent to the St. Lawrence 
River owned or controlled by the people of 
State or h may hereaf be recov- 
ered by them or come within their ownership 
¢ rol, shall remain inalienable to, and 
ership and contr shall remain always 

vested in the people of the State.” 





e 
January 15, 


iopment 


1931: The St. La ance Power 
Commission submitted its re- 
‘ommendations the Governor 
islature. The Commission rec- 
imended that a public p authority, 
to be known as the Power Authority of the 
New York, be created and that this 
authorized to proceed with the im- 
ment of the International Rapids sec- 
I n cooperation with public ncies of 
Jnited States and Canada, with all neces- 

y reservations of the State's ri in the 
velopment on the New York Side of 

the St. Lawrence River. The report was ac- 


to 





wer 


State f 
mlate Ol 





be 





ager 


hts 








companied t the findings of the Commis- 
§ s ory board of engineers, recom- 
mending construction of the project, with a 

e- e plan for the power development. 


April 27, 1931: The Ne 
ut a dissenting v 


Authority Act 


w York Legislature, 
, enacted the Power 
chapter 772, Laws of New York, 


ite 





rst time, authorized full 

deve of the International Rapids 

secti St. Lawrence River on the part 

: a of New York, and created the 

first | 1uthority set up in the United 
States, by State or Federal Government. 

The authority was authorized and directed 


to proceed with the development of the St. 
Lawren ») market hydroelectricity at the 
lowest possibie cost to consumers, and to con- 
t r resources of the State in this 
of the river under the inalienable 
hip of the people. 
The act directed the trustees to cooper- 
ate with the appropriate agencies and officials 


ce, t 








of the United States to the end that any 
project undertaken on behalf of the State 

1all be consistent with and in aid of the 
plans the United States for the improve- 


of commerce and navigation along the 
St. Lawrence River, and shall be so planned 
constructed as to be adaptable to the 
of the United States therefor, so that 
necessary channels, lcck, canals, and 
navigational facilities may be con- 
ted and installed by the United States 
ugh, and as part of the said project. 
legislature directed the power 
ity to apply to Con; f 








otner Vit 











1 
aiso 





ress for legisla 

or take such Other action in the 
premises as it may deem necessary or ad- 
visable, in the furtherance of the project and 


for the protection of its rights and those of 
the St 

October 7, 1931: The Canadian Govern- 
ment, in a note to the Secretary of State, de- 
clared readiness to enter into negotia- 
tions for a treaty to provide for construction 
of the St. Lawrence project for navigation 
and power purposes. The negotiations were 
initiated in conferences at Washington on 
November 14, 1931, and continued at intervals 
over the next 8 months. 

April 9, 1932: The joint board of engineers 
concluded a series of six con- 


te. 


its 


engineering 


' 





ferences initiated in er 1931 

ts fi report re ‘ 

s I n f t a tint i 
ni 1al Rapids s 


ly 9, 1932: In a telegram t P 
Hoover, Governor R velt ur l ear 


ment upon the questi 








costs to be assumed by t at 

in connection with the St. La I 
I am sure tl you agree wit : 
Governor wrote, “that prompt and sp 
tlement of this only question ren 9 
ettled is a matter of vital necessity. * 
This great project involves tv 


of equal importance and cannot in 

justice accomplish one without the < 
I am deeply interested in the imr 

construction of the deep waterwa 


as in the development of abundant 
p power. Th ite of New Y 
owns this potential power but seek 
a State agency, to make it available t 
lions of people at reason 
Determination of the share of the total 





ches 








able cost Y = 


of construction to be paid for by this § 
is a present factor which should not be 
gated to later negotiations. * * * W 


such an agreement between the Fede: 


ministration and the State of New Y 
would be my hope that it would be 
sible to submit a treaty to the Senat 


immediate and, I hope, favorable action 
July 18, 1932: The Great Lakes-St. I 
rence Waterway Treaty was Signed at W 
ington by the Secretary of State on | 
of the United States and the Minister t 
United States on behalf of the Domin 
Canada. In a public statement accom 
ing the announcement of the signing 
treaty, President Hoover said: “The 
of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence W 
Treaty marks another step forward 


the greatest internal improvement yet 











taken on the North American C 
nent. * * * It provides for tt! 

struction of a 27-foot waterway from 
sea to all Canadian and American p 


on the Great Lake Such a depth will 
practically 90 percent of ocean ship} 
of the world to our lake cities in the S 
of New York, Ohio, Michigan, Indian 
nois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota. Its 
ence in cheapening transportation of 
seas goods will stretch widely into the 
terior from these points. Its completic 
have a profoundly favorable effect up 
development of agriculture and indu 
throughout 





the Midwest. The large 
product of power will benefit the N 
east. * * * Normal growth of traff 
the Nation will far more than comper 


for any diversions from American 
and other American port facilities. 
nomic gains from improved transport 
have benefited the whole pe 
The President said in his statement 

had referred to the War Department t 
question of whether the treaty provided f 
a sufficient diversion of water from I 
Michigan to meet the needs of the waterv 
from Chicago to the Mississippi River, 
made public the reply of Maj. Gen. Doug 
MacArthur, Acting Secretary of War: “I 
glad to confirm that the provision in t 
treaty does provide the necessary dive! 
for this purpose.” 

July 30, 1932: Under a resolution 
by the United States Senate before tak 
its summer recess, Chairman jilliam tf 
Borah, of the Committee on Foreign Rel 
tions, appointed a subcommittee to cond 
public hearings on the project. Represent 


aly 


, 
r 
The eco- 


always 


ad 
t 


tives of the State Department, the W 
Department, and other agencies of the F* 
eral administration appeared with repre- 


sentatives of the power authority and put 
agencies of other States in support of 
project at public hearings held in November- 
December 1932 


tion of the authority, and with 


power 
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¢ > I nce r bill 
bills pr . 
f Hoi The Aike t 
( ! ( ( Comme 
( n 1944 be- 
f 1 ' r in N emt 
h Lf f ] 44 B ul 1 \ ! 
i A n he Ne York 
Le ire ted G Daniels re - 
u } i ite f New York I - 
p 
eve 
¢ I i 
’ ¢ eed 
I a 
State of New ¥ 
* r I 
4,000 ) all 
f 1) 
qu t ew € 
l p pt measures should be take 
! ( development of the power re- 

W f 1e § Lawrence River with ade- 
quate provisi t feguard the rights and 

t est oO he pe ple of the State of New 
York f re urces under the inalier € 

iit [ the } yple : 

Mar » 1944: Senator Grorce D. AIKEN, 
of \ pre ted for the CONGRESSIONAL 
I ) 1 States § t 

ext of the resolu As the author of the 
per bill ( 1385) to authorize e Great 
Lal I f ay and power project, 

} - I e, Senator AIKEN also 

é ‘ el t from the joint authors 

of the New Y k re lution, in wl h 1 y 

( 1 th ue intent and effect” 
of n was place the § e of New 
Yo ( ecord in f r of the St. Lawrence 
I oO a ( Yo 
I p ( s provided for under terr 
per yt essional gislation.” 
( I », M h 22, pp. 2876 
4 ) 
For det ed chronol es of the status of 
Lawre e project during the calendar 
ve 194 ( 1943 € £ tion V, Twelfth 
Al Rep f the Power Authority and 

‘ I l 1 Annual Report The 
la udes statements by the Premier of 
oO i t Chairman of the Hydroelec- 
tric Power Comn n of the Province, issued 
late 1943 and early in 1944, recommending 

it action by Ontario and New York to 
complete the project in the International 
Ri is section as a needed post-war develop- 
ment.) 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, there 
has been a great deal said about treaties 
and executive or international agree- 
ments. I shall not take the time to Gis- 


cuss that question now, because the time 
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too short, b I have some documents 
| that | r upon the subject and 
wl re intert n I think it is ad- 
n i that John B ett Moore has as 

t in n ithority on inter- 

I l law a@s any man in the United 

S In 1905 he wrote an exhaustive 

a le on the question of treaties and 

é itive agreements, which was pub- 

] ed in Political Science Quarterly, in 

\ me XX, September 1905. This great 

) , in thoroughl expounding 

\ ws theories abc treat and in- 

tert ] ments, finally cor to 

i t the line of demarka- 

2etween the two is so indefinite that 

t hard even for him to determine 

is really a treaty and what is an 

national agreement as such. Of 

( » he calls attention to the fact that 

treaty must be ratified by two-thirds of 

t S e, while a so-called interna- 

tional agreement has been approved by 
a maj y vote of the Congress. 

There are many questions involved in 
definitions that I shall not take the time 
to go into this afternoon, but it is de- 
plorable that the line of demarkation is 


indefinite and that so much fog has 
ided the question through years of 
int practice and despite apparently 

provi t Constitution. 


sAnct 
con 


plain ions of the 


The practice of negotiating executive or 
international agreements which has 
grown up and been acquiesced in has 


become a confusing practice. This hap- 
hazard method shouid be clarified. 

As to this particular agreement, con- 
siderable correspondence was conducted 
between the Government of the United 
States and the Governmen: of Canada 
as to whether or not this should be a 
treaty or an agreement, and if it was an 
international agreement whether it could 
be governing in law on both Canada and 
the United States. I have some of that 
correspondence with the Canadian Gov- 
‘ronment and the State Department in 
his official document, Legal Opinions, 
immary of Outstanding Features of 
Sorrespondence and Documents Relating 
o the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin 
Development. The legal opinion on the 
question of this agreement is written by 
J. E. Read, legal] adviser of the Canadian 
Department of External Affairs. Mr. 
Read's legal opinion is based upon a care- 
ful study, and is to the effect that this 
agreement with the Government of the 
United States, if agreed to by both coi 
tries, will be binding in law both on Can- 
ada and the United States. I ask that 
Mr. Read’s opinion be printed in the 
Recorp following my remarks, as well as 
the article by John Bassett Moore, to 
which I have already referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The matters referred to are as follows: 
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[Correspondence and documents relating to 
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Basin devel- 


opment] 


the 


Great LAKES-ST. LAWRENCE BASIN DEVELOP- 
MENT—PROCEDURE BY AGREEMENT BASED 
UPON THE LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY OF CON- 
GRESS 

(Memorandum by the legal adviser of the 
Department of External Affairs, March 12, 
1941.) 

1. In the course of negotiation of the ar- 
rangements with the United States for the 





NATE 


devs 


has arisen 
be 
based upon 
gress 

2. The 


taken the position 


cedure by 


pre 
rather 


than pre 





lopment of 1 
Great Lakes-St 


United 


a tre 


1avigation 


NECEMBER 


Lawrence 
whether such arrangement 
embodied in 
the legislative authority 


ity 


and power 
Basin 


or 


in an 


States Governme 

that it was ce t 
reement should be 
cedure by treaty. Th 


States representatives have urged th 


a course would be 


justified by the 


of the Boundary Waters Treaty of 


ther, they have urged that, apar 
Soundary Waters Treaty, procedure 
ment could be justified on the | 
constitutional law of the United § 
international law and practice 

3. The following points need 
amined: 

(a) Whether procedure by cor 
lation or by agreement could be sup 
the authority of the provisions of the 
ary Waters Treaty 

(b) Whether, apart from the B 















Waters Treaty, procedure by agreement 1 


be justified. 


This point 


would dl 


into two subordinate questions: 


(1) 


Whether 


an 


agreement 


Dass 


the legislative authority of Congre 


give rise to a valid obligation 


rec 


the courts of the United States; 


(11) 
an obligati 


Whether such agreement wou 
n recognized in intern 


and cognizable by international tri 


(c) 


Whether an 


arrangement, |} 


the legislative authority of Congré 


give rise 


to an obiigation that 


would 


effective from the international poin 
as an arrangement based upon treat 


4. The first 


point is whether procedur 


concurrent legislation or by agreeme 
be supported by the authority of 


visions of 


the 


Boundary 


Article XIII provides: 


Waters 


“ARTICLE XIII 


“In all cases where special agreement 
tween the high contracting parties he1 


referred to 


in 


the 


foregoing articles 


agreements are understood and intend 
include not only direct agreements | 
parties but al 


the high 
mutual 


contracting 
arrangement 


between 


the 


( 


States and the Dominion of Canada expr 


by 


obstructions 


agreement 
further or 





waters on 


States or 


tional 


dial 





concurrent 
the part of Congress and the Parliame 
the Dominion.” 
There are two articles which refer t 


cial Agreement.” Article III provides 


“It is agreed that, 


to 


or 


reciprocal 


“ARTICLE III 


be 


the 
uses 


known 
Joint Commission.” 
Article IV provides: 


+ 


ns heretof 


parties her 
or obstru 


of the ii: 


of Canada 


as 


“ARTICLE IV 


“The high contracting parties agr« 
except in cases provided for by special : 
ment between them, they will not permi 
construction or maintenance on 
spective sides of the boundary of any r« 
or protective works 
other obstructions 
boundary waters or in waters at a lower 
than the boundary in rivers flowin 
the boundary, the effect of which is 
the natural level of waters on the other s 
' of the boundary unless the construction 


tl 


or any 


legislati 


in addition to th 
, and diversi 
mitted or hereafter provided for by 
between 
other 

diversions, whether temporary or pern: 
of boundary waters on either side of 
affecting the natural level or flow of b 
the other side 
be made except by authority of tl 
the Dominion 
their respective jurisdictions and wit 
approval, as hereinafter provided, ol 
commission, 
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the Int 


1elr 


dam 
in waters flowing 
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f rd ed with Japan but. in view of nounced in the press, the position was taken laws of the various States, but also in 
d as to th by Senators that the special agreement re- national statutes. It is at once an 
r ! nes ted, it Vv qi d in each case must be in the form | compact and a municipal 
ted to the §& t f a treaty, duly submitted to the Senate | its latter character directly binc 
ed were based for its advice and consent. The President, and the individual ir ts of t 
model mely, a treaty of n the other hand, took the ground that the | try. Im this respect the legal system 
bet we Great Britain and arbitration treaties, if approved by the Sen- | Ur ited States differs from that of n 
F ( which was concluded at London, on te and afterwards ratified, would in them- | governments, under which a “t 
oO 4, 1903 ! f t j col ute complet tir acts though it represents a binding it 
i ed | he cor of numer v t would be his powers as | compact, becomes legally operativ 
C b n < Fur an powers I l e to carrv ct as occasion courts and individual only when t 
i I l ‘ h treaties I ht arise nd that, if a new treaty were | lature adopts it and enacts it into 1 
: by Mr. Hay varied f hem 01 r required in each particular c the general | England, for instance, an extrad 
} tt language defir g ti tr ies \ ] may be executed only where an act 
qu I I tec d the mode f Y n t already ex or is p d. t 
proce being pret y the same a step ba effective; in the United States st 
i sul 2% of the American i e ae may be immediately executed by 1 
tr t i e Euroy n treat 1 ] double character as an internati ( 
were ¢ d t articles. Of e, the I vie da municipal law. By reas 


I Inicipal Char er, a re y il 
States has a superior legal efficac 
























‘ y + } tear? + - 
Abs ee , which Senat for the same reason peculiarly ex 
tre exi ¢ between the tv contract- | , ma On re vine th le er. the Senate degradation by the action of the 
, : have been with onl ven dissenting votes, immedi- since the courts have held that 
I cule OS mac ll be re- | ly amended the treat by striking out “law,” subject to abrogation or * 
‘ j ¢ +} nr y art ) hitrae | 5 . ; 
ae, ‘- | of the second article the word “agreement by implication, by a later and inc 
tion established at The Hague by the con- : wut ne for it the rd “treaty ct of Congr The inter 
f t} » uv Cc rox d nev- at ee - } 
. ; th July 1899, provided , so that it would be necessary in each indi- tion may not be thus dest 
} 1 + + 7 1 ot ae t } wital . ‘ 
s : hey do t pre a vidual case before proceeding to arbitration Government of the United Stats 
t < or ty} ri of : 
e honc ; to conclude a special treaty, defining the from performing it. 
tl contractit ite ind do not ¢ - in disr y t he rhi 
the interest third part nawee dispute and tne pe of rbl~ 3. EXAMPLES OF PURELY EXECUTIVE AG 
uC ! ‘ ‘ vill pa iT nower X | fix the r 
powe as wel fi n as la cia te lal 
rhe econd article reads tl ‘ ' forma n of the tribu 1 and the h = ure and mear 
n the jurispruad 
I ( n¢ dual cas¢ ! h ¢ . é stages of the proc ure When the oa f ‘ } 
x i that ) 
tY partie sefore ppealing oO é s thu ed wel r urned to l bit Of | oth 
! ’ t ¢ of hit hall « - + President it aT 1 ed that he , : 2 a 
clude ¢ I nent defi cle v d not submit them in their amended ccna ‘h a ; : 
n 1e all 
the mat I r niuite d the cove of } m » the other ¢ é en Cn c ned + 
+ >. ll conciu n of agrec 
p the rb t and fis I would consider the action of the Senate ; 
pe for tl f mation f +} b } . tu gin} ple disapproval of ver wan with _ re = i 
tribu nd the veral stage f the pro- “pan . : is in reality a er of 
ceduré A i t] , p! without which current « 
. é { recor Stands, issue was thus ined 7 
wl the tr the i ; : ; t ae business could not be carried on A 
vii 1€ Ure ¢ etn vac uestion V her is within ’ 
c y ed ieee ee ; h I a : ‘ua . tion arises as to the rights of an 
“ i u Gi t the } of the President to conclude any 
i : the treatment of a vessel, a matte! 
tl r pl ible ¢€ rested, eement.” or at iny rate any arbitral 7 ; 
: : — 2 ee 5h aire monial, or any of the thousand 
I oun I ignt re- agreement, with a foreign power without the things that daily occut iia 
t} J St rhi ¥ < ‘ a : > il iy ) ipy rie 
quire e t ; to arbi- advice and consent of Senate. As re- foreign offices without attracting p 
t n lain against om ft tl indi- y is this stir } . : ATS oe - - 
nm < t ( rie C ' gards this question, th ident appears | 4; the governments directly con 
\ S é of the J n, on account o uD th affirmative and the Se ite : , 5 a : 7 ; 
car Senet. “dali 4 alan’ 4 Apon ne airma \ anc Rg en chance views and reach a conclusi 1 
re ro oul iC At in ra¢ é rently upon the negative. No doubt, i : . one 
nit nn co n. the President ad , ae : . f ; the difference is disposed of The 
. mis a ene! 1, the Fresiaqenv ad- the had been further discussed, the 7 y 
dr la le coor to Senator Cullom. chair | t k : i ‘ : tered into an international agers f 
At a senatol uliom, Chair- issue have been brought within nar- a ee alla 
} +} I Relations Committee f : : : — 1 t to assert that the Secretary of S e 
I e t l LOT) vOMmm Ol t r T vu | Tt Pe >Té > 7 } y 
t , a I 1 not be pretended by United Stat when he has en red 
t : t etting rth his views as to t \ 


f ] i Ww 3 Le , that th resident in make any 
; y hat the I enne Saree eennee ene tine transactions of this kind, 





ind of an international agree- 
3) i t ment without the cooperation of the Senate 
they would not be entertained. A more seri- for the constitution expressly 


since the foun 
Government, has violated the C 


. } + 
rec ire lat + $503 
equires tha because he did not make a treaty 








ous question afterward arose. “treaties” shall 1 nade by im “by anc ’ ' 
oO ' J 1). 1905. tl \ i rae ee os : = me “9 to invite ridicule. Without the ex 
n January 2( 905, there was signed at with the advi an nsen of that body, a ' ’ 
a C a e oni et ee Sane ' ' oe such power it would be impossible 
Santo Yomir ) , y Vv ymmalr y : ‘ the prov er vote f two-thirds . a 
San Db nin y, by ( m ander / &. : fie 1 by he approving vote of two Hirds | quct the business of his office. 
D ngham, tl ted States Navy, and Mr of the Senators present On the other hand, But 


gut, in addition to eements 1 
the transaction of current business 


er, on the one it can easily be demonstrated t the word 





Dawson, the American 





I ind by the omini 1 Minist oO treaties,” as used the constitutional law 
I ane by th _D ninicat Mi! ; er of eatie as used in the con utional law that the Executive has entered int 
: “agen oraseprtingsectpeth : “= ~ he United S ra ) owe embrace any tional agreements of a more form 
which the Ur 1 States was to guarantee the and every kind of international agreement without _ resorti1 to the treaty- 
integrity of the Dominican territory, under- -. ; | a" 

: . 2. THE TERMS “TREATY,” “CONVENTION process. 


“PROTOCOL” The agreement of 1817, for the lin 
of naval armaments on the Great I 














t in maintaini1 > ordel As it v pDu- In diplomatic literature the word : 

; 3 — ; — a A re a ao ona —— “conve ntion.” and “protocol” are all made and carried into effect by the Ex 
ted that the arrangement should tak reary, avenwuen, ana pe —— woe houg + y fterwart sibmitted 
Tect February 1, the inference wv v pplied, more or less indiscri though it was afterwat ESTOS 

CaN ne | ne : ane : , conan 7 Senate. By a protocol signed at Lonc 
y » tt) + here x ( ar i? 1 t na ial Aa ei S + r + eieitial 

¢ the ¢ : Jans Pa : ve} 1” and “prot ‘ae | cember 9, 1850, by Abbott Lawrence, A 

; ¢ nh ) c yerfected ir rnation envlol an JTOLOC al 84 i 
: ae Ate per c — aie a nintntn et he can Minister, on the part of the 1 

+ withoant ciubhmittinge it » the Se a re ; I eel ear. . , 
on ; . ne miveing it ere : so. In th States, and by Viscount Palmerst 
Such ¢ ition was soon d i st : © J -_ . yi 4 t was acreed 
l dmi ration: e the States, however the term part of Great Britain, it was agreed 
Qiscial ec a Nivist_ravion, eee gee iit ira Se ce are eae : 3ritis ‘Yvown eho) ‘ede to th T 
Y nt 1 the r neo of t) by ] “treaty” is properly to be limited, although Bi h Crown should ced Ee 
; the raising of the broad ie cea ae ca ei sae le States Horseshoe Reef in Lake E ‘ 
ql n as to the power of the President to the Federal statute s and the courts do not al- the United States should accent it 
enter into internations ements of anv ways so confine it, to agreements approved 7 ; iki en a SRR ee ale 
5 ial cea ais thi by the Senate. Such an agreement may be conditions of erecting a lighthouse th 
ind ithout the advice l t of the oy the x ate euch an agreemeni lé 3 . > 
kind with 3 eee HRs rapa t : i and often is denominated CcOl venti ww 90 maintaining no fortifications. On rm 
Senate, and the di Ss soon founc = we 2 eee * Voss “<4 » , +o> — 
ree, ; - aa ' the protocol, Mr. Webster, as Secré 
to involve the second of the arbitra- and perchance might be called a “protoc a ; 


State, on January 7, 1851, instru 

Lawrence to acquaint the British G 
; ment that the arrangement was appr 
the Government of the United States 
Mr. Lawrence did on the 17th of tl 
ceeding month Congress made at 

: tions for the erection of the ligh 
arbitrators’ powers and fixing the periods for having the force of an act of congressional which was built in 1856. The \ ditt 


the formation of the arbitral tribunal and legislation and overriding any inconsistent snieateiiaialaai 
the several stages of the procedure, As an- provisions not only in the constitutions and | 49 Stat. L. 380, 627; 10 ibid. 343. 


approval 


as we have but it is also, by reason 


the President the Senate, in the strict sense a “treaty,” 
e ap- possesses, as the produ ] 





tion treaties. By this 
seen, 1t Was provider 
should in each individual case, befor 

pealing to the Permanent Court of Arbitra- ing process, a specific 
tion, conclude a “special agreement,” defin- the Constitution of the United States, a 
ing the matter in dispute and the scope of the “treaty” is a “supreme law of the land,” 








t ol 
legal } 
regal charac 








ined will hardly be disputed 
which the Executive ! - 


ng been adoy 


€ 
eaty We hold the Haw 
better tenu I 1cce 
nnex them by t I I 
were acquired unde ! - 
( es Tex i 
re ution, bu t wa t 
nit d < < . 


a 
f 





? irra.nes ent * eff y he. 
I > e- 
+ y ¢ 








wt i t ‘4 - 
y pur f « 
i ere G@ a i 
+ + 10 k YY + + ¢ 
noment < t f eit) y 
€ rre lv af : y 
u ] ? Ke pl ‘ + y os 
ed p ts I vere 
y requiring 1 e of . 
f other } ¢ who 
F a tn x ¢ 
f tl most imt tant sreeme} 
de by tl Executive without = 
the S« e was the { a l 
Spain of A s 12. 1893 B t 
prov n Vv made for a n¢ l 
between the tv , ri I 
was ! j ibt within t y : s 
Pre dent ¢{ Comr y er c ef 
rmy in time of v but t v 
\ 5 different natt and 
r-re y tar h I did 
ni} et +s n should re- 
h ’ f eY vy over and 
( anc ho i cede t the U ¢ 
Pu R d other islands under 
] gn n the West Indies a i 
i he Lac t to be selected br 
[ te té but it a nr ded that 
hould in é ye uate Cuba 





=} uld nnoil ¢ Pr y oY 
30 days were to meet commissioners 
United St it Habar 1 Cu nd 
Juan, in Puerto Rik respectively r 
I e of arran and < v out 








it i d 
the definitive e were to meet t 
not later than October 1, 189 They 
rdingly, and, pending the ne tia- 
hich resulted in the sigr 1 of the 
ty of peace on December 10, 1898, Puerto 
was evac € ind the pr rat s for 
é cuation of Cuba were proceeding It 
be said that the evacu { Cu was 
es ue 
directed 
la I t be 





of Puerto Rico and other Spanish islands 


he West Indi which 
lent of the cession. 





Another remarkable exé by the Presi- 
alone of th r to mak ¢ 3 

With foreign cour is found in the pr - 
l icluded at Pek on September 7, 1901 





between China and the allied powers 





Relations of the 
419-426 
of Mr 
t he President, Dec 
tions 1896. See also, ibid. p. 438 


XC 582 


Foreign 
1882, pp 


Report Olney, Secretary of State 





7, 1896, Foreign Rela- 
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the citizer myn nations to the priv- | out consult the Senate, were agreements | called the Jay treaty, of November 19. 1794 
llege f « 1 the United States, either entered into by him alone, in the exercise of | for the adjudication of claims of Britis} . 
when suc extend the benefits of } own authority. There is a well-defined | jects against the United States growin 

copyright s of the United States on | type of agreement, Known as the modus | of legal impediments interposed to th « 



























subst 1 the ir own | vivendi, which has been regarded as falling | lection of debts under the treaty of px 
citiz or when th ! i a re- within the President's powers. As the name | 1782-83; under article VII of the same t 
ciprocal international yright agreement indicates, a modus vivendi is in its nature | for the adjudication of claims of citi 
to which the I ed asure a temporary or working arrangement, made | the United States against Great Brit 
adhere. Under the Presi- | i rder to bridge over some difficulty, pend- | account of violations of neutral right 
dent, after exchange of correspondence, has ing a permanent settlement. claims of British subjects against the 1 
by proclamation extended the benefits of the | By an exchange of memoranda and corre- States growing out of failures of neutr 
to citizens of Belgium, Chile, Costa Rica, | spondence in April and June 1885, a diplo- | under article V of the convention with ( 
Cub Den } France, Ger! it | matic agreement was entered into between | Britain of October 20, 1818, for the 
Bri It Mexico, the ’ the United States and Great Britain, by | tion of claims of citizens of the United § 
Po! l. and which the fishing privileges granted to against the British Government, grow 
Acreements with regard to the protection American citizens in Canadian waters by the | of the carrying away of slaves in violat 
of t narks have been concluded by the treaty of May 8, 1871, which would other- article I of the treaty of Ghent; und 
exchange of note under section 1 of the wise ve expired on July 1, 1885, were to convention with Great Britain of F 
act of March 3, 1881, with the Netherlands, }| COMt throughout the season of 1885. | 8, 1853, for the arbitral adjustment of « 
February 10 and 1G. 1883. and with Switzer- Thi 10 way affected the of the citizens of each country again 
April 27 and Mav 14. 1883 In 1294 colle sh and fish products Government of the other; under the 
Mr. Gre: ’ Secretary of State. declined ut was entered into by tion with Great Britain of July 1, 18¢ 
to approve a declaration for the protection of he British Government in consideration of | the adjudication of the claims of the H 
trad -n arks ned at Athen by the Ameri- the President’s undertaking to recommend son's Bay Co. and the Puget’s Sound A 
can Minister and the Greek Minister of For- to Con on its assembling in December | tural Co. against the United States 
eign Affa on the ground that a formal 1885, the appointment of a joint commission | articles I-XI, inclusive, of the treaty of W 
convention should be submitted to the S« | to consider the question of fisheries and ington of May 8, 1871, for the arbitrati f 
te In numerous instauces the subject | t@de relations." | the Alabama claims; under article XII 
Dp , nd trade-marks and the general On February 15, 1888, a treaty commonly same treaty for the determination of « 
' n of industrial property have been known as the Bayard-Chamberlain conven- | of citizens of each country against the Goy- 
regulated by treaties duly submitted to the tion, was signed at Washington with a view ernment of the other, other than the Alat 
a ie , : to the permanent settlement of the fisher- | Claims, arising during the Civil War i: 
ies controversy. This treaty was in the fol- United States; under articles XX-XXV 
(4) Indian treati } lowing August rejected by the Senate; but, | clusive, of the same treaty for the arbitrat 
During the first 80 years of government | on the day on which it was signed, a modus | of the question what, if anything was du 
under the Constitution, agreements with the | vivendi was entered into by the negotiators | the British Government from the Uy; 
Indian tribes were made exclusively by the | by which a temporary arrangement Was | States on account of the arrangement m 
President and the Senate, in the exercise | made for a period not exceeding 2 years with regard to the fisheries; under the - 





of the treaty-making power Since 1871, | This arrangement was communicated by the vention of February 8, 1896. for the adiud 
however, the subject has been dealt with | tion of British claims against the Ur 
exclusively by the President and Congress. when the treaty was submitted for ratifica- States growing out of the Bering Sea con- 
This circumstance is due to the act of Con- n troversy; and under the tripartite conven- 
gress of March 3, 1871," now incorporated in By a modus vivendi concluded at Wash- tion between the United States. Germ 


Ss 
section 2079 of the Revised Statutes, by which ington on June 15, 1891, the killing of fur and Great Britain, of November 7, 1899 
seals in Bering sea, whether by American | 


it is expressly provided that “no Indian na- the adjudication of the question of liab 
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tion or tribe within the territory of the | Citizens or by British subjects, was suspend- | for the payment of claims of the citizer 
United States shall be acknowledged or recog- | €@ until the following May. This suspen- subjects of the contracting parties 

nized as an independent nation, tribe, or | S!0n, which applied only to that part of | out of the unwarranted military action of 
power with whom the United States may | Bering Sea eastward of the water line of } any of them in Samoa By article XXI 
contract by treaty.” Previously to this stat- | “demarcation in the Treaty of Cession of 1867, | treaty with Spain of October 27, 1795, pro- 
ute, the President, by the act of July 5, 1862, was established with a view to the conclu- | vision was made for the adjudication of cl 
now embodied in section 2080 of the Revised sion of a treaty for the arbitration of the en- | of citizens of the United States against §) 
Statutes, was, whenever the tribal organiza- | tite dispute. Such a treaty was made i | in eonsequence of the seizure of theit 
tion of any Indian tribe was in actual hos- | the following year. : sels and cargoes by subjects of his Cat 
tility to the United States, authorized by | On October 20, 1899, a modus vivendi was | Majesty during the then recent war betwe 
proclamation to declare all treaties with such | effected by means of an exchange of notes | gnain and France. Provision was made } 





tribe to be abrogated, if in his opinion it between Mr. Hay, Secretary of State, and 
could be done consistently with good faith Mr. Tower, British Chargé d’ Affaires ad in- 
terin at Jashingto or the rpose < : : 7 
erim, a WwW : hi gee sot 2 : oe o A - citizens against Spain and of Spanish sub- 
Sxing & Lsheccsraes ee werenest ~.- | jects against the United States; but, althou 
ka and the Dominion of Canada in the vicin- the ratifications of this convention ws 
ity of Lynn Canal, This agreement remained afterward exchanred. it was never carried 
it involved an infringement of the treaty- ee re Phere cae a at te ace into effect, and the subject to which it re- 
2 . } initelv s > , > ‘ision O jint J 
making power vested in the President and Gemnively sets a >y * acie aa 3 F od 24 lated was dealt with in the Florida treaty of 
: ommis , 1e treatv anuary 2 : 
the latter body. It was admitted that if the 1: aaa ee ee ee ee February 22, 1819, by which all claims of 
Fresident should undertake to make a treaty ae citizens of either country against the Gov- 
s er oe |e >rotocols of agreement have on various oc- ; i Meroe : 
with the Indians, Congress could not inter- | a = tags ae ender sae 7 | ernment of the other were renounced 
fere with his doing so, by and with the ad- | *“S° oe ; ee ae er the United States undertook (article XI) 
 Giclihilih ebcueciat ir ake ile ‘ . ee view to future negotiations. Protocols of : ; 5 Alaa 
vice and consent of the Senate; but it was, on t} kind were signed with Costa Ries and make satisfaction for the claims of i 
other hand, maintained that Congress Aa nian aie eneeihis a 1900. with hae own citizens to an amount not exceeding 
. racvué ) ce per . YUU, é ie es 
had the power to declare whether the tribes | Ses ; $5,000,000. 


| to negotiations for the construction of an ac he U 
interoceanic canal by way of Lake Nicaragua. By article IX of the same treaty the Uni 
States undertook to compensate the Spar 


the convention of August 11, 1802, f 
adjudication of other claims of Am«ée 





] 


and with legal and national obligations. 


| 
| 
he passage of the act of 1871 was strongly | 
opposed by certain Members of the House as 
well as of the Senate, on the ground that 






were independent nations for the purposes 
of treaty-making, and to render its declara- 





tion effective by refusing to recognize any (6) The settlement of pecuniary claims | inhabitants of Florida for injuries suffered b} 
subsequent treaties with them; and this view | Agreements of another class, the making the operations of the American Army in th 
prevailed." of which has been considered to be within | Province. Claims against Spain arising dur- 
(5) The modus vivendi | the competence of the Executive, are those ing her war with her American colonies were 
The first examples given above of tntere providing for the settlement of pecuniary directly settled by the Van Ness convent 


) . claims, especially of rivate individuals, f February 17 Q Many ‘ » an ti 
national pacis made by the President, with- c Ss pec y I of February 17, 1834. Many claims on tl! 











incciisaetiieestatinind against foreign governments. Such an part of citizens of the United States agai 
For the act of Mar. 3. 1£91. see 26 U. S agrcement the President no doubt may in | France grew out of the wars in which that 
ign Relations, 1892, pp. | any case submit to the Senate, if he — ft | country was involved prior to the peace of 
| to do so; and we find, especially in former | Amiens. Some of these were settled under 
-S. Doc. 20. 56th Cong., | times, that this course was often taken. | | the indemnity convention of April 30, 1803 
I. By Treaty which forms one of the series of treaties 
1895, pp. 759, 763, 765 Thus, provision was made for the settle- relating to the Louisiana cession, as part of 


ment of pecuniary claims, either directly or the price of which certain classes of the 
by means of arbitration, under article VI | claims were assumed and paid by the United 

SONGRESSIONAL GLOBE of the treaty with Great Britain, commonly States. Subsequent claims against France, 
(1870-71), p. 2, pp. 763—- SS | as well as certain claims of France against 
+ Foreign Relations, 1885, pp. 460-469. ; the United States, were directly settled by 











vention of J 4, 1831. A 
ment of clain by t same 








i under the conve of Jan- 
80 Claims of citizens of the 
es nst Denmark originating 
eonic were Alre y se a 
y of M 28, 1820, as likewise 





claims against Napl 
October 14, 1832 





n were asSumed and paid by the 
ites under the treaty of Guadalupe 
By a convention of July 4, 1868 
of the citizens of either country 


the other which 








of the last-na e sub- 
bitration e of 
d States against tly 





by a convention signed at Lima on 
17, 1841 By a convention with the 
int! f December 20, 1862, the cl 


r i the 








ed States against Brazil 
: by the convention of 
849. By a treaty signed on Feb- 
citizens of the 
States against Portugal growing out 
the brig General Arm- 
it Fayal, in 1814, was 


Napoleon as arbitrator 








iber 10, 1857, a convention was 

ed at Washington for the adjudica- 

f claims of citizens of the United States 
t New Granada, especially of those 


ng out of the Panama riot of 1856, and 
vers of the commission organized un- 
conventior re extended by the 

n of Febru: 10, 1864. 

In 1821, a quantity of silver, representing 
roceeds of sales of merchandise imported 
Peru by the American barque Macedo- 
was forcibly taken in the valley of 
ia by order of Lord Cochrane, then a 
admiral in the Chilean Navy. The 








ving out of this transaction were 





er a convention concluded November 10, 
to the King of the Be ~ 
I laims against China were settled 

y a convention of November 8, 1858. By a 
( vention of February 4, 1859, the claims of 





1e United States and Paraguay Navigation 
( against the Government of Paraguay 


e submitted to arbitration A settlement 
f all claims of citizens of the United States 
zainst Costa Rica for injuries to persons or 
perty was effected by means of a mixed 
commission under the convention of July 2, 
1860. A mutual adjustment of claims as be- 
tween the United States and Ecuador was 
ef ed in a similar manner under the con- 
ve on of November 25, 1862. The claim of 
Julio R. Santos, a naturalized citizen of the 
J he Government of 





his arrest and de- 
t in 1884 and 1885 
wi he convention of 
Feb ision Ww m for 





Ve : ? convention of April 25 
1866; but the proceedings of the commission 
were set aside and the claims retried under 

conven n of December 5, 1885. The 
nst Venezuela, growing out of the 
seizure of the v els of the V zu Steam 
Transportation C n, 
was settled by a mixed commission under 


convention of January 19, 92. y 





an American corpo! 
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convention between the United States 
Denmark of t 

against Denm wn as the Carlos But- 
terfield claims > submitted to Sir Edward 
Monson, then British Minister at Athens, as 
arbitrator. Under a convention between the 


f Aug 


ber 6, 1888, the claims 














t iin o 
( ms i e Gove f eU i 
Ne i el : , 

the € t embl ea < I 

United Stat the Executive is for- 
bidden to bind the Governme f the t 
e te ‘ the YY nt f m n the - 
me ¢ 1 ' f law. t President } 

y ¢ n to settle c mM +t the 


But, as has heretofore been pointed ou 
pecuniary cla 
nave con intl 
dent, and no question ; to h poss¢ n 
of such a power, apart from discu 
its pc ib! 
been seriously raised. We, therefore, f n 
the books little that bears upon th ubject 
but, in at l t one case in which a foreign 


yught to qui 











the claim of Antonio Maximo Mora, a nat- 
uralized citizen of the United States of 


origin, against the government of 





growing out of the embargo of his pr rty 
in Cuba, by payi ) 
This sum, sa d Mr 

charge on the Cu ia 
lonial budget ws - 
port such a sum t 





had reserved the I 
cticable mode of payment, of which du 
rmation would be given. On December 7 
Mr. Curry. under instructions of his Govern- 
ment, accepted this offer; and a < ise WV 

inserted in the Cuban budget of 1887-88 for 
the payment of the morey This bu 
however, was not passed, the Cortes avo d- 
ing action upon it by renewing the appro- 
priations of the preceding ye and when, 





pril, 1888, the colunial budget for 1888 
89 was submitted, the provi: I men 
was omitted When Mr Surry inquired as 
to the reason for the omission, Mr. Moret re- 
plied that, in view of the debates which had 
taken place in the Chamt t 
government W convinced 





; ¢ 
sion 





would not vote the money unle the “to- 
tality” of American claims was settled, in- 
cluding those of Spain 


ume time, Mr. Moret declared 


n 
o« 





g 
what had been agreed on, t must judge 


before the Cortes 





The Government of the United States ex- 
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ee 


se matters of strict justice which require 
reparation,” and that the agree- 


nt to pay the claim was Conditional and 





mo liate 


t 
i 
I 


at the agreement was 





not unconditional, reafirmed the position 
th “unconditional,” and 
further declared that all departments of the 
Spanish Government were bound by it, and 
that no one department could nullify it, 
and that, whether the Spanish Government 
did or did not receive the income from Mora’s 
estates Ww 1 question “immaterial” to the 
“right of the United States or the “obli- 
gat " of Spain. Nevertheless, delay in the 
payment of the money continued, and at 
length Congress, by a joint resolution ap- 
proved March 2, 1895, requested the Presi- 
dent “to insist upon the payment of the 
sum agreed upon between the Governments 


1in and the 


United States in liquidation 


of the claim of Antonio Maximo Mora 
i nst the Government of Spain, with in- 
terest from the time when the said amount 
‘ uuld mave been paid under the agree- 
ment.” Instructions in conformity with 
the resoluti were sent to the legation of 
the United States at Madrid, and like rep- 
resentations were made to the Spanish Min- 
iste at Washington, urging an immediate 


payment on account 


charge of the remainder, 


and an arrangement for 


the early d should 


Spain be unable to pay the full amount at 
once 

On July 20, 1895, the Spanish Minister at 
Washington handed to Mr. Olney the text of 
a resolution of the council, approved by the 
Queen Regent, in which it was stated that, 
“in view of the facts shown of record and of 
the conclusions formulated by the Ministers 
and a subcommittee of reference,” it had been 
decided to notify the United States that 
Spain, “in fulfillment of the engagement 
contracted by the notes exchanged on the 
29th of November and the 7th of December, 


1886,"" was prepared to proceed to the pay- 


ment of 1,500,000 pesos in three installments, 


the form and date of payment to be deter- 
mined by agreements. On the 10th of the 
following August an agreement, signed by 


Mr. Olney, as Secretary of State, and by Mr. 
Depuy de Lome, Spanish Minister, and by 
two representatives of the claimant and other 
interested persons, was entered into for the 


payment, on or before September 15, of 
1,500,000 gold pesos, “in full discharge and 
satisfaction not only of the principal sum 


agreed to be paid,” but also of any amount 


that might be claimed to be due as interest, 
This payment was duly made 
The conclusiveness of the settlement was 


thus finally maintained, in Spite of Spain's 
contention that the agreement should be 
treated as having been made subject to the 
approval of the Cortes. No matter what view 
might be taken of this contention, the way 
was open to Spain to make it, since the coun- 
try was in a state of tranquillity and all the 
departments of the Government were in the 
full exercise of their constitutional functions. 
Had a dictatorship existed and the constitu- 
tional guarantees been suspended, the case 
would have been obviously different. Such a 
condition of things has often existed even in 





recent years, especially in the countries of 
Spanish America, where international agree- 


ments of the most important character have 
been entered into and carried into effect by 
the chief executive in the exercise of dicta- 
torial power! Even territorial questions have 
been so settled. The treaty of commerce, nav- 
igation, boundaries, and extradition between 
Brazil and Bolivia of March 27, 1867 





was con- 


cluded and ratified on the part of Bolivia by 
the President ad interim of that country. 

The arbitral agreements made with Vene- 
Zuela in 1903, under which claims against 
that Government amounting to millions of 





For the correspondence and the joint res- 
olution, see Foreign Relations, 1894, appendix 
i, pp. 364-450; ibid. 1895, pt. ii, p. 1163 

Foreign Relations, 1895, pt. ii, pp 


1163, 1166, 1170, 1171, 1176. 


1162, 








dollars were settled, were ratified and put 
into effect by President Castro in virtue of 
dictatorial powers. Likewise, the agreement 
between the United States and the Domini- 
can Republic of January 31, 1903, for the 
settlement of the claims of the San Do- 
mingo Improvement Co. and its allied com- 
panies, was executed and put into effect by 
President Vasquez, in the exercise of Simi- 


lar powers. From May 2, 1902, till July 20, 
1903, there was no congress, the constitu- 


tional guarantees being in suspense and all 
powers being exercised by the President. In 
such cases the only authority in existence is 
necessasily dealt with, it being inadmissible 
to hold that the national powers and re- 
sponsibilities are in abeyance and cannot be 
discharged because powers ordinarily exer- 
cised by one department of the Government 
have for the time being been assumed 


anotner. 


III 


by 


Arbitrations Under 
Agreements 


Executive 


Not only is the power of the President to 
the claims of citizens of the United 
States against foreign governments firmly es- 
tablished, but he has repeatedly employed 
arbitration for the purpose. An eminent 
authority has observed that this “at first 
glance would seem to be an independent ex- 
ercise of the treaty-making power,” but that 
“in a strict sense” it “cannot be so regarded”; 
and it has therefore been placed among “cer- 
tain acts of an international character, bind- 
ing the Government, which the President 
may perform without the interposition of the 
Senate.” '’ The legal theory on which such 
settlements rest is simple. Arbitration is in 
such cases only one of the modes by which 
the President exercises his power to settle the 
claims of individuals against foreign gov- 
ernments. If, in the exercise of this power, 
differences arise which apparently cannot be 
directly solved, it is a natural and obvious 
thing to submit them to the judgment of im- 
partial persons. As early as September 5, 
1793, Mr. Jefferson, as Secretary of State, when 
discussing with the British Minister the ques- 
tion of losses sustained by vessels unlaw- 
fully captured within American jurisdiction, 
proposed as a provisional measure that the 
collector of customs of the particular district 
and the British consul, “or any other person 
you please,” should “appoint persons to estab- 
lish the value of the vessel and cargo.” ” 

It would be a work of supererogation to 
attempt to cite all the cases in which the 
Executive of the United States has settled 
individual claims against foreign govern- 
ments without reference to the Senate, but 
the more important examples may be given, 
including those in which the process of arbi- 
tration has been employed. 

By a convention signed at Caracas on May 
1, 1852, claims of citizens of the United States 
against Venezuela? growing out of the seiz- 
ure of certain vessels, were settled for the 
sum of $90,000, with interest to date of pay- 
ment. An agreement, concluded 7 years 
later (January 14, 1859), for the settlement 
of claims of citizens of the United States 
on account of their expulsion from the Aves 
Islands, was submitted to the Senate, Presi- 
dent Buchanan remarking that “usually” it 
was “not deemed necessary to Consult the 
Senate in regard to similar instruments re- 
lating to private claims of small amount 
when the aggrieved parties are satisfied with 
their terms,” but that it was thought advis- 
able in the present instance on account of 
the instability of the Venezuelan Govern- 
ment By a protocol signed at Washington 
on February 17, 1903, all claims of citizens 


Settle 





‘John W. Foster, the Treaty-Making 
Power, Yale Law Journal, December 1901, vol. 
xi, pp. 77, 79. 

American State Papers, Foreign Rela- 
tions, vol. i, pp. 174, 175. 


** Executive Journal, vol. xi, p. 142 
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of the United States against Venezuela, w} 
had not been previously settled by diplom 
agreement, were submitted to a mixed < 
mission. The claims, With interest, amou 
to upward of $81,000,000; the awards of 
commission, with interest, to $436.45 
In connection with this settlement the n 
blockading powers concurred with the bl 
ading powers, under agreements concluc: 
by the latter with Venezuela on May 7, 19 
in submitting to The Hague tribunal 
question whether the blockading powers } 
a right to the preferential payment of 
claims. 

In 1858 it was agreed by an exchang: 
notes between Mr. Reed, the American Min.- 


ister, and the Chinese authorities tha 
fund of 600,000 taels should be raised 
China out of duties collected on Ameri 


goods and bottoms at three treaty ports 
the payment of American claims his agr 
ment Mr. Reed afterward modified by 

cluding the convention of November 8, lf 


In 1884 the American Minister arranged y 
the taotai of Swatow to refer to two of 


foreign consuls at that port the claim of 
American citizen, named Ashmore, f 
juries to a fishery by native trespassers 
1872.*! 

On May 4, 1864, the American minister 
Salvador agreed with the government of 
country for the arbitration of the claim of 
American citizen, named Savage, against S 
vador on account of losses in connection w 
the exportation of a quantity of gunpowds 
By a protocol, signed at Washington, Decem- 
ber 19, 1901, the claims of the Salvador C 
mercial Co. and other citizens of the Unit 
States, stockholders in the Salvadorian « 
poration styled “El Triunfo Co., Ltd.,” w 
submitted to a mixed commission compos: 
of the chief justice of Canada, a citizen 
the United States, and a citizen of Salv 
An award was made in favor of the U 
States for $523,178.64. 

By a protocol, signed at Rio de Janei 
March 14, 1870, it was agreed to submit 
the British Minister at Washington, as art 
trator, the claims of the owners of the Amer- 
ican whaling ship Canada and her ¢ 
against the Government of Brazil because of 
losses incurred, as it was alleged, by the il- 
legal interference of Brazilian officials wit 
the master of the vessel when he was 
tempting to pull her off a reef. An awa 
was rendered in favor of the United Stat 
for the sum of $100,740.04.*4 By another pro- 
tocol, signed at Rio de Janeiro, September ¢ 
1902, the claim of the owners of an Americ 
vessel against the Government of Brazil, 
indemnity for damages inflicted on the vess 
and her long boat by the firing of Brazili 
soldiers and by her detention at Rio de 
Janeiro, was submitted to the arbitration 
the Ministers of Sweden and Norway at Wash- 
ington. 

By an exchange of correspondence in 1870 


adk 


nite 





ages in the claim of the American steame 

Lloyd Aspinwall against the Government of 
Spain on account of the seizure and deten- 
tion of the vessel by the Spanish authoritie 

in Cuba. By a similar agreement in 1885 the 
claims growing out of the seizure of the 
American barque Masonic by the Spanish au- 


thorities at Manila was referred to Baron 
Bianc, Italian Minister at Madrid. But far 
more important than these was the agree- 


ment efiected at Madrid by an exchange 
notes on February 11-12, 1871, under which 
all claims of citizens of the United State 
against the Government of Spain, for wron 
and injuries committed against their person 
*! Mcore, International Arbitrations, vol. ii 
p. 1857. 

*? Moore, International Arbitrations, vol 
p. 1855. 

** Foreign Relations, 1902, pp. 857, 861 

** Moore, International Arbitrations, vol 
pp. 1733-1747. 
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( ns ppl a gente l 

I treat ! ch a form ould be 
cl for it a more extensive supervision of 
executive action than is enjoyed by other par- 
é I bodie which 1 e a voice in the 

I ! f treaties By article 8 of the con- 
1 ! law of France of July 16, 1875, it is 
provid “treaties of peace and of com- 
merce, treaties which involve the finances of 
the state, those relating to the persons and 
property of French citizens in foreign coun- 
tries, shall become definitive only after having 
been voted by the two chambers The 
constitutions of cther countries contain simi- 


r or analogous clause And yet the Anglo- 
French arbitration treaty, on which the 
American treaties were modeled, was ap- 


proved by the French chambers; and it is 
believed that in no case was any parliamen- 
tary difficulty created in carrying into effect 
the other European treaties. Nothing there- 


fore can be drawn from the constitutional law 





nd practice of other countries to support the 

proposition that the Senate of the United 
States cannot legally approve any general ar- 
bitration treaty in such a form that it can 
b 


e executed without making subseqeunt spe- 


cial treaties. The Hague Convention, which 
W approved by the Senate, has so far been 


into effect by the President by special 
rreements, but the only questions 
related to 


tive a 





mitted have pecuniary claims 








inst fore governments 

It may that in the execution of 
every law ve is invested with more 
( ess discretion, and in some cases the 
powe thus committed to him have been of 
a very swee ig character. For example, by 


pir 
of June 4, 


during 


1794, the 
a certain perk 


President was 
rized d when Con- 


+ 





as n¢ 1 session, to lay an embargo on 

in American ports, “whenever, in his 
public safety shall so require.” * 

ct of June 13, 1798, suspending com- 
ntercourse between the United States 

1 nce, the President was authorized 

to restore such intercourse in case France 
s! before the next session of Congress, 
C ly disavow” and “refrain from aggres- 
‘ s, depredations and hostilities’ which she 
had encouraged and maintained against the 


ve Ils and other property of American citi- 
uld also acknowledge the claim 
of the United States to be considered as neu- 
1 in the then existing European war By 


na she 





the act of December 19, 1806, the President 
was authorized to suspend the operation ag 
the 1 act, “if in his judgment 
he } should require it.’’# 
la conferred on the Presi- 
ae k tercourse acts of March 1, 
1809, and May 1, 1810 
Power has also repeatedly been conferred 
the President to suspend the imposi- 
1 of discriminating duties, in case he 
Crandall, Treaties, Their Making and En- 
forcement, p. 178. 
1 St L. 372. 
«1 ibid. 565, 566 


528 605, 606. 
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were “reciprocally unequal and unrea 
able.”’*® It was contended that this sect 
was unconstitutional, as deleg ng 
President both legislative and treaty-mak 
powers. The Court, after an exhaustive ¢ 


amination of the subject, decided that 
section was constitutional, holding that 
merely made the President the ‘ f 
law-making department to ascertain and 
clare the event upon which the expres 
will was to take effect.” It is true that 
Court in another place spoke of the im; 
tion of duties being required when the Presi- 


agen 


dent ascertained the existence of a “par- 
ticular fact;” but it is obvious that unde 
the statute the so-called fact was the dé 

laration by the President of the opini 

that, in his judgment, the duties impose 
were “reciprocally unequal and unreas 

able.” The unconstitutionality of 





of Congress is a fact, after the Court has 
nounced it; but prior to such announce- 
ment the question whether the act is uncon- 
stitutional involves not the ascertainment 
a fact but the exercise of judgment. In 
other sense was the President’s declarat 
that certain duties were “reciprocally 
equal and unreasonable” the declarati 





a f 
a sal 


JOHN BASSETT Moonrt 


Mr. President, I vit 
Senator from 


Mr. OVERTON. 
10 minutes to the 
York. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, at the ve 
outset I want to state my position on this 
very important matter. I want to say 
that I am deeply interested and con- 
cerned about it. As a member of the 
Committee on Commerce we have been 
considering this matter now for sever: 
weeks, and I believe I shculd say for th 
committee that they have gone about 
their work in a conscientious manner 
They have treated it as a very important 
legislative proposal, as itis. Weare now 
in a position where our hearings on the 
matter as to whether it is a treaty or ir 
agreement are concluded, and the com 
mittee is not holding up action in that 
connection. We are waiting for infor 


=T 
at 


‘ 


mation from the State Department. 
Mr. President, my position in this mat- 
ter is simply this: I believe that the ap- 


propriate committee should be given an 
opportunity to hear the parties in inte 
est. I am not concerned as to whether 
the document be treated as a treaty or 
asanagreement. In fact, I have not yet 
decided as to whether or not I shall 
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making 
esident, I want this matter to be 
its merits and its demerits. I 
people who are interested in it 
n an opportunity to be heard 
that the question was taken up 
nate 10 years ago; but there ar: 
Senators here who con- 

10 years ago, and when it was 
p at that time it was defeated 
feat of a matter years ago isa 


today 








as to why it should be con- 
vithout hearings today, it is a 
parture in leg procedur 

timation. Mr. Pres- 


I am asking for hearin 


CLARK of Missouri. Will the 
r yield? 
MEAD. I have only 10 minutes. 
CLARK of Missouri. The treaty 
bated in the Senate for 3 weeks, 
bated very fully. 
MEAD. That and there 
nly 14 Senators now Members of 
dy who voted for it, and only 16 
ho voted against it. The rest of 
1ators now Members of the Sen- 
ive never heard it debated, and I 
matter which should be 


Is correct 


it is a 

Nir. President, I wish to say that I have 

yrted projects of this kind, and shall 
tinue to do so, if an opportunity be 
to demonstrate their usefulness. 
this connection, I am in favor of the 
electric feature attached to the 
nt proposal, and I think my own 
te can be criticized for not having 
ymplished the completion of this hy- 
cctric unit long before this. It 
uld have been done. Why it has been 
iyed is beyond my understanding. 
Mr. President, I believe that if we re- 
this matter to an appropriate com- 
e it will help the project, and it will 
e in the interest of the proposal, be- 
cause it is my opinion that Members will 
te against the bill as a rider attached 
) the rivers and harbors bill who might 
( support it. Beyond that, I 
fear it might result in the defeat of the 
rivers and harbors bill at this session of 
Congress, and that would mean the de- 
feat of both measures. So, if it were 
referred to a committee, as was the case 
with the proposal sponsored by the junior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. Murray], I 
am sure it would be considered, and con- 
sidered expeditiously, and I am certain it 
would receive greater support on the 
floor of. the Senate than it will under 
present circumstances. 

Mr. President, there is no real neces- 
sity for the consideration of this matter 
today, because it has not yet been con- 
sidered in the Parliament of Canada, and 
I do not know whether it will be con- 
Sidered there in the immediate future. 
If it were a case in which we had to 
act now, and if the action had been com- 
pleted in the Dominion of Canada, I 
would say that was a valid reason why 
it should be considered immediately. But 
it has not been approved in Canada. 

Mr. President, I come from the city of 
Bu largest inland port all the 
rld, and the interests there affected by 


itherwise 


fFalo 
i410, 


in 
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most economical in its operation in bring- 
ing the cargoes of the Great Lakes to 
tidewater and from tidewater to the lake 
ports. 

In that connection I think we should 
have hearings, we should inquire also into 
a recent innovation in shipping, a devel- 
opment which has resulted from the war. 
Perhaps we have the seaway now. Per- 
haps every city on the Lakes end on the 
barge canal will be to all intents an 
ocean port, if we believe that the devel- 
opment, as a result of the war, on 
beachheads in France, which has proved 
so revolutionary and efficient, will be car- 
ried on after the wai is over. There is 
every reason to believe that great 
changes are to be made in the trans- 
portation field. 

I have here a statement, a part of 
which I should like to inc in the 
ReEcorpD, from an expert, a designer, the 
one who designed many of the amphibi- 
ous ships which were so effective in Nor- 
mandy. He says: 

The present war has been 
portat The Ailied Nations, ¢ 


tne 


AU 












United States, turned almost certain dete 
into a glorious victory due to ne 
transportation 
“Amphibio per I be e 
phrase in military strate € 
developed in s wa t 1a 
a combination of land i sea oper s 
In all previous wars men, gu ammu! 
anda suppi were §& € e <¢ 
whe the fighting was ‘ - 
e 1} ere ¢ 1es 
le r s 
> 
a } craf 
d : e Eng 
i, doors opened, a 
ve K 
’ a ; 7 
of € C er ed t k wheel 
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have the representative f the Port 
New York Auth y Maritin 
Association of thi eat | ome | 
tore the committee and le Vv 
there is anything to their fears, whet 
they are alarmed abi } i 
legislation, and whethe vould 
versely affec f eat pr 1allt 
world. This proposal involves 
reat ports, the port of Buffalo, it 
inland port in the world, the port 
Albany, one of the largest I ¢ 
of New York, greatest ort in all 
world. All I am kit f t v 
ha n interest t mn 
opportunity to be } i the Cor 
Mr. President, I |! me 
for the enactment of t | 
ment from farme I 
from labor o ( I 
those who spor im ! t 
] W b acl j 
Ther nother ma I 
hould t ly j } 1 
n frier hip f t I 
minion of C l W ed 
e world, v f 
Unie world, t t 
pes ar 


but I think ( 1 

I Sipiiti ol a n 

the a < 1 time ol 

we t f 
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be it yD VY 
connect 
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a b t A 
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legislative proposal which may | the proposal, those who work in the ter- } drawn by tract Ww cr 
minals, the elevators, and on the Lakes, Or COCKS ¢ ‘ A} 
those who work on the railroads and | *™Phibious 
others who are interested in their op- | vo... por, 
eration, have asked me if it would not be eat ane ; 
possible for me to secure hearings f loaded wv The } 
them on this vital legislative proposal, f ."s 
which means so much to them and to An $ wa ‘ 
their future well-being The railroad t f 
employees of the State of New York, Ci 
n I of the rail i brotherhoods, New Y ; 
ha Lp] for hearings on the 3 ' 
pro} ve their letters and 
resolt n all not go into them He proce¢ 
in furthe1 this time. Hundreds commu! on the 
of chambers of con rce in the State of our Stat i eve ( é 
New York, some favoring the project and I or Gi I 
some opposing it, and others in support an ocean } ft f i 
of the hydroelectric development but in over in post-w } 
opposition to the seaway, have asked for Mr. Pre nt. I « th 
hearings or for information, copies of the this expert is right i I 
bill, and so forth. to ] him n 1 O} 

Mr. President, some years ago we spent to come before our < mit I 

a good deal of money in the State of like t ee a studv mac 1 
New York before we improved the barge which would not take wou 
canal system of that State. That im- not de the ] ‘ i 
rovement I understand cost somewhere whe or! ‘ é f 
in the neighborhood of $200,000,000. But LV. a if all we need 1 lr 
before we invested in the improvement, elect i1evelopment 
we made an inquiry as to the practicabil- Mr. President. I : ] a 
ity of the barge canal over the seaway. port tv to insert in e R! 1 al 
As a result of that study, it was deter- | ticle in November 20. 1944 of I 
mined that the barge canal, and the m = ntitled “New York’s H 
barge canal operation, was by far the 
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We wanted to locate an air base at 
Goose Bay, in Labrador, but I under- 
tand objection was made, and we will 
not be n permission to use this base 
fter tl var unle ome action is taken 
Y e tutu contral to that taken in 
ine | 
I ( e fact that thi eaway 
\ ti e most part in Canada, 
I thi I e we consummate the 
f ould determine that it 
ye adeq y defended by American 


along it 


fortincatior if necessary, 


long the improvement, 


bank ) 
the ould be no chance of enemy 
craft ent even the mouth of the 
Lawrer 
Mr. President, there is a serious crisis 
in Quebec ind I think that should be 
( do interest to us in connection 
h de it idit the away before we 
consummate the agreement 
I have here a copy of PM of Thursday, 
November 30, and I quote from the article 
bv Harold Lavine on the Canadian crisis 
ove the question of conscription for 
\ ©] y 24 
l ! wi ur es of 
v eve the m ickish 
ea : 4 envisage 
t 0 CCK 
The ter } eeds to say 
. } ; Way,” said ¢ 
He refers to one of the members of 
Parliament 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from New York has 
expired 
Mr. MEAD. CouldI have 1 more min- 
ute? 
Mr. OVERTON. I yield the Senator 2 
more minutes, 
Mr. MEAD. I read further from this 
article: 
Iw put it tl way,” says one. “If Mr 
I en (Minister of Justice) decided to 
speak pub n Quebec City, I would award 
h the Victoria Cross for that decision. It 
would almost entail a degree of bravery 
that is req ed the battlefield And I 
otanyt ure but the award would not, 
i e end, hat ») be made posthumously.” 
Mr. President, I wish to Say that in 
view of the fact that there exists at 
the present time in the Province of Que- 
bee a situation having to do with their 
participation and our participation in 
the war, the proposed legislation should 
be the subject of hearings, and we 
ought to determine that our rights to 


defend the waterway are so emphasized 


and safeguarded in it that there would 
1ever be a question about those rights. 

In conclusion, I wish to say, Mr. 
resident, that I am in favor of the 


I 
St. Lawrence hydroelectric development. 
I have always been for it. But I believe 
that before legislation is passed dealing 
with the proposal, all the _ interests, 
those who favor and those who oppose, 
and labor organizations and industries 
and communities, should be given an op- 
portunity to come before a committee 
of the Congress on so vital and so im- 
portant a matter, and state their posi- 
tion. I hope, Mr. President, that those 
interested will be heard, and I believe 
if they are heard, the proposal wiil 
receive More support here and more sup- 


that 
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port in the other House of Congress if 
t remains in the form of an agreement 
for approval by Congress instead of as 


a treaty to be considered by the Sen- 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I should 
like to take a minute or two of my time 
to ask the Senator from New York how 
he would secure the hydroelectric de- 
velopment, which he advocates so ear- 


nestly? 


Mr. MEAD. If I had an opportunity 
to make the decision that hydroelectric 
development, which was planned by the 
State of New York when it created the 


authority for that purpose, would be the 
of negotiation by the State of 
York and the Province of Ontario, 

would be constructed, and it 
not be necessary in the construc- 


subject 
se 

New 
and it 


would 


tion of such hydroelectric development 
to have any more than the approval cf 
Congress, and it would not contain the 
eaway provisions which are contained 
in the Senator’s measure. That should 


have been done years ago, and it could 
have been done years ago under legis- 
lation which would not be so difficult to 
as is the proposed legislation. 

Mr. AIKEN. I wish to ask the Senator 
from New York this question: Is it not 
a fact that in 1933 and 1934 a measure 
of that nature was introduced into the 
Congress? 

Mr. MEAD. If a measure was intro- 
duced into the Congress at that time it 
should have been continued before Con- 
gress untilit was passed. The legislature 
of my State every year, including last 
year, has gone on record approving the 
hydroelectric development. 

Mr. AIKEN. I know the Senator's 
State is for the hydroelectric develop- 
ment. I am sure it is for the seaway 


secure 


also. But what I was asking the Senatcr 
was this: Was not a measure intrcduced 


into the Congress to provide this hydrc- 
electric deveiopment in 1933 and 1934, 
and did not the Senator from New York, 
as a Member of the Hcuse then, oppose 
that measure? 

Mr. MEAD. No: Ido not recall at the 
moment that I opposed that measure, but 
I will say to my distinguished colleague 


that there was also a treaty submitted 
to the Senate with reference to thet 
whole project, and it was defeated ky 
the Senate, but that does not deter my 


distinguished colleague from introducing 
subsequent legislation, nor would it deter 
me from introducing subsequent legis- 
lation of the character of which the Sen- 
ator speaks. What happened before evi- 
dently is not disturbing to us now, and 
does not set a precedent for what we may 
do in the future. It is my opinion that 
the State of New York and the Province 
of Ontario should prcceed without delay 
to secure enabling legislation for the con- 
struction of a hydroelectric plant along 
the St. Lawrence. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I yield 
5 minutes to the Senaior from Illincis 
{Mr. Lucas]. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I rise in 
the closing moments of this debate for 
the purpose of stating my position upon 
this exceedingly important piece of legis- 
lation. As one of the Senators repre- 
senting the State of Illinois, I wish to say 
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that in that section of the Midwest wa 
are vitally concerned with respect to 

treaty or executive agreement 
the Great Lakes and the St. Lawre: 


nm 19 
aa ~ an 


-EMB 





2 fF 
alle 


River. A cursory examination of 
past indicates that in January of ] 


the Honorable Herbert Hoover, : 
President of the United Siates, sent a4 
message to the Senate, which contair 

as he termed it at that time— 


A treaty between the United St 
the Dominion of Canada for the « é 
of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence dee; ‘y = 
way : 


And in the beginning of that m 


he stated: 

To the end that I may receive the 
and consent of the Senate to ratif 
I transmit herewith a treaty betwe 
United States and the Dominion of C 
for the completion of the Great Lake 
Lawrence deep waterway, signed at W ° 
ington on July 18, 1932 


Then article X of that message re 
as follows: 
This treaty shall be ratified In ac 
with the constitutional methods of the } 
contré pa The ratification st 
be exchanged in Washington or in Ottay 
s00n as practicable and the treaty shall ¢ 
into f on the 


ratifications 


cordance 


eti tie 
cting rtles 


yrce aay ol the 


t is my understanding, Mr. President 
that after 3 weeks of debate upon 
floor of the Senate the treaty which w 
sent to the Senate by the former Pyresi- 
dent of the United States was defeats 
the yeas being 46 and the nays being 42, 

From that time nothing was done wit 
the St. Lawrence Waterway Treaty until 
a message came to Congress from the 
President of the United States on Mari 
21, 1941, practically 10 years later. That 
message stated in substance: 





| I transmit herewith for the informati f 

| the Congress the text of an agreement be- 

tween the Government of the United States 
and the Government of Canada~— 

And so forth. Then turning, Mr 
President to the last article—article XI 
of that agreement—it states: 

This agreement shail be subject to ap- 
proval by the Congress of the United States 
of America and the Parliament of Cana 
* * * It shall enter into force on 


day of the exchange of the instrument of 
ratification and a copy of the proclama- 
tion, which shall take place at Washingt 


I believe I am correct in stating that 
the message which was sent by the Px 
dent cf the United States to the Senavé 
submitting the matter as an executive 
| agreement in March 1941 has never been 

acted upon in any way whatsoever by 

the Senate. Now we have House bill 3961 
| before us, and the amendment of the 
| able Senator from Vermont | Mr. AIKEN 

is pending. That amendment seeks to 

! carry into effect the agreement which 
|} was sent to the Senate by the President 
| in March 1941. 
As the debate has proceeded I have 
| listened with a great interest to one 
phase of the colloquy among the Sen- 
ators dealing with the question which 
is now before the Committee on Com- 
merce with respect to the determination 
of whether this is an executive agree- 
ment or a treaty. 
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y able friend from New York, | Mr. HATCH. Mr. President—— tempt to adopt ar pproach in 
rned, Mr. President, as to Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I this n ; t 
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is an executive agreement yield a few minutes to the nator from only to cri - 
It seems to me that in fair- | New Mexico tainty as to whet! - 
Senate, in fairness to the Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I re- cedure is nd 
1 Whole, and certainly in line quested the Senator from Louisiana to I ld not take s ] 
ity of the C n of j in mo! t or two, b se of t ndme l 
i States, we of the Ser é the fact that I am one of the Senators Mr. AIKEN. Mr. I ) 
ncerned. The least the Sen who was present in 1934 when this sub- | read news item pu 
io is to permit the Committce Ject was debated, and voted upon at that falo Courier-Expr SS ¢ f We Do- 
e to continue upon its course tim I voted then in favor of tl St é r 6. 1944 
cing of testimony and the brief- | Lawrence s¢ y project. So far asI | cro 5A 
tuation from a legal stand- | kn not! 5 ed to char : ; 
t the Commerce Committee My mind as to the fund € as] I 
ne intelligently inform the fen- of that pi t; and very likely, if and ; 
tl is t ty « hether when the question arises in t fu C t So a4 t 
executive agreement. To m« unless ¢ f are d loped, I shall ( 
m is of vital importance. support the project at the appropriate 
of no war emergency existing | tim I 
t to the St. Lawrence-Great But today, Mr. President, as a practical | acon, , 
eaty at this time which would | Matter, I kn that we are confronted . , Pine 
me to lay aside my deep con- with an entirely different situation. It hee 
with respect to the difference is my oO} that Ui this |} id 
a treaty and an executive agree- be attach to Ul p ling bi I i 
very well ultimately result in d t 
e tated in the beginning, we in | Of the river and harbor bill, and also the ‘ 
are vitally concerned about the St. Lawrence seaway project iin Gisie a ; 
i legislation. Lake Michigan i To my mind, this is a very bad way to | yo saia This { [ 
the chain of lakes in the Great legislate. The river and harbor bill i the | 1} . 
ystem. The Illinois River and | CMtitled to its chance for success 01 - 
ago Canal, which run from Chi- | failure on its own merits; and I wish it | ests t 
h Illinois and finally empty | to have that chance. By the same token, | th vp : 
e Mississippi, are a part of this | the St. Lawrence seaway is entitled to | “If eee 
project and waterway system su s or failure on its own merit At : 
in 1934, when this question was oe psa = . a we oe happ\ . 
d for 3 weeks, it is my under- Cae chyna —nipgeasesngerri eng: tbh ag H Thor CLO 
ng thet the two Iilincis Gen- | 26SEC We Ch Es CFR Mates, Os SOCR) 
t that time, the late Senator J. | ™ the light of the peculiar legislative | cost of « 
mn Lewis and the late Senator | Situation. T am compelled to vote “nay.” | to ty 
- aaa ‘dieeiiies a ed to this Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President—— Eee : ; 
n Dieterich, were opposer , Mr. OVERTON. I yield 2 minutes | That, Mr. President, 110,000 
the junior Senator from Maryland labor union members of Bull 
President, I do not know where I Mr. RADCLIFFE. M President. I I ! 
ion this question. There is little shall not take up the time of the Senate proj 
; hing before the Senate upon which today in rehearsin the argument I ask unanimous | 
ht reach a just decision. which have been brought forward qui printed t RECORI t 
PRESIDING OFFICER The ully in this matter or attempt to ad- part of My reMarr Lé titled 
f the Senator from Illinois has ance any new points for discussion. “More Conversation?” f1 a, C ) 
J i a ‘ 4 = 


f 
\ 1) 
expired. However, I wish to emphasize my belief D: 
Ir. OVERTON. Mr. President, I | that I consider it very unwise indeed to Piai €! \ vi He I 
} . , y ry } , Y . Qin t P ’ 1 
i 1 minute more to the Senator from take chances when there is no necessity from the Chics wus Ve SN , iv, 
5 whatever for doing so 4 all 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I agree The question whether the pending | Accident,” from the December 6, 1 ‘4 
the Senator from New York and | amendment is in essence an executive Ki it , : 
Senators who take that same po- | @2reement or a treaty 1s necessarily in- ~~ b , 
1. This is too serious 1atter to | volved and it is vital. Personally, I ote 
over without having the hearings | lieve that the subject matter should be ( 'K 
ht up to date. As one Senator, I | handled as a treaty. Cet 1eTE aid er ‘ere 
not support such procedure Even considerable doubt at least as to whether tine L: ie : ; 
v £shaU MPPUl oul Ji Vt AUliCc. Vv s ; < . » ' 4 ‘ 7 
1 : . . t jis reaty . z vitive reemont ‘ ; f f } 
3 sh I should favor the project in tis a treaty or an executiy pCCHC! 4 a ae ; etal 
at If this matter is to be handled as a treaty ‘ Ol U : I+ 
nciple, I cannot at this hour cast a a1 ese S edienatiecamt ad ptaie ag cbtipcl sd etal. ( ' 
PY NIT titutiona ‘Ourse is ¢ } il i i i i ‘ 
in favor of the proposal solely on tnen our con iwution A ‘ 1s Cc ur’, ao : cnn a cena a Chi . 
' ; ; ; If, however, there is an element of doubt, A ULC & ArUU 
basis of arguments made on the floor 
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th ; 
; there is surely no reason on earth why | Sun of December 6, 194 
the Senate by e Or r Senators : : cai t " ave 
1 ea enate by cares Gt foul am a we should expose ourselves to any men- here | O ( ‘ 
l mii {9 Ve ore Y rm ic \e e * " ; = a = will 5 . 1 
mu have more information befol ace because of that doubtful element. ( i rir 
.© up my mind. Passing legislation clearly open to consti- in tl RI D f 


Furthermore, the adoption of this | tutional objections should be avoided if From the ¢ D N 
' mendment will imperil the river and | possible, 
arbor bill. I hope the time will come So far as the proposition of a Great en 
the very near future when the Com- | yakes-St. Lawrence waterway iS con- Ss, ene ee 
rce Committee may decide whether | cerned, I am not in favor of it on its in 
he St. Lawrence waterway proposal is | trinsic merits, whatever they may be. I 
° a treaty or executive agreement; I also | But at this time we are not examining nof C 
pe that the proper committee may in | into the merits of the project primarily, | _W°™ 


t Ay. 


1 the next Congress develop through On the contrary we are really consider- . ‘ 
. hearings all the facts, engineering and ing the question of procedure, and the _—* 
1 


otherwise, so that we may intelligently decision on that point is exceedingly ' 
ach a conclusion which will be fair | important. Consequently, I feel that it 
and right. would be unduly hazardous for us to at- 


























New Y Ci ) n to the seaway 
} fadec ne e prop as New 
¥ k I € i! re have g ped the fact 
t t ild open the Great I 
1 ! New York ju would 
t e Great Lak I s 
Now e t e f ( € nx up 
} t e € ef ( be 
] r 
We é irse e t t lawyers are 
d é he 1 f ] metaphysical 
i i ¥ e nece eeme 
\ h ¢ da € tie r cor r What 
he é t é t S 4 I ed { thar ur- 
j ( of expiring Congres 
v } } Poa ri t I me A , 
} dle? 
|} }  & S {N é ber 19 1944] 
WH H Tr. LAWRENCE? 
AIKE s effort t t mend- 
I the 1 I and harbor bill auth - 
( of the Great Lakes- 
I e! 1d power projec being 
( 1 e ground that the m é 
uld be pre ed in trea f But the 
re dispute t juridical. I contest 
between vested interests in the status quo on 
one si and the public interest on the other, 
There re three trong reasons why the 
St. Lawrence project should be built after 
the wat It would open a 27-foot channel 
from the Atlantic to the heart of the conti- 
nent, and make Chicago and 26 other cities 
} f oceangoing ships. It would gener- 
ate vast block rf eap power, and so } 
fit industry, consumers, and farmer It 
would create employment during the tran- 
Shall these powerful considerations of pub- 
lic interest be overridden by narrow and 
hted opposition of 1 d pri t 
power n l I € and sectional interests 
which mistakenly fear this development of 
wasted resources might harm them? 


interests fought the 
inal, were not hurt The 
interests fought T. V. A., but they were not 








hu Indeed, nobody is ever hurt, from a 
1 nal p ( w, by the sound develop- 
ment and use of n ral resources. The new 
wealth and new commerce thus created al- 
Ways outweigh the anticipated losses which 
exist chiefly in the minds of those who fear 
any chan 

se r AIKEN'S movement deserves to suc- 
ceed 
{From the Ashland (Ky.) Independent of 


December 6, 1944] 
GEOGRAPHIC ACCIDENT 
John D. Hickerson, State Department Chief 


of British Commonwealth Afairs at Wash- 














inet puts the pending St. Lawrence sea- 
way project rather neatly. If it were not “an 
accident of geography he says, “the Great 
Lakes ports and the Atlantic Ocean would 
have been linked long ago. Nature meant 
we d pointed the way. But political 
action by the two countries involved has 


necessarily slow and difficult, 
general good will and 
between Canada and 


co- 
rati x the 
United State 

The proposed seaway and incidental power 
development by both nations is obviously a 
mere ymmon There can 
be no better time to negotiate an agreement 
than now, when the two friendly nations are 
linked more closely than usual by partner- 
ship in a great war. 

It will cost money, of course, to deepen 
the channel between Lake Ontario and Que- 
bec. But that will soon pay for itself, and 
navigation will prosper on the world’s great- 
est frontier—all the way from midcontinental 
Duluth eastward to the sea. 
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the job 
Senator AIKEN, a Vermont Republican, is 
a politician who has talked a lot lately about 
full employment after the war He has a 
ecific plan, t He thinks that the United | 
States and Canada should go sad and com- 
plete the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence deep 
terway, more commonly 1own as the | 





St. Lawrence seaway and power development. | 


WORK FOR 100.000 


That project would provide } 
100,000 persons for 4 It would make 
it possible for New Englanders and New | 
Yorkers to receive cheaper electric power and | 
thus have more money to spend on automo- | 
and new clothes. There is better 
Way to stimulate employment than for peo- | 
buy more cars and clothes 

The project also would make it possible for 
some 40,000,090 Americans in the Great Lakes | 
region to ship and receive freight at a lower | 
cost. With the money they save on express 
charges they can keep a good many people 
in jobs building them new houses and schools. | 

The St. Lawrence project and the Missouri 
Valley Authority are two projects that will | 


jobs for nearly 


yea! 


biles no 
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create jobs, lower the cost of living for a | 
reat majority of the American people, and 
make the country much more powerful in 
the event of war. | 
FAVORED BY MAJORITY 
in Coolidge was the first President to | 
ma a real effort to get the St. Lawrence | 
project approved. Other Presidents had | 
talked about the desirability of opening the | 
St. Lawrence from its mouth to the Great 
Lakes to ocean-going shipping. But Cool- 
idge went to Congress with the idea after | 
his Secretary of Commerce, Herbert Hoover, | 
had made a careful study of the whole 
problem. 

Coolidge told Congress that the project | 
was “not incompatible with economy.” In | 
fact, he explained, it “does not require so | 
much a public expenditure as a capital in- 
vestment which will be reproductive.” He 

i that he foresaw “much future indus- 
ti and agricultural progress” as a result 
of the St. Lawrence development and “the 

tion of a great amount of cheap power 
a cheap freight by use of navigation.” 

But when the St. Lawrence treaty with | 
Canada finally got to Congress in early 1933, 
and although it had the blessing of Cool- 
idge, Hoover, and Roosevelt, and the support 
of powerful minority Members like Borah, | 
‘ of the administration leaders, a minor- | 

if Senators, acting almost entirely for | 
and local reasons, defeated the ma- | 
jt \ A majority of the Senators voted 
fi the treaty, but a two-thirds majority 
was necessary for ratification 

Now Senator Armen believes that early | 
in the new Congress the proposal should be 
voted on again. He argues, and the Presi- 
dent agrees with him, that the 1909 bound- 
ary-waters treaty with Canada gives Con- 
gress the right to authorize the project by a 
simple act, requiring a majority vote of both 
houses If Congress approves the Aiken 


bill, cities like Chicago, Milwaukee, Duluth, | 
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[From the Wisconsin Sta 
4, 1944] 


A RED HERRING IN THE St. LAWRENCE 


te Jo 


ators who oppose the ( 
seaway project 
circumstances 





rence 


are ral 





ial interferer 
peace treaties to defeat it in the present ¢ 
gress. 
Their tactics are effective 

ers of the St. Lawrence project as S 
VANDENDBERG, Of Michigan, Burton, of ¢ 
and WILEY, of Wisconsin, are wavering 
the southerners’ attack by indirecti 


Such 








The argument which the waterw 
nents are using with devastating eff 
that acceptance of the St. Lawrence pl 
tween the United States and Canada 


executive agreement, the form in w 
is now before them, instead of a tr 
set a dangerous precedent carrying 01 
the realm of peace making. 

Treaties require a two-thirds Senate 
for confirmation. Executive agreement 
approved by a majority vote of both Hou 
The bugaboo with which St. Lawrence 
terway supporters are being scared is the pre- 
diction that if they accept an Execu 
agreement covering this project, the P 
dent will submit all international com} 
including peace arrangements, as agreeme 








rather than treaties to avoid the nece 
of a two-thirds Senate approval. Thi 
effect, would amount to a nullificati 


constitutional provisions, and the thre 
it is proving an excellent obstacle to ¢ 
pleting action on the waterway project 

It is purely a false issue, fomenting en 
talk to last until Congress adjourns. If 
President does contemplate trying to put 
peace plans across by any such subtertf 
method, he does not require the prece 
of the St. Lawrence pact to pave the w: 
their submission in the form of 
We already have executive agreement 
tween the United States and other coun 
which would serve that purpose. 

This is merely another of the many - 
stacles which opponents of the entire w - 
way project have thrown in its path re} - 
edly, and supporters who happen to b 
picious of the President politically « 
other inclination are being thrown off 
course by it. 


agreeme 





[From the Chicago Sun of December 6, 1944 

CHICAGO'S ATTITUDE TOWARD THE SEAWAY 

Whatever the outcome of the congressi 
debate this week on the St. Lawrence watt 
way, a revision of the typical Chicago attit 
toward that enterprise is long overdue. 

The attitude is well expressed in a let 
we publish today, Chicago and the Seaw 
It has also been expressed in past resoluti 
of the Association of Commerce condemn 
the project and opposing any action wh 
“impairs United States sovereignty over L 
Michigan” or “imposes any limit on the dl- 
version of water at Chicago.” 

This is not only narrow provincialism, un- 
worthy of a great city. It is also reckle 
obfuscation of the real issues. No actual con- 
flict exists between Chicago's need for Lak« 
Michigan water and the Nation’s need for a 
deep-channel seaway and power project. T 
the few private interests which oppose the 
project, Chicago has played cat’s-paw long 
enough. 

Neither the bill now before Congress, n 
the executive agreement with Canada whic} 














AIKEN. Mr. Presid 


»t ‘ h vs 

re for an hour and a half listen- 

» the me old shopworn argum ; 
the St. Lawrence seaway that we 
heard for years—the old arguments 
delay and more delay and the 1 - 
f technicalities and more techni- 
es. But not one word h: been 
cen against the St. Lawrence seaway 


ts merits, because the opponen 

iow they cannot defeat it on its mer- 
The only hope they have is to ob- 
lelay after delay and to r: 
I lity after technicality. Today they 
ve raised meny points about why th 
should be handled by tr 
er than by agreement. They 
taken their stand with the util 


est witness, Dr. 


tain ce ise tech- 


matter aty, 
y have 
y inter- 
Borchard, and they have 


? > hh . « 7 9 . hh } 

taken their stand against that for which 
+ , ‘+ Fist] <x Ly . Th 

s ary of State Hull worked for many 


is floor on 
> Hull 
2 St. y. The next 
lay I received from him a letter in which 
e stated how much he apprec } 

marks I had made on the floor o 
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Mr. President, not n 
the basis of why the matter should be 
idled by treaty, rather than 
it, is defensible. Every one of them 
could be shot to pi s. But the op- 
ponents have delayed in raising 
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ined the St. Lawrence proj- | 
one part of it. The Senator from | 
Minnesota and I attended a meeting of 
the Commerce Committee and requested 
permission to speak for 1 hour in behalf 
of the St. Lawrence project as an amend- 


ment to the river and harbor bill, but we 
were denied even 1 minute, and when the 
record of those hearings was printed we 
found that even our official request and 
the denial of it had been deleted from 
the record of the hearings. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota was with me, and 
he is now present in the Chamber and Will 


vouch for every word I am Saying. 


Mr.SHIPSTEAD. The Senator’s state- 
ment 1s correct. 

Mr. AIKEN. So they can.iot tell us 
that we never offered it to the river and 


harbor bill. They simply denied us an 


opportunity to present it before the com- 
mittce 
Mr. President, the opponents have now 


choked off the St. Lawrence development 
project for 14 months, and they intend 
to choke it off indefinitely. They know 
we could not get any action on it in the 
committee at this session, and so they 
have gone through the farce of holding 
hearings on one thing and another. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Let me say that a 
measure of this character should not 
have gone to the Commerce Committee. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, in con- 
clusion I wish to say again, let us vote 
for America today. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. LANGER. I should like to ask the 
distinguished Senator whether President 
Hoover did not recommend the St. Law- 
rence seaway when he was President. 

Mr. AIKEN. President Hoover did 
recommend it, and President Coolidge 
also urged it. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed at this point of the REc- 
ORD, aS a part of my remarks, the power 
record of Gov. Thomas E. Dewey of 
New York, who apparently agrees with 
the President on this matter. 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp, 
as follows: 

PowER RE 


ORD OF 


OF 


Gov. THOMAS 
NEw YorRK 
rom public records, September 
Watertown Daily Times) 


E. Dewey, 


(Compiled 
1944, 


From the outset his administration at 
Albany, as well as during luis rise to leader- 
ship in New York State, Gov. Thomas E, 
Dewey has upheld a clear-cut program for 
the conservation, development, and use of 
Natural 1 urces of water power 

Iwo he water powers in the 
world are potentially available in boundary 
waters of the Niagara and the St. Lawrence 
Rivers, which carry the outflow of the Great 
Lakes to the sea. About 587,000 kilowatts of 
additional hydro capacity on the Niagara and 
826,000 kilowatts on the St. Lawrence can be 
utilized in New York State through post-war 
hydro developments at these sites. 

An impartial review of the public record 
of Governor Dewey shows that he has clearly 
defined in public statements, in messages to 
the legislature, and by his official acts a power 
program which the following basic 
poiicic 


1e of 


es 


of t greatest 


includes 








Conservation and development of water- 
power resources for the public benefit, rather 
than for the benefit of any private monopoly. 

Op} tion to the sale, lease, or licensing of 

he State’s water powers, including the 
I ind the St. Lawrence, to private 
intere 

Ex n of rentals to the State for waters 
no\ e diverted from Niagara Falls for 
power purposes by private utilities under 
Federal licenses permitting such diversions. 

Completion of the Great Lakes-St. Law- 


rence seaway and power project 

Su] rt of State agencies in affirmative ac- 
tion to safeguard the public interest in the 
waterpower resources of the State. 


Once the pioneer State in the establish- 


ment of the electrical industry and in the 
large scale generation of hydroelectricity, New 
York suffered a virtual stagnation in de- 


velopment of its water power resources over 
a period of more than a decade preceding 
Governor Dewey's election in 1942. 

The first central steam generating and dis- 
tribution plant in the United States, Thomas 
A. Edison’s Pearl Street Station, went into 
operation in New York City in 1882. The 
first mcdern hydro plant was completed in 
1895 at Niagara Falls, where the installations 
had expanded to about 450,000 kilowatts on 
the New York side by 1927, then the largest in 
the United States. Thereafter, hydro de- 


velopment in New York State practically 
ceased. The State’s rich undeveloped water 


power resources on the Niagara and the St. 
Lawrence were neglected while the capacity 
of steam generating plants rose by 1943 to 
4,814,000 kilowatts. When Governor Dewey 
took office the State had thus become de- 
pendent upon the use of imported coal, oil, 
and gas for about four-fifths of its generating 
capacity. 
BEGINNINGS OF CONSERVATION PROGRAM IN NEW 
YORK UNDER GOV. THEODORE ROOSEVELT AND 
GOV. CHARLES E, HUGHES 


In his official acts dealing with the Niagara 
and St. Lawrence water powers, Governor 
Dewey has followed a consistent policy, logi- 
cally developed from conservation principles 


first set forth in New York State by Gov. 
Theodore Roosevelt and Gov. Charles Evans 
Hughes. 


In an address at Watertown, N. Y., on Octo- 
ber 10, 1914, Theodore Roosevelt reviewed the 
conservation program which he had initiated 
as Governor and later as President had put 
into execution on public lands in many 
Western States. Applying the principles of 
this program to the St. Lawrence, he said: 

“You have in this section a most valuable 
asset in your natural water power. You have 
elected too many men in the past who have 
taken what belongs to the Nation. * * * 
There has been a persistent effort to give pri- 
vate corporations control of the water power 
in this country. * * * We are poor citi- 
zens if we allow the things worth most to get 
into the hands of a few.” 

The potential worth of the water powers of 
the State had aiso been emphasized by Gov- 
ernor Hughes. In a message to the New York 
Legislature on January 2, 1907, he said: 

“It is well to consider the great value of 
the undeveloped water powers * * * un- 
der State control. They should be preserved 
and held for the benefit of all the people and 
should not be surrendered to private inter- 
ests. It would be difficult to exaggerate the 
advantages which may ultimately accrue from 
these great resources of power if the common 
right is duly safeguarded.” 

At intervals between the Hughes adminis- 
tration and into the twenties, repeated efforts 
were made by utility interests to gain con- 
trol over the St. Lawrence power resources. 
Governors Alfred E. Smith, Franklin D. Roose- 
velt, and Herbert H. Lehman in many State 
campaigns advocated public development 
and distribution of this power. In 1931 the 


| New York Legislature, without a dissenting 


| 
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vote, enacted the power-authority 
This act established the first power aut 


ity set up anywhere in the United § 
under a mandate to conserve and deve! 
major power resource. The act dire 


the authority to provide for development 
the St. Lawrence River, in cooperation 
United States and Canadian agencies 
Ceclared that the power resources of tl} 
Lawrence “shall always remain inalie: 
to, and ownership, possession, and ¢ 
thereof shall always be vested in, the pe 
of the State.” 


NEW YORK’S POWER PROJECT UNDER THE 
LAWRENCE DRAFT TREATY OF 1932 
In 1934, a majority of the United Sst 


Senate voted approval of a treaty with ¢ 
ada, signed July 18, 1932, under which it 1 
proposed to complete the Great Lak 
Lawrence seaway with a minimum channe! 
depth of 27 feet throughout the system 

In connection with the 1932 treaty, a F 
eral-State accord was signed February 7, 1933 
in which the State’s plan to proceed with t 
United States’ half of the power developn 
on the St. Lawrence River was incorporat 
This accord approved by the Uni 
States House of Representatives and 
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations 
treaty, however, failed of ratificati wi 
it received a majority in the Senate but 
short of the two-thirds required. 


Was 


7 


mn 
n 


WATER-POWER PROGRAMS IN 1938 AND 1942 


As a candidate for Governor of New Y 
in 1938, Thomas E. Dewey wrote i 
platform of his party conservation princi; 
which stemmed from policies originally out- 
lined by Gov. Theodore Roosevelt and Gov- 
ernor Hughes. The water-power plank 
adopted at the Republican State Conventi 
in 1938 read as follows: 

“We shall continue to oppose the sale 
the pecple’s interest in the State’s water- 
power resources. This opposition includ 
the licensing or leasing to any private enter- 
prise of the people's undeveloped water-pow: 
resources.” 

In an address in New York City, Novembe 


nto 


2, 1938, Mr. Dewey made a full present 1 
of his views on the power and utility ques- 
tion, in part, as follows: 

“This is the age of electricity. Power } 


raised our standard of living, lifted burde: 
from the backs of our people. It has m 
life happier and removed drudgery. But 
have the people of New York received t 


full benefits? Let us see. The fact is 
I opened that issue in this campaign. I 
took it up in my acceptance speech. I 


then and I repeat: ‘For 30 years the owner- 
ship and use of the natural resources of t 
State for the production of electric power 
have been the subject of sterile political 
troversy. Elements of our own party 
opposed the inevitable and perpetual owner- 
ship of our natural resources by the people of 
the State. On the other hand, the Demo- 
cratic Party has exploited water power as 
political issue for many years, accomplis! 


( 
h 


no substantial result except the election of 
its candidates for public office.’ 
“That was true when I said it. It is 


* > * 


today 

“Who is going to operate the undevelop: 
waterpower of the State of New York? On 
that issue my opponent [Governor Lehma: 
and I are in complete agreement. New York 
shall never alienate its undeveloped water- 
power resources * * * 

“I have had some experience in the past 
8 years in digging out facts for the pe 
of New York. Utility facts are just like a: 
other facts _ © 

“The utility companies, the utility inves- 
tors, and the consuming public will discover 
that the problem is not one of rates. It is 
one of merchandising. Let’s look at tl 
other States. During the last 6 years of 
lethargy in New York, what has happened? 
Progressive companies nder progressive 


. 


e 


the 
plank upon which he had stood in 1933. 
a press conference at Watertown, N. Y., 
1942, Mr. Dewey reaffirmed a 
nent he had made on March 27, 1940, as 





I favor the St. Lawrence seaway and always 





have always 
pment of the power r 
vernment for the benefit 
nd not for any 


strongly ated the de- 
f the State 
ill the peo- 
private monopoly.” 
ARGING OF RENTAL FOR USE OF WATER 
UNDER FEDERAL LICENSE BY PR 
AT NIAGARA FALLS 

Following his election in N 
1or Dewey again took = the 
water power in his first an l me 
New York Legislature, on. 
this message, aan: Governo! 
It was recen decided by 


advoc 


esources « 





DIVERTED 


IVATE UTILITIES 


1942, 


tion 


vember 








verry 
‘ rr 


ques 








Court of 


Appeals that tne present law prevents collec- 
tion by the State of rental for its water-power 
re urces now being diverted to the use of 





te utility companies. It is my hope that 





priv 





one of the first acts of 1943 it shall be 

de law that the water-power re- 
§ the State shall be preserved for the 
the people in perpetuity. Now is 

the time to make that policy effective by 


tion requiring a proper rental for ws 
wer used under previously existing au- 
thority. I earnestly c 
to your honorable t ; 
In the decision referred to by the Gover- 
the court of appeals had determined 
the water power and control c 

sion of the State lacked authority under 
law to levy a rental against the 
Falls Power Co. for the use of 15,100 


ymmis- 





second feet of water, already being 

diverted f wer purposes under a Federal 
license 

A bill authorizing the commission to levy 


an equitable rental was introduce i at the 


I 
443 session of the legislature resp 





If to 
Gov Dewey's message. This ¢ is- 
ation measul oe the cor I lor 

I State by providing that the w r 


d + the State “shal 
the power and cont 
7 
u 


he purposes of re 





of the same” by p 





i 2 persons 
the purpose 


s 
any rentals or charges therefor.” 


1 rentai bill, as ea int 


Governor 





law with the approval of 


oven 
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cated by the G 





iffalo Evening 


The Senator 
n Louisiana has 6 minutes, 
. OVERTON. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


President, 


ssed it on its 





I esented f the one funda- 
n be ie United State 

The Ser C yerately and 

referred to the Committee on 

Comm a bill of the Senator from 
V Mr. AIKEN !, which would carry 
tion an agi ment or treaty, 

may b called. between the 

Ur i Stat of America and Canada. 
The fundamental question to which I re- 
ferred is this: Is the committee to be 
( I in the midst of its delibera- 
tion by the adoption of an amendment 


he river and harbor bill? 
Mr. President, the Senator from Ver- 
ynt has said that he appeared before 
nate Committee on Commerce and 
ed for a hearing upon an amendment 
» river and harbor bill. That state- 


ment was refuted the other day by the 
enior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BAILEY! and by myself when the Senator 


from Vermont first made the statement 
the Senate. The Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Minne- 

ta |Mr. SHIPSTEAD!, did appear before 
the Senate Committee on Commerce 
when it was conducting hearings on the 
river and harbor bill, for the purpose of 


before 


asking that the committee hear them 
upon the Aiken bill, and not on any 
amendment. They did not come with 
any amendment in their hands. They 


did not come with any proposal to amend 
the river and harbor bill. They wanted 
the Senate Committee on Commerce to 
discontinue hearings on the river and 
harbor bill in order to take up the Aiken 
bill. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I can- 
not yield in the limited time at my dis- 
posal. 

The 


over 


the 


Senator has made the statement 
and over again. I know what he 
was about to say, but the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BAILEY} and myself 
differ with him, and I believe our 
memories are absolutely accurate on the 
question. 

But, Mr. President, that is neither here 
) here. Certainly the Senator from 
Vermont never submitted in the Senate 
an amendment to the river and harbor 
bill proposing to put into execution the 
St. Lawrence seaway project and have it 


referred to the Commerce Committee. 
If he had intended to do so, would he 
not have submitted the amendment and 
had it referred to the committee. He 
never did. But, Mr. President, as I have 
said, that is neither here nor there. 


Whether the Senator from North Caro- 
lina and I are correct or faulty in our 
memories, the proposition which now ad- 
dresses itself to the determination of the 
United States Senate is primarily this: 
Will an amendment to a river and harbor 
bill be adopted containing so tremendous 
a proposal as the St. Lawrence seaway, 
any hearing having been con- 
ducted by any committee, whether it be 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
or the Senate Committee on Commerce, 
or any other committee? Are we to go 

t 


stant 
Wil AhVUUL 


before the people of this country and 
say, “Yes, we have authorized a com- 
pact in perpetuity between the United 
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; of America, the Dominion of ¢ 
ada, and the British Empire, wit 
having received a committee 
without a committee hearing hay 
held”? Ido not believe so, Mr. P 
I hope not. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I ir 
attention to the fact that t 
ator from Louisiana admits that the s 
from Minnesota [Mr. 
and I appeared before his committer 
a matter of fact, the bill was in my pox 
at the time, and the committee did 
five us an opportunity to suggest ita 
amendment. Perhaps, now that the Sen- 
ator has admitted that we appeared b 
fore the committee 

Mr.OVERTON. Ihave never denied 

Mr. AIKEN. Perhaps the Senator vw 
explain how it happened that our reque 
and its denial were stricken out of t! 
record at the hearing. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I suggest t 
absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk wij 
Call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. and t 
following Senators answered to ths 


at last theS 


ator SHIPSTE 





names: 





Aiken Green Overton 
Austin Guffey Pepper 
Bailey Gurney Radclifie 
Ball Hall Reed 
B'lbo Hatch Revercon 
Brewster Hawkes Reynolds 
Brooks Hayaen Robert 
Buck Hill Russell 
Burton Holman Shipstead 
Bushfield Jenner Smith 
Butler Johnson, Calif. Stewart 
Byrd Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Capper Kilgore Thomas, Idaho 
Chandler La Follette Thomas, O 
Chavez Langer Thomas, Ut 
Clark, Mo. Lucas Truman 
> i: McCarran Tunnell 
McClelian Vandenberg 
McFar!and Wagner 
McKellar Walsh 
Downey Maloney Week 
Eastland Maybank Whee 
Ellender Mead Wherry 
Fer2zuson Millikin White 
George Murray Wiley 
Gerry Nye Willis 
Gillette O'Daniel Wi 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty- 
Senators have answered to their nam: 


A quorum is present. 

The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Vermont |M 
AIKEN]. On that question the yeas a! 
nays have been demanded Is the ad 
mand sufficiently seconded? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the Chief Clerk proceeded to call the r 


was called). I have a general pair v 
the senior Senator from New Hampsh 
|{Mr. Bripces]. I transfer that pair to the 


Senator from Washington [|Mr. WALL- 
GREN]. I have not been informed h¢ 
either of thos- Senators would vote 


present, but, under the transfer, Iam at 
liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HILL (when Mr. Typincs’ name 
was called). On this vote the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Typincs!] and the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. CiarK], both 
of whom are unavoidably detained, are 
paired; I am advised that if present and 
voting the Senator from Idaho would 
vote “yea,” and the Senator from Mary- 
land would vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
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I further 


from 
it from the Senate bde- 


from 


announce 
Mr 
Kentucky 


Vir 
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Utah [Mr. 
n official busi 
wn Florida 


the Senator from Alabama 


iZAD!, the S 


CARAWAY], th 


Ss 


CLARK], the S 
) MAHONEY |], 
Mr. ScrucH? 


nd (Mr. 


m Washing 


‘nator f 


TYDINGS!, a 


nator 


that 


GLASS 


(Mr, 


Mur- 


ines 


Mr. An- 


Mir 


. “Lear 
from Arka S 


e Senator from Idaho 


om Wyo 
the Se 
mM], the Senator 
nd the 


ton (Mr. 


‘esSarily absent 


WHERRY. 

hire 

If present 
eneral peir 


Senator 


(Mr. B 


and 
‘e been announced 

fr 
sar 
from 


RIDGES] i 
he would vot 
its transier 
om OkI 

ily absent 


New 


homa 


Ham} 


ToOBEY] is necessarily absen 


nt he would v¢ 


result was announced—yeas 
follows: 
YEAS 


Johnson, Calif hom 


06, 


as 


La F< 





ite “yea 


25 


min 
sail 


nator from Ne- 


from 


Sena- 
WALLGREN 


The Senator from New 
Ss necessarily 


e “nay. 


have 


[Mir 


ivil 


tte Thomas 
d Langer Truman 
Murray Vandenberg 
i Nye Wagner 
Pepper Wiley 
n Reed Wilson 
Reynold 
an Shipstead 
NAYS—56 
Ge f Millikin 
V Gerry O Da el 
Gillett Overton 
er Green Radcliffe 
Guffey ¢ ib 
. Ha Robe n 


r Hawkes Smith 
i Jenner Stewart 
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ez Kil Tr 
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MESSAGE 
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lock 


Idaho Scrugh 
Tydings 
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») q 
amend 


FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House 


was Ir 


e- 


of Repre- 


sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its 


( 


€ 


at 


1 
ierkS, 


announced 


‘ 
A 


conference on 


of the two House 
of the Senate to 
amend and 


Road 


4 


~o 


7 
A 


wn 


c 
( 
I 
I 


Act, 
ppropriations 
liminate 
rossings, 
reparation of 


rr? 
ul 


Oe es, 


approved July 
1ended and supplemented, to authorize 
for 
ruction of highways 
hazards at 
to provide for the immediate 
plans, 


that the 
the disagreeing 
s on the 
bill 


the 
Ulit 


(S 
a3, 


he -W 
br 
id 


po 
and 


. 37 
alir¢ 


UB 


I 
and ior 


House had 
treed to the report of the committee 


1 
votes 


amendment 
2105) 
upplement the Federal-Aid 
1916, as 


to 


con- 


other 


' 


i 


CONGRESSI 





G nda for 


Mr. DAVIS. M 


F 
olerea 


bill and 





DANAHER. 
terday I 


pending 








an 


th 
Ad 








Vy 
avail. 


purposes 
id 


President 
amendment 
e amendment 


LU 


‘HIE 


F CLERK. It 


is pr‘ 
t at the proper place the followin 


P ded, That the ] r 
Th Rive the Housa 
Bas as contained in Put Law 
viou kI 1 as H. R. 4485 h 
s end 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
is on agreeing to the amendmen 
by the Senator from Connecticu 
DANAH ‘ 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. Presic 
found it difficult, because of th 
and confusion in the Chamber, tc 


the an 
Lne amit 


y Imant 
nament, 


I sho 


e- 
tion 
a 1 
as' ‘ 
7 
Yad 
"+ I 
n 
follo 
ire 


»? i Le 
uld AKC to /* 


House had agi t report of t 
committee ol onference on tl! ( - 
greeir votes ¢ le two Houses 
mename! ie S t o tne Oli 

Ly > 44 . ‘ ) 

H. R. 4485) uULnorizu € COnStruce- 
tion of < n | lic works \ 
ana harvors ior hood ¢ I and I 
o_ner purposes 

RIVER AND HAREOR IMPROVEMENT 
The Senate resume the consic e 
tion of tl 1(H. R 61) autho 
the const n, reps and preserva- 
tion of I ain iblic works on rive! n 


nt, I offer the 


amendment, which 1d to the desk, 
and to which I think the Senator in 
charge of the bill will have no objection 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment Will be stated. 

The Curler CLERK. On page 41 t 
line 15, it is proposed to insert: 

Schuylkill Rit P I ¥ 
view Tt providing a ae cna < 

Mr. OVERTON. I have no objection 
to the amenament. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania [M1 
Davis 

The amendment was agreed to 


favorably acted upon, as will appear at 
pages 9139 and 9140 of the Recorp of yes- 
terday. Since that time I have discussed 
the matter at some length with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana | Mr. OVERTON], in 
charge of the bill, and it is his belief that 
we can the better reach the issue both 
of us have in mind if reconsideration 
is had of the amendment which was yes- 
terday adopted, and if a substitute be 
offered in lieu thereof. Accordi: Mi 
President, I ask unanimous ¢ nt that 
the vote by which tl amendment I of- 
fered yesterday was agreed to be recon- 
sidered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair 1e, and 
the vote is recons 

Mr. DANAHER it, in lieu 
of the amendmen ed yes- 
terday, I offer the followi ndment 
“Provided, That the authorization for 
the Thomaston River in the Housaton 
River Basin as contained in Public La 
—, previously Known as H. R. 4485 
hereby rescinded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the amendment. 


or < 
urged 
Mr 
of ++ 
foral 
nine 
by Ct 
. : 
$ 
Conne 
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had in mind w} he offered t amend- 
ment. But it possible, even with- 
out the amendment, and I am told that 
the Army engineers will be very anxiou 
to discu the matter further with the 
people of Conr it. Ihave been told, 
f er, that they would not think of go- 
1” i d wit this particular project 
unl tt f t had pretty ne y the 
complete 1p} of tl peo} of the 
aite 1 area 
I ¢ not v 1 to se I item stricken 
f t I It has had very careful 
consideration I think I can say with 
ifetvy—and I ask the chairman of the 
committee to confirm this—that the 
Army engineers will not build this dam 
unl t people of Connecticut want it 
I ask the chairman of the subcommittee 
if he dces not share that feeling 
Mr.OVERTON. Mr. President, I share 
that feeling: but the difficulty which now 
confronts me in handling the bill is that 
n amendment was adopted. My atten- 
tion was diverted at the time, and I did 
not catch the purport of the amendment. 
It provided that this project could not 
be constructed without the consent of 
the State of Connecticut. It is faulty 
legislation in any river and harbor bill 
cr flood-control bill to undertake to pro- 
vide that Congress cannot legislate with- 
out the consent of a State, and so I 
promptly advised the junior Senato1 
from Connecticut that in conference I 
certainly would take the position that 


that provision should be eliminated, but 
that I would have no objection if he de- 
sired the elimination of the project, if 
that were agreeable to both Senators 


irom Connecticut. 
i¢ I to the 
Mr. MALONEY. And I told the Sen- 
ator that I would resist such a proposal. 


I mentioned the mat- 
senior Senator from Connect- 


1¢ 


Mr. DANAHER. Will my colleague 
yield? 
Mr. MALONEY. I yield. 


Mr. DANAHER. Now that the senti- 
ment has been canvassed in this triangu- 
Jar 1, the fact is that in the flood- 
control H. R. 4485, an amendment 
which would have protected all interests 
was adopted by the Senate, but it was 
not carried through in the conference. 
In order to remove that defect, I offered 
the amendment yesterday. I realize that 
the point made by the Senator from 
Louisiana is cogent, and I have sought 
to reconcile his thought and mine in or- 
cer to achieve the best possible presenta- 
tion when the bill goes to conference. 

The suggestion contained in the argu- 


lashior 


bill, 


ment submitted by my colleague coin- 
cides exactly with what I personally wish 
to do, namely, save the project, but to 


give the people of the State of Connecti- 
cut an opvortunity to be heard. Only 
vesterday I read into the Rreccnrp a letter 
from the chairman of the Connecticut 
Flood Centroel Commission, Gen. Sanford 
H. Wadhems, in which he specificaliy 
poinis out the position of the State of 
Connecticut with reference to this mat- 
ter, s in his communication to 
me that his submission of his views has 
had the approval of the Governor of the 
State of Connecticut. 

Mr. President, in order that we may 
properly reconcile all these viewpoints, 


Mm 


and <av 


however conflicting 





epproximate accord, I shall withdraw 
the amendment which I have sent to the 
de and in lieu thereof submit the fol- 
lowing 
F That the y s of sé n 
1 ( Public N commonly known as 
H 4485 la 1e project Known 
e Tl na the Housatonic 
I € Valle Basir 


Mr. President, this amendment would 
bring the matter squarely back to the 
amendment which my colleague says he 


wants to see adopted, and which the 
Senat has already adopted. The 


amendment correctly presents the view 
of the State of Connecticut and my view. 
Mr. President, I offer it as 
amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 


Therefore, 


an 


Mr. MALONEY. I should like to 
point out something first, and then I 
shall be pleased to yield. 

This is a very unusual project. There 


is no power involved in it, and only one 
river is involved. The only problem in- 
volved is that of flood control. If the 
very able chairman of the committee has 
in his mind that a precedent might here- 
in be established, I urge him to consider 


the fact that this project is different 
from most projects in this kind of a 
bill, in that it involves not a single soli- 


tary matter except flood control. I hope 
the Senator from Louisiana will feel, al- 
though I, myself, should not have pro- 
posed the amendment, because I have no 
fears about the construction of the proj- 
ect unless the people of Connecticut ap- 
prove it, that he can accept this amend- 
ment and defend it and support it whole- 
heartedly and completely in conference. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator now yield? 

Mr. MALONEY. I yield. 

Mr. OVERTON. That is the self-same 
amendment which the junior Senator 
rom Connecticut |Mr. DANAHER] offered 
to the flood-control bill. 

Mr. MALONEY. That is correct. 

Mr. OVERTON. The House conferees 
would not agree to it. It is very bad 
legislation because it would subject that 
project and, if anyone else should urge 
it, any other project in the bill, to section 

review. 

I think I can satisfy both Se 
the amendment® be withdrawn by the 
junior Senator from Connecticut I can 
assure him, speaking for the Chief of 
Engineers, that this dam will not be con- 
structed in the face of any serious local 
opposition. Furthermore, let me say, 
that I will secure a review report from 
the Commerce Committee for the Sena- 
tor which will serve exactly the same 
purpose as his amendment 

Mr. MALONEY. I should like to say, 
President, that there is very little, 
if any, remaining opposition to the proj- 
ect on the part of the people who would 
be affected, but there is a feeling, a long- 
time feeling, with which I have been in 
sympathy, on the part of certain State 
officials who resent what they feel is an 
intrusion upon State rights. I have long 
since come to the conclusion, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as I have said before, although a 
strong advocate of States’ rights, that I 


1ators. If 


Ar 


Mil’, 


or however they may | 
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do not feel we can maintain St; , 
rights where flood control is concer: 
In certain States, such as the Stats 
Vermont, reservoirs are needed to 1 
vent floods in another State. If we in 
upon States’ rights in connection wit 
bill of this sort, the officials of the St 
of Vermont could veto a project wh 
would have a bearing upon the lives 
property of the people of my State 
that cannct be done. 

Mr. MALONEY subsequently said: M 
President, I wish to invite the attent 
of the Senate, and particularly of 


able colleague |Mr. DANAHER] to t} 
part of the conference report refer 
to amendment No. 27, which i 


amendment which he offered and whi 
was adopted by the Senate and 
stricken out in conference. I read: 
No. 27: The conferees re 
mend that the Senate recede from 
amendment which would have required 
further report and subsequent authoriz 
prior to the initiation of the House-ap} 
project for the Thomaston Reservoir 
Naugatuck River for flood control i) 
Housatonic River Basin, Conn., at 
mated cost of $5,151,000. 


Amendment 


I lay particular emphasis on ths 
tence which I am now about to read 


If further study discloses that the pr 





should be abandoned cr modified exts 
sively, the Chief of Engineers will withh 
the initiation of construction, 

Mr. President, that was what I re- 


ferred to in my brief statement. I ha 
tried to assure my colleague and the Ser 
ate that that is what would happen; a: 
I am sure that this language in the con- 


ference report will sufficiently satis! 
him. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lv- 


cas in the chair). The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment in the natu 
of a substitute offered by the Senator 
from Connecticut |Mr. DANAHER] for the 
amendment offered by him and agreed 
to yesterday, which has been reconsid- 
ered. 

The amendment 
substitute 


in the 
was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER T 
question recurs On agreeing to tl 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut |Mr. DANAHER] on yester- 
day, which was reconsidered a mome! 
ago. 

Mr. OVERTON. I ask that the emer 
ment be rejected for the reasons I ha 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I a 
unanimous consent that there appeal 
the Recorp at this point a copy ol n 
letter to the conferees on the amen 
ment to House bill 4485. 

There being no objection, the letter 
vas ordered to be printed in the REcORD 
as follows: 


lature ol a 


DECEMBER 4, 1944 
Senator JoHN H. OVERTON, 
Senaie Office Building, 


Vashington, D.C 

My Dear SENATOR: You will recall our dis- 
cussion about the Housatonic River Basin 
project set forth on page 10 in lines 14 to 70 
inclusive, supplemented by my amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ervene, and if tisfactory modifications } 


is open to further amendment y River be vw A ( . 








Reis 4 rede : er 0 = tt oo ! : Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President. I offer D ove N 7 a ; 
f the State of Connecticut has not an amendment to the irvey provi ! P i I t v } 
been made known in the premis¢e which I understand is acceptable I ‘ 
the State water con headed by chairman of the committee : caren . 
( Sanford H. W I extre y The PRESIDING OFFICER The 1 
é f woul ibtedly to 1} 1 


amenament wilil be stated ! f 


The Cuier CLERK. On page 39. line 21, 











f ‘ ' ‘ after the word “Harbo ] i 
Y i ( ‘ you 1 to Insel and the Acu t Rive ! 
y } t mer dum t } j + n line 23 fter the w da b ’ t 5 e 
tit f the conference on the bill. You sert “and for the improvement of navi- M GEORGI M I ! t 
to examine the comments of | gation, and related purposes” a 
; an ae z ' 
Pa SS 2 —— oe make lines 21 to 23 read tir ? I 
I v 
Ne b I é H j O 
= ry 
I e lived in Watertow e 19 d 4 I M ( ri 
} id ¢ t I r tw.ce ‘ t j 
( | P a the é er é 
' 19 not re eriod er- e in , f I 
» with travel. I do recall one ion, sated purpose ‘ waist fY . 
y . wit hich- — , 5 
x 1 was rovably I he nign M)} OVERTON I ha el icn tainly 
’ n the west e of 1 we Main : : 7 
Brid v ail to the amenamen to 1 ed ; 
Street Bridge in Waterbury was flooded oan ‘ as — 7 ; 
the extent of about a foot. for I re¢ driv- The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe v irry into ex tio! I 
hrough it in an automcbil For the | question is on agreei! to tl amend- t pl t to | t 
} 10 years my office has been immediately ment offered by the Senator from Massa- at | : 
nd rlook the river at Freight | chusetts [Mr. WEEKS i in t be d 
@ ¢ 4 ~~ . . <@ ler owe . 
it ert d in that period I The amendment was agreed to necessary to reta 
recall n alarming the river flow 





except that one year a rather fimey iron Mr. OVERTON. Mr President, there true that the 
bridve was washed away. Since that time | 18 contained in the flood-control bill the flood ti | ins this 
an adequate stone bridge } been erected which has been passed by both Houses itom in n } f , ar 

( f i has been acted upon by the confer- ca { expel f{ more 


1 I do not believe any further damage of anc 





money than the provision in the pend- 


) 
ing bill, as I understand; but there is no 
assurance that that bill will receive 
Presidential approval. For some reason 


the Executive might veto the bill. As I 
understand, the appropriation in the 
flocd-control bill is for $10,090,000 or 
$12. 000,000 more than the appropriation 
authorized in the pending bill. In the 
rest of trying to secure legislation 
which has been under consideration and 
has been favorably reported by commis- 
sions as well as by the Board of Army 
Engineers over a long period of time, it 
seems to me that this provision ought to 

nd. Certainly there could be but one 
expenditure of It would be 
imply a case of deciding under which 
bill—if both should become law—the en- 
gineers would elect to proceed. In my 
cpinion, there is no legal difficulty; and, 
in view of the uncertainty as to what 
may happen to the flood-control bill, 
particularly since it carries a larger sum 
of money, I believe that, in all fairness 
to those of us who have been interested 
in this project for a great many years, 
this item should be approved and at least 
go to conference. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I hore 
the Senate will not agree to the pending 
amendment striking this item from the 


nonev 
bOMCy, 


bill. As stated by my colleague, this 
project has been pending in the Con- 
gress in one form or another for a num- 


ber of years. It was in one bill which 
was vetoed by the President; and cer- 
tainly there is no reason why this proj- 
ect should be removed from the river- 
and-harbor bill and subjected to the pos- 
sibility of adverse presidential action on 
the flood-control bill. 

The projects in the two bills are not 
identical. However, one is embraced 
within the other. In the river-and- 
harbor bill, the bill now before the Sen- 
ate, there is provision merely for the 
construction of one dam. In the flood- 
control bill there is provision for the 
improvement of the entire river system, 
but not more than one project can be 
built in any one place; and even if one 
portion of the project is carried in both 
measures, not one dollar more of Federal 
funds can possibly be expended, nor will 
any more construction be done. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator and I 
are both members of the Appropriations 
Committee, as is our distinguished 
friends, the author of the amendment, 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. OvErR- 
TON I think we can all assure the Sen- 
ate there wil] be but one appropria- 
tion made. There will not be an appro- 
priation made for more than one of these 
items. I can easily see that something 
might happen to one of the bills, and this 
prceject would be safe if it were in the 
other. 

Mr. I 


thai 


RUSSELL. 
sions in the two 
priation could be 
the Senator from 


Even with the provi- 
bills, only one appro- 
made. Of course, as 
Tennessee the 
matter can be handled through the 
Appropriations Committee. Only one 
appropriation can be made, because the 


IVS 
says, 
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smaller project, carried in the pending 
bill, is a portion of the larger project, 
identical in nature. If it is carried in 
the other bill, I can see no substantial 
reason for striking the project from the 
pending bill. We have been laboring 
with it for a number of years. It has 
been approved by every agency of the 
Gove nt which has ever examined 
it, as being the best power project of all 
those which have been submitted to the 
Congress in either bill. I do not believe 
that it.should be stricken from the 
pending bill merely to satisfy a desire 
to keep the two bills regular. The proj- 
ect in this bill is embraced within the 
project in the flood-control bill. Only 
one dam can possibly be built at the site 
at Clark’s Hill, without regard to whether 
it appears in this bill and the flood-con- 
trol bill, or whether it appears in only 
one measure. 

This prcject has been the subject of a 
most exhaustive investigation. Back in 
1935 or 1936 the President appointed a 
special commission to examine the proj- 
ect. It has been examined by the Fed- 
eral Power Commission. It has been 
approved by the Board of Army Engineers 
on two or three occasions; and there is 
no reason for endangering this very 
valuable project by striking it from the 
bill. It cannot cost the Treasury a dime 
more if it is left in the bill, because, as I 
say, it is part and parcel of the same 
project, and I can see no substantial 
reason for striking it from the bill. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
should like to add a few words to what 
the distinguished Senators from Geor- 
gia have said regarding the Clark’s Hill 
project. 

The project is on the Savannah River, 
which separates South Carolina and 
Georgia. The major portion of the proj- 
ectisin South Carolina. For many years 
we have been struggling and working in 
that section as best we could to have this 
project developed and constructed by the 
United States Government. On every 
occasion since the beginning of the 
P. W. A. administration in 1933, this proj- 
ect has been approved by almost every 
agency of government having to do with 
it. In keeping with what the senior Sen- 
ator from Georgia has said, and for the 
reasons he has stated, namely, that we 
are not sure whether or not one of these 
bills may be vetced, I hope that the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Louisiana will 
take this item to conference, and I hope 
it will be approved. 

Once before, after all the plans were 
made for the commencement of this 
project, which, as the junior Senator 
from Georgia has said, is the cheapest 
and best hydroelectric project in the en- 
tire Southeast, and after the project was 
approved by this body, unfortunately, be- 
cause of other projects in the bill, the 
President vetoed the bill. I hope the 
project will remain in the pending bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Lou- 


"me 
rnm 


isiana [Mr. OVERTON]. 
"he amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment, 
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Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I of 
the following amendment: On page 
in line 8, after the words “South Dako! 
add the words “‘and North Dakota,” 7 
language in line 8 then will read: 







Missouri River, in South Dakota and N 
Dakota. 


I understand that the distineuis} : 
chairman of the committee, the sen 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Overt 
has no objection to the amendment 

Mr. OVERTON. I have no objecti 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T 
question is on agreeing to the ame: 
ment cffered by the Senator from N 
Dakota [Mr. LANGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, on D 
cember 1, the able senior Senator f: 





| North Carolina {Mr. Battey], the chai 


| man of the Commerce Committee, on | 

| half of the senior Senator from Ficri 

| [Mr. ANprews], was kind enough to « 
fer an amendment providing for a sur- 
vey. The text of the amendment 


pears on page 8678 of the ConGressio 


™m 


| Record cf December 1. The item, a 
appears in the REccrpD, and as it was 
| fered by the chairman of the committ 
| reads as follows: 

Channel leading from Tampa Biy cha 
directly north to the vicinity of Mull 
and with a view to providing a prote ! 
harbor and turning basin. 


My attention has been called to ft! 

fact that the amendment as offered u 

the words “directly north,” whereas it s 

should have read “in a northerly dirt { 
| tion.” ] 
| I ask unanimous consent that th 
amendment be modified so as to strik 
out the words “directly north”, in th: 
amendment as offered, and insert “in 
northerly direction.” I 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is ther 
objection? The Chair hears none; an 
without cbjecticn, the amendment 
modified accordingly. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I shou 
like to request the attention of the a} 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr 
Overton] who is handling the bill. Let 
me state by way of explanation of th: 
matter to which I wish to call his atten- 
tion that there is a project which is rec- 
ommended by the Board of Army Engi- 
neers for Rivers and Harbors, as stated 
in House Document No. 768. It provid 
for the enlargement of the turning ba 
at Port Everglades, Fla. I am advised 
that the Navy contemplates the estab- 
lishment at that place, which now is be- 
| ing largely used by the Navy, of an anti- 
submarine school, and also to have 
large enough for aircraft carriers to | 
brought there. 

The report came from the Board of 
Engineers, and is published as Hous 
Document 768. But the matter did not 
reach the Capitol in time to clear the 
Senate Commerce Committee. 

I desire to ask the able senior Senator 
from Louisiana if he will be kind enough 
to allow this amendment to be inserted 
| in the bill as an authorized project, with 

the understanding that if the Navy does 
| not confirm the impression I have re- 
















































These projects should be sub- itor from Florida that if t Se re ir I 









time for hearings, in order of the Navy vy f Cor eit e th ; , 
ymmittee may understand them letter in which he stated that this proje ered bv the Armv engine ; 
that the Senate may have | is tely ne n nte suse of anv other influence 
ige of them, and, further- of icn of the war, I ld agi Tl PRESIDING OFFICER Tl 
rder that the people living in to its inclusion. But no such evidence as auestior reei? ’ 
concerned may Know about that is before the Senate, and I certainly ffered by eS F M 
cannot agree to the Sena qu PEPPE 


course of consideration of this The Senator from Florida | not of The amendmen : ecte 
vo or three cases the committee fered such a request: has he Mr. WHERRY Mr. President. T offs 
istily recommended projects Mr. PEPPER No; I have not n 
id just been reported by the Chief Th PRESIDING OFFICER. TI) 
ineers, but which the Senators question is on agreeing to the amend- MT 
States concerned later had to ment offered by the Senator from Flor- 
icken from the bill or else very ida The PRESIDING OFFICE! TI 
modified. Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I do not question is on agreell to the amend 
efore, Mr. President, I think that wish to ask for a vote on the amendment, | Ment offered by the Senator from N 


especially a project such as unless. of course. it should be agreeable raska |Mr. WHERRY 
ne, which amounts to approxi- to the Senator in charge of the bill. The Tne amendment wa eed 


4 million dollars, should undergo senator from Louisiana was kind enough Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will t} 


j 











mittee hearing and a committee in- tter came from the distinguished Senator from Nebraska e3 
tion project and stati: plain the purpose of the amendment 
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the able he would be agree- Mr. WHERRY. The amendment | 
: itor is undoubtedly correct as a mat- I have been in con- already beer eed I f ; 
icy in not wishing to include But the Navy | th ame purl endm«e 
vhich have not been passed up- 1 communication which w ff d | ~ from 
id favorably reported by the com- here before the time of the vote on the North Dakota 
I should not ask for it at all if bill, which I assume is now about to oc- Mr. LANGER. I wish to |} ure th 
iest were not predicated upon the cul It was that situation which caused I understand the purpose of the amet 


il of a written request by the Navy. me to make the request that if the Navy ment At the present time the Mi 
1e Navy does not in writing 





% . siver w } vay land { } +} 
request request did not come down bsequently River wash away iana—citen \- 














inclusion of the project as in the in- the amendment should be deleted. Of nds of acre by ch 
the Navy, I would not expect ex- course. if there is no subsequent oppor- Mr. WHERRY. Y 
tion to be made in favor of the project. tunity for the Senator from Louisi sie Mr. LANGER. And the pur] f 
But the Navy has not had time to send to delete the amendment. I do not v } amendment to pl nt turtne \ 
mmunication of that sort to the Cap- | to impose upon him or to take advan- | !™3 by providing money for riprap, : 
So, I have predicated my request tace of mv colleacus the use of dredges in keeping the 1 
1 the receipt of a request for the I was merely thinking that later there | f’0m changing its cou 1 cuttir 
} ject by the Navy, before it shall be would be some opportunity for the Sena- away land f n farn ! if 
mitted to remain in the bill in confer- tor from Louisiana to delete the amend- other purpt 
( If that safeguard were not thrown ment if he were not satisfied with the Mr. WHERRY. I thank the S 
ind the matter, I should feel it would nature of t request by the Nav’ Are for his explanation, and es} lv ] 
be letting down the bars too far. there n 1 numbe f othe i- ale ul I nclud 
I wish it were possible for the Senator | ments which have been added by the | °t only provision for revetment, but also 
from Louisiana to allow the inclusion of Senate, t y to the House of Rep: nt- for other pur} 
amendment upon that condition, be- atives, I ask the Senato1 The PRESIDING OFFICE! The bill 
cause I am sure that if prior to this time Mr. OVERTON I am hopeful t t is betore the Senate 1 open to further 
t Navy had made request to ! in the House will 1 nd the bill to con- ename If t I f hei 
ting for the inclusion of the pr ct, I I but will cor t amend- mename ye oOffere ju on 
ild feel very much disposed to ac- ments of the Sen; on t e} mer si ie : 
( the Navy’s request I do not M PEPPEI ] e 1 t ! 11Y f the | 
f ich a paper here at the present nul of S { amendmer Which ] PY i } 
it I have been hoping that the will got he House and requirt neur- eng! i and the lt ! t i 
: tor would agree to the adoption of ren It would be ! ea for the ne 
the amendment upon the express condi- House Mem han t bill not t Tl} H. R. 3961 i 
tion that if it is not requested in writing a e to the amendment if the request time a! 


by the Navy before the bill goes to con- from the Navy Department were 1 re- Mr. OVERTON. I move 





t amendment will be deleted ceived I should like to have that un- ate insist on it mendments. 1 
ynferen derstanding in the Rtcorp conference ith the Hou f R 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I have M1 OVERTON. Mr. President I entatives thereon nd that the ¢ 
hoped that the bill, when passed by the should like to oblige the Senator from ! ere¢ I t 
Senate, will not go to conference. I am Florida, but we are merely comp - 
] il that the House of Representa- in matters. Certain the Ser I en n 1 t ! the 
extreme lateness of from Florida cannot complain abou ; Of! ! Mr. OvE 
am | 
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Missouri, Mr. BILzo, Mr. 
ifornia, Mr. V 


JOHNSON of Cal- 
ANDENBERG, Mr. BREWSTER, 

















and Mr. Burton conferees on the part of 
t Senat 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I as 
unanimous consent that the clerks be 
i to cor! the ion num- 
I nd that the bill be printed as it 
J Senate t y with the Senate 
al oe nun en 
J PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
C ction to the request of the Senator 
from Louisiana? The Chair hears none, 
nd it is so ordered. 
The bill H. R. 3961 was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follgws 
B é ted, etc., In ¢ nection with the 
e) f jurisc ‘ the rivers of the 
N hrough 1e construction of wo! f 
i f for nav { or flood conti! 
rein uthorized, it is hereby declared 
t be the ] \ f the Cor Press to rec gnize 
t est nd right f the States in de- 
termining the development of the watersheds 
withi heir t le i likewise their in- 
terests and rights in water utilization and 
r é uth rized to pre erve and 
I ect to the ble extent estab- 
hed and | for all purposes, 
of the waters < n’s rivers; to facili- 
tate the consid projects on a bs 
of comprehensive and coordinated devel 
ment; and to limit the authorization and 
construction of navigation works to those in 
which a substantial benefit to navigation will 
be realized therefrom and which in be 
operated consistently with appropriate and 
economic use of the waters of such rivers by 
otner users. ° 


In conformity with this policy: 





(a) Plans, proposals ee ee 
of Engineers, War Department, for any work 
of improvement for navigation or flood con- 


L 2 heretofore or herein authorized, 
submitted to the Congress only upon 
I nce with the provisions of this para- 
ph (a). Investigat which form the 
any such plans, proposals, or reports 
hall be c such 


ions 
is ol 


nducted in 


a manner as to 
give to the affected State or States, during the 


course of the investigations, information de- 
veloped by the investigations and also ap- 
portunity for consultation’ regarding plans 
and proposals, and, to the extent deemed 
practicable by the Chief of Engineers, oppor- 
tunity to cooperate i the inves stigations. If 
such investigations in whole or part are 
concerned with the use or control of waters 
arising west of the ninety-seventh meridian, 
the Chief of Engineers shall give to the Secre- 


tary of the Interior, during the course of the 
investigations, information developed by the 
investigations and also opportunity for con- 
yarding plans and proposals, and 
he extent deemed practicable by the Chief 
ot ( pportunity to cooperate in the 
investigations. The rel of the Chief 
of Engineers with any State under this para- 





eers, 


ations 


graph (a) she 1 be with the Governor of the 
State or such official or agency of the State 
as the Governor may designate. The term 
“affected State or States” shall include those 
fin wl 1 the vy or a art thereof are 








prop i to be located: those which in whole 
or } t are both within the drainage basin 
involved and situated in a State lying wholly 
or in part we the ninety-eighth merid- 
jan; and such hose which are east of the 
nine é h dian as, in the judgment 





of the Chief o Ingineers, will be 
tially affected. Such plans, proposals, or re- 
ports and related investi 1all be ms 
to the end, among other things, of facilitating 
the coor 1ation of plans for the construction 
and operation of the proposed works with 
other plans involving the waters which would 
be used or controlled by such proposed works, 


substan- 





gations sl de 
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ing any such plans or 
gress shall set out 


the relationship bet 


pro- 
therein, 


ween 


Each 1 
: ; 
L 

t 

+ 




















I ru 1 operation of 
tl d W s it s, if any, sub- 
mitted he aff nd by the Sec- 
I of the In Chief of Engineers 
t : t a copy of his pro} od report 
to each ected d, inc the plans 

S i 0 tne rer are ¢ - 

( j 1 the 1 or cor 1 of waters 
‘ t of 
nine Secret 

t s from 

da i repo 
e cré 
t i tl 
of E r 
t ch come- 

t ems ap- 

pe gether with 

s nitted views and recommendations cf 

ed States and « ‘ the Secretary of the 
f r. The Secret y of War may prepare 
and make said tra smittal any time following 
id 90-day period. The letter of trans- 
ttal and its attachment shall be printed 

s He > or Senate document. 
(b) The use for navigation, in connection 

t 


with the operation and maintenance of such 





w s herein authorized for ce eae n, of 
waters arising in States lying wholly or partly 
west of the ninety-eighth ee desnagy ke 
only such use as does not conflict th any 





1eficial consumptive use, present or future, 
in States iying wh«c ly partly west of the 
linety-¢ th meridian, of such waters for 





municipal, stock water, 
or industrial purposes, 


domestic, 


mining 


irrigation, 


(c) oe Secretary of the Interior, in mak- 
ing investigations of and reports on works 
for irri igation and purposes incidental thereto 
shall, in relation to an affected State or States 


(as defined in paragraph (a) of this section), 
to the Secretary of War, be subject to the 
same provisions regarding investigations, 
plans, proposals, and reports as prescribed in 
paragraph (a) of this section for the Chief 
of Engineers and the Secretary of War. In 
the event a submission of views and recom- 
mendations, made by an affected State or 
by the Secretary of War pursuant to said pro- 
visions, sets forth objections to the plans or 
proposals covered by the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the proposed works shall 


anc 






not be deemed authorized except upon ap- 
proval by an act of Congress; and subsection 
9 (a) of the Reclamation Project Act of 1939 
(53 Stat. 1187) and subsection 3 (a) of the 
act of August 11, 1939 (53 Stat. 1418), as 


amended, are hereby amended accordingly. 
That the following works of improvement 
of rivers, harbors, and other waterways are 
hereby adopted and authorized in the interest 
of national security and the stabilization of 
employment, and shall be prosecuted as 
speedily as may be consistent with budgetary 
requirements, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War and supervision of the Chief 








of Engineers, in accordance with the plans 
in the respective reports hereinafter desig 
nated and subject to the conditions set fx 


therein: Provided, That no project herein au- 
thorized shall be appropriated for or con- 
structed until 6 months after the termina- 
tion of the present wars in which the United 
ites is engaged unless the construction of 
such project has been recommended by an 
authorized defense agency and approved by 
the Pres ident as being necessary or desirable 
in the interest of the national defense and 
security, and the President has notified the 
Congress to that effect: Provided further, 
That penstocks or other similar facilities 
adapted to possible future use in the devel- 
pment of hydroelectric power shall be in- 
stalled in any dam herein authorized when 
approved by the Secretary of War upon the 





a+ 
Ste 
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] cetaceans of the Chief of Engi: 

id of the Federal Power Commissio: . 
cai recommendations shall be bass 
consideration of the proper utiliz 





conser ion in the public interest « 
resources of the region 
Northeast Harbor, Maine: House D 





No. 132, Sev sixth Congress; : 
Isle 2 au Haut Thoro ug 
| Document No. 15, Sevent 


fenty 


hfare 
y-sev 


Maine; § 
enth C 





He ndric ks Harbor, Maine; Senate Doc 
No. 49, Seve nty-sixth Congress; 
_ Portland Harbor, Maine; House D 


— 


Seventy-sixth Congress; a1 
tenance of Soldier Ledge Char 
sey Sound, Casco Bay, at a depth 
, in accordance with the report 
Chief of Engineers dated October 26 
Josias River, Maine; House Docum 
227, Seventy-sixth Co 
useful work done 
shall 








gress; exc 





on the project by 
be accepted toward ti 
fillment of the requirements of local 
eration; 


interests 


Newburyport Harbor, Ma House [ . 
ment No. 703, Seventy-sixt! Cc ngress 
Gloucester Harbor and ion lam | 
Mass.; House Document No. s ' 





seventh Congress; 

Manchester Harbor, Mass.; House Dx 
No. 447, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Salem Harbor, Mass.; House Docume 
701, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Marblehead Harbor, Mass.; House D ” 
ment No. 85, Seventy-seventh Congress 

Boston Harbor, Mass.; in accordance 
the report of the Chief of Engineers 
April 28, 1943; 

Boston Harbor, Mass.; House Document 
72, Seventy-eighth Congress; except 
the construction of a seaplane channel at 
alternate location is not authorized; 

Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, = 
House Document No. 394, Seventy-: 
Congress; 

Weymouth Fore River, Mass.; House Docu- 
ment No. 291, Seventy-seventh Con 

Cohasset Harbor, Mass.; House D 
No. 425, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Duxbury Harbor, Mass.; Senate Docun 
No. 115, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Chatham (Stage) Harbor, Mass.: H 
Document No. 456, Seventy-seventh Co: 

Wellfleet Harbor, Mass.; House Docun 
No. 557, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Hyannis Harbor, Mass.; House Doc 
No. 98, Seventy-seventh gyre 

Cape Cod Canal (Onset Bay), Mass.; H 
Document No. 431, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress; 

Nantucket Harbor, Mass.; House Docum: 
No. 115, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Menemsha Creek, Marthas Vineyard, M 
House Document No. 365, Seventy-sixth ¢ 
gress; 

Wickford Harbor, R. I.; 
No. 105, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Great Salt Pond, Block Island, R. ! 
House Document No. 330, Seventy-se 
Congress; 

Pawcatuck River 
Document No. 





Senate Docun 


, R. I. and Conn.; H 
839, Seventy-sixth C 

Mystic River, Conn.; House Document 
849, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Thames iver, Conn.; House Document N 
367, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Contr recticut River below Hartford, C 
House Document No. 368, Seventy-sixth C 
gress; 

Clinton Harbor, Conn.; 
No. 240, Seventy-sixth Co : 

Guilford Harbor, C ; House Docum 
No. 149, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

New Haven Harbor, Conn.; House Docu 
ment No. 307, Seventy-sixth Congress, exce 
the further improvement of Quinr 
River; 

Bridgeport Harbor, Conn.; House Docum 
No. 819, Seventy-sixth Congress; 


House Docum 
ngress; 


nn 





ise Documen 


H 





Document 
19, Seventy-eighth s; 


! Congre 
nwich Harbor nt 


Conn.; House Document 
ity-sixth Congress; 
mont Harbor, N. Y.; House Document 
7, Seventy-sixth Congres 
Lakes to Hudson é 
dance with the report of tl 
ers dated April 14, 1942; 

1 Bay, N. Y.; House 
Seventy-sixth Congre 
Inlet, N. Y¥.; House 
venty-seventh Cong 


peeve! 





pri 
Document No 
ss 

es 


Document 


N 


hport Harbor, N. Y.; House Document 
), Seventy-sixth Congres 

nic River, N. ¥.; House Document No. 
venty-sixth Congres : 

e Montauk Harbor, N. Y.; House Docu- 
No. 369, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

woe Creek, N. Y.; House Document No 


Seventy-sixth C 
River, N. J.; House 
Seventy-sixth Congress; 
rk Bay, Hackensack and Passaic Rive 
J: in accordance with the report of t 
( f of Engineers dated May 20, 1942; 
Wey Cake Creek, N. J.; Hou Document 
624, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

npton Creek, N. J.; House Document 

673, Seventy-sixth Congress; 


ongress; 





saic No 


Document 


ne 


e 


Shark River, N. J.;: House Document No. 
Seventy-sixth Congress; 

New Jersey Intracoastal Waterway; House 

I ument No. 133, Seventy-sixth Congrsss; 

Manasquan River, N. J.; House Document 


356 


L1oms 


Seventy-seventh Congress; 
River, N. J.; House Document 
Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Cold Spring Inlet, N. J.; House Document 
No. 262, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Delaware River, Philadelphia to the sea; 
House Documents Nos. 580, Seventy-sixth 
gress, and 340, Seventy-seventh Congress; 
i the maintenance of enlarged channel! Op- 
ite the Philadelphia Navy Yard in accord- 
e with the report on file in the Office, 
Chief of Engineers; 

Delaware River at Camden, 

No. 353, 


No. 





I 
i 


Be de 
Seventy-seventh 


House 
Document Con- 
press 

Inland waterway between Rehoboth Bay 
ind Delaware Bay, Del.; House Document 
No. 344, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Indian River, Del.; House Document 
330, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Nanticoke River, Del. and Md.; Senate Doc- 
ument No. 69, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Susquehanna River, above and below Havre 
de Grace, Md.; Senate Document No. 67, 
Seventy-sixth Congress; 
Baltimore Harbor and Channels, Md; 
cordance with the report of the Chief of 
ngineers dated June 30, 1942; and channel 
in Curtis Creek in accordance with plans on 
file in the Office, Chief of Engineers; 

Mill Creek, Md.; House Document No 
Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Broadwater Creek, Md.; House Document 
No. 622, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Cadle Creek, Md.; House 
465, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Channel to Island Creek, St. George Is- 
land, Md.; House Document No. 99, Seventy- 
sixth Congress; 


Catherines 


No. 


in 





100, 


Document No, 


St Sound, Md.; House Docu- 


ment No. 242, Seventy-sixth Congress; 
Black Walnut Harbor, Md.; House Docu- 
ment No. 217, Seventy-sixth Congress; 
Town Creek, Md.; House Document No. 
219, Seventy-sixth Congress; 


uck Point 
No. 241, Sev 
we! 


H e 
t 


Cove, Md.; House 
nty-sixth Congress; 
Deals Island, Md.; 
238, Seventy-sixth Con- 


Document 


Thoroughfare 


Document No 


isfield Harbor 
Sevent 


Md 


House Document 


Cr No, 
7 


y-sixth Congress; 
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House Docu 


ngress 





e 


nT 
‘ 
\ 
‘ 
€ i’ 
‘ 
N 


iment No 


ance with the report of the Chief of Engi 
neers dated May 12, 1942 
Nort 


ik Harbor, 


Va.; House Document No 
224, Seventy-sixth Congres 
Little River, Va.; maintenance work 
accordance with the report on file 1 the 


Office 
James 


Chief of Engineers 
River, Va.; House Document 
738, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Inland Norfolk, Va., to 
Beaufort Inlet, N. C.; House Document 
117, Seventy-sixth Congress 

Chowan River, N. C., and Blackwater 
1.; House Document No. 101, Seventy- 
lgress; 

Pembroke Creek, N Hous 
No yngress; 

Channel from Pamlico Sound to 
N. C.; House Document No. 234, Sev 
sixth Congress; 

Channel from 
N. C.; House 
sixth Congress; 

Rollison Channel, N. C.; House 
No. 236, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Waterway connecting Swan Quarter Bay 
with Deep Bay, N. C.; House Document No. 
239, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Neuse and Trent Rivers, N. C.; House Docu- 
ment No. 623, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Channel connecting Thoroughfare Bay with 
Cedar Bay, N. C.; Senate Document No. 87, 
Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Waterway connecting P 
Beaufort Harbor, N. C.; House Document 
99, Congress, and 
Document No. 247, Seventy-seventh Congres 

Channel from Back Sound to L 
xyht, N. C.; House Docun No. 746 
enty-seventh Congress; 

Beaufort Harbor 





waterway from 


t 
I 


Vi 
Cor 
C.; 
235, Seventy-sixth C 


Pamlico 
Document 


Sound to 
No. 316, S 


Seventy 


Document 


rmlico 


Sound and 
No. 


Senate 





Seventy-seventh 


Kout 





ent Sey- 


N. C.; House Document 
No. 334, Seventy-sixth Congres 
Inland waterway, Beaufort to Cape Fea 


River, N. C., including waterway to Ja 
ville, N. C.; House Documents N 
enty-sixth C and 346 
enth Congress; 
Cape Fear River 
mington; 
ate Document No 
Northeast 
Document 
Intracoastal 
River, N. C., t 
Document No. 3 3 ctl ! 
Winyah Bay, South Carolina; House 
ment No. 211, Seventy-sixth Congre 


ngres seventy-sev- 


N. C., at and bel 
No. 131 and 
y-sixth Cong ; 
N C.: penat 


House Document 


83, Sevent 


> Fear) 
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G0F c é ( ¢ a lI 
oF Cl f 
I ! in¢ », 19435 
I ( V 1 the ¢ i- 
I e A Rive Fla.; 
Hou D é N 371, Seve h 
( 
I M R Fla.; Hous Docu- 
h ) “ 1 ( é 
' I nate D i tN 
f i D ime } 119, S ~ 
( i e Docume N 
( I 
\ I I House Docume! N 
<7 ( I 
I lac € R I . = e D l 
-~SeVe i ¢ re 
I Fla House Docume N 
t eve 1 ¢ igre 
1 W u from A 
I Mar! Rive Fla.; H I 1- 
me I 4 - xth Cr re 





( i Rive Al Initial il- 

+ Yr + ? +? A h I i 
River and bi I f I zatior flood 
er ( yment, and other pur- 

I itlined in House Document ) 
4 eventh C ess. is her = 
( ) tial n ac dance with the 
b p ed the Chief of Engi- 

with such mo i ns thereof f1 } 

) ( i a retion of the 
f 5 f War and tl Chief of En ne S 
! be is e for the purpose of increas- 
development of hydroelectric power; 
i t for the i on d accomplish- 
ment of the ultimate plan appropriations are 
i 1orized it ich amou 3 as Congress may 











m ne to time determine to be advisable, 

e ti of ( ‘ priatior not to ex- 
ceed the um of $60,000,000. The afore d 
é 1 and approval shall include 
{ r ll p f 1 power ma- 
cl i p ( es 101 nd to be de- 
f by Secretary of War upon the 
rec mendation of the Chief of Engineers 

1 the Fed l Pow Comn ion; 

Mobile H r, Ala.; in accordance with 
the report of the Chief of Engineers dated 
oO } GR 1942 

V i ad Ton Rive Ala. and 
M House Docume 276, Seventy- 
sixth Cong Sever th 





Island Bay Channel, Ala.:; 





Di nent No. 333, Seventy-sixth Congress; 
Bayou C Ala.; House Document No 
821, Seventy-seventh Congress 
Bavou Le Batre, Ala.;: House Document No. 
281, Seventy-sixth Congress 


Biloxi Harbor, Miss.; House Documents Nos. 





253 and 326, Seventy-sixth Congress; 
Pass Christian Harbor, Miss.;: Senate Docu- 
ment No. 214, Seventy-seventh Congress: 
Bayou, Galere, Miss.; House Document No. 
112, Seventy-sixth Congress; 


Bayous LaLoutre, St. Malo, and Yscloskey, 
senate Document No. 116, Seventy- 
eventh Congress: 
lis ppi River, Baton Rouge, La., to the 
f I 0; House Document No. 215, 


Seventvy-sixzth C wy 


rway in the vicinity of 
5 nate Docu- 
Ingress; 

lin, La.: 
venty-eighth 


Algie1 it 
ment No. 

Bay lI< 
House 
Cons 





h C 
and C 


No. 594, Ss 





Document 


ress; 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


Calcasieu River and Pass, La.; House Docu- 
ie », Seventy-seventh Congress; 

I na and Texas Intracoastal Water- 
way; House Documents No. 428, Seventy-sixth 
Congress 


and No, 383, Seventy-seventh Con- 


AT 44 


ana and Texas Intracoastal Water- 
Harlingen, Tex.; House Document No 

402, Seventy-seventh Congress; the depth 
hs to be the same as authorized for 


main stem of the waterway in Publi 
enacted July 23, 1942; 
Louisiana and Texas Intracoastal Water- 
Document No. 
eighth Congress 


e-Neches Waterway, Tex.; Hou 


675 
248, 


ise Doc- 


ument } 685, Seventy-sixth C ess d 
Ss te Documents Nos. 60 and 158, Seventy- 
th Congress; 
N s and Angelina Rivers, Tex.; Senate 
D ment N 98, Seventy-sixth Congres 








The improvement of the Trinity River and 
tributaries, Te , for navigation, flood con- 
t 1 allied purposes is hereby approved 
and ; horized in accordance with the re- 
} ned in House Document No. 403 
5 eventh Congress; 

Lav Reservoir on East Fork of Trinity 
I T House Document No. 533, Sev- 
€1 -€ th Congress; 

Houston Ship Channel, Tex.; House Docu- 
I ts Ne 226 and 256, Seventy-sixth Con- 


d in accordance with the report of 

















t ( ef of Engineers dated August 21, 1943 
Clear Creek and Clear Lake, Tex.; House 
D t N 319, Seventy-seventh Con- 
C late and Bastrop Bayous, Tex.: House 
D nent No. 337, Seventy-sixth Congress; 
( el from Pass Cavallo to Port Lavac 





ordance with the report of the 
Engineers dated December 10, 1943; 
AV and Navided Rivers, Tex.; House 
ument N¢ 314, Seventy-sixth Congress, 
venty-seventh Congres 
Guadalupe River, Tex.; House 








Document 


N 247, Seventy-sixth Congres Provided, 
That whenever any power project, not under 


1 license, is benefited by the Can) 
project, the Federal Power C 
after notice to the owner or owners 


on 


mM 
iim 








of h unlicensed project and after opportu- 
I hearing, shall determine and fix a 
I I e and equitable annual charge to be 
paid to the United States on aecount of such 
benefits by said owner or Owners or other re- 
cipients of such benefits; 


Aransas Pass-Corpus Christi Channel, Tex.; 
House Document No. 644, Seventy-eighih 
Cc ress; 

Brazos Island Harbor, Tex.; House Docu- 
ment No. 335, Seventy-sixth Congress, and 
House Document No. 347, Seventy-seventh 
Congress; 

Ouachita and Black Rivers, Ark. and La.; 
House Document No. 104, Seventy-sixth Con- 


Mississippi River between the Ohio and 
Missouri Rivers; House Document No. 231, 
Se ity-sixth Congress; 


i 
Mississippi 
and Mir 


k and 


i River between Missouri River 
neapolis: The existing project for 
dam No. 2 is hereby modified in 
accordance with the recommendation in 
House Document No. 432, Seventy-seventh 
Congress; 

Mississippi River between Missouri River 
and Minneapolis: The construction of lock 
and dam No. 26 at Alton, Il., is hereby de- 
clared to be in accord with the project au- 
thorized by the River and Harbor Act ap- 
proved August 30, 1935; 

Mississippi River between Missouri River 
and Minneapolis; House Documents Nos. 103 
and 547, Seventy-sixth Congress; 263, Sev- 
enty-seventh Congress; and 449, Seventy- 
eighth Congress; 

Mississippi River between Missouri River 
and Minneapolis: The existing project is 
hereby modified to provide for remedial works 
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4 


in accordance with the recommend 








the district engineer in the report 

in House Document No. 137, vel 

Congr and for such re l w 
and acquisitions in any levee or dr 
district, with respect to which payn 


remedial works, or land acquisition 
I imended in Rivers and Ha rs C 
tee Document No. 34, Seventy-fifth C 
and authorized by the act of August 2 
he Chief of Engineers deems adv 
addition to or in lieu of the yj 
remedial works, or land acquis 
recommended and authorized; 
lilinois Waterway, Il., and Indiana H 
and Canal, Ind.; House Document N 
: nty-sixth Congress; 
Missouri River between Si 
h; House Docur 








ind the mouth; 
ty-sixth Congre 

1e general comprehensive plan et 
in House Document No 


1ent No 





475 and Senate D 
191, Seventy-eight 
nd session, as revised and I 1a 
‘ ate Document No 
Congress, second se 
and the initial stages recommended are ! 
by authorized and shall be prosecuted by 
War Department and the Depart 
I rior as speedily as may be consistent 
budgetary requirements; 
rhe general comprehensive plan for 














control and other purposes in the 

I r Basin approved by the act of June 
1938, as modified by subsequent 
hereby expanded to include the w 
ferred to in paragraph (a) to be unc 

a 


e War Department; and said ex; 
plan shall be prosecuted under the dir 
f the Secretary of War and 

thief of Engineers; 

Subject of the basin-wide 
recommendations regarding the benefi 
allocations of costs and the repay: 
water users, made in said Ho n 
documents, the reclamation and power ¢ 
velopments to be undertaken by the 
tary of the Interior under said plans 






supervi 


findi 





governed by the Federal reclamati« 
(act of June 17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388 


amendatory thereof or supplementary 
to). except that irrigation of Indian 
and tribal lands, and repayment ther 
shall be in accordance with the laws r¢ 
to Indian lands; 

In addition to previous 
there is hereby authorized to be appt 
the sum of #200,000,000 for the parti 
complishment of the works to be undert 
under said expanded plans by the Cor] 
Engineers; 

The sum of $200,000,000 is hereby aut! 
ized to be appropriated for the partial 
complishment of the works to be undert 
under said plans by the Secretary of the I 
terior; 

Scioto River at Portsmouth, Ohio; s1 
works as the Chief of Engineers may f 
advisable to provide a harbor channel equi 
alent to that existing prior to initiation 
the Portsmouth flood control project; 
ccst of such works in no event to 
$75,000; 

Coasts of the Great Lakes; harbors of ref 
for light-draft vessels; House Document N 
446, Seventy-eighth Congress; 

Baudette Harbor, Minn.; House Docume 
No. 216, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

iarbor at Knife River, Minn.; House D 
ment No. 686, Seventy-seventh Cong ; 

Ashland Harbor, Wis.; House Docume 
No. 337, Seventy-seventh Congress; 

Menominee Harbor and River, Mich 
Wis.; House Document No. 228, Seventy-six 
Congress; 

Green Bay Harbor, Wis.; House Document 
No. 95, Seventy-sixth Congress; 

Sturgeon Bay and L-ke Michigan 
Canal, Wis.; House Document No. 421 
Seventy-eighth Congress; 





authori 














ext 
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Seventy-sixth ¢ the q 2 S A I i 
H r W House D ! S J y € 44 
, Seve “SEVE C SS, é < « \ I 3 H D - - 
C n N ( 
Harbor, I H D ] t S D H ( H D l ( ( 
, Seve! “Sf nth N 0.S é ( ‘ 
Hart R I I N I ( S I - 
I No. 2 Sev - 1 € - ! D 3 ( 
5 I H ( H D ( 
Hart Mich.; Hou D iment ment } c ( 
" — NM } ( I eD No. 283 
H en i G d R Se . é ( ‘ e | 
H e D N 661, Se /- ’ N The, * 
f 1 
e E M H D t j e dO ( f I : 
oe te , Monterey H Cc House D 
N \ I er x t Car N 266.S ' st ( I ' 
ev t ‘ ‘ the ¢ M I M I 
r 1A 14, 1 + 1 : j é f ‘ 
lh eD ime N 679, S - Office. C f ; . ' 
, nae R Cre ( 
May River. Micl e ! ‘ - 
hydroelectric } er } - Nove » 2 104 
> pian rec ena s20USe O H ( H D 1 ( t 
nt \ 339, Seventy-seve ( - N 48R or ‘ ( ; ‘ 
P? ed it only the f é f O i] ’ V . I . 
IY C elopme t oO” ( t . ( p i 
n of ; roxir 14 b - . < ; ( 
estimated « of $ 00,( R H C H D ( I p <i 
co! ructea i; time a N 7 c ( ; 7 ae 
. Pp B M I g t I 
: Calif.: H e D me No. 217. S ay 
seve Congres ip! i H Dox ent WN } 
ne Noyo Harbor, Calif.; House Document No. | © ( 
682, Seventy-sixth ¢ r curt} ¢ ; i 
Cresce City H r, C f.. House Docu- ‘ ecre 
me N Seve tv -six ( é nd t I 1 
o tl if 1 f er break ate 7 . 
pl mance w the vn file the of- f I f I I 
\ fice, Chief of Engineer I 
i c € R ‘ Ore H D N 
817. Seve “Seve! ¢ “ ( ¢ 4 I 
Coquille River, O H Document N I 
: 672, Seve x C re 
U ua H i R Ore I f 
D 4 t N > - x rf ¢ I I = 
ements for cor nued rye t f the t 1 ua R r © Ser D im¢ N 1) 
G ve nt t t pl u I ava, oe . C ’ ; 
r he n deen ( ible e pu r - i i 2 i fr t Ores = é 
! Docume N 119, Seventy-s¢ Con- ; 
( r R er + Sryiytt t B } NT h eo gr : I 
e widening of the « t chan- De Bay, O House Déocur n nares —_ | e 
I ce dance \ I erna e t B er “Seve € ‘ 7 t 1 
ou ed in the re} t of the district en- 5 n Rive Or H eD imeé N , 
e€ H e Dor ent Ne 09. Seve - 1,S tv-six ( € i 
( i rebh 1 ’ I t é ? + “= ; 
Deir R M ac é } ! f I - : 
+} y + f the Chief « E) é r ed ? } r ‘ 1 f ; 
oO yer 26. 1942 0) : , ; hs , 
S H or, ¢ H se Doc t emer f I . 
N 8, Seventy 1 ¢ é ( f e Secretar W : : 
I I I House Document No ipe e ¢ f I ! ’ rates” 
161. Seventy- th C ( 1 - I ( ‘ - : , 
c } 7 en + fils he offic r nD 





Cleveland H r. O House Document | \ , , war 
N 232, Seventy-sixth Congr nd e pe ( I Ore ; P ; ' . 
ex sion of the channel it he Cuyahoga W Y R Ore The const : 7 
Rive rccordance Vv t] of of the New W ! a | - a v I } 
Chief of Engineers, dated Fe ry 14, 1942 work ' ‘ ne : : 

A bula Harbor, Ohio; House Document n i in House Documse N +4. Sev- } I N ve f ‘ . 
N 1; Seventy-seventh C are é fi Cc é ( 

Erie Hart P protection ¢ UC} t Ss e Rive Ore WwW a rhe I I ( I \ I 
of pe u f terworks set- P ‘ dar D . ‘4 ; 
t l ns € I ed l ¢ f ne i ¢ r ¢ ent 1 HH 1 
$15.C00 ereb ! 





y of the € f I f i Octo- I ibn ( H D N 104, ( \ I 
be i, 1 , Seve “fifth ¢ f v 1 I - ( . 
Buffalo Harbor, N. ¥.; House Document N ; : t the require 
$52, Seventy-¢ th ¢ é } f - the a Q Rive v I I 
Black Rock Channel d Tor inda Har- t War ! f i B 2 N < ‘ ri 
} N.Y rdance h the rep tat with the Secret the Inte 1 I AY H \ I - 
the C f E nee dated April 16, 1942; f es ! } ‘ ed: ? n awn ( 
Wilson Harbor, N. ¥.; House Document N Provided surplus ¢ , y ‘ ( H t 
679, Seventy-sixth Congré t dat ithorized in t 1 | No. 699 
Rochester Harbor, N. Y House Dx iment shall be delivered to the Secre y f t I H I D 
No. 139, Seventy-sixth ¢ é Interior for ¢ osit ccordar d 4 Se ‘ ( 
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£ ] rn 1 River, WV Hou Docu- 
I No. 286, Seventy-seve h Congres 
I e Crockett Was! House Doc nent 
N 03, § nty-seve 1 Cc € ; 
Harbor, Alaska; House Document 
} 138, S y- 1 Conegre 
( Hart A ca; H Document 
I 3, £ f C ( 
{ ( I a House Docu- 
I No < h Conepre 
} I eD in 
N : 1 ¢ ( 
V I 1 } ! A ; House Docu- 
I N 260 dE VE - Cc € 
I ! A i ( ince v 1 
t ( t f the Cl ee da d 
N ( 14, 19 
I he I accordance 
\ t re f Chief f I nee 


m I 0/0 - Cr < 
I CA er, A H Docume 
N f - h ¢ f 
G ne ( nnel, Alaska; H > Docu- 
m I », & € - nth ¢ 
Cove \ H Docume! No 


I No. 379 y- enth Congre 
P Aller Harbor H l House Docu- 
n No. 180, Se I - 1 Cor ess 
Juan |} ! P. R mall nance of 
ex entrance « é d tur: basin 





























tI f ! the Chief I inee dated 
M 1, 1942 i 
I ( Harbo P. R House Doc t 
N ) “sixth C ; 
Cr ) *hat the Secret v of War is hereby 
d to allot rot to exceed $309,000 
I l \ T ) it s her re or here 
f n e for any 1 fiscal year for improve- 
1 f rivers and harbo: for removir 
cl ‘ s ind othe debri and for 
Pp clearing, and ightening chan- 
ne l i bh } rt qa ? o 
§ dt itari thereof, when in e 
opinion of the Chief of Engineers such work 
i cvi é i the intere of ation or 
fi c ] 
I 3. That (a) the consent, permission, 
and authority granted th Commissione 
of I ( Park, nov perseded by the Chi- 
« Park District, a municipal corporation 
( i ed nd existl under the laws of the 
S:ate of Illinois to exercise jurisdiction over 
t lavigable waters of Leke Michigan which 
] within the following-described bound- 
a 
B nnir t a point at the intersec 1 
of the ex bulk} i Lake Shore 
I 1 o, Il 1 the ex rp 
w! is p el to and north of Ohio Street 
e ded d § h of Ont o Siree ex- 
te ed: thence € Leriy ai d ft rt a 
point line pa t east- 
erly i bul eS re 
I ! ce no! dl - 
a line to a p t in a curt f 200- 
f a dt both to i] > 
a é line nd toa! 350 fee 
e! f the itherly side of and 
to e rm exte ym bre 
tenc y j » I e Michigan fr la 
I t i! ( n of Oak Stree 
s' e Drive t nce along said curve to 
point in said line Iast described; thence eest- 
erly alor d line to a point in a line at 
r? t f th said re arm ex n 
breakwater at the eastern extremity thereof 
thence northward d last-described 
line to said shore arm ext ion breakwater; 
therce westward along said shore arm ex- 
tension breakwater to the shore line; and 
(b) the right granted to said The Commis- 
: rs of Lircoln Park, now surerseded by 
the Chicago Park District, to destroy the 


(‘pn 
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navigability of the above-described waters 
altogether, and (c) the right granted to said 
The Commissioners of Lincoln Park, now 
superseded by the Chicago Park District, to 
erect an additional breakwater to connect the 





said shore arm extension breakwater near 
t section of Oak Street and Lake Shore 
D e with the shore line, and (d) the trans- 
f f possession of said shore arm extension 





breakwater to said The Commissioners of 
Park, now superseded by the Chicago 
, and the obligation for the per- 
custody, and maintenance of 

€ arm extension breakwater by The 
r In Park, now suver- 
y the Chicago Park District, all as 

I ided for by the act entitled “An act 
to The Commissioners of Linccln 





me 
¥, 
— a 
me Nl 






I right to erect a breakwater in the 
vigable waters of Lake Michigan, and 
nsi¢ jur tion over cer n navi- 

gable waters of Lake Michigan to The Com- 

m ers of Lit n Park,” approved March 
l l ed 
i United §& es of Ameri re- 

diction over the ab d 
1d the above-describ rm 





ex breakwater and hereby d 
( ( » Park District, s 


superseded The Commissioners of Linccln 





n its liability for the permanent 
e, cu 5 nd main ce of d shore 

ar extel n breakws 
i ¢ ( Park Di shall signify its 
ince of this act by written notice to 


ecretary of War within 60 days after 


the passage of this act, and this section shall 
become effective immediately upon its ac- 


ceptance by said Chicago Park District. In 

the event of nonacceptance within 60 days 
t 1 shall become null and void 

Sec. 4. Hereafter whenever, the Secretary of 

es, upon recommendation by the 

cretary of the Interior, that any dam and 





reservoir project operated under the direction 
f Secretary of War may be utilized for 
ir? tion purposes, the Secretary of the In- 
t authorized to construct, operate, and 
maintain, under the provisions of the Fed- 
eral reclematicn laws (act of June 17, 1902, 
2s 388, and acts amendatory thereof or 


nentary thereto), such additional 
works in connection therewith as he may 
deem necessary for irrigation purposes. Such 
rigation works may be undertaken only 
after a report and findings thereon have been 
made by the Secretary of the Interior as pro- 
ided in said Federal reclamation laws and 
after subsequent specific authorization of the 
Congress by an authorization act; and, within 
the limits of the water users’ repayment 
ability such report may be predicated on the 
t to irrigation of an appropriate por- 

tion of the cost of structures and facilities 
used for irrigation and other purposes. Dams 
{ I operated under the direction 
retary of War may be utilized here- 
after for irrigation purposes only in con- 














fc with the Federal reclamation laws 
‘ provisions of this section, but the 
fort requirement shall not prejudice 
la l uses now existing. This section shall 
not apply to any dam or reservoir heretofore 
construcved in whole or in part by the Army 
engineers, which provides conservation stor- 


of water for irrigation. 
Sec. 5. The Chief of Engineers may author- 
ize the employment of physicians under 
agreement, to make such physical examina- 
tions of employs or prospective employees 

he may consider essential, on a fee cr regue- 
lar employment basis without regard to civil- 
requirements, and all agreements 
heretofore entered into for such purposes are 
hereby validated .and the Comptrolier Gen- 
eral is authorized and directed to allow credit 
in the accounts of disbursing officers for rea- 








Sec. 6. Except as may be otherwise author- 
ized by other sections of this act relating to 
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the Umatilla Dam and Snake River p: 
electric power and energy generated at 
voir projects under the control of tt 
Department and in the opinion of the 
tary of War not required in the operat 
such projects shall be delivered to th: § 
tary of the Interior, who shall transm 
dispose of such power and energy 
manner as to encourare the most wid 
use thereof at the lcwest p ble rat 
consumers consistent with sound bu 
principles, the rate schedules to become « 
tive upon confirmation and approval t 
Federal Power Commission. Preference i: 
sale cf such power end energy shall be 
to public bodies and ccoperatives. The § 
tary of the Interior is authorized to con 
and acquire only such transmis n lit 
related facilities as may be necessary in 
to make the power and energy gener 
said projects available in wholesale 
ties for sale on fair and reasonabk 
conditions to facilities owned by the F 
Government, public bodies, cooperat 
privately owned companies. 

Src. 7. The Secretary of War is hs 
authorized and directed to cause p! 

; ations and surveys to be made 
lowing-named localities, the cost t 
) be paid from appropri 
ereafter made for such pu 
? no preliminary examina 
. or estimate for new works otl 
se designated in this or some i 
or joint resolution shall be made: P 
further, That after the regular or formal 
ports made as required by law on any ex 
ination, survey, project, or work unde: 
or proposed are submitted no suppleme 
or additional report or estimate sl 
made unless authorized by law: And 
ed further, That the Government sl 
be deemed to have entered upon a p 
ect for the improvement of any w 
or harbor mentioned in this act u 
project for the proposed work shall ha 
adopted by law: Provided further, T 
ports of surveys on beach erosion and 
protection shall include an estimate 
public interesis involved, and such p 
improvement as is found justified, toge 
with the equitable distribution of cx 
each case: And provided further, Th 
section shall not be construed to inte 
with the performance of any duties ves 
the Federal Power Commission under « 
law: 

Beals Harbor, Maine. 

Biue Hill Harbor, Maine. 

Macks Point, Searsport, Maine, with a 
to the construction of a harbor. 

Scarboro River, Maine, between P 
Neck and Pine Point. 

Bunganuc Creek, Maquoite Bay, Mail 

Cathance River, Maine. 

Winterport Harbor, Maine. 

Boothbay Harbor, Maine, particularly 
Mill Cove area. 

Cundys Harbor, Maine 

Wood Island Harbor, Maine, and the |} 
at Biddeford. 

For a continuous waterway between P 
land, Maine, and Boston, Mass., inland w 
possible. 

Waterway from Plum Island Sound t« 
Annisquam River, Essex County, Mass 

Inswich River, Plum Island Sound 
Fox Creek, Mass 

Mattapoisett, Mass 

Channel from Buzzards Bay to But 
Bay, Mass 

Fall River Harbor, Mass 

Mystic River, Mass 

Falmouth Harbor, Mass 

Channel to Hog Island, Hingham Bi 
Mass. 

New Bedford and Fairhaven Harbors and 
the Acushnet River, Mass.; particularly wit 
a view to provide t 
ern portion cf 


€ 





























~~ et eo 






depth in the 


the anchorage basin and 
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l St. Au eH I 
K E I 
‘ J er I I 
© LW I é I \ 
h I D I 
f 4 = ‘ 
A Oklaw I F I I 
Lake G it Lak ( 
t R 
“i oO} ; . 
2 I f é 
I I I I 
\ . R C Me I ( 
Vv , 
( 
f ' ' I 
I } Lake H 
I D I 
Lake H A I 
Te K 
OK ( 
I ( ( 
( I 
. W I I 
; 
t ( ( 
( 
¢ ae 
, ‘ore B H I I 
W 
hu ‘ f t Be ( I ( 
Channel from i rtheast Wight Counties, Va ( e I V 
River, Md., to Havre Little Creek, P ess A C Va j : } 


Channel from Havre de Grace, Md., to Red Lynnhaven Inlet and Bay 
Point, via Stump Point and Carpenter Point. waters, Virgir 


ae | 








Pear Creek and Lynch Cove, Md f imp i estimate of « C ( 
Deep Creek and Fresh Water Pond, Md. larly to shoaling, in the in- | I 








Okeechobee 


and its tributary streams, 





I ‘ en g e water- 
b tn 

Fisheatin 

( nel fr 
to > W r 
I 

Channel from Tampa Bay to Safety Har- 
| I ‘ 

( from Old Tampa Bay to Oldsmar, 
F) 

( el | f Tat Bay C nnel 
dire th to the vicinity of Mz ximo Point 
t £ Petersburg, Fla 

Channel leading from Ta 1 Bay Channel 
( th t he vicinity of Mullet Key 

d with view to f iding a protected 

1 turning basin. 
I irg Harbor, Fla.. to provide for a 

( nel u to the depth of 30 feet from the 
! rampa B hip channel { ast the port 
‘ I burg in front of the recreation 
pie 

I » Inlet, Fla., in the vicinity of 
P uno 

Cha ls through Big Pass and Little Pas 
rom Clearwater Ba Fla., to deep water in 

e Guif of Mexi 

Sarasota Bay, Fla Channel from Caseys 
Pass (Venice Inlet), through Dona Bay to 
the bridge on the United States Highwa 
} 41, including a turning basin at the 
eastern terminus of the channel, 

Hudson River, Fla 

Suwannee River, Ga. and Fla., with a view 
to improvement in the interest of navigation 
and flood control 

Channel from the deep water in St. Joseph 
Sound to, and turning basin at, Ozona, Fla, 

Chassahowitska River, Fla 

Crystal River, Fla 

Channel turning basin, and improvements 
at Horseshoe. Dixie C unty, Fla 

Sante Fe River, from bridge on Federal 
Highy No. 41, near High Springs, to the 
Suwannee River, and from this bridge up- 
stream to Camp Blanding, Kingsley ~ Lake, 


Waterways from Camp Blanding, Kingsley 
Lake, Fla., via Black Creek to St. Johns River 
and (or) via Black Creek and Doctors I ilet 
to St. Johns River 
Canal from St 





farks to Tallahassee, Fla, 
Chipola River, Ala. and Fla., with a view to 
its improvement in the interest of naviga- 
tion, flood control, power, and other related 
purposes 
Waterway from the Intracoastal Waterway 


south across Santa Rosa Island, Fla., to a 
point at or r Deer Point Light. 

La Grange Bayou, Fla, 

Josephs Bay, Fla. 

Aucilla River, Fla 

East Pass from the Gulf of Mexico into 
Choctawhatchee Bay, Fla. 

Bayou Texar, Fla 

Pensacola Harbor, Fla. 

Entrance to Perdido Bay, Ala. and “‘la., 
from the Gulf of Mexico to deep water in 


Perdido Bay, via the most practicable route 
Columbus, Ga., to Pensacola, Fla.; waterway 
via Chattahoochee, Conecuh, and Escambia 
Rivers. 
Waterway from the Escambia River 
Alabama River, Fla. and Ala 
Tombiebee River, Ala. and Miss., 
connecting the Tombigbee and 
Rivers 
Tennessee, 
with a view 


of 12 feet depth 


to the 


and canal 
Tennessee 


Tombigbee, and Mobile Rivers, 
to securing a through waterway 
and table width between 
the Ohio River and the Gulf of Mexico. 

Fiy Creek, Fairhope, Ala. 

Channel 40 to serve as a deep- 
water outlet to the Gulf of Mexico from the 
harbors of Mobile, Ala., and Pascogoula, Bi- 
loxi, and Gulfport, Miss 

Pearl River, in the interest of flood control 
in Pearl River, Marion and Lawrence Coun- 
ties, Miss. 

Pearl River, in the interest of flood con 
in Hinds County, Miss 


feet deep, 


— 
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Grand Bayou Pass 
Mexi » Bura 
Bayou Schofi 
) Buras ¢ 


La., from the Gulf of 
s and Empire 

ld, La., from the Gulf of Mex- 
nd Empire 


co t 








Ship car 1 to extend from the Mississippi 
Ri at a point at or near the city of New 
Or La., to the Gulf of Mexico, by way of 





th st available route or routes 

Barge channel in vicinity of Baton Rouge, 
I extending from the Mississippi River 
through Devils Swamp or along its eastern 
edee 


necting Bayou Boeuf and 





connecting channels 
vide a continuous waterwa 
Mexico to the Intracoas 





pr 





Louisiana, to 
f Gulf of 
fay 

u Boeuf, Lz 


1 Fourche Parish, La. 


Lake Pontchartrain, La., with a view to the 
construction of a seaplane base in the vicin ity 
f New ‘ d wit! ew to the pro- 





repairs to the 
existing p! 
train at Man 

For flood 





l, irrigation, navigation, 






id drainage, and for the prevention of 
n pollution and salt water intrusion, on 
streams and bayous in southwest Louisi- 
ana, west of t} st Atchafalaya Basin pro- 
tect levee, and south of the latitude o 
1 all streams and bayous in Louisiana 


Q 


etween the East Atchafalaya Basin 
protection levee and the Mississippi River; 
nd on Amite and Tangipahoa Rivers and 


-* 


ributaries, Louisiana. 
Mermentau River, La., from Grand Chenier 





Gulf. 
Bell City Drainage Canal, La. 

Bayou La Fourche, La., from the Gulf of 
xico to Leeville or to Golden Meadow. 
Bayou La Fourche, La., from Donaldsonville 
the Intraccastal Waterway, via Eayou 
Assumption Parish, or other streams, 
in the interest of navigation, flood control, 
beneficial uses of water, malarial control, pre- 
vention of stream pollution, and of the loca- 
tion of locks at the head of said bayou at or 


t the 





near ORRNORT IS, La. 
North Prong, Schooner Bayou, Vermilion 


Parish, La. 

Gulf Intracoastal Waterway and connect- 
lakes, and bays in Louisiana be- 
tween Bayou Sale Ridge and the Calcasieu 
River in the interest of navigation, flood con- 
trol, irrigation and drainage, and for the 
revention of stream pollution and salt water 


ing streams, 





intrusion. 

The shore of Galveston Bay, Tex., with a 
view to preventing its erosion. 

Galveston Bay and contiguous waters, 
Texas, with a view to providing a seaplane 
channel. 


Pine Island Bayou, Tex. 

Cedar Bayou Pass, Corpus Christi Pass, and 
Pass at Murdocks Landing, Tex 

Little Bay, Tex. 

Sabine River and tributaries, Texas, in the 
interest of navigation, flood control, and other 
water uses. 


Neches River and tributaries, Texas, in the 
interest of navigation, flood control, and 
other water uses. 

Big ee dy Creek, Tex, 

Cy} s Creek, Tex 

Sabi panei Waterway, Tex., with a view 
to further improvements in the interest of 
navigation and the prevention of damage by 
floods 


eee Tex. 
, Tex., With a view to improve- 
tuaeneak of navigation and flood 


Dickinson 
Jones Cree 
ment in the 
control. 
Waterway from the Neches River, by way 
of Pine Island Bayou and extension, to Trin- 
ity River, Tex. 
Double Bayou, Tex. 
Colorado River, Tex. 
Waterway from Alvin, Tex., 
coastal Waterway. 
Ouachita River, 
tion of a dam at 


to the Intra- 


to the con- 
Ark., 


with a view 


struc or near Rockport, 


SENATE 


} 








DECEMBER 


in the interest of navigation, flocd c 
and the devel ae of hydroelectric 
Loosahatchie River, Tenn., from its r 
to the O. K. re ybertson Road and 
the area west of the Illinois Centra 
and north of We 
tending the navigation facil 
Harbor. 
Mississippi 
bor of refuge. 
Mississippi River at Cassville, Wi 
Mississippi River at Prairie du Chie 
Mississippi River at Alma, Wik: 
Mississippi River at Maiden Rock, Wis 
Illinois and Mississippi Canal, Il] 
St. Croix River Basin, Minn. and ¥y 
including consideration of the con 


ul R 
lf River, with a view 


es ft Mey 
4&s Ol Ait 


tiver: Davenport (Iowa 


of dam below the mouth of Kettle R 
Minnesota River, Minn., up to a poin 

miles above New Ulm, with a view t 

provement in the interest of navigat 


related purposes 

Red River of 
Minn., S. Dak 

Missouri River 
Dakota 

Missouri River in Nebraska. 

llegheny River, up to Olean, N. Y. 

Tofte Harbor, Minn. 

Grand Portage Harbor, Minn. 

Lake Kabetogama, Minn. 

Waterway connecting Lake Sup¢ 
Lake Michigan, from Au Train Lake tol 
Bay de Noc, Mich. 

Harbor at mouth of Au Train River, M 

ae Harbor, Mich. 

St. Marys River at Sault 
with a view to providing 
draft navigation. 

Harbor at St. Ignace, Mich. 

Kenosha Harbor, Wis. 

Mackinac Harbor, Mich. 

Galien River, Berrien County, Mi 

Pine River, Mich. 

Pinconning River, Mich. 

Clinton River, Mich. 

Waterway from Lake Erie, at or n¢ 
ledo, Ohio, to the southerly end of I 
Michigan by way of the Maumee Riv: 
the city of Fort Wayne, Ind., or other 
ticable route 

St. Marys River, Ohio and Ind 

Maumee River, Ind. and Ohio. 

The coast of Lake Erie, with a view 
establishment of harbors of refuge for 
draft vessels for commercial and/or ri 
tional purposes. 

Harbor at Ballast Island 

Vermilion Harbor, Ohio, with a view t 
provement in the interest of navigati 
related purposes. 

Rocky River, Ohio 

The south shores of Lake Erie and of I 

Huron with a view to the establishm« 


the North Drainage B 
nd N. Dak. 
in South Dakota and N 


Ste. 
facilities for 


Mar 


i€ ava 


, Ohio. 


harbors and harbors of refuge for light dr 


commercial and fishing vessels and for 
reational craft. 

At or near Northeast, Pa., 
constructing a harbor of refuge. 

Harbor at Hamburg Township, N. Y. 

Little River (branch of Niagara River 
Cayuga Island, Niagara Falls, N. Y. 

Port Bay, N. Y. 

Oswego Harbor, N. Y. 

Chaumont River, N. Y. 

At and in the vicinity of Henderson, N 
with a view to constructing a harbor. 

At and in the vicinity of Sackets H 
N. Y., with a view to providing additi 
harbor facilities 

Point Dume, Calif. 

Santa Monica Harbor, 

The coast of scuth 
view to the establis 
light-draft vessels. 

Pillar Point, Half Moon Bay, 
County, Calif. 

Monterey Bay, Calif. 

Carquinez Strait and Alhambra C 
Calif., with a view to providing harbor 


Calif 


hment of harbors 


with a view 


1ern California, wit! 


) 





( 
( 
( 
t Oo 
( - 
oO 


W ‘ > 7 t nroe- 


cu ind ; eme 
West 
iW r WwW . wis es a 
deep- f ! k 
I t W 
A K 
( H ) A I 
H Al 
t al O'zga S$ \ 
Kvichak River, A } 
Harbor, Alask 
I Alask , a view 
1 cl X ect 


Y A, n t t Vv t [ ae ere 
I of M 
é B H I 1 of Maul 
P P ¥ c ¥ P R 
Hi P R ‘ cié f - 
modifi ns | e au " 
dH St. ¢ Vi te @ 
g T Secre W eret I- 
f cel nearly ¢ 
€ ? ry ( I es 


I t me of eO d 
I ( I S e of Ne York i - 
the é t b e 
i H Act ed A ist 30 
ITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
f y dditional reports of 
A I ne aaqaitional port 1 

{ { re ubmittea 
Mr. HILL, f the ¢ ! er n Ex- 





7 \ j t { Feb- 
. : yee 
( ? ( i! l t Ss, 
€ f f e use 
ate 

M THOMAS of C€ I from the 

C nA ul i Forest 
I f A | me Ser 1 502 ) 
Joy t t A l Or llc 





Mr. WHIT Mr. I \ 
Senator b 1 ¢ i eX} I 


Mr. THOMAS of 
Senate bill 1€88 It authorizes th 


Secretary of Agriculture to compromise 











aq { or cancel <¢ iin ndaevotedane 
( unt of farm- uri loa of 
ou Spete anda t ect I l 
out wa tion o ¢ pace 6 Sor ) 
I ided that tl eC t of A li- 
ture uid Make a rep t the C - 
and the Hou ick out the re- 
quiremen 
Mr. WHITE Mr. Presider no é 
no objection 
Th PRESIDING OFFICER 7! 
question is on a eil to the motion 
( the Senator from (¢ homa M 
THOMAS 
line motion wa creed ft 
CROP INSURANCI 
MM) THOMAS of Okla M 
Preside! I mo tt the Sena I - 
( 1 to the consid on of Calendar 
No. 1317, House bill 4911, to amend 
Federal Crop Insurance Act 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The | 
will be stated by its title for the infor- 
mation ol the senate 





to amend the Federal Crop Insuran 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


opjection to the present consiaera yn 
( tne dill 

There being no objection, the Se1 
proceeded to consider the bill, whi nad 
been reported from the Committ on 
Agriculture and Fore y with a nd- 
seamed 





li lormal reaain ( the | | ( - 
pensed with, that it be read for nd- 
ment and that the committ« amend- 
ments be first considered 

The PRESIDING OFFICER I 
ol tion? The Chair hears none, and 
lil o ordered 

Mr. MAYBANKX submitted an amend- 
ment” intended t proposed by him to 
t I H. R. 4911) 1 mend e Fed- 


FEDERAL AID FOR POST-WAR HIGHWAY 
CONSTRUCTION CONFERENCE I - 
PORT 
, - a pte «a 

Ir. MCKELLAR ! d ( ~ 
ing report 
I ‘ ; 


ao= 

















$225,000,( Fed- 
eral-aid highway system. 

(b) $150,000,000 for projects on the prin- 
feeder roaacs 
rural free delivery 
bus routes, either 
nunicipalities or inside of munici- 
than five thousand popula- 
Provided, That these fuiuds shall be ex- 
tem of lected by 
lepartments in coopera- 


including 


nd 
ads 


seconaary a 
to-market 1! 


} ic } ] 
1N.11c-SCNOOL 


such roads sé 























the county supervisors, County 
m Le ( other appropriate local 
oflici ind Commissioner of Public 
I Pro led er, That in any State 
] ga density of more than 
two hund lare mile, as shown by 
the te ede census, the said 
E m ma d > State highway 
d tme1 pproval of the Com- 
n r Roads without regard 
t lude al boundaries: Provided 
i Tl uch funds for secondary 
and feeder roads which are rtioned to 
a State in which all public roads and high- 
way e under the control and supervision 
of the State highway department may, if the 
£ e highway department and the Commis- 
sioner of Public Roads jointly agree that 
such funds are not needed for secondary and 
feeder roads, be expended for projects in such 
State on the Federal-aid highway system. 


“(c) $125,000,000 for projects on the Fed- 
eral-aid highway system in urban 
“Sec. 4. Aiter making the deductions for 
ndministration, research, and investigs 


As I vided in section 21 of the Federal High- 


areas. 


4LAOIIS 

















way Act of 1921, the sums authorized shall 
be tioned as follows: 
re; The #225,000,000 per year available for 
projects on the Fec eral-aid highway system 
sl 1 be apportioned among the States as 
provided in section 21 of the Federal High- 
way Act 
b) The $150,000.000 per year available for 
projec on the secondary and feeder roads 
shall be apportioned among the States in the 
1 \ One-third in the ratio 
which tl of each State bears to the 
t l ar the States; one-third in the 
ratio wv 1 the rural population of each 
State bears t he total rural population of 
all the § f 1s shown by the Federal census 


rd in the ratio which the 
ivery and star routes in 
he total mileage of rural 
in all the States: 
tate shall receive less 
per centum of each 
year’s allotment under subsection (a) and 
is subsection. 

“(c) The $125,000,000 per year available for 
projects on highways in urban areas shall be 
apportioned among thé States in the ratio 





tes 





of one 


which the population in municipalities and 
other urban places, of five thousand or more, 
each State t rs t 


sopulation in 
and other urb: jluces, of five 
n all the St shown 
lable Federal census: Pro- 


‘ticut and Vermont towns 


) 
tac ¢ 
ves ¢ 


) the total y 
nf 


1e latest av 








hall be considered municipalities regardiess 
ol 1 r} ited status 
(d) A ns apportioned to any State 
under the provisions of this section shall be 
a ble f expenditure in that State for 
( year after the close of the fiscal year 
hich such sums are authorized, and any 
amount so apportioned remaining unex- 
pended at the end of such period shall lapse: 
I led, That such funds shall be deemed to 
h been expended if covered by formal 
é ment with the Commissioner of Public 
R for the improvement of a specific proje 
ect as provided by this Act 
“Sec.5. (a) The Federal share payable on 
account of any project provided for by the 
funds made available under the foregoing 
provisions of this Act shall not exceed 50 
per centum of the construction cost thereof 


ouner than to 


costs of rights-of-way and as 





costs of rights-of-way shall not exceed one- 
third of such costs: Provided, That in the Case 
of any State containing unappropriated and 


4i 
unreserved public lands and nontaxable 
Indian lands, individual and tribal, exceed- 
ing 5 per centum of the total area of all 
lands therein the Federal share shall be in- 
creased in each of t e post-war years 


unre 
by a percentage of the remaining cost equal 
to the percentage that the area of all such 
lands in such State is of its total area: Pro- 
vided further, That the entire construction 
projects for the elimination of haz- 
railway-highway crossings, including 


+} 
tne 


cost ¢ 


if 
ards of 


the separation or protection of grades at 
crossings, the reconstruction of existing rail- 
road grade crossing structures, and the relo- 


cation of highways to eliminate grade cross- 
ings, may be paid from Federal funds, except 
that not more than 50 per centum of the 
right-of-way and property damage costs, 
paid from public funds, on any such project, 
may be paid from Federal funds: Provided 
further, That not more than 10 per centum 
of the sums apportioned to any State under 
the terms of this Act for each of such post. 
war fiscal years shall be used for such rail- 
way-highway projects, to be expended in ac- 
cordance with the Federal Highway Act, as 
amended and supplemented, and the provi- 
si of this section. 

“(b) Any railway involved in any project 
the elimination of hazards of ra 











wave 


railway 
ighway crossings paid for in whole or in part 
rom funds made available under this Act, 


shall be liable to the United States for a 
sum bearing the same ratio to the net benefit 


eceived by such railway from such project 
hat the Federal funds expended on such 
roject bear to the total cost of such project. 


‘or the purposes of this subsection, the net 
oenefit received by a railway from any such 
oject shall be deemed to be the amount by 
hich the reasonable value of the total bene- 
fits received by it from such project exceeds 
the amount paid by it (including the reas« 

> value of any property rights contributed 


atm er ee 


l- 








by it) toward the cost of such project; and 
in no case shall the total benefits ta any 
railway or railways be deemed to have a 





reasonable value in excess of 10 per centum 
the cost of any such project. The liability 
ny railway to the United States with re- 
sect to any such project may be discharged 
to the United States, within six 
nonths after the completion of such project, 
uch amount as the Commissioner of Public 
toads determines to be the amount of such 
liability. Any such determination of the 
Commissioner shall be made on the basis of 
recommendations made to him by the State 
highway department and on the basis of such 
other information and investigation, if any, 
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DECE) 
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as the Commissioner deems nece 
proper. If any such rail yh f 
discharge its liability to the Unit 
with respect to any project wit! si 
aiter the c mplet n thereof, the < 
sioner of Public Roads shall reque ‘ 
torney General to institute pr 
against such railroad for the re f 
amount for which liable under 
section. The Attorney General is ; 
to bring such prcceedings on beha! 
United States in the appropriate 
court of the United States, and t} 
States ll be entitled in such pr 





to recover such sums as it is « C 
adjudged by the court that such 1 
iable for in the premises. Ar mou 
to or recovered by the United State 
this subsection shall be covered int 


Treasury as miscellaneous receipts 
“Sec. 6. If Commissioner of |] 

Roads shall determine that it é 

the expeditious completion of projects 

taken pursuant to this Act, he may 

to any State from funds heretof 

after made available the Federal share 

cost thereof to enable the St: 

partment to make prompt payment . 

work as it progresses: Provided, That f 

State, after June 30, 1945, does not div 

other than highway uses road user re 

in violation of section 12 of the Hichw 

of June 18, 1934. The funds so advan I 

be deposited in a special trust acccunt | 

State treasurer, or other State official 

ized under the laws of the State to r 

Federal-aid highway funds, to be ad 

solely upon vouchers approved by the § 

highway department for work actuall) - 

formed in accordance with plans, spe 

tions, and estimates approved by the I 

Roads Administration under the provi 

of this Act. Any unexpended balan 

funds so advanced shall be returned t 

credit of the appropriation from hicl 

funds have been advanced: Provided 

any advance made to any State und 

provisions of this section and not repaid 

be deducted from any apportionm 

cated to such State under the pro. 

this Act for the year next succe 


the 


is nex 


ite hichu 





year in which such advance is mad W 
agreement made in accordance wit! - 
visions of section 2 of this Act shall b al 





for pro rata share of the cost « 
struction in excess of such apporti \ 
less such advance. ] 
“Sec. 7. There shall be designated \ p! 
the continental United States a N he 
System of Interstate Highways not ex sur 
forty thousand miles in total extent ve 
cated as to connect by routes, as dirs ( 


any 
any 


practicable, the principal metropolita I 
cities, and industrial centers, to serve r 
national defense, and to connect at I 
able border points with routes of contin he 
importance in the Dominion of Canad f 


the Republic of Mexico. The routes of the Ni- ge 
tional System of Interstate Highways : Ac 
be selected by joint action of the State hich- 

way departments of each St and tl . t 


te 





joining States, as provided by the I of 
Highway Act of November 9Q, Is f g 
selection of the Federal-aid system t 


highways or routes included 
System of Interstate High 
proved, if not alrea ud 
eral-aid highway system, shall be ac 
said system without regard to any mil 
limitation. b 
“Sec. 8. With the approval of the F ( 
Works Administrator, to exceed 1 \ 
centum of the amount apportioned f n 
year to any State under the Federal Hi ( 
Act, as amended and supplemented, ex ( 
sections 3 and 23 thereof, shall hereaft } 
used with or without funds for 
veys, plans, engineering, and economic : 
vestigations of projects for future constr 
tion in such State, on the Federal-aid 
way system and extensions thereof wit 








not 





State 


-~n 








y eede roadcs 
de-« Sing elimina- 
y re ch necessary 
+ th 
} the purty se nf carrving out 
of section 23 of the Federal | 
‘9 & at 218) y } } , 1 
ed, there is hereby 














00 for the first 
mount for eac 
-war fiscal yea 
ent roads and 
00 the first p -4 fi ] 
like nount f € 1 of the 
1rG t -W I hist ‘'s Pri = 
the apportionment for forest 
Ala isi be r eacl ear $1,- 
at such additio amount ¢ 
would have been ap} tioned to 
€ 1 of said years shall be p- 
n yr those State r 
v e forest highw 
ch VE ir ot erw St 
1 per centum of the et e ap- 
el f forest highways for i 
). (a) For the « struc recon- 
provement, and n enance of 
dq trail nclusive f nece y 
national parks, monuments, and 
é idministered by the National 
vice, including areas authorized to be 
ed as national parks and monu- 


and national 
h roads 


31, 1931 


park and 
authorized by 
(46 Stat 


monument 
the Act of 
1053), as amended, 


hereby authorized to be appropriated 
im of $12,750,000, to become available 
each ol 


rate of $4,250,000 a year for 
*e successive pcst-war fiscal years 


ire 
For the construction and maintenance 





Vays, to give access to national parks 
tional monuments, or to become con- 
, sections of a national parkway plan, 


nds to which title has been transferred 
United States by the States or by 
e individuals, there is hereby author- 


) be appropriated the sum of $30,000,009, 


come available at the rate of $10,000,000 
r for each of the three successive post- 
fiscal years. 


For 


maint 


the construction, improvement, 
enance of Indian reservation roads 
bridges and and bridges to pro- 
1ccess to Indian reservations and Indian 
is under the provisions of the Act ap- 


roads 


i May 26, 1928 (45 Stat. 750), there is 

authorized to be appropriated the 

f $6,000,000 for the first post-war fiscal 

and a like amount for each of the sec- 

i d third post-war fiscal years: Provided, 

the location, type, and design of all 

ind bridges constructed shall be ap- 

ed by the Public Roads Administration 

re any expenditures are made thereon, 

1 all such construction shall be under the 

ral supervision of the Public Roads 
inistration 


Federal highway funds shall not 








ised for the reconstruction or relocat 
ny highway giving access to an airport 
1irport has been constructed or ex- 
d after the date of enactment of this 
t), or for the reconstruction or relocation 
iy highway which has been or n 
sed or the usefulness of which has 
y be impaired by the location or con- 
1 n < any airport uch air S 
constructed or extended after the date 
€ ctn t of this Act), unless, } to 
exter n or constructior case 





-ublic R Administration |! con- 

ed Vv h the ffici Sin ¢ eo ne alre 

€ t 1 of such airport or ex- 

thereof and the <« que - 

uction <¢ rel 4 n of the hicghw re n 
public interest 

Sec. 12. On any highway or street here- 


fter constructed with Federal aid in any 
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State, the loc n, f i char f 
infor atior egulat y iw: gs 3, 
curb and em er marking i 
traffic signals ed or ced t y - 
] t rity er age vy. s t - 
ject to the ap} i the S e] A de- 
pa ent W ne urreé € e Put 
Roads Admini s ! Cor s f 
Pu A R i> t { ( 
‘ ly iz uc! ] + ’ ’ I ; 
fe and efficie 1 t 
“Sac. 13. I yse ubse 
pr n his Act I lere- 
{it any pe r ¢ € eld - 
Vi i, tne en l€ it 4 e p- 
pil ol su er l 
I to other per 
shall n be affected there 
Sec. 14. This Act 1 be cited e ‘} - 





€ -Aid Highway 


And the House agree tc the n 
KENNETH MCKELLAR 
CARL HAYDEN 


JOSIAH W. BAILey 
CLYDE M. REEI 
WILLIAM LANGER 
Manage on the part of the Se 
J. W. ROBINSON 
WILL M. WHITTINGTON 
JENNINGS RANDOLPH 
JESSE P. WOLC DTT 
JAMES W. MoTT, 
HuGH PEt 
PauL CUNNING { 
Managers on the part of the H 





Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present 
sideration of the conference report. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve all Senators know what was done in 
the road bill, but I shall refer very briefly 
to the principal changes made by the 
conferees. 

As Senators will recall, the Senate ap- 
propriated $1,350,000,000 for roads. That 
amount has been increased to $1,500,- 
000,000, or an increase of $150,000,000. 

The next important change-is in the 
appropriation of $150.000,000 for princi- 
pal, secondary, and feeder roads, includ- 
ing farm-to-market roads. 

The next important change is an ap- 
propriation of $150,000,000 made avail- 
able—through an increase in each case— 
for feeder roads to be apportioned among 
the States in the manner set forth in 
the conference report. 

The next appropriation is for $125,000,- 
000 instead of $100,000,000, to be available 
for projects on highways in urban areas. 

The next amendment of importance is 
for the purpose of carrying out section 
23 of the Federal Highway Act as 
amended. There is authorized to be ap- 
propriated for forest highways the 
of $25.000.,000. There is a proviso that 
the apportionment for forest highways 
in Alaska shall be $1,500,000 for each 
year. 


con- 


The next change involves the construc- 


tion, reconstruction, improvement, and 
maintenance of roads and trails, includ- 





ing necessary bridges, in 1 

monuments, and other areas adminis- 
tered by the National Park Service n- 
cluding areas authorized to be estab- 
lished as national parks. The amount 


hat purpose was fixed at $12.750,000, 
or at the rate of $4,250,000 a year 
Another addition is $30,009,000 for the 


construction and maintenance of park- 


way £1 ess to na il parks and 
national monument That v igreed 
; 
‘ 

I roOvt y . ‘ 
t im} eme ? I ? f 
Tr in rese! . 7 SH U 1000 ( 
$2.01 )}000 a Vv 

i e |} necly ( n 

n the | I best i 

’ y y y | 

C } and I A 
} } fay ’ y f , 

4 AALS t s 

e | innin I | I é 
n ’ * it n é ‘ p bs 
1 en oft eT , 


McKELLAR. I vield 
Mr. REED. I am one f the on- 


feree and support the report, but aid I 
miss the Senator’s ex I I 
cnange regaral the pa cipa i 
the Federal Government e pu 

of rights-of-way? 

Mr. McKELLAR Tl S r did 
ind I overlooked it The H wal 1 
t t Ser t < } {t 1 1 ! I = 
tion on the part of the Fe Govern- 
ment in the purchase of 1 of-way 
In conference, a compromise } l 
was adopted by which f 
appropriation should be used f pur- 
chase of 1 nts-ol-wat gE n U! 
Senator for calling n ittention to the 
omission 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Preside: 


Senator vield 


Mr. McKELLAR. I yield 
Mr. WEEKS. Would the } 


+ 


o the { 


purcnase ol 


urban area 
Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, ys it applie 


to all rights-of-way, wherever they 

Mr. WEEKS. And the one-third par- 
ticipation feature is standard in all three 
divisions 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is required that 
the States provide two-thir¢ n tne 
chase of rights-of-way, ¢ 
eral Government 

Mr. REED. With the permission of 
the Senator from Tennessee, may 
the provision? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Certain] 


Mir. REED. Sec 


provide one-third. 


ion o reaa 


The Federal re payable l a t of 


r é r € } t fur 1de 
| ! vided 1 l 
t exce i ( t 
c f 
Y t . 
ef 
T Canat ll find t tho } i 


cnan have been covert 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. P: 
Mi McKELLAR ! 
Mr. CHAVEZ. On} / the re} 


fi purposs f t Federal 


n aennin ne rp 








G?P5 8 


te of $5 10,000 a ye 


eact {3 


Mr. McKELLAR 


( seive t-<war fieeal vear 
uccessive post-war fiscal yea! 


Ye 








Mr. CHAVEZ. Later the bill define 
what a post-war fiscal year is. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Ye 

I CHAVEZ. But there is a proviso 
Th , a 
pt 1 \ i 

Which means post-war } 
$ ( be ypropriated in accord- 

th t pl l ee act to be- 

( e im ec eiy upon apportion- 
he ithorization for said fiscal 

making of surve and plans and 

Can the Senator advise the Senate at 
t moment if it is proposed that a fiscal 
year or a post-wal is to be defined by 
a proclamaticn of the President, or as 
provided by law? Nhat does the biil 
mean by ‘‘construction’’? 

Mr. McKELLAR From what is the 
Senator reading? 

ir. CHAVEZ. Iam reading from page 
2 the report, about line 9. 

Mr, McKELLAR. It reads: 

The authorization for the first post-war fis- 
cal a ll t pportioned among the 
x iin 30 @ fr 1 the pa ge ¢ 
t] t 

Mr. CHAVEZ. No: that is not what I 
was reading. I read from section 2, as 
fo A 

For t purp f carr out the pro- 
\ I l Highway Act, apy sved 
Ni 1921 mended and supple- 
n ed, there is hereby uthorized to b¢é 
appropriated the sum of $1, 500 000 ,.000——— 

Mr. I IcKELL AR That is correct. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I continue reading: 
to become available at the rate of $500.000,- 
000 a year for « 1 of 3 successive post-war 
fi l year Prot 1, Tl of the Sums au- 
t ed to be rriated for the first or 
£ ye g ),00 0 may be appro- 
I € h ac rdance with the provisions of 
t! act to be me available immediate 
1 nm apportionment of the authorizat i 
for said fiscal year for the making of surveys 
and plans for construction. 


What 


“4 


I should like to know 
does “for construction” mean, 
construction is authorized? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Perhaps I could help 
in making the explanation. 


is, what 


since no 


Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sen- 
ator ° 
Mr. HAYDEN. The idea was that this 


bill would become a law, say 10 days from 
now. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Yes. 


Mr. HAYDEN. Thirty days thereafter 
the President would make the apportion- 
ment for the first post-war fiscal year. 
The bill provides that no appropriations 
normally could be made until the war 
is over, until the President proclaims it 


by proclamation, until Congress by con- 
current resolution decides it, or if the 
Congress finds as a fact that the prog- 
ress of the war is such that ome can 


proceed. 

Anticipating that the war with Japan 
will be a long one, this hundred million 
dollars is authorized, so that if an emer- 
gency arises between the end of the war 
and the time wh ill becomes op- 
erative, and manpower and materials 


} ’ 
n the 0 





CONGRESSIONAL I 


| 


' 


j 





ty 
Vu 


1G ’ 
CORD— 
are available, something could be done 
by sending up a Budget estimate for a 
certain sum of money. 


Mr. CHAVEZ. Who is to determine 
that? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Bureau of Public 
Rc ds and the Bureau of the Budge 

nd the estimate to Congress. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Bureau of 

u > Roads may send in a requisition 


and the 
eau of the Budget may send a requi- 
tion for either the whole or a part of 


I 
to the Bureau of the Budget, 
. 


the appropriation desired. That is the 
, it will be handled. 

Mr. President, if there is no other 
question, I shall be glad to have the con- 
ference report voted on. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish 

some information about the 


to ootain 


Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 
} RUSSELL. I should like to have 


me Senator explain just what the con- 
ferees did with the rrovision inserted 
it Senate having to do with the con- 
tributions of railroads to overhead or 
construction of crossings which 
micht benefit the railroads. 

M McKELLAR. We provided for 
that, and I shall read the provision as 


soon as I can find it. 
Mr. HAYDEN. The 


Senator will 


find 


it in section 5 of the bill. There is the 

neral provision which we have made 
with respect to the elimination of rail- 
road grade crossings, but there is a fur- 
ther provision, subsection (b), on page 

which meets the situation confronting 
the conferees. 

We were told that if an attempt were 
made, as was proposed by the Senate, to 


t of a right-of- 
way upon a railroad, and the railroad 
refused to pay it—that was the sole con- 
¢ —no money could be expended at 


impose t of the co 


any pa! 


lition 


all ¢ on that cross ng. To avoid that diffi- 
culty, the senior Senator from seo 
Carolina {Mr. Barrey] made the sugg 

tion, which was finally adopted, an d 


which will be found in subdivision (b) on 
nge 4, the substance of which is that 
a re shall be a finding by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Roads, after consulta “een 
with the State highway department, o 
using any other means he may en 
mine, that the benefit to the railroad 
amounts to a certain ae of the 
cost of — right-of-w say 10 percent, 
Then he is authorized ie, assess that ben- 


efit aonient the railroad. 
In the meantime, the construction 


proceeds, the construction is not stopped 
because the railroad company has not 
put up its money; but if the railroad 
company does not make its contribution 
within 6 months after the assessment is 
made, then the Commissioner of Public 
Roads certifies the matter to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and a suit is to be in- 
stituted in the appropriate district court 
to require the railroad to pay. Then, 
of course, the court will pass on the ques- 
tion whether the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Roads was correct in his judgment. 
The court will fix the amount ultimately. 
So the railroads may have their day in 
court; but the bill does provide the 
means whereby a railroad company can 
be compelled to make some contribution 


| 


| 
| 
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toward the construction of a rai 
grade crossing without tying up th 
tire project. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President. 
in a sense little, provision, I think. , 
more discussion among members of 
conference committee than almo 








other provision. It finally seemed ; 
we had reached an impasse, when 
distinguished Senator from North C 


lina [Mr. BaiLey] prepared this part 
lar amendment. It was accepted by 
House and Senate conferees, and I 
lieve is an admirable arran: 


C ment, 

I believe it will be carried out. I 
nators will see that the only am 
the railroads will have to pay is 10 


+ 


cent or less, and I believe the rail 
will gladly pay that, because it is in 
ceivable that the change in a er 
would be of less value to any rail 
than 10 percent. I hope the Sena 


itor 


feel as the members of the confe1 
committee felt and will think t 
provision is proper and should be 
lay , 

Mr. RUSSELL. I was very mu 
terested in this amendment or 

Mr. McKELLAR, I know the Sen 
wes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I worked soms 


with those who sponsored it here, and 
pesred before the committee 

I think the arra nt of the 
ferees is far superior to the arrai 
ment in the original amendment, 
one very glaring exception, and that 0! 
the matter of limiting it to 10 p 
It does not matter what benefi 
to the railroad, whether they are 59 


ngement of t! 


60 percent oe cost of the rad l 
ing; under this arrangé¢ ment, in no « 


can a railroad be assessed more that 
percent of the cost of the = ct. 
method of arriving at the val 


bencfits to the railroads in thi S pr rol } 
is far superior to the arbitrary 1 ( 
thumb of 15 percent which was } 


tained in the original amendment: 

it seems to me to be a m sate t< } 
percent as a maximum, because on . 
road might benefit simply 5 percen 
the case of one crossing, and in that 

the railroad would not have to 


tribute more than 5 percent of the « 
of the crossing, but in another c: 
railroad might benefit 50 percent, b 
no event could the railroad be as 
higher than 10 percent of the cost of t 


crossing. 

Mr. President, I did not underst 
that the 10-percent provision was in t 
report. I had heard of the form 


7 
aa 


which had finally been arrived at by 
conferees, and I believed it to be an ex- 


cellent formula, because it would per! 


ee railroads to pay for what 
benefit accrued to them, but, with 


10-percent provision in the ret 
seems to me that in many cases the - 
eral public -_ be taxed to pay tor ry - 
fits accruing to the railroads, whi 
would be far in excess of 10 percent cf t! 
cost of the project. 
eae McKELLAR. Mr. 
tor from Georgia ha 
ames conferences that he must kn 
that in a conference one cannot alway 
obtain what one wants. There was vé 
great opposition to this entire amend- 


1 


President, th 
S served on 














af , t » ¥ it n iy 
‘ Was ie pp ym in 


negotiations were broken off. 


H conferees simply said they 
that that the Senator from 

( na came forward with t 
mendment In t nterest of 
slatior in tne in est ol 
it the Senator trom Geo 4 

n active part in obtaini 
t that it was better to take 
n to have an impasse on the 

not have any b at all at t 

f n of Conere 

rmore, wherever the elimination 
I is worth a great deal to the 
company it is also worth a great 


and I am in- 
percent is not 


the general public 
» think that 10 
the mark. As I remember the 


atanwnitwncent wit  “ ation 
amenamen which Was aagop_- 


not obtain anvthir ind 
re confronted with that situation, 


€ Hou e 





conferees walked out on 
e should agree as we did. 
RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have 
d on conferences with the Senator 
Tennessee and with the S 
and I know how tenacious- 
Sen- 


1ator 
\rizona 
ey espouse the position of the 
Mr. McKELLAR. 


ie Senator 


We used the 
from Georgia 
ies in the discussion. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I was not being criti- 
f the Senate conferees 


l * 


name 
dozens ol 


Mr. McKELLAR. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I was merely express- 
my own personal disappointment 
there was not a broader provision 


ch would enable the Government to 
} ‘ 


ene 


pture the actual its which ac- 
ie to the railroads by virtue of this 
provision 


Mr. McKELLAR. I, 


have had 15 percent, but it was impos- 
ble to obtain it from the House con- 
i and we did the best we could. 


Mr. HAYDEN. Would the Senator 
from ] ] 


at least concede that it 


Georgia it 1t 1 

I important to estab he prin- 

ie hich ha peen estabd hed in this 

) 

Mr. RUSSELL. I heartily agree with 

t statement, and I think I have so 
ed. I think this method is fair and 

It is better than the original 

hod which permitted an assessment 
every & ti 


15 percent in 


case against tne 
lroads. It would do t 


more justice ll 


it respect than would the original 
Senate provision. But I had understood 
t the total benefits which accrued to 
the railroads could be recaptured by the 


federal Treasury, and now it appears 
iat the amount is limited to 10 percent. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I may have been re- 
sponsible for that; but what we were 
faced with was a flat declaration of 15 
percent, no more, no less, or there 
would be no grade-crossing elimination. 

his permits the work to be done, as I 
have pointed out. So the difference be- 
tween 10 and 15 percent is something 
that we can correct in future bills, be- 
Cause this is the first time such a pro- 


om 
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\ n ; S } S y) ed y “ 
tior But we h e ¢ hed a <¢ I 
me 7 t} Ser t Pec rn i 
portant 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think the method 
I ed is nfinite Tx 9 ' + nNve 
1 W nave a ¢ 1 l - 
gratulate t confe 5 ¢ rki l 
t y +} 1 
‘ ‘ u 

I y re that I nderst i t} 
p ? tor T é SC of F a ‘ 
lor the a l n or ! - - 
That also ) of nsidt f 
debat and a < ) of days v es 
on it in the Senate 

Mr. HAYDEN That i l cove 
one pl ( in the conterence ! ( I 
is at the bottom oO! } e3 ction oO 

) > F 
excee “ 

That is to v. the S é ll put Dp 
twice as much as the Federal G - 
ment. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senate bill, as I 


provided originally that none of 
the Federal funds could be 
acquisition of rights-olt-way. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Ye: 

Mr. McKELLAR. As it passed the 


la 
And now the formula 


1] 
recall, 


used for the 


e 
Mr. RUSSELL. 


vides that the local sponsor of the 


Mr. McKELLAR 
Mr. RUSSELL 
House bill was. 


Mr. McKELLAR. It is the result of a 
compromise again, 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think it 
juite as good as it could be. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. There was very vig- 
orous opposition to it 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the 


Senator yield? 
Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr REED. The Senator from 
Georgia and myself ] 
debate in the Senate 


was whether the 


hould participate in tl ( of the 
I rii=( f-w Ly TI e econd was e eX- 
tent to which railroad hould be re- 
quired to participate in grade-cr¢ 

separations. Wep ed the bill without 
permitting the Federal Government to 


do anything in connection with rights- 


of-way. ‘The House restored the provi- 
sion without any limitation on the rail- 
roads, whereas we had written into the 
bill a figure of 15 percent. The House 


eliminated it. 
we were to get a 


We were in a position, if 
a bill, of reaching an 
agreement with the House upon those 
two points, which perhaps caused more 
discussion than any other two points. I 
know that the Senator from Georgia and 
I have tangled many times on questions 
of this sort. Let me say to the Senator 
from Georgia that I think we emerged 
from the conference with the best bill it 
was possible for us to obtain 
any les 


and have 


isiation, 
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numbere: 


umbered 84 


numbered 








the House 


numbered 8, 





te agree to the sa 
the House 
to the amend- 
ite numbered 9, and agree 


Amendment 





after the peri 


schedules 





























f the electric facilities of the projects) of the 
of producing and transmitting such 
ectric energy, including the amortization ol 
capital investment allocated to pi 
re lable period of years’; on page 
2, I 1e word “to”’ insert t fol- 
funds to be ry 1 
¢ 1 € 2 str C 1t e ¥ 
j 1 i rt in lieu f f e 1 i 
r”; line 2, after the word cquire rt 
v purchase or other agreeme : 
e 8, after the period insert the words “A 
eived from such sales shall be de- 
n e Tre ry of the U ed S ; 
llaneous receipts’; and ti S 
{ Y 
A ndment numbered 11: That the He 
f from its di reement to the amend- 
he Senate numbered 11, and 
I h at dm t, as foll 
I Ss me 13 f 
nsert d I ; i 
( Le f 
numbered 19: T H 
I C emel to e an - 
e Set nd 
I i fte ‘ 
| ited on 
t da | the page 14 
i S . in na 
d uthor i rt t \ Ss 
i‘ c stri iOl t W 
D el aq the S¢ ale to 
Ar ndment numbered 26: That the House 
its disagreement to the amend- 
he Senate numbered 26, and agree 
t he ime with amendments, as follows: In 
Senate amendment, line 17, after the 
vord “provided” insert the words “that the 
Secretary of War determines that”; line 18, 
ter the word “and” insert the word “that”; 
and the Senate agree to the me 
Amendment numbered 33: That the House 
recec n its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agre¢ 


me with an amendment, as follows: 


enate amendment, on page 21, strike 


out lines 10 through 25, and on page 22, strike 
out lines 1 and 2 and insert in lieu thereof 
he following: “Paragraph (d) of the Lower 


T 


ppi River item in s ion 3 of the 
d Control Act of August 18, 1941 





is here! 








( ued to authorize reimbursement for 
f ial market value of lands 
V easements, furnish 
to Al t 18, 1941, for set s; of main-line 





M pi River levees, regardless of State 

laws limiting payments to local tax assess- 

ment valuations”; and the Senate agree to the 
me 


Amendment numbered 37: That the House 
recede from its di reement to the amend- 





ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In id Senate amendment, chan the colon 





on line 17 to a period and strike out the re- 
mainder of that line and all of lines 18 and 19. 

Amendment numbered 4014: That t 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4014, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 

In said Senate amendment, on 
strike out the words “his report of” 
and on line 4, strike out the words ““November 
16, 1944", and insert the words “House Docu- 
Numbered 802, Seventy-eighth Con- 
Second Session,”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree 
to the same with amendments, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 9, strike 
out the words “No provision of this or any 
other Act’? and insert the words “Neither 


his ¢ thorli 


he 


as follows: 


line 3, 





line 11, change the period to a 


ns 


ENATE 
comma 
sub! 
report 


of August 11, 


zation nor any previous author- 
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and insert the following “pe: 
ission and adoption by Congress 
authorized in Flood Contr 
1939 


the 








And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 82 1a 1e H 
re le from its disagreement to the 
of the Senate numbered ®. anc 
o the same with amendments, as f 
In d Senate amendment, line 23 
the figures “$959,465.000” and insé 
lieu thereof the figures § 000; 1 
the word “herein” insert the w 


War Department”; and the Senate 
the same. 
{mendment numbered 8&3: That the H 
ede from its disa 
of the Senate numbered 83, and 
ne with an amendm 


sreement to tl I 


o the sar 


















In iid Senate amendment, | 14 
he word “protection” insert the \ d 
i the Senate agree to the I 
Amendr numbered 85: T e I 
de from its di reement t 
ment of the Senate numbered 85, and 
ame with an amendment, a 
It iid Senate amendment, line 17, 
the period after the word “governr t 
d e following: “until the I 
te in which the land li l 
consented to the acquisition of lar 
{ ed States for the pur} Within 
of this section: Provided further, T 
here shall be paid annual oO tl 
in which any lands acquired under 





n may lie, a sum equal to one per 
the purchase price paid for the 


quired in that county or, if not 








purchase, one per centum of their 
the time of their acquisiti 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 86: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the Y 
1ent of the Senate numbered 86, 
the s with an amendment, s - 
lows: In said Senate amendment 
trike out the figures $418,000" and 


n lieu thereof the fizures 

Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 89: That the 

recede from its disagreement to th 


‘$434,000 


ment of the Senate numbered 89, and 
to the same with an amendment, as 

In said Senate amendment, on page 52 
2 trike out the figures “$12.5 


ert in lieu thereof the figures ‘$21,7¢ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 93: That the 
r de from its disagreement to th 
ment of the Senate numbered 93, and 
o the same with an amendment 
ws: In said Senate amendment, li 
and insert in 


rike out the figures “12” 
thereof the figures “13”; and the Senate 
the same, 


Jos1aH _W. BArLey, 
JOHN H. OVERTON 
THEO. G. BILZOo, 
TAROLD H. BuRTON, 
OwEN BREWSTER, 
HATTIE W. CARAWAY, 
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
HrraM W. JOHNSON, 
Managers on the part of the Sena 
WILL M. WHITTINGTON 
A. LEONARD ALLEN, 
A. J. ELLIorTT, 
CHARLES R. CLASON, 
Cart T. CurTIs, 
Managers on the part of the H¢ 


, 


, 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, may I ask 
if it is the intention to take up this 
conference report tonight? 

Mr. OVERTON. It is. 

Mr. AIKEN, I ask the Senator fron 
Louisiana if he is willing to let this matte 
go over until tomorrow. The amendment 
in which I am interested is one which 
would provide for construction in n 
















































ont. I should like to have 
y to study it and the 
kn What it before it 


let 


is doing 


_OvION. Mr. President, let me 
, ¢honator from Vermont that we 
*tly the amendment which 
shed Senator from Vermont 
| offered. 

N. There were a few words 


\RTON. Nothing 
irifying amendment. 
=N. I do not understand that 
ifying amendment. 
RTON. Mr. President, I shall 
sent tomorrow, and I shall in- 
proceeding with the considera- 
e conference report tonight. I 
inavoidably detained from the 
norrow. We can take it up and 
out this evening. I should like 
of the conference report. . It 
very inconvenient for me to be 
omorrow. 
KEN. How does the Senator in- 
hat amendment? 
VERTON. . Let me state 
» amendment 
mendment which was offered in 
and agreed to by the Senate 


or word what was agreed to ir 


was 


added 


exactly 


1S. 


ate 


ce, except that the words “that 
‘retary of War determines that’ 
*n inserted, so as to make the 


ent provide that the alternate 


1 be carried into execution upon 
ment between the Board. the 

iry of War, and the Chief of Engi- 
provided that the Secretary of 
nines t t the total costs of 

! plan shall not exceed the 

of $11,000,000. As I understand, 


that he 
War to 


bj on of the Senator is 
Secretary of 


hould like 


to have 


in pre { 1 of what the 
it mear Will he let me 
i ive been to it m ) 
Mr.OVERTON. Ivyield t Sc 1 
1 Ve 1ont 
AIKI Mr Pre t +} 
] aq ( bv th > 
] ee ¢ ( ( j } 
I it to adopt the States’ al- 
ve plan of eigi dar in pl 
lal dam \ e pro- 
i ! e W River V y 
I re ll, 10 \ furt r prov i 
not e 1 Dlll, the amen i 
ference re t be me—th 
dams in the & ng ? pla 
1 impound n 1 75 per- 
; mu ( ] e dam 
was 0 n I 1 by t 
D tment, 1d th > ¢ s 
ud no d the sum of $11,000,000 
menament re 5 
( I? t tl S € fV ( 
le ‘ 
ll not exce } c > 17 0M 000 


I have been told by Mr. Crason, one of 
House conferees, that if the Secretary 
Nar finds thai cost of the eight 
rnate dams exceeds the sum of $11,- 
000,000, then he is authorized to go back 
to the original big dem, which would de- 

oy this valley. It might easily happen 
that we would have inflation to a degree 
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of 10 or 15 percent, so that the Secretary 
of War might find that the cost of the 
dams would exceed $11,000,000. Then if 
what I am told is correct, the amend- 
ment passed by the Senate would 
meaningless; it would have no 
and the big dam could be built, destroying 
the valley, which the Senate emphati- 
cally stated it did not wish to do, and 
which the New England Senators and 
Representative CLASON agreed should not 
be done 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, it is 
all very simple. Everything the Senator 
says is contained in the amendment 
adopted by the Senate. That amendment 
provided that the alternate plan should 
go into effect, provided the work could be 
done at a cost not to exceed $11,000,000 
Who is to make that determination? The 
House conferees, including a representa- 
tive from one of the New England States, 
stated that someone must make the de- 
termination. Soit was suggested that the 
Secretary of War make the determina- 
tion. Certainly it could not be left in 
air. The amendment which was sug- 
gested by both Senators from Vermont 
and the Senators from Massachusetts and 
Connecticut, declared emphatically that 
the alternate plan of reservoirs on the 
tributaries of the West River should go 


pe 


¥ ; 
ellec 


es 


the 


into effect and be executed if the cost 
were not in excess of $11,000,000. Th 
only thing the conferees did was to say 


that the Secretary of War should make 
the detern k 
the determination. 
ference 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the 
stand that if the Secretary of War should 
determine that the cost would be 
200,000, the State plan would be thrown 
into the discard, and the Secretary might 
revert to the original plan of one big 
dam in the valley? 

Mr. OVERTON 


could h 


ination. Someone must make 
That is the only dif- 


Senator under- 


That is correct. That 


iyway 








ave been done a1 

Mr. AIKI That is not my under- 
standing of the intention of the Senate 
in adopting the amendment. I will ¢ - 
fess t I did not see the amendment 
20 minut bef tv 
ac 1. Perhaps I should h i 
on sé ? but I had the idea that th 
cost of the alternate plan modified 


should not exceed $11,000,000 
Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I 


l, } 
©’ Vllia q 


OVERTON. yield 
NEY. As I understand 
1000 was pri ed by} 


Mr. MALO 


ficure $11, 


Senato from Vermont 

Mr. OVERTON It was proposed in 
the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vé (Mr. Austr 

Mr. AIKEN. I did not offer the 

Mr. MALONEY. It is my understand- 
ine that the figure was proposed by the 
State of Vermont I should be deeply 


disappointed now, Mr. President, if af 
the long discussion we had here and the 
ent which we felt we had reached, 
of $100,000 or $200,060 should 
s and ambitions of the dis- 
nator from Vermon 

lh, 


} w i+ 7 1? 
W ether it is possible 
t . Termont +} 10h it 
tl 4 he ‘e f Vermon » vi ign its 
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water commission, might be to bid 
on the construction of these dams in or- 
der to protect itself if the need arose 


M1 AIKEN I do nof know about 


~ + + + si? h 7 , ‘ 7 + 
that, but I should be disappointed if the 
Senator from Connecticut ny other 
Senator persisted in attempting to de- 


stroy our Vermont valley merely becau 
m would cost $200,000 more than 


limitation 


the d 





Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I 
sorry the Senator from Vermont did n 
hear what I said nomen _ 
to say that I felt as he did, and that I 
would be deeply disappointed if the plar 
were changed. ial . 





Mr. AIKEN. I \ » Ser 
1 ild f el + t wavy } hy m 
Tie W c ¥ a rd + + nte Y ¢ 
tation given by the Sena f n I i 

Nn if the dams « t $200.000 4 
4 years from r , the § f V 
Wl DE l } I d ) ‘ 
hig 


dam \ 


Mr. OVERTON That would have 


been my ansv n the 
amendment on the floor of the Senat 
Mr. AIKEN. Then, Mr. President, I 
accepted the amendment wu i 
appreh nsion 
Mr. OVERTON. Iam 
Mr. MALONEY Mr. P1 
he Senator yield to me 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sei 
ator from Louisiana h the f I Dor 
he yield, and if so, to v n 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. Pre nt. It 
yest to take up the iter - 
I it 
Mr. MALONEY M ] lent 
Ss fy | ! ' m 
Mr. OVERTON. Ver li; I 
the Senator from Cor 
Mr. MALONEY. If myn 
me correctly, the S m Ve nt 
Mr. AUSTID t 
fi in > cle ‘ I 1 
( rt? u y 1] ft t 
] W n ( 
La ne tl 
S of Vermo! ( 
( e ¢ ) 
¢ é I ¥ 
! 1] at ¢ , 
V ] 
a.° . QD 
N OVI LO! I 
I IKEN A 
I f 
t HOO f } 
I n t] f re 1 ) 
( r i 
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‘ +} me ment ‘ — 0 ered 
1 >, « ii j eE 0 th me 
A é i ered 1 That the House 
i c eme an |- 
) i id 
> 12 #4 1 1 
r ny 
A ri 
4 j 
: id, i A 
( 
ed 20 l ) z 4 
I ad ) i, 2 3 + 1 25 and 
‘ é 
Arne in ed 28 ) I t 
I ‘ ‘ f 
| S e | 





rec e f ) e ¢ é ert ) } end- 
[ e pel e ered ) 1d 
e 
Ame I t um! ed 40, 41, 42 nd 43 
I t H recede f 1 its ¢ ee- 
ent tne . I the Ser 
bered 40 +1 ‘ A md if ) 
Ay f 1 45, 46, 47, 48, 49 
) a 1 Tt H rec le f 
al re to t ime! ( 3 f the 
S ! yered } +7] 49 0 d 
ind f o the same 
Amendme numbered 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 
8, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69. 70, 
71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, and 81 
That the House re 1 1 its disagreement 
+ ‘ YE dment the Senate numbered 
3 4 >, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65 
66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78 
79, 80 nd 8l d agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 84: T t the House 
rece irom 1 a reement t id- 
ent of tl ) numbered ee 
to the me 
Amendment numbered 90: That the House 
re 1 its ¢ € nt to e ame! - 
1 e Senate numbered 90 and ree 
to r 
A nd nt numbered 92: That the House 
re 1its ad € ent to the ar nd- 
me of e Se1 e numbered 92 and agree 


red 94: 


That the House 





recec from di reement to the amend- 
t f the Senate numbered 94 and agree 

to the I 
Amendment numbered 1: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


L 
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and as to 
the same with an amendment In 
nate amendment, on page 1, strike out 
through 11 and on page 2, 


a 
through 4; and the Senate 


ree 
as follows: 
rike out 


to 








agree 


dment numbered 8: That the House 
from its disagreement to the amend- 
the Senate numbered 8, and agree 


ime with an amendment, as follows: 
amendment, on page 8, 
er the word “generally” 


and Sen- 


senate line 
commas ait 
sr the word 


> to the same. 


charge’”’; the 





Amendment numbered 9: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to 





the same with amendments, as follows: In 
said Senate amendment, on page 8, line 24, 
after the period insert the following: “Rate 


having regard to 
of the applica- 
the capacity 


schedules shall be drawn 
the recovery (upon the bas 


tion of 


such rate schedules to 
































f the electric facilities of the projects) of the 
t of producing and transmitting such 
c Ce 7, including the amortization of 
capital investment allocated to power 
a able period of years on page 
2, t e word ‘ insert the fol- 
! fund Oo be I 1 
( ; line 2, strike out e v i 
1 1 il r n eu the f \ d 
I line 2, a r the word “acquire rt 
by purchase or other agreeme ; 
8, after the period insert the ore AL 
eived fr uch sales shall be de- 
@ i e Tre ry of the U dads ; 
neous receif and 
Ame! ent numbered 11: That the H 
d reeme! to the amend- 
the § ite num d 11, and 
t vith an amer t, as follov 
I § me l l a 
rt V d “I 4 1 ( 
( he r 
, in numbered 19: T eH f 
I i I c emel ) - 
! 5 e numbered 19 id 
‘ La ndment 3 i 
] i imendm line 23 ite € 
} ( ins the words on 
} 1 zed it thi Ac 1 De - 
t d by t War Department”; page 14 
i s “ out the word nel n é a 
€ a ul rized rt the W s 
i d i r struction by e W 
Department”; and the Senate agree to the 
Amendment numbered 26: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agres 
t ame with amendments, as follows: In 
d Senate amendment, line 17, after the 
word “provided” insert the words “that the 
Secretary of War determines that line 18, 
fter the word “and” insert the word “that”; 
and the Senate acree to the same 
Amendment numbered 33: That the House 
recet rom its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agres 
t he ime with an amendment, as follows: 


In said Senate amendment, on page 21, strike 


10 through 25 


( and on page 22, strike 
ou 1es 1 and 2 and insert in lieu thereof 

he following: “Paragraph (d) of the Lower 
M ssippi River item in section 3 of the 
F d Control Act of August 18, 1941, is hereby 
( rued to authorize reimbursement for 


value of rights-of- 
furnished subsequent 
1941, for set-backs of main-line 


t 
M pi River of State 
] 
I 


market 


ments 


the actual 


lands, 





eas 


> 
_ 





levees, I araiess 
ws limiting payments to local tax assess- 
valuations”; and the Senate agree to the 


me 


Amendment numbered 37: That the House 


recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 


+ 


me with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, change the colon 
on line 17 to a period and strike out the re- 
mainder of that line and all of lines 18 and 19. 

Amendment numbered 40 That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4014, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In said Senate amendment, on 
line 3, strike out the words “his report of” 
and on line 4, strike out the words “‘November 
16, 1944", and insert the words “House Docu- 
ment Numbered 802, Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress, Second Session,”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree 
to the same with amendments, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 9, strike 
out the words “No provision of this or any 
other Act’? and insert the words “Neither 
this authorization nor any previous author- 

ation”; 11, change the period to a 


o thes 











line 
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comma and insert the following “pen 
submission and adoption by Congress 


report authorized in the Flood Contr 
of August 11, 1939.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the H 
re le from its disagreement to the ar 
Y t of the Senate numbered ®, and 
o the same with amendment as f 
In d Senate amendment, line 23 


out the figures “$959.465,000" and inse 


lieu thereof the figures $950,000,000; lir 
the word “herein” insert the w 
War De 


vartment”’; and the Senate 
the same. 
Amendment numbered 83: That the H 
rece from its disagreement to tl r 


of the Senate numbered 83, and 
the same with an amendmen 


In said Senate amendment, liné 














he word “protection” insert the a} 
1 the Senate ¢ e to the n 
A ndmen nun ed 85: Tl he I 
recede from its d € nt t t ‘ 
ment of the S ite nbered 85, and 
to t ame with an amendment 
In iid Senate amendment, liz yy a 
the period after the word “govern: t 
d the followin “until the lk 
te in which the land li 
¢ I to the acquisition of lat 


United States for the purty 


ope of this section: Provided fi 
shall be paid annually to 
in which any lands acquired under 


} 


on may lie, a sum equal to one per 
the purchase price paid for the 
in that county or, if not 
hase, one per centum of their 
of their acquisition.” 
And the Senate agree to the same 


ne time 


Amendment numbered 86: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the an 
ment of the Senate numbered 86, 
to the same with an amendment, as 


In said Senate amendment, 
strike out the figures “$418,000” a 
in lieu thereof the figures “$434,000” 
Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 89: That the 





recede from its disagreement to th I 
ment of the Senate numbered 89, and 
to the same with an amendment, as 


In said Senate amendment 
2, strike out the figures 
insert in lieu thereof the figure: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 93: That the I 
recede from its disagreement to the am 
ment of the Senate numbered 93, and : 
to the same with an amendment, as 
lows: In said Senate amendment, line 
rike out the figures “12” and insert in 





thereof the figures “13"’; and the Senate 
o the same. 


JostIaH W. BAILEy, 
JOHN H. OVERTON, 
THEO. G. BILBO, 
Haro_tp H. BurTon, 
OwEN BREWSTER, 
HatTTiE W. CARAWAY, 
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
Hiram W. JOHNSON, 
Managers on the part of the Sena 
WILL M. WHITTINGTON, 
A. LEONARD ALLEN, 
A. J. ELLrorr, 
CHARLES R. CLASON, 
Car T. CuRTIs, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, may I ask 
if it is the intention to take up this 
conference report tonight? 

Mr. OVERTON. It is. 

Mr. AIKEN, I ask the Senator fron 
Louisiana if he is willing to let this matte 
go over until tomorrow. The amendment 


in which I am interested is one which 
construction 


would provide for in 








rmont. 





I should like to have 



















































pportunity to study it and let the 
t what it is d before it 


_OVERTON. Mr. President, let me 
the Senator from Vermont that we 
yt xactly the amendment which 
guished Senator from Vermont 
tr. Austin] offered 
AIK N. There were a few words 
OVERTON. Nothing was added 
pt arifying amendment 
‘EN. I do not understand that 
ifying amendment. 
IRTON. Mr. President, I shall 
sent tomorrow, and I shall in- 
proceeding with the considera- 
> conference report tonight. I 
inavoidably detained from the 
morrow. We can take it up and 
out this evening. I should like 
» of the conference report. . It 
very inconvenient for me to be 
omorrow. 
KEN. How does the Senator in- 
hat amendment? 
VERTON. . Let me 
amendment is. 
amendment which was offered in 
ate and agreed to by the Senate 


haa 


state exactly 


for word what was agreed to ir 
‘e, except that the words “that 
‘retary of War determines that’ 
‘n inserted, so as to make the 


vide tl 


nent 
lbec 


at alt 


the rnate 
irried into execution upon 


pre 


ement between the Board. the 

ry of War, and the Chief of Engi- 

provi d hat the Secretary of 

rmines that the total costs of 

nate plan shall not exceed the 

of $11,000,000. As I understand, 

bjection of the Senator is that he 

n want the Secretary of War to 
>Th 


ietermination 


ZEN. No: I hould like 


to have 





interpre t 1 ol 
iment mear Ww he let 
I >» been told mea ? 
M YVERTON. Ivyield to the Senato1 
1 Vermont 
, AIKEN. Mr President, thi 
lendn adopted by tl Sen 
1, and I believe directed, the 
\ l I nt to } ypt the States’ al- 
ve plan of eight dams in pl 
lal ; dé m, V h lv in t] I )- 
1 for e W River Valley. 
I recall, it was further provided— 
I t have the bill, the amendment, 
ynference report bef« me—that 
dams in the States’ alternate plan 
ld impound n s than 75 per- 
much water the one ] dam 
was oO nal I ed by th 
D tment, and tha the costs 
id not e:3 d the sum of $11,000,000 
mendment reads 
led That t} Secret f War « 
? + + l¢ ( e y 
shall not exce the sum of $11,000,000 


I have been told by Mr. CLas 


ON, one of 
House conferees, that if the Secretary 
War finds that the cost of the eight 


rnate dams exceeds the sum of $11,- 
000,000, then he is authorized to go back 
» the original big dem, which would de- 
‘oy this valley. It might easily happen 
that we would have inflation to a degree 
XC——584 





of 10 or 15 percent, so that the Secretary 
of War might find that the cost of the 
dams would exceed $11,000,000. Then if 
what I am told is correct, the amend- 
ment passed by the Senate would be 
meaningle would have no effect 
and the big dam could be built, dest 
the valley, which the Senate emphaii- 
cally stated it did not wish to do, and 
which the New England Senators and 
Repr ative CLASON agreed should not 
be done 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, it 
all very simple. Everything the Senator 
says is contained in the amendment 
adopted by the Senate. That amendment 
provided that the alternate plan should 
go into effect, provided the work could be 
done at a cost not to exceed $11,000,000 
Who is to make that determination? The 
House conferees, including a representa- 
tive from one of the New England States, 
stated that someone must make the de- 
termination. So it was suggested that the 
Secretary of War make the determina- 
tion. Certainly it could not be left in the 
air. The amendment which was 1g- 
gested by both Senators from Vermont 
and the Senators from Massachusetts and 
Connecticut, declared emphatically that 
the alternate plan of reservoirs on the 
tributaries of the West River uld 
into effect and be executed if the cosi 
were not in excess of $11,000,000. The 
only thing the conferees did was to say 
that the Secretary of War should make 
the determi one must make 
the determination. That is the only dif- 
ference 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator under- 
stand that if the Secretary of War should 
determine that the cost uld be $11,- 
200,000, the State plan would be thrown 
into the discard, and t S iry might 
revert to the origina) plan one big 
dam in the valley? 

Mr.OVERTON  Thatis correct 
could have been done anyws 

Mr. AIKEN. That is not 


* it 
oS, Al 


royil 


— 
esen 


1S 


h 
ol 


tion. Some 


né 


Yn 
wr 


ly ao 
ne cre 

J of 
That 
iV 


NY 


my un 


der- 


standing of the intention of the Senate 
in adopt the amendment. I will con- 
fess that I did not see the amendment 
until perhaps 20 minutes before it wa 

10uld have insisted 


adopted. Perhaps I sl 
] the idea that th 


5 1 not exce ) 000. 

Ir. MALONEY M) P} t I 
should t k the S itor in charge 
of the bill a question 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. As I understand, the 
figure $11,000,000 was proposed by tl 
Senatc from Vermont 

Mr. OVERTON It was proposed in 
the an dment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Austr 

Mr. AIKEN I did not offer the 
amend! 


ir. M 


It is my understand- 
figure was proposed by th 
State of Vermont. I should be 
wv, Mr. President 

jliscussion we had here 
ent which we felt we ha 


ALONEY 


Y 
JJ 


ant 


qa reac 


a difference of $100,000 or $200,060 should 
upset the hopes and ambitions of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Vermont 


whether it is possible 


wonde vh 
ate of Vermont, th 


rine 


ough its 
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water commission. m 
on the cc nstruction of 
ae r to prot t itself if 
Mr. AIFEN Id 
that, but I should be di 
Senator from Conne 
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tl our Vermont valle 
the dam would cost 
the limitation 


sorr 
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to 


would he 


Wwe 


would feel that \ 
now stands, ; re 
+ n ven by +} 
in f the dan 
4 years from now, t 
wi } be u hor , ad 
} dam which wou 

Mr. OVERTON 
I my answet! 

ndment 1 tl 
Mr. AIKEN I 
pted tf n 

appre nsk 

Mr. OVERTON 

Mr. MALONEY 
the Ser r vield te 
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be built on the river. That would de- 
stroy the valle: There would be an ab- 
solutely destructive loss to the State of 
Vermont, although the dam might be of 


value in maintaining 
necticut River 


the flow of the Con- 
farther downstream. 


It seems to me it is not proper, when 
the Senate thought it was voting for the 
alternate plan, to put in any other 

? 


amendment or to do anything else which 
would cause any different interpretation 
to be placed upon the amendment we 
considered 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, this 
Connecticut River Basin project has been 
before the Congress for years, and it has 
been legislated frequently. The Sen- 
ators from Vermont were not satisfied 
with the Williamsville site dam, and they 
went before the House committee. It 
was agreed to in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as I understand, that it would 
satisfactory if the Williamsville 
dam were a flood-contrel dam. and 
if it were not a high dam. 

So the item came over to us from the 
House of Representatives with that pro- 
vision, as I understand, agreed to by the 
Senators from Vermont. When it came 
to the Senate, I spent hours with the 
Senators from Vermont and the mem- 
bers of the committee in attempting to 
obtain something which we could recom- 
mend and something which would be 
satisfactory to them. I thought we had 
the matter settled when we agreed that 
no higher dam would be constructed at 
the Williamsville site and that none of 
the dams would be used for the gen- 
eration of power. 

Then the row which 


be 


site 
Orcs 


ad 
made 


has been before 


the Senate all these years broke out 
again 

Then the Senators from Connecticut 
and Vermont solemnly conferred, and 


they returned with what might be termed 
a State compact between the States. 
They offered it. When it was adopted, 
the junior Senator from Vermont |Mr. 
AIKEN! arose and expressed his gratifi- 
cation over adoption of the amendment. 
The same amendment was agreed to in 
conference, with the sole addition of the 
provision that the Secretary of War shall 
determine the cost. Someone must de- 
termine the cost. That is the only addi- 
tion which has been made. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 

Mr. WEEKS. The amendment con- 
cerning the Connecticut River Valley is 
exactly the same as the one which we 
discussed when the bill was before the 
Senate. It has been changed only by 
adding the provision that the Secretary 
of War shall have power to decide in 
this particular instance. 

The amendment was discussed. It 
was agreed to by the Senators from Ver- 
mont, Massachusetts, and Connecticut. 
It has not been changed in any respect 
from the amendment which was the 
subject of the agreement which we made 
when we discussed the whole project, 
with the single exception that someone 
has been given authority under the 
amendment to decide what the facts are. 

When that particular amendment was 
before the coramittee of conference, one 








of the conferees on the part of the House 
discussed these particular words with the 
senior Senator from Vermont and with 


me. We still found ourselves in agiee- 
ment that it did not change in any re- 
spect the substance of what we had 


agreed to when we discussed this matter 
when the bill was before the Senate. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the 
Senator is correct. 

Mr. REED rose. 

Mr.-OVERTON. I yield to the Sena- 


tor from Kansas. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand the matter, the Senator from 
Louisiana is submitting the conference 
report on House bill 4485. I donot mind 
depending upon the generosity and cour- 
tesy of the Senator from Louisiana, but 
I think I might discuss the conference 
report in my own right as a Senator, 
whenever that time comes. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I do 
not think anyone is questioning the right 
of the Senator to address the Senate. 
But I thought I would explain the con- 
ference report first. 

So I will explain the report, and then 
I shall yield to any Senator who wishes 
to discuss it. 

Mr. President, the Senate receded from 
the amendments covering the following 
projects: 

The Housatonic River project, the sub- 
ject matter of which was discussed on the 
floor of the Senate this afternoon. It 
yielded on the Yadkin-Pee Dee River Ba- 
sin project; the Pugatoire River, Colo.; 
Trinidad area project; and the project 
on the Galena River at Galena, III. 
The Senate reduced the authorization 
from $418,000 to $300,000. 

The Senate also receded from its 
amendment striking out the Tuttle Creek 
project on the Big Blue River for the 
protection of Kansas City. The Senate 
had provided in the bill that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture should not acquire 
any lands for water retardation and pre- 
vention of soil erosion. 

he House had authorized acquisition 
of certain lands. The House yielded with 
the amendment that no land should be 
acquired in any State without the con- 
sent of the legislature of the State; and 
furthermore that the Federal Govern- 
ment should pay to the county in which 
the land lies, for reimbursement for 
taxes, a sum equivalent to 1 percent of 
the purchase price. 

Mr. President, those are the amend- 
ments on which the Senate yielded either 
in whole or in part. 

The House receded with certain 
amendments. The most important one 


is what is Known as the electric-power 


amendment, which has been fully dis- 
cussed on the floor of the Senate. 

The main amendment to this provi- 
sion, agreed upon in conference, is on 
page 8, line 24, after the word “commis- 
sion” to insert the following: 


Rate schedules shall be drawn having re- 
gard to the recovery (upon the basis of the 
application of such rate schedules to the 
capacity of the electric facilities of the pro- 
jects) of the cost of producing and trans- 

y, including the 
amortization of the capital investment allo- 
cated to power over a reasonable period of 
years. 
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That is the Bonneville provisic 
is inserted bodily in the pending 

There were also one or two 
amendments which did not cha 
meaning of the provisions affecte 





In respect to the irrigation ; ‘ 
ment, the House agreed to it. 
been said that the President « 
that the Senate amendment should 


what is known as the California pr 
The Senate amendment does covet 
projects, as explained on the floo: 
Senate when they were under con 
tion. It applies to all projects 
are subject to the irrigation 
makes the projects authorized it 
subject to the irrigation law. S 
of the bill clearly places reclan 
uses of water from these project 

the Secretary of the Interior, and 

the applicable reclamation law. No proj- 
ect in this bill—which may incl 
rigation features—is exempted fro) 
reclamation laws. I say “in tl 
because there is an exception, n 

the John Martin Dam in Colorado 

is exempted from the provisions of 
reclamation laws. 

Mr. President, the total authorizatior 
in the bill as it comes from confere) 
are $950,000,000 as against $959,465.000 
as passed by the Senate. The reducti 
arises from striking out certain projé 
and modifying certain others. T 
House receded on a very large nun 
of amendments which the Senate 
incorporated in the bill, and which it 
not necessary to deal with in detail 
cause they are all in the Senate amenda- 
ments which were agreed to. The 
amendment offered by the Senator f) 
South Dakota authorizing an appropria- 
tion of $500,090 as an emergency fu 
for construction of emergency protec- 
tion works, was agreed to with the in- 
clusion of the word “bank” so that 
would read “emergency bank protection 
works.” 

Mr. President, I have stated ti 
amendments. I have a detailed state- 
ment and I ask unanimous consent that 
it be printed in the Recorp at this point 
as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
REcorp, as follows: 

FLoopD CONTROL CONFERENCE REPORT 
SENATE RECEDES 


le 
la 
) 

i 
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Senate amendment 27, page 17, line 
Housatonic River Basin (Thomaston Reé 
voir on Naugatuck River). 

The Senate amendment provided that t 
project for this reservoir is authorized “w! 
approved pursuant to provisions of parag! 

(a) of section 1 of this act.’ The Set 
amendment was a floor amendment pro} 

by the junior Senator from Connecticut. A 
review report can be obtained on res 

of either Senate Commerce Committee 
House Flood Control Committee. If furt 
study shows that the project is unde 
under present circumstances, the Chief 
Engineers will withhold construction 

Senate amendment 30, page 19, line 
Yadkin-Pee Dee River Basin. 

The Senate amendment provided for re- 
ferring the general plan for the comprehen- 
sive development of the Yadkin-Pee D 
River Basin for flood control and other p 
poses to the Committee on Commerce, to the 
end that hearings might be had with the pe 
ple concerned and with instructions to re- 
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( endme 4 } e 3¢ ne 15 to 
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of } er River at Redmond, Utal 
r f ! dr I 55 nd 56 page f 
nes 21 to 24, inclusive ,and page 37, lines 1 
d 2, Colorado River Basin, authorization 
| ect for Alamo Reservoir on Bill Wil- 
] River, Ariz 
nate amendme! 7, page 7 € 3to8B 
isi v¢ ith ion of project on Little 
( River Holbrook, Ariz 
S mendment 53, page 8, line 15 to 
clu é P o River Bas plan of 
p eme! ( Pajaro Rive and tributar- 
Califor i uthorized 
Senate amendment 59, page 38, lines 24 
d 25, and page 39, lines 1 to 7, inclusive 
Sacramento-Sa River Basin, Sacra- 
mie Rive on of projec on 
mento R r alif 
Senate amendment 60, pege 39, line 25, 


and page 40, lines 1 to 6, inclusive 
tion of project for Folsom Reserv: 


authoriza- 


ir on Amer- 


ican River, Calif 

Senate amendment 61, page 42, lines 4 to9, 
nclusive, authorization of plan of improve- 
ment for flood control on Calaveras River 
and Littlejohn Creek and tributaries, Cali- 
fort 

Senate amendment 62, page 42, lines 10 to 
16, inclusive, authorization of project for 


Conn Creek Reservoir on Conn Creek, in 
River Basin, Cualif 


Napa 


Senate amendment 63, page 44, lines 11 to 
17, inclusive, Chehalis River Basin—author- 
ization of project on Chehalis River at Ho- 
quiam, Aberdeen, and Cosmopolis, Wash 
; Senate amendment 64, page 44 lines 19 to 


24, inclusive, 
Hanapepe River, T. H 


All Senate 


authorization of 


project on 


amendments for preliminary 








examination and survey ems were agreed 
1 

Senate amendment 83, page 49, lines 10 to 
20, inclusive, authorization of a ropriation 





of $509,000 as emergency fund f 


r construc- 


tion of emergency bank protection works to 
prevent flood damage to highways, bridge 
ipproaches, and public works 

Mr. HIU! Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield. 


Mr. HILL. There still seems to be con- 
fusion on the part of some Senators with 
reference to the application of reclama- 
tion laws in regard to some of these proj- 
ect 

I heard the distinguished senior Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, when the bill was 
under consideration, and I think he made 
it very clear. However, I wish to ask this 
question: Is it not a fact that section 8 
of bill, as agreed to in conference, 
makes some reclamation laws applicable 
to the handling of irrigation water of any 
of the projects, including California proj- 
ects, where it is found that irrigation may 
be carried out? I ask the Senator in 
charge of the bill whether it is not a fact 
that the President wanted the California 
projects in this bill constructed under the 
Bureau of Reclamation so that the water 


his 


policies would conform to reclamation 
laws? 
Mr. OVERTON. The Senator is cor- 


rect with respect to the projects in the 














-called Central Valley 
The President wrote me and the chair- 
man of the subcommittee in this regard. 
However, in view of the fact that the Sen- 
aie amendment made not only the Cali- 
fornia projects but all such projects sub- 
ject to irrigation laws, and in view of the 
fact that the House concurred in this ac- 
tion by agreeing to section 8 of the Sen- 
ate b'll, Iam sure that the President will 
feel that we have met the problem that he 
raised. Section 8 of the bill clearly places 
reclamation uses of water from these 
projects under the Secretary of the In- 
terior and under the applicable reclama- 
tion laws. No project in this bill which 


of California. 





may include irrigation features is ex- 
empted from the reclamation laws. 
Mr. HILL. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. OVERTON. The Senate amend- 
ment made not only the California proj- 


ects, but all such projects subject to the 
irrigation law. Inu view of the fact the 
House concurred in that action by agree- 
ing to section 8 of the bill, I am sure the 
Senator from Alabama will feel that we 
have met the question which he has 
raised. As I stated a while ago, section 
8 of the bill clearly places reclamation 
uses of waters from all projects author- 
zed in this bill under the Secretary of 
the Interior, and under the applicable 
reclamation laws. 
Mr. HiLL. I thank the Senator. 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I 
yield the floor. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to 
say just a few words. I wish to dwell 


first on the treatment given the people 
of Massachusetts, Vermont, and Connec- 
ticut, and the treatment given to the 
people of Kansas in the bill. Thereisa 
difference of opinion between Vermont 
on the one hand and Massachusetts and 
Connecticut on the other. There is a 
difference of interest and opinion and of 
sentiment on some projects embodied in 
the bill as to Kansas, but all the people 
happen to live in Kansas. 

The senior Senator from Kansas | Mr. 
CaPPER! a few days ago offered an 
amendment to the bill touching what is 
known as the Tuttle Creek Dam. That 
is a big dam, and its construction will 
result in drowning out one of the most 
prosperous and most beautiful valleys in 
the United States, for about 125 miles, 
in Kansas, What the people of that val- 
ley would prefer would be more small 
dams, and not just this one big dam. 
The people of Vermont were permitted 
to substitute eight small dams for the 
one large dam. We were denied any op- 
portunity to do that. 

The second thing is that this Tuttle 
Creek Dam is included in the bill before 
us, which is a flood control bill. The Tut- 
tle Creek Dam is not only a flood control 
project. Admittedly the Army engineers 
have included a part of the height of that 
dam, to which the people of that valley 
take serious exception, for navigation 
purposes, That is admitted, because 
they have told me that the dam is to be 
higher than it need be for flood 
control, in order to provide water for 
navigation in the Missouri River, where 
sometimes the bed of the stream be- 
comes so dry that the catfish get dust in 
their eyes as they swim up the stream, 


made 
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I was told by the conferees 
rejected cur amendment part! 
of the insistence of Karsas (€ 
whose main interest is in navi 
the Missouri. I do not mean ti 
are without interest in flood 
but their main interest is in n 
on the Missouri. Our main ir 


in flood control, and now, at 
hour, in this ficod contro! bill 
an item anda policy which will a 
ruin one of the most beautiful a1 
valleys to be found anywhere 

Surely 1f Massachusetts anc 
cut could agree on a different p 
Vermont so as to substitute 
dams for one large dam, and t! 
small dams, even at that, Mr. P 
had to have only 75 percent as mu 
ter as the one large dam would h 
and solely on the ground of the ‘ 
tion of fertile land in Vermont n] 
say we in Kansas were denied 
were reasonably and fairly ¢ 
have in the bill, so far as th 
concerned. 

Mr. President. this is the first 
hensive attempt that has been m 
mect the flocd-control problem. I 
every other Senator on this floor, I 
to see something done about the 
control problem, but I want it dons 
and reasonably, and always with th 
rious projects justified economically 
the benefits to be derived as mu 
more than the cost and the dama 
the people. This biil is not built or 
basis. The so-called river and h 
bill and the flood-control bill are | 
drawn, are recklessly put togethe1 
out any regard to cost, so that th 
may reach to $2,000.000,090 for th 
bills, according to the discretion 
Army engineers. 

I have not seen two pieces of | 
barrel legislation during my 6-year t 
in the Senate such as are found in t 
two bills, which we are passing as ¢ 
lessly and recklessly, and without 
to cost, as though it were a small sun 
es though we were out of debt, as tho 
we had an overflowing Treasur 
though our taxes were already down | 
a point where the people could pa! 

I do not intend to oppose the ad 
of the conference report despite 
serious defects. I want to make a 
on a flood-control policy, and to 


nt 
i 


the evils of the present bills. 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, 
the Senator yield? 
Mr. REED. I yield. 


Mr. MALONEY. Did the Senat 
to strike out any of the prejects 
bill when it was under consideratio! 

Mr. REED. We offered an am 
ment, which the chairman of the 
committee accepted, with the usual 
gestion that he would take it to conft 
ence: and I knew what that meant 
course, that it went to conference, a! 
in conference it was pitched out on 
neck. 

Mr. MALONEY. I did not hear t 
Senator propose any amendment whit 
would strike out projects in the bill. 

Mr. REED. We wrote an amend- 
ment; I have forgotten the exact lan- 
guage which my colleague, the senio! 








c no what 

n that reasonable 

eight small dams 

on ge dam was granted to Ver- 

iont. to protect its interests, and denied 
Kal 

Mr. MALONEY. That was not with- 


Mr. REED. I did not 
I do not know ho 
y such idea. 
MALONEY 
worst “pork barrel” bill he 
ki 1 of during his term of service. 
Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr MALONEY. There were scores of 
! ets in the bill, and the Senator sat 
lace and, at least by his silence, 

eced in the projects. 
Ir.REED. If my vote could have ce- 
f dthe river and harbor bill, it cer- 
t y would have been defeated. It is 
“pork barrel” bills I have 


The Senator said this 
had 


fthe worst 
ird of. 

Mr MALONEY. 
out loud. 

M:. REED. 


+ L- 


If the Senator had been 
a WeeK nI 
uld have known that 


as the Senator 


The 


Senator 


whe was discussing it, 
what I 
from Montana and 
Senators can attest. I may be say- 

aS @ more emphatically this 
rnoon, but 3 or 4 days ago I said the 
ne thing, if it pleases the Senator from 
nnecticut, perhaps when he was not 


was 


little 


ant 
elle. 


Mr. MALONEY. Yes, the Senator 
m Connecticut was present, and the 
nator from Connecticut was a member 
f the committee which reported the bill 
nder consideration, and the Senator 
rom Connecticut does not think these 
re “pork barrel” bills. There are some 
rojects in them to which I am opposed, 
and some have been adopted to which I 
am opposed, but I say it is very unfair 
for a Senator to stand on the floor of 
the Senate after a bill is passed and say 
is “the worst ‘pork barrel’ bill I have 
seen during my 6 years,” when during 
the consideration of the bill he sat silent. 
Mr. REED. I have not asked the 
Senator from Connecticut for his ap- 
proval; I am indifferent whether I have 
or not. The fact remains that in the 
financial circumstances of this country, 
¥ 
if 


ay RA 


1en we are going to end the war, even 
we end it next year, with a debt so 
overwhelming that no one can figure out 
a way to take care of it, we recklessly, 
carelessly, without due thought, without 
due consideration, pass two bills which 


was no disagreement. Th 


did not obiect to it 


i th the single n i- 
fication which has already been discussed 
on the floor of the Senate 

When we came to the Tuttle Creek 


Reservoir, to start with, the Tuttle Creek 
Reservoir was authorized back in 1936 
The bill as it passed the House had noth- 


ing to do with Tuttle Creek, except that 
it was a project approved June 22, 1936 
The language of the bill read 

The pr ject adopted by J 2 
1936. to provide ficod protection f Le 


Kansas Citys, Kansas ind Missouri, is hereby 
modified and e 
provement st 
the re 


xtended to provide for im- 
ibst 
mmendations 


antially in accordance with 
of the Chief of En- 
gineers in House Docum 5 

eighth Congr 





ess, first 


session 


And so forth. The House conferees 
objected to the amendment adopted by 
the Senate which eliminated the Tuttle 
Creek Reservoir, and they did so 
cause they received scores of tele 
from Kansas City saying that 
Tuttle Creek Reservoir were built n 
City would be in danger of very 
ous dama from flood. They 
upon it. Furthermore, it was 
stated by the engineers that this pro 
was undergoing restudy. 
in the restudy 


found for Tuttle 


be- 


Sas 


j cd 
Sislead 





conferees yielded. I have no apologie 
to make for yielding. Certainly there 
exists quite a strong feeling in Kansa 


City, Mo., that Tuttle 
main in the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. 
Senator yield? 

Mr. OVERTON. I yield the floor. 

Mr. REED. May I inquire of the 
ator from Louisiana when Kansas 
Mo., commercial interests super 
the two Senators who here speak on the 
Senate floor for the entire State of Kan- 
sas? When did Kansas City, which com- 
mercially is principally concerned in 
on the Missouri, come to a 


should re- 


ek 


411 


the 


ty 


Sen 
t 


ded 


navigation 
place of such power in this body that 
can supersede the two Senators who were 
duly elected to speak for Kansas? 

Mr. OVERTON. I was simply giving 
the Senate a historical narration of facts 
as to the events which occurred in con- 
ference. 

Mr. REED. And a very frank admis- 
sion as to why the views of the Senators 
from Kansas were disregarded. 

Mr. OVERTON. Why the views of the 
House conferees were accepted. 

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, may I 


will allow an expenditure of $2,000,000,- | ask the Senator a question? 


\- 060 to be added to the national debt. 


| 


Mr. OVERTON. Yes. 


) ) 
AIK 
no! 
d 


N y 
} 
t f 
E x the Wt 
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Jad 


t conference between my colleague 
and tl) Sena from Connecticut and 
Ma ( ett and he ce iinly should 
have had some idea as to whether this 
amount wi idequate 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? I may be able to 
1 ww a little light on that point 

Mr. AUSTIN Yes. I think the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut can help us, too. 

Mr. MALONEY. The figure which 

ised in the discussion by the senior 


iator from Vermont, as I recall it, 


was $9,400,000, and that, I should like to 

point out a 1944 figure. It wasa figure 
ven by a Boston engineering firm, as I 

understand, and based on 1944 prices. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I thank the Senator 


from C 
now proceea I 
cerstand 


nnecticut very much. 
hall 


If I may 
explain what I un- 


language of the amend- 


ment provides in the way of two things: 
First, flood control for the benefit of 
Massachusett ind Connecticut to the 


extent of 75 the volume of 
1ich would have been pro- 


Williamsville Reservoir had 


percent of 
flood control wl 
vided if the 


been utilized for flood control instead of 
n alternate plan 
Second, as to protection of the people 
n the valley of the West Rive The 
essential protection in this language lies 
n the necessity of an agreement be- 
tween the Vermont authorities and the 
Federal a O s before any construc- 
tion whatever can be undertaken 
Mr. AIKEN. Is the Senator satisfied 
that the West River Valley is included 
in that provision 
AUSTIN Yes. I ill read what 


Mi 
I think covers it 


Mr. AIKEN. I wish the Senator would. 

Mr. AUSTIN. It language beginning 
in line 9 on page 16: 

Provided furt That the Army engineers 

e Ut! directed t ( 
els re 1e West Rive Bas ir 
Verm r lood cc l reser- 
\ autl é I r Know 

Wil Reservoir in the above men- 

ned tow! l ccordance with an ailterna- 

ve plan submitted by the Vermont State 
Water Cor s3oard as the same may 
be modified by reement between the said 


Board and the Set 





retary of War and the Chief 
Engineers, provided that the Secretary of 
War determines that the total cost of the al- 
nate plan hall not exceed the sum of 
$11,000,000 and that the amount of flood con- 
1 secured by them at the entrance of the 
ite of he West River into the Con- 
necticut Rive hall not be less than 75 per- 
cent of the flood control which may be 
cured from 1e single so-called Williams- 
ville Reservoir now authorized to be con- 
ructed by the Army engineers. 
Mr. President, that is not the entire 


section, but it is that part which I say 
protects the two objectives which I have 
mentioned. There is one step necessary 
before any plan can be started. The 
Army engineers cannot begin operations 
until there has been an agreement be- 
tween the Vermont State Water Con- 
servation Board and the Secretary of 
War and the Chief of Engineers upon the 
modification which may be necessary. 
What modifications does this bill con- 
template? Those in particular which are 
contained in the proviso that the Secre- 
tary of War determine that the 
costs shall n exceed $11,000,000, and 


Snail 


CONGRESSIO! 


TAT 
4idu 
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that the quantity of flood control shall 
be as much as 75 percent. 
This is the picture, as I see it, in prac- 


tice: As a Congress, 
the policy that we 


we have determined 
will take a substitute 
for the single dam. What shall that sub- 
titute be? It shall be eight dams, ac- 
cording to the plan submitted by the Ver- 
mont board, or it shall be seven dams, or 
six dams, or five dams, or any number of 
dams on which the respective authorities 
ree.. That is a part of the modifying 
power. The Vermont State Water Con- 
ervation Board, the Secretary of War, 
and the Chief of Engineers must get to- 
gether. They must agree on a plan which 
will do two things: First, provide 75 per- 
cent of flood control; and second, keep 
within the limit of cost of $11,000,000. 
How are the affected States perfectly 
ecure? We do not agree to any mocdi- 
fication unless it conforms to the policy 
of Congress as declared in this bill. It is 
up to us. What is the position of the 
Federal Government? It refuses to 
agree unless the modified plan conforms 


) 


to the policy expressed in this bill. 
Somecne must find the facts as to cost. 
I never had a doubt that it would be the 


sec 


War. That is 
know of for 


retary of 
method that I 


sole 
the 


the 
finding 


facts. The modified plan would cost so 
much. Therefore, we will submit what- 
ever agreement we wish to make to the 


Secretary of War to have him say wheth- 
er the modified plan is within the proviso 
relating to costs, and within the proviso 
relating to efficiency of flood control. 

Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
distinguished Senators from the States 

f Massachusetts and Connecticut if I 
correctly stated their understand- 
ng of the provision. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I was 
called from the Chamber for a few .no- 
ments while Senator was speaking; 
but to the extent that I heard him, my 
understanding is in accord with his. 

I should like to point out to him—it 
may or may not be of interest to him— 
that earlier, while he was detained from 
the Chamber by an important commit- 
tee meeting, I stated that Vermont has 
the further protection, as I see it, of it- 
self bidding on these dams. The Water 
Commission of the State of Vermont 
could build the dams. As the Senator 
knows, projects of this sort are largely 
constructed by private concerns. The 
commission has the figure of $9,400,000. 
It could protect itself pretty well by 
offering to construct the dams for 
$11,600 000. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The plan may be modi- 
fied so as to cost even less. 

Now let me ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Weexs] if I have 
correctly stated the situation as he un- 
derstands it to be. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I think I 
may answer the Senator’s question sim- 
ply by repeating what I previously stated, 
namely, that the amendment to which we 
agreed has been altered only by insert- 
ing the words “that the Secretary of War 
determines that,” providing that the Sec- 
retary of War is the individual who shall 
determine whether or not the conditions 
are met. Otherwise, I believe that the 


( 
have 
1 


the 


| agreement as spelled out in the amend- 


L-ECORD—SEN 
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ATE DECEMI 


ment is exactly the agreement \ 
arrived at, and the understandir 
had. I subscribe to the stateme 
by the distinguished senior Senat 


Vermont insofar as I believe I unc 
what he is describing. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I 
like to ask a simple question wh 
narrow this thing down so that 
not have any quibble about it in 
ture. Am I not correctly stati 
meaning of the amendment to br 
With respect to the subject of c 
the quantity of flood control, the 
tary of War is the person or officer 
by us to pass upon the question w! 
the plan as modified by agreement 
tween the Federal Government a: 
State governments conforms to the 
of Congress? 

Mr. MALONEY. 
is quite correct, 

Mr. AUSTIN. What does the S 
from Massachusetts say? 

Mr. WEEKS. In answer to the ques- 
tion, I understand that the Senat 
Vermont has stated the facts. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Before any plan « 
into effect, Mr. President, there must 
an agreement between the Federal] 
State governments; and we can be 
that both parties to such agreement 
have it conform to the policy of not ex- 
ceeding $11,000,000 in cost, and not 
ing below 75 percent of flood control 
the mouth of the river. It is all v 
the scope of the doctrine of cooper 
between the Federal Government 
the State governments. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I 
like to add my further understandi: 
that if in the final analysis those 
ditions cannot be met, then Mass: - 
setts and Connecticut are to be pro 
with the flood control contemplated 
the general over-all program. I be 
that is spelled out by the amendme: 
and clearly understood. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Provided that no modi- 
fication of it is made. That is anotl 
protection. In the latter part of t} 
amendment is the following language: 

Plans, proposals, or reports heretof< 
thorized for construction at Cambridge 
Ludlow, South Tunbridge, and Gaysvill 
the Connecticut River Basin, or any modif 
tion hereafter made of the comprehensive 
plan for the Connecticut River Basin in Ver 
mont under authority of the Flood C 
Act approved June 28, 1938, or of sect 
of the Flood Control Act approved Aug 
18, 1941, shall not be carried out until aft 
compliance with the provisions of paragr 
(a) of section 1 of this act. 


Mr. AIKEN. Does that 
West River Valley? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, yes; of course 
does. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is it the understandi 
of the Senator from Massachusetts al 
that it includes the West River Valley? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I do n 
quite understand the Senator’s question 

Mr. AIKEN. The proviso which relates 
to contemplated dams at Cambridgepor't 
Ludlow, Gaysville, and South Tunbridge, 
and, I believe, to other dams which may 
be contemplated in the future, must be 
subject to objection on the part of th: 
State. I wonder whether the West Rive! 


I believe the Sen 


include the 


Valley is included in that category in th: 
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vent the Secretary of War finds he can- 

t construct the dams included in the 
Srate’s alternate plan for $11,000,000. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I do not 
inderstand that the West River Valley 

covered. It seems to me that the 
West River Valley situation is spelled out 
from start to finish in the first part of 
the amendment. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, the words 
my colleegue used are not the words 
upon which I rely for the claim that 
modifications hereafter made must be 
ent to us for consideration as a State. 
The provision to which I refer follows 
the language my colleague cited. I rely 
on the following provision: 

Any modification hereafter made of the 
mprehensive plan for the Connecticut 
ver Basin in Vermont under authority 


I will not repeat the citation of the 
authority— 
10t be carried out until after compli- 
‘ with the provisions of paragraph (a) 
of tion 1 of this act. 


Mr. AIKEN. However, the plans for 
the big dam at West River are not here- 
after to be made. They are already 
made. That is why I ask whether the 
West River Valley would be included in 
that category. 

Mr. AUSTIN. If we find that no 
azreement whatever, by way of modifica- 
tion or otherwise, can be made of the 
Vermont plan so that a system of dams 
in lieu of one dam can be constructed at 
a cos: of not more than $11,000,000, such 
dams to produce flood control of 75 per- 
cent then—and only then—we come to 
a consideration of the single dam. 

Nr. AIKEN. Does the Senator con- 
ider that if the Secretary of War deter- 
mines that the other dams cannot be 
ult for $11,000,000, he will be author- 

d to revert to the single dam? I un- 

irstand that is the interpretation of 
e Senator from Massachusetts, 
Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, no. He cannot 
revert to that until we have agreed to 
lisagree. If we agree that we cannot 
construct the Vermont plan, or any mod- 
ification of it, for $11,000,000, then, of 
course, we revert to the Williamsville 
Dam. 

Mr. AIKEN. Then we revert to the 
single dam. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; then we revert to 
the single dam. 

Mr. AIKEN. If prices increase dur- 
ing the next 3 or 4 years, so that the 
series of dams would cost $11,500,000 or 
$12,000,000, and if the Secretary of War 
so determined, then he would be author- 
ized to construct the one big dam at 
Williamsville, the cost of which might 
have increased in the meantime to $15,- 
000,000. 

Mr. AUSTIN. He would not be au- 
thorized to do that until we had op- 
portunity to make an effort to agree 
upon a modification of the Vermont plan 
which would conform to this proviso. 

It is all within our power. Every step 
is within the scope of our agreement. No 
cloud should be thrown on that interpre- 
tation of the amendment. I think the 
amendment is very clear in all its pro- 
Visions, 


rv 1 


on. + 





Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. WEEKS. I think the last state- 
ment made by the distinguished senior 
Senator from Vermont [(Mr. AvsTIN] 
clarifies the problem, when he said that 
the single dam can be built only if in the 
final analysis it is determined that no 
series of 8, or 9, or 10 dams can be 
erected. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Or six or five. 

Mr. WEEKS. Or six or five dams 
within the projected $11,000,000 cost 
providing the 75 percent flood protec- 
tion. Only if in the final analysis a 
solution cannot be reached, then, as the 
senior Senator from Vermont has said, 
do we revert to the single dam. 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is a very clear 
statement. 

Mr. AIKEN. The final analysis comes 
when the Secretary of War says, “I can- 
not build those dams for $11,000,000.” 

In the meantime prices may have be- 
come inflated 25 or 30 percent. 

Mr. President, I have a letter from 
Colonel Goethals under date of Septem- 
ber 27, 1944, in which he states: 

The cost of a dam for flood control only 
at mile 8.3, which is the site of the Williams- 
ville Dam referred to in House Document No. 
724, Seventy-sixth Congress, third session, 
was estimated at $6,280,000 in that report. 


That was the report, I believe, which 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
considered, and it considered a cost of 
$6,280,000. 

But Colonel Goethals further states in 
his letter: 

Under present economic conditions, it is 
expected that the structure proposed in that 
report would cost $8,400,000. 


There is an increase of approximately 
32 or 33 percent. 

If the Army engineers or the State 
engineers have estimated that the alter- 
nate plan would cost $9,000,000, and if 
subsequently they find that the cost of 
materials and labor has increased 30 
percent, the total cost will be far in ex- 
cess of the $11,000,000 limit. Under such 
conditions the Army engineers could not 
agree with the State that the series of 
dams could be built for $11,000,000. 
Then would they not be authorized to 
go ahead with the construction of the 
big dam which had been authorized in 
the first place? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, we pro- 
vided for a factual condition, namely, a 
$11,000,000 limitation of cost and the 
provision of a minimum protection of 
75 percent. That agreement—and it 
was an agreement—was made on the 
basis of information afforded by our 
own engineer and acquiesced in by the 
Army engineers’ representatives here. 
We could do nothing else except take 
their figures on that matter. We as- 
sumed that to be the fact which would be 
our guide in connection with this legis- 
lation. 

If they had said $15,000,000, we would 
not have agreed to anything else, of 
course. 

Now we have all agreed to it, and we 
have assumed that fact. We have gone 


ahead and enacted this legislation with 





| 


| 
| 
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that fact ahead of us. It has to be a 
fact, not a whimsey, not an arbitrary 
ruling. This legislation can not be di- 
verted or frustrated by having someone 
arbitrarily say, “You have made t! 
agreement now, and it will cost m 
than $11,000,000.” 

That is not the spirit of this bill. It i 
not the provision of the bill. We expe 
that such a distinguished officer of the 
United States as the Secretary of War 
will deal honestly, and that he will give 
us, in advance of any agreement between 
his representative and us, the informa- 
tion whether ‘the design we are nego- 
tiating is within the proviso or without 
it. We will not agree unless he dogs 
His engineers will not agre 
does. Only in the event that it is im- 
possible to construct the series of dams 
will the single dam be constructed 

Mr. AIKEN. If the Secretary of War 
determines that the project cannot be 
built for $11,000,000, what recourse will 
Vermont have? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Vermont will have no 
recourse under the law except to hold 
the Federal Government to the terms of 
the amendment, which would be that in 
constructing the single dam the flood- 
control type of dam would be used. 

That is all there is. 

Mr. AIKEN. What is the difference 
between a flood-control type of dam, as 
the Senator defined it the other day, and 
a@ Storage type of dam? In my original 
amendment I had the words “detention” 
or “retention,” a type of dam such a 
may be found in Ohio, and which has 
an opening in it so that the water cannot 
be held back indefinitely 

Mr. AUSTIN. That was explained to 
me by the Army engineers as being the 
difference between a dam with a fixed 
opening and one with several openings 
which could be closed during the peak 
of a flood when it is necessary to com- 
pletely shut off the water for short 
periods. 

Mr. AIKEN. With that type of dam in 
the valley would it not be possible to hold 
back the water all summer? 

Mr. AUSTIN. No; I think not. I be- 
lieve that would be a violation of the law 

Mr. AIKEN. It would be a violation 
of the intent of the law 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. AIKEN. I agree with the Senator 

Mr. AUSTIN. What does this mean? 
Has my colleague departed from the 
agreement which he made? 

Mr. AIKEN. I certainly did not inter- 

ret the agreement as permitting the 
construction of a big dam on the West 
River. 

Mr. AUSTIN. How did the Senator 
interpret the following langua 

Nothing in this act or in any previou 


e unless h 


authorization shall be construed to authorize 
the construction of a dam, other than a 
flood control type dam, on the main stream 
of the West River in the tow: f Dummer- 


ston or Newfane in the State of Vermont 


Mr. AIKEN. That is a part of the 
amendment which I wrote, and which 
the Senator incorporated, and I had th: 
word “detention” or “retention” in the 
language, referring to the type of dam 
which would have a perpetual opening in 
it so that it could not be used to flood the 
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valley indefinitely. When the Senator 
idded the remainder of the lanzuage, 
and we authcrized and directed the 
Secretary of War to construct a series of | 
dams in cordance with the Vermont | 
ernative plan, it appeared to me, asa 
il it Vermont was secure against 
1e construction of a big dam which 


the valley, whether the 


retention, detention, flood 


control, power, or storage. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I find it 
not ve helpful to review what occurred 
before the amendment was agreed to. 
My colleague asked the .question when 
the bill and e amendment were before 
the Senate for consideration. I do not 
think he should be confused at this mo- 
mer to the difference between a flocd- 
co! | dam and a retention or detention 
tvpe of dam. If he is, he has no one to 
biame but himself. We discussed the 
matter in advance and the Senate acted 
upon the amendment after discussion 
was had. I do not understand what is 

ight to be done now, 

Mr. AIKEN. I am seeking to protect 
the State of Vermont, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Perhaps I am not. It 


the insinuation is that I am not 

Mr. AIKEN. There is no insinuation. 
I had hoped the Senator would say what 
I have said 

Mr. AUSTIN. 
nothing further 
a great deal of 
in its pres 


seem 


Mr. President, 
to say than this: After 
discussion this amend- 
‘nt terms, without 
found in line 17 relat- 
ng to the proviso governing the cost and 


I 

words which are 

l 

the question flood control, namely, 
t 

t 


of 
Secretary of War determines 
cost is so much, and the amount 
control is so much, was agreed 
Senate. The change in phrase- 


the 
hat the 
Ol fl d( d 
to by the 


ology does only what the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the Senator frcm 
have said it would do. It 


Connecticut 
designat the person who will find the 
he will find it before we con- 
relating to the 
of dams which are in 


negotiations 
and types 





mont plan. So far as Vermont 

ned, I leave it to the Senate 

whether we are protecting Vermont in 
this respec 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I wish to 
esk my colleague a question. I am not 
impatient when I ask whether he is sat- 
isfied tl this amendment completely 
provects the State of Vermont and insures 
the peovle of the West River Valley 
ecainst being flooded out. That is all 
I want to be sure of. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, in my 
opinion, this is the best legislation that 
we could obtain which would accommo- 
date the two purposes to which reference 


has been 


} made, namely, 75 percent of the 
flood control of the single dam, and the 
construction of several smaller dams 
which would do less damage to the val- 


ley, within the limit of $11,000,000. I 
believe the legislation is clear on that 
point. I believe it is an excellent piece 
of legislation in principle, and in its 
provisions. I sincerely expect 
the Federal Government to carry out the 
spirit of the law. So far as Vermont is 
concerned, I may say that I taiked with 
a representative of the Vermont State 


specific 


I have 


the 


™ 
iv 


Water Conservation Board today, and I 
can ince that the board has no in- 
causing delay which might re- 
sult in increased cost. 
The PRESIDING 
stion is on 
report, 
AIKEN. Mr. President, I try not 
come impatient with anyone, but 
in a while I backslide. I did not ask 
uestions of my colleague in an im- 
patient frame of mind. I want the valley 


any 
aAlillt 


l 
; £ 
tention of 


OFFICER. 
to the 


The 
confer- 


agreeing 


in Vermont to be protected. It is a valley 
which means more to me than any other 
vall ey in the United States. I told the 
people of that valley that I would do the 
best I could to protect them. We have 


had to fight for protection for 15 or 20 
years. At one time the utility companies 
wanted control of it, then the Federal 
Government tried to get it from us, and 
then the utility companies came again 
and wanted it. When I saw the amend- 
ment in the bill as originally written, au- 
thorizing a great dam to be constructed 
on the West River, and then the amend- 
ment which was put in by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and when I saw the 
amendment which would have prohibited 
the generating of power on any of these 
dams in the State of Vermont, it meant 
namely, that our 


just one thing to me. 
valleys were to be taken by the Federal 
Government, that great dams were to be 
constructed with Federal funds, and that 
no power could be generated there for 
the benefit of the State or the people who 
live there, but that the dams could be 
used only as storage reservoirs for the 
benefit of private utility companies far- 
ther down the river. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 


EastTLanp in the chair Does the Sena- 
tor from Vermont yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. WEEKS. Let me point out to the 
j Senator from Vermont that the 
language of the amendment agreed to by 
the conference committer has not 
( degree whatsoever the 
] amendment adopted by 
t I should like to read from 
the Recorp what the junior Senator from 
Vermont said at the time of the adoption 


jNiar 
no! 


*~hanged in any 
language of the 


ie Senate. 


of the amendment. 

Mr. AIKEN. I do not disagree with 
the Senator from Massachusetts as to 
the wording of the amendment, but I 


will say that certainly I myself never at 


any time—and I interpreted it as a lay- 
man, of course; I admit I am a layman, 
I am not a lawyer—interpreted it to 
mean that a large dam which would 
destroy the West River Valley was au- 
thorized under any circumstances. If 


the series of small dams costing a maxi- 
mum of $11,000,000 could not be built for 
$11,000,000, I do not see why the Con- 
could not appropriate $2,000,000 
more, why the Army engineers could not 
come back for more, just as they do in 
the case of other dams. I do not under- 
stand why anyone should even insist that 
we would have to modify the plan or 
change the plan to permit the destruc- 
tion of this valley. It is one of the most 
beautiful valleys in the world. I dare say 
the Senator has driven through the 


gress 
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valley, and if he has he will ag: 
me. 
Mr. WEEKS. Will the Senaté 


to allow me to read from the Rre¢ 

Mr. AIKEN. I yield. 

Mr. WEEKS. Just prior to thi 
tion of the amendment, and after 
worked hard to perfect an amer 
which would be satisfactory to all ; 
concerned, the junior Senato 
mont said: 

We have, and, I think, rightfully 
that such protection be afforded with 
mum of damage to our State. 

It seems to me that the agreement i 
here this afternoon attains tha 
that the progra go forward } 
for the protection of the people « 


iro! 


m can 


chusetts and Connecticut, while at é e 
time depriving Vermont of as lit 
resources as possible, 

Mr. President, I do not think js 


uation is any different today, 

moment, from what it was wl 
junior Senator from Vermont ma 
Statement. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, « 
Senator from Massachusetts unde 
when the amendment was agreed to t! 
if the Secretary of War determined t 
dams could not be built for $11,000,090, 
he could revert to the one great 
dam in the West River Valley? Call it 
any name one may care to, that is wl 
it would be. It might as well be a Stor- 
age dam as to destroy those villag« 
ravage the countryside. I would 
as soon see water there as mud. 

Mr. WEEKS. I can only say 
said before and what the senior Se1 


S ont 


from Vermont has said, that if in the 
final analysis nothing can be done 
through the medium of a group of 


smaller dams—and we asked only 75 per- 
cent of the protection—then we do re- 
vert, but the engineers of the State of 
Vermont and the Army engineers l 
be in constant communication on this 
project. If they fall short by a small 
amount, Congress can always remedy 
that situation. I do not think there 
anything the Senator from Vermont 
need be afraid of. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator from 
Massachusetts think the Congress would 
remedy the situation if the cost amount- 
ed to $12,000,000? 

Mr. WEEKS. No one wants to do Ver- 
mont irreparable damage in any degree. 

Mr. AIKEN. I Know that was not quite 
a fair question. If the Senator knew 
what this valley means to me, he would 
know why I feel the way I do about it. 

As I stated, Mr. President, if we have 
ereat dams built across our valleys, and 
they are used for storage of water t 
maintain the flow of the Connecticut, the 
principal beneficiaries, of course, will be 
the private utility companies down the 
river. I have a list of them here on the 
whole Connecticut River system. 

Beginning at the upper end there are 
two small dams, Lyman Falls and Ca- 
naan, one with an installed kilowatt ca- 
pacity of 1,200, and the other with an in- 
stalled kilowatt capacity of 1,100. 

The one at Lyman Falls in 1943 gener- 
ated 6,847,000 kilowatt-hours of electric- 
ity, and the one at Canaan 5,847,000 
Those are small dams, owned by the Pub- 
lic Service Co. of New Hampshire, 
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en as we go down the river, we come Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 


iden one dam in Vermont which would do a 
e larger ones, first the one at Wilder, | the Senator yield? tremendous amount of harm to my State 
ed by the Bellows Falls Hydroelectric Mr AIKEN. I yield I know that I cannot kill the amend t 


ration. That has a capacity of Mr. CONNALLY. Does the Senato: 


now. I have nothing more t vy, but I 
0 kilowatts. and jn 1943 generated want us to defeat the conference report? sincerely hope that the |t m whicl 
92. 000 kilowatt-hours. It is contem- Mr. AIKEN. I should like to have th would destroy my valley f 
ed by e utility company which conierees agree. bu 
that cam to increase the output Mr. CONNALLY. That is not the The PRESIDING 

it five times. question question is on agr« 
rhen there is a dam at Bellows Falls, Mr. AIKEN. I understand that. report on Hous 
ill larger one, which last year gen- Mr. CONNALLY. The question is, I 
ted 265908,000 kilowatt-hours of | Shall we agree to the conference report? ESTATE OF CHARLES NOAH SHIP! 
tricity Those dams are owned by oes the Senator want us to reject the ' ' 

B Ho Falls Hydroelectric Corpo- ynference report? 

on, a subsidiary of the New England Mr. AIKEN. 


OFFICER Tr} 


he report was agreed ft 


e 


I know I cannot have M HILI M P nt the 22d 
ver group. the conference re} aa ; ; 
hen there are the Comerford Dam, Mr. CONNALLY. 1am merely asking ill 14¢ a , = Seen RECaNe 
“Vernon Dam, and the McIndoes | What the Senator's purpose is. Sete EM | Seager 
‘h last vear generated over Mr. AIKEN. This matter should be ee eee ane :; 
000 000 kilowatt-hours of electricity, | Cleared up. The Senators from Vermont ee nen pi aee 50 I 
v» are owned by the Connecticut River | Were very much pleased when the Senate | © OF one Wt roan © 


yort rejected aay ¢ pune ne 9°! ed ©» 








Co. another subsidiary of the New a lopted the amendmen They th Us H . Revi soe 
cae seenieinail they had achieved protection for the West : Of REpPrese!l 
power group. * H ry - c 
tl xy ‘ n M u Rit oT V ulle y - , ™ iB Uli _ " ‘ . 
re 1S tn SUCI t sacnu- SARTRI y ’ . } rn Y i 1 , j 
o 2 Mr. CONNALLY. Will the Senator | } n | 
tric Co., which owns two dams, vield furth H ( 1 ident 
-y 1 A U Irtner ? . 7s ' was 
t ‘ 1 th irnerce FE : ss 
( t Dam, and the Turners Falls Mr. AIKEN. I vield except t the H 
1 Dam, which together generated Mr. CONN ALLY The Senat ‘ t n 
. - : . % ¢ vil UNNALL YX He oenator says i : Asse 
300,000,000 kilowatt-hou of . : ae ee a ‘ $7 ) 
cou ¢ : knows he cannot defeat the conference 9 ba : 
Pevggy Sige report. If he cannot, what is the u f I ask that the I 
ity of Holyoke has a small mopting to kill the port? Wer f C ‘ 
' . \ ai ed “~ « sii} A Aik fU1 i ‘ : ; 
2 ‘a nt hich gnel ited 12 either adopt the report or kill the re ] I + oO 
) iO tt-] rs of etecti { t xf AIKEN I 5 eaceael a 1 fi < | 
j I want Senator te c ‘ W rt ti , t wt re ( 
iolyoke Water Power Co.—and I ure doing to that valle ( 
+ -now 12 erour ¢ Vv Sn TYVATRI . og ; ma 
) cm vw to wha group, if any, it Mr. CONNALLY I do not know anv- : ne 
’ ‘ t y ne On< +. : ‘+s : . 7 | T T ) T 
—has two plants on the Con th in the world about the valley ex iy. diihi.. Mr.t 
River generating 49,000,000 kilo- | ¢poy 1 bea 11 y I d i 
Ss and 20 000,000 Kil va - u d down the v ill Th ( y y Pp TI 7 
! cLIVeLY v derful But hx that | anvtl 
the exception of the dam owned to do with the conference report I do 1 I ere ng I { 
city of Holyoke, these dams are | know. R. 3791) ( i 
i by private utilities. Mr. AIKEN. I realize I cannot kill ti ng, re 
» not objec to the private utilities conference report, but I wantt n t pas 
an increased flow of water on | elea) I never in the world plac é EXE( I 
Connecticut River, but I do obie interp tation on the amendment which . HILI I. 
ny attempt on the part of anyone to | | n put upon it since it went tocon- | , hn: 
nt the generating of power from fere! uch it retation was | 
»-) In m vy 7 Tormoant | 
ll dams up in Vermont. ip 1 fore. I was! of ; 
I have said, I have told the people Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. P I y 
West River Valley it I would | , tn | the conf sd ae st 1 : 
t just as long as I could to save that do want t Say r f 1 Vern to 
ley for them. I say again that when n ' 1 cleat H + bill. I I E I ( 
| amendment was agreed to, I | ing any time at all. I want him to take 
1 not interpret it as it has since beer all the time he needs to pr his c n t 
preted. I suppose it is because I Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President oa 7 Pu Mr WM 
>» a layman’s mind. I thought we that I hope the State and the Army en- ! J 
pre j sit ne th »¢C mn tructi yn of a ‘ f re ur } . , th it th : pl ( n . \ c 
t dam on the West River. It seems, | ean be affo) i bv t ’ n 
r, that as it is interpreted now we be kept within t $11.060.00¢ I 
hibited it only under certain | jt js too late to change the amendment 
ions. now, but I will say that if any attempt ae a 
I have said, the War Department | made to take from Vermont her re- 
lready estimated that the dam at 1 or io de ov her 1 \ 
; nsville will ¢ 1 eX of 30 ne bac nv compen n I PRESID G OFFI M 
t more t 1 the ¢€ n they had | ever. I shall f evel uch at s K 
nd it 5 re n to | s ely as I can 
>that the emaller dame micht 1 we will y 
. that the sr r dams m t also It is almost beyond my und ne y 
> , oe Nit hea ec + ‘ hor : : ; 
in cost. With the « Oo! za I Mr. President, that without | tion 
y up, and the cost of materials likely | we struck out a dam in North Carol EPARTMENT < 
t ) ¢ mann jerctan why } ’ on . ~~ ‘ 4} a ‘ 2 - 
: I cannot understand why there | without anv hesitation the Senate : I 
: a limitation put on this cost. The out a dam which the Senator from Nort} t of Mrs. G G 
nate certainly thought it was author- | Carolina {Mr. BaILtey] wanted elimir i a 
1g a series of smaller dams for this | from the bill. There were no conditi O 


lley, this valley which is desirable as a about that except that a resurvey could oa a 
place in which to live, a place in which »e made. We struck out a dam in We ee 
. to build homes, as a great many people Virginia without any question. We 
| from outside the State have done during struck out one in Indiana, as I recall, = 
cs the last few years. It is a fairly good without qualifications. Yet there is ob- The ative « 
ricultural valley. jection to striking out unequivocally the sundry nominati 
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Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
Ol post! ers be confirmed en bloc. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bl 
THE NAVY 
The legislative clerk proceeded to read 


sundry nominations in the Navy 


Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
in the Navy be confirmed en bloc 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 


objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc 

That 
dar 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the President be 
notified forthwith of all nominations this 
day confirmed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection, the President will be 
forthwith 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


Mr. WHITE. As in legislative session, 
may I inquire of the distinguished acting 
majority leader whether he can tell us 
what will be before the Senate tomorrow? 

Mr. HILL. I will say to the distin- 
guished Senator from Maine that the 
crop-insurance bill will be the pending 
business when the Senate reconvenes to- 
morrow. As soon as we can dispose of 
that bill, I shall ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of unobjected-to bills on the calen- 
dar, beginning at the point where we 
left off at the last call of the calendar, 

Mr. WHITE. I thank the Senator. 


RECESS 


the Executive Calen- 


rir fa 
completes 


Without 
notified 


Mr. HILL. As in legislative session, I 
move that the Senate take a recess until 
12 o’clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Wednes- 
day, December 13, 1944, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate December 12 (legislative day 
of November 21), 1944: 
DEPARTMENT OF THI INTERIOR 


REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE 





Grace Gavin Lewis to be register of 
» land office at The Dalles, Oreg 


IN 





THE NAvy 

TO BE VICE ADMIRALS IN THE 
PORARY SERVICE, TO RANK 
INDICATED 


NAVY, 
FROM 


FOR TEM- 
THE DATES 


Samuel 
1942 

Willis A. Lee 

Theodore §S 


1944 


M. Robinson, from January 31, 


Jr., from March 21 
Wilkins from 


1944 

n, August 12, 

TO BE REAR ADMIRALS IN 
PORARY SERVICE, TO 
INDICATED 


THE 
RANK 


NAVY, 


FROM 


FOR TEM- 
THE DATES 


Ralph S 


Ralph E 


Riggs, from June 16, 1943 
Jennings, from September 5, 1943. 


TO BE A COMMODORE IN THE 


PORARY SERVICE 


NAVY, FOR TEM- 


Bernard I 
ing as Assist 


Austin, to continue while serv- 
nt Chief of Staff to the Com- 


mander in Chief, United States Pacific Fleet 
and Pacific Ocean areas. 
TO BE PLACED ON THE RETIRED LIST, WITH RANK 
OF VICE ADMIRAI 
Rear Admiral Wilson Brown, when retired 


1944 


on December 1 


CONC 


‘DRS 
ALVA 


POSTMASTERS 
ILLINOIS 
Emma L. Marinko, 
Clarence J. Hendron, Clifton 
Hugh Thompson, Dwight 
Ralph O. Johns, Madison 
iam Hermar 
1 E. Taylor, Shipman 


Alhambra. 





LOUISIANA 
Mollie E. Walther, Gibson 
MASSACHUSETTS 


Arthur K. Bates 


, Danvers, 


MISSISSIPPI 





Norma B. Johnston, Enid 

NEW YORK 
Mable G. Evans, Branchpor 
Agnes C. VanDemark, Brooktondale 
Le F. Seilers, Burke 
Hildege N. Cataracte, Cadyville, 
Francis McDonald, Carle Place. 
Hollis F. Stowell, Cassadaga 
Anna V. Herron, Centereach 
Thomas E. Havens, Center Moriches 
Vivian E. Shaw, Chafee 
Elmer B. Weston, Chemung 





Alfred C. Brondstatter, Cold Brook 
Ruth Babcock Henry, Congers. 
Nellie S. Andrews, Conklin 

Anna H. Callahan, Constable 
Carl F. Seibel, Durhamville. 

Emil Peter Luc, East Williston 
Milo J. Delong, Ellenburg Center. 
Mary A. Murphy, Forestport. 
John A. Bush, Hartwick 

Pauline Trainor, Heuvelton. 
Frances A. Kinney, Locke. 

Frank H. Tymeson, Maine 
Ragnhild O. Chester, Mastic Beach. 
Edward Phillips, Middleport. 
Harry B. Ecker, Mount Tremper. 
Francis T. Callan, Mumford 
Mamie C. Foley, Ontario Center. 
Helen W. Aumick, Pine City 
George A. Lortscher, Pittsford. 
Eunice H. Raynor, Quogue. 

Alice M. Smith, Richford. 

Alice E. Colburn, Rose 

William E. Worcester, Rotterdam Junction. 
W. Paul Blancher, South Lansing 
Helen M. Cronk, Staatsburg 
Joseph F. Marshall, Waterloo 
Lula E. Joyce, West Hurley. 
Louise Knapp, Wolcott. 


OKLAHOMA 
Stringer, Ochelata. 


Sloan S 


Paul R. Fulfs, Randlett. 
| PENNSYLVANIA 
| Laurence A. Gossman, North Girard. 


} TENNESSEE 


Paul E. Sams, Erwin. 


| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Tuesday, December 12, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to order by the Speaker. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 


Most merciful and gracious God, we 
have been privileged to enter upon a new 
| day filled with many blessings and 
ladened with tasks and responsibilities 
which challenge the consecration of our 
noblest manhood and womanhood, May 
there never be an hour when we shall 
be recreant to any duty or turn away 
cowardly from any difficulty. 
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Grant that in our need of gui 
strength we may avail curs 
and confidently of those resour 
Thou hast placed at our dispc M 


el\ 
A 


we be inspired to think clear 
act courageously in achieving t 
ous victory of those ideals and | 


of justice and righteousness whi 
hast ordained, 

We pray that our President, ou 
er, and all the chosen Represent 
our beloved country may be the 
instruments of the Lord whe: 
spirit of good will and brotherh 
be mediated to the heart of hi 
Help us to pray and labor more f 
for that blessed time when met 
where shall dwell together in ¢} 


ship and friendship of the P: 
Peace. 
Hear us in the name of the C 


Saviour. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedin 
terday was read and approved 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 


A message from the Senate, by 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, annow 
that the Senate had passed ou 
amendment bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

H. R. 1033. An act to suspend the effective- 
ness during the existing national eme 
of the tariff duty on coconuts; and 

H.R. 5408. An act to amend the Must« 
out Payment Act of 1944, to provide a ms 
for accomplishing certain mustering- 
ments on behalf of mentally disabled vete1 
and for other purposes. 


MW 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the followin 
title, in which the concurrence of 
House is requested: 

S. 1159. An act creating the City of C 
Bridge Commission -nd authorizing said 
mission and its successors to acquire by | 
chase or condemnation and to construct 
maintain, and operate a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa, and at or near Fulton, Ill. 


The message alSo announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of thr 
House to a bill of the Senate of the follow 
ing title: 

S. 2019. An act to establish the grade of 
Fleet Admiral of the United States Navy, an 
for other purposes. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own r¢ 
marks in the Recorp and to include ther« 
in an address delivered by the Honorabl: 
Manley O. Hudson on the internation 
law of the future. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Ve! 
mont? 

There was no objection. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, ! 
unanimous consent that at the conclusio: 
of the address of the gentlewoman fro! 
Ohio [Mrs. Botton] this afternoon I ma: 
be permitted to address the House for 1 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Ve! 
mont? 

There was no objection. 


' 


consent 
Anpe 
ait 
there 
nn 
Yh 





SPEAKER. Is there objection toa 
reque of the entleman from 
achusettS? 
ere was no objection. 

SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, ask 
mous consent to extend my own 
k the Recorp and to include a 

[ SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

qu of the gentleman from Ne- 
Thei is no objection 

I BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 

ous consent to extend my own 

1 three instances in the REcorpD 

lude an article from the Dallas 

E t Texas Chamber of Com- 

irnal, and a lett from Ge! il 


I SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
st of the gentleman from Texas? 

was no objection 
JARMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
l I extend my re- 
the Recorp and include several 


Is there objection to 
gentleman from Ala- 
There was no objection. 

STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
oO consent to extend my re- 
in the Rrecorp in two instances; 

one to include an editorial concerning 

r Secretary of State Cordell Hull 
in ement on the 


ul employees’ increase in 


the other a stat 
Service 

ie SPEAKER. Is there ol j ction to 
request of the gentlewoman 
York? 


There was no objection 


irom 


a. . > . ly 
il, SCRIVNER. @aonR 
inimous consent to 
irks in 


iowing 


YTATSOT Ar Snoeabkar 
ivi WOVCANnt . 


I 
extend my re- 
the RecorpD and include a letter 
the plight of the farmer and the 
1 of work clothing and gloves. 
EAKER. Is there objection to 


if the gentleman from Kan- 


The SPE 


There was no objection. 
THE LATE CHARLES D. MILLARD 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 


ntleman from New York [Mr 
LEED}. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 


1 
‘ 


with a feeling of profound sorrow 

I have just learned of the tragic 

th of a former Member of this House, 

the Honorable Charles D. Millard, Re- 
ublican, of Tarrytown, We 
County, N. Y., who served in the Seventy- 
Cc * niu.t} ra Si * niv.-fol 


1, woevell 


} ; y 
( > 
hester 


ne V-tnirad, un, 
id Seventy-fifth Congres from the 
Twenty-fifth Congressional District of 
New York. Those of us who have been 
here for some years remember Charli 
D. Millard as one of the most popular 
men in this House. I can almost see him 
now, for he invariably sat right here 
in the front row, and he made it his busi- 
ness to see that the House w in ore ; 
Ig the House was ever out of order, he 


I VeTILy-i10U 
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le the point of order to see that it wa 
in order. He rendered a fine service to 
his district, ! d 
by his people as surrogate of Westche 
He had been retired from hi 
udicial position because of |! 


and was afterward honored 


Charles D. Millard was born in Tarry- 





town Y., in the congressional dis- 
trict which he represented dGucated at 
*hillips Academy, Andover, Ma Brown 


I 
Unive SILY, Provide nce, . I > New York 
Law School, New York City; admitted t 


) 

(Hho har - tiae 9 > one + 
the bar on May , 1888, and practiced 
; 
1 





of Westchester County Bar Asscciati 

27 member of the Westche 
county Board of Superviso1 nee 
and chairman of that board, 191¢ 
1927-28; for 23 years supervisor of 
town of Greenburgh; Republican S 
committeeman from the fourth assembly 
district of Westchester Count; 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr 
den death yesterday of the Honorab 
Charles D. Millard, of Tarrytown, N. Y., 
who represented the Twenty-fifth Con- 
gressional District of New York, which 
has just been announced, brings a feel- 
ing of sadness to me and to his many 
friends still serving here. 

Charlie Millard was born in T y 
town, N. Y., December 1, 1873. He was 
educated at Phillips Academy, Andover, 
Mass., and graduated from Brown Uni- 


Speaker, the sud 


versity in 1895. A member of the uni- 
ve rsity football team, Charlie Millard 
was named All-America halfback in his 
senior year. He was also a member of 
the Brown baseball team and its cap- 
Upon his graduation from New 

c w School in 1898 he was admit- 
ted to practice the same year. 

Mr. Millard began his long political 
career when he vy elected town clerk 
of Greenburgh in 1889 and remained in 
that post until 1907 at 
elected supervisor of the town of Green- 
burgh, serving continuously for 23 years 
He was twice elected chairman of t 
board of supervisors. Mr. Mill: 
also a past president of the Westche 
County Bar Association. 

A lifelong Republican, Charlie Millard 
was one of the most popular political 


figures in We 


hich +i sha u 
nich time he was 





tchester County. 

] 
gress, representing the present Twenty- 
fifth Congressional District of Ne 
in 1931 and served ur 
r ned to accept the nomination as 
ul of Westchester County t 





which office he was elected in the fall 
of that ' rand ser dafullt n 6 
3 ing on 


COMBAT 


PAY 


I SPEAKER Is there ¢ tion t 
t regi t ol th ‘ y ¥ 
ch é ; ) 
There was no ob n 
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( lod ¢ ‘ AT 
( ) 
t xc the 1 ter up with 
( ne € ( M 
nIcan x Ire I 
with the W Departn 
D ) ’ 
Gel I 
¢ ion sh be a d 
( i Cc y r ; I 
qa A ) 
in pi t 
d ) Cal 
oi t I youn 
é n I ( I 
? hy ¥ 
aoe rs ana rp 
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NT ‘ Pvea rf O nO 
H u [ 11 I i t 
tend m — 
a 
The SPEAKER I 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
erving-the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I understand the committee has reported 
the resolution favorably and has also 
made a chance in it so that the commis- 

on uld have the right to recommend 
tine e. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes. The distin- 
guished minority leader is correct. His 
cbj-ction yestercay afternoon during the 
previous consideration of this measure 
was met by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia at a special session 
today. We reported the joint resolu- 
tion unanimously with the suggested 
change calling for a recommendation of 
the site rather than the actual selection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection, 
Mr. Speake 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from West 
Virginia? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there is hereby estab- 
lished a commission to be composed of three 
Memb of the Senate to be appointed by 
the President of,the Senate, three Members 
of the House of Representatives to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker of the House, and 
three persons to be appointed by the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia Such 
commission authorized and directed (1) 
to consider and select a suitable site for an 

thletic field and stadium to be constructed 
in the District of Columbia as a permanent 
memorial to the men and women who gave 
heir lives while serving as members of the 
armed forces of the United States during 
World War No. 1 and World War No. 2; (2) 
to procure such plans and designs and make 
uch surveys and estimates of the cost 
thereof as it deems advisable; (3) to en- 
deavor particularly to formulate a method 
of finan cing the project on a self-liquidating 
basis; and (4) to make a report to the Con- 
gre together with its recommendations, at 
he earliest practicable date 

Src. 2. (a) The members of the commis- 

on shall serve without compensation; but 
travel, subsistence, and other necessary ex- 


nnection with 
may be paid 
tor expenditure by 


penses incurred by them in c 
the work of 
irom any 


the comm ion 


funds available 


the commission 

(b) The commission is authorized, within 
the limits of appropriations made therefor, 
to employ and fix the compensation of such 
officers experts, and other employees as may 
be necessary to carry out its functions. 

Src. 3. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated such sums, not to exceed $25,- 
000, as may be necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this joint resclution 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I of- 


fer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr 

page 1, line 9, strike cut 


RANDOLPH 
and select.’ 


On 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
“A joint resolution establishing a com- 
mission to consider a site and design for 
a national memorial stadium to be 
erected in the District of Columbia.” 


RED CROSS EMBLEM 





Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
1 1imous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I lis- 


ned a moment ago to the observations 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vorys|] 
relative to the bill that is pending both 
i House and Senate to prohibit in 
he future, with some modifications, the 


n the 


use of the heraldic emblem of the Red 
Cro That matter is not cuite so simple 
as it would appear. I do not understand, 


as a matter of fact, notwithstanding all 
legalisms and the fine-spun court 
decisions, why the United States Govern- 
ment should undertake to say to a man 
who has used that emblem for 75 years 
that as of a given day such use must 
end. I see no harm to the Red Cross 
itself. I see, however, the Government 
stepping in constantly through the exer- 
cise of the sovereign power to deny 
people a usage that has been going on 
for a long time. 

There is a little cannery in Maryland; 
there is Johnson & Johnson, which makes 
bandages, gauze, and surgical apparatus; 
there is a shoe company in Ohio; there 
is a macaroni factory in Illinois where 
that emblem has been used continuously 
through three or four generations, for 
75 years; and others who have used the 
Red Cross as a commercial emblem and 
trade-mark; and suddenly and very 
abruptly the Government says, “On and 
after a given day you cannot use it.” 


Despite the legalisms, is there any- 
thing fair about that? 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


extend my remarks in the ReEcorp and 

include a column by Roger W. Babson. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Cali- 

fornia? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. WEIss asked and was given per- 
ion to extend his remarks in the 


HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude a telegram from various citizens 
in Tucson, Ariz. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona? 

There was no objection. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the busi- 
ness in order on tomorrow, Calendar 
Wecnescay, be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
narks in the Appendix of the ReEcorp 
by including therein an article by 








| 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 








DECEMBER 12 





Charles A. Merrill, from tl B 
Sunday Glohe. 
The SPEAKER. Is there ¢ tioy 


the request of the gentleman f M 
sachusetts? 
There was no objection 
FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY ACT 


Mr. ROBINSON of Ut: 
Speaker, I call up the conferen 
on the bill «S. 2105) to amend 
plement the Federal-Aid Road Act 
proved July 11, 1916, as amer 
supplemented, to authorize ap; 
tions for the post-war construction of 
highways and bridges, to eliminate haz- 
ards at railroad grade crossings 
vide for the immediate preparat 
plans, and for other purposes, and I 
unanimous consent that the 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the | 

The SPEAKER. Is there obj 
the request of the gentleman from U 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement 
managers on the part of the Hou 

The conference repott and stat 
are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on t 
agreeing votes of the two Houses 
amendment of the House to the bill (S 
to amend and supplement the Federal-A 
Road Act, approved July 11, 1916, as an 
and supplemented, to authorize apy 
tions for the post-war construction 
ways and bridges, to eliminate haz 
railroad-grade crossings, to provide f 
immediate preparation of plans, 
other purposes, having met, after full 
free conference, have agreed to rec 
and do recommend to their respective H 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its di: 
ment to the amendment of the Hot 
agree to the same with an amendment 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposs 
be inserted by the House amendment i: 
the following: 

“That, when used in this Act, unless the 
text indicates otherwise— 

he term ‘construction’ means the su; 
vising, inspecting, actual building, and 
expenses incidental to the constructior 
reconstruction of a highway, including | 
ing, surveying, and mapping, Costs of rig! 
of-way, and elimination of hazards of 
way-grade crossings. 

“The term ‘urban area’ means an 
including and adjacent to a muni 
or other urban place, of five thousand or! 
the population of such included munici} 
or other urban place to be determine 
the latest available Federal census. T 
boundaries of urban areas, as defined he 
will be fixed by the State highway depart: 
of each State subject to the approval of t 
Public Roads Administration 

“The term ‘rural areas’ means all are 
the State not included in ‘urban areas 

“The term ‘secondary and feeder 
means roads in rural areas, including f 
to-market roads, rural-mail routes, 
school-bus routes, and not on the Feder 
system. 

“Sec 2. For the purpose of carrying 
the provisions of the Federal Highway A 
approved November 9, 1921, as amended 
supplemented, there is hereby authorized t 


be appropriated the sum of $1,500,000 
to become available at the rate of $500,- 
000,000 a year for each of three successive 


post-war fiscal years: Provided, That of the 
sums authorized to be appropriated for the 
first of such fiscal years $100,000,000 n 














cost of c uction: Provic { 
That the Commissioner of Public Roads 
not, as a condition of approval of a1 


SEc. 3. The sum authorized 





each year shall be available for expendi- 
tures as follows: 

(a) $225,000,000 for prejects on the Fed- 
eral-aid highway system 
“(b) $150,000,000 for projects on the prin- 
cipal secondary and feeder roads, including 
farm-to-market roads, rural free delivery mail 
and public-school bus routes, either outside 
of municipalities or inside of municipalities 
of less than five thousand population: Pro- 
1 1, That these funds shall be expended on 
a system of such roads selected by the State 
highway departments in cooperation with the 
county supervisors, county commissioners, or 
other appropriate local road officials and the 
Commissioner of Public Roads: Provided fur- 
ther, That in any State having a population 
density of more than two hundred per square 
mile, as shown by the latest available Federal 
d system may be selected by 
ay department with the ap- 
missioner of Public Roads 
regard to included municipal bound- 
Provided further, That any of such 
1 secondary and feeder roads which 


















roads and highways are under the control and 
supervision of the State highway department 
may, if the State highway department and 
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the Feder 











cluding the separs 


the right-of-way a 
paid from public funds, on 
may be paid from Federal 
further, 
of the sums apport 
the terms of this Act 
war fiscal years shall b¢ 
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I 1 
! post-wa l d es the differences be 
f the se 1 ! and the House amend: 
\ P d t of the conferees with 
i a yn I i difference 
icted shall t p- Section 1 of the Senate 
A n tion term “construc 1 s to ¢ 
€ I ide t! re 
he 1 the 























: ' have con- 
i ( rge of the ir- 
} port ol! ’ } ; 
1 airport ure so as to include urban 
t consequent re- . lit r 
; a ace than municipalitie The 
> a aa eee ment omitted the reference to su 
urban places. The conference 
N treet hereafter €n11 , 
: ; follows the Senate bill in th 
nv state, the : . = 
has the effect of including 
te i tormational, 
qd corporated municipalities 
y 1 1 pave- . . . . « 
, ene : nals | densely populated areas of 5.000 « 
Se a +t} : sons which are recognized by 
} 4 u s ’ + 
ets : e in areas 
he ] é he 
c : mel ide a techn 
Roads Admin- 1e > term “url 
is retain 1 ji ferer > 
mm net f Public l F lerence 
; : a! | Section 2 of the Senate bill 
promote the safe appropriation of $450,000,000 f 
bio states successive post- r fiscal ye 
. re other sponding amount authorized 














‘ pa it I 
imst held 000,000 for each of such years 
¢ 4 Act d the ence agreement follows the 
bsectic or ment with respect to t e 
r we or circum- the Senate bill the first ye 
( t rel funds would be available 
‘ ed the ‘Fed- fisc year end n June 
1944 | termination of the present 
ag} t } me. except that $100.000.000 could 
W. RoBIN N ated to be available imme 
NHITTINGTON, the House amendment the fir 
GS RANDOLPH the funds would be availabl 
W fiscal year ending June 30, 
W. Mott cases, it was provided tha 
PETER N might be as otherwise direc 
N HAM The conference agreeme! 
part of the H Senate bill in this respect, 


KENNETH MCKELLAR, | specified that the termin 


HAYDEN 
JOSIAH W. BAILEY 




















WILLIAM LAN 























} 





ce 





plication priated by the House amendment 





emergency may be proclaimed by th 
nt or declared in a concurre} 


M. REEI of the two Houses of Congress 





wt of the & 


provided that the funds may 


pe senate, able when the Congress by concurren 


tion of the two Houses finds 





STATEMENT | the war emergency has been 
part of the House at extent that will just 
, . votes of highway program 
, nendment of the ment also retains a provisic 
2105) t imend and bill which provided that no 
l-Aid Road Act. ap- | made available under the 

amended and sup- $100,000,000 which is to become 

e annronriatior for available, should be used 
} rd 














en 
e a 

recommended in tl julring 1e States 

ce report £ long proposed 
it a : te the e1 Cte confe ce a 
e bill and inserted i1 modificati which pern 

f which m- icquisition of sufficie land 





hate 





y proceed 


col! 



























































tinn 2 af she conference 
the H > amendment 
00.000 f eacn year 








~ “ 
00,000 il 
nd iz UU 
1 r pr 4 » 4 5 a. i) , 
tl 1an $125,000,000 as was pro- 


igreement pro- 


hat he funds available for projects 

e Fe al-aid highway system outside 
bal is, and of the funds available 
projec n secondary and feeder roads 
€ te ll receive less than one-half of 
ercen The conference agreement also 
House amendment in omitting 





n of the term “State 

My luded the District of Columbi: 
i i Puerto Rico they will share 
funds made a\ by the act on 
same basis as if they were States by rea- 
of exist 
makes a 


funds apportioned under 


which spe- 


as 


ilable 


“bc 
ne con- 


visions 
ce reement 
} vides that 
the act shall be available expenditure for 
ve er the close of the year for which 
ey are authorized, rather than 2 years after 

ate of apportionment 
5 of the conference agreement, as 
above, provides that not more than 
it cf the construction costs of high- 
way projects other than costs of rights-of- 
Ww nay be paid from Federal funds, and as 
st of rights-of-way not more than one- 
of such cost There were also a num- 
fferences between the provisions of 
section in the Senate bill and the House 
mendment relating to projects for the elim- 
ation of hazards at railway-highway cross- 
The Senate bill provided that not less 
percent of the funds apportioned to 
State should be available for such proj- 
The House amcndment provided that 
not more than 15 percent of such sums should 
e used for such projects. The conference 
nent provides that not more than 10 
it of such funds shall be so used. Un- 
he Senate bil] any part of the construc- 
cost of such projects could be paid from 


y lew 
ing iaw 
¢ 





‘ 


I f 


than 


I ral funds, except that no Federal fun 
d be used to pay for rights-of-way and 
railway involved in any such project was 
juired to pay not less than 15 percent cf 
construction cost. The House amend- 
ent provided that the entire construction 
t of such projects could be paid from 
rai funds, except that not more than 59 
ercent of the right-of-way and property 


ilamage costs, psid from public funds, could 
be paid from Federal funds. The conference 
nt House prov 
respect except as to the requirement 
to contributions by the railways in- 
Instead of providing that the con- 
ons by the railways should be a con- 
dition upon the expenditure of Federal funds 
for railway-highway projects as did the Sen- 
ite bill, the conference agreement provides 
that such projects m be proceeded with 
and constructed, whether or not the railv 
have agreed to pay a part of t 
that a share of the c 


reem foliows the 


this 


isions in 


yvoivea 


trihiit 
Ibu 














ts will be subsequently 


co! ed from the railway The amount 
iich the railway will be required to pay is 
be measured by the benefits received by 
the railway, in no case to exceed 10 percent 


f the cost of the project. The railway 


> its liability with respect to any such 





amount which the 


project by paying the 





Commi Public Roads det ) 
be the for which it is lial r 
this provision. If the railway does not elect 
to pay the amount so determined by the 
Commissioner, suit may be brought against 


the railway by the United States for the 
recovery of the amcunt which it is required 
to pay under this provision. In the court 

tl t would be free tod 


the railway 


» deter 


proceedings 
I 


nine the ben 





and would 
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in nowise be bound le dk na 
the Commiss € 

T! ( f i 
= = I ‘ ee ) t Ww c ua 
Cc I H am - 
V ! nde ce € m- 
ef es € ; l ¢ ’ c u y = 
able wit u ™ . ng c h w 
unable to n h the Feder l s 

82 1 6 of 1e H e amendment con- 
tained a pr w) was t in tI 
Senate bill, providing ces Uu 
the sec on lid not t nade t ota 
v € intended f - 
¥ I es t s. This | 

© ré ed int e ¢ yrcem 
m< \ n i } WwW 5 a ant 
to be if the State ter June 20, 1 
does not divert more f its revenues derived 
from road u $ to other than highway 1 
than is permitted by sec n 12 of t H gh- 
way Act of June 18, 1934 The provision « - 
t j this se f the House am - 
ment t c uct f St 
apportion with respect t dv 
made under the section is retained in t 
conference agreement with clarifying 
change 

Section 7 of the nference agreement - 
lows the House bill in designating the system 
of highways contemplated by the secti 
the National System of Interstate Highways 

Section 10 of the conference ag ent fol- 
lows the House bill in authorizing the appro- 
priation of $30,000,000 for parkways, rather 
than $15,000,000 as was provided by the Sen- 


ite bill 
retains 
changes 
House amendment autl ng 
tion of funds for Indian reservation roa 
bridges and roads and bridges to pr 
access to Indian reservations 
lands 


Section 11 


The ¢ 
(as section 


ynference a 


10 (c)) 


rreement a.so 
with technical 





of the conference agreement is 


f the Senate bill 
ntained no cCm- 


a modificaticn of section 11 
The House amendment c 





parable provision This section, as retained 
in the conference reement, provides that 
Federal funds shall be used for the re- 
construction or re! f highways giving 
ccess to airport or highways which ve 
been closed or had their usefulness impaired 


location of airports, if such airports 
constructed or ext 
such or constiuction 


re hereafter 


prior to extension 








the State men nd t I - 
lic toads h col irred in 
the 1oca L a t or ex ior 

© + 12 f the c ferer YTeeT ‘ + 
re yt the er ulatior yf siens on higeh- 
Ways and streeé hereaft« tructed } 
Federal aid, follows tt provisions of this 
section < the House amendment, wt 
made a number of technical cha 
corresponding secti if e Senate b 

TI f n 13 
of the S bill imposing certain restric- 
tions upon the k tion of new bridges near 
existing toll bridges 

Section 13 of the conference agreement con- 





tains the ordinary separability clause 


Section 14 of the conference agreement 
contains a short title for the 
J. W. Rozinson 
WILL M. WHITTINCTON 


JENNINGS RANDOLPH 
JESSE P. WOLCOTT, 
JAMES W. Morr, 


'GH rETERS N 


PauL CUNNINGHAM 
Manager n the part of the H 
Mr 


ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Spea! 





er, this is a unanimous report from the 
conference committee. A great deal of 


in conference on this 
vill. The House maintained all of the 
important features of the House bill 
There have been a few amendments 


time was spent 


made to the House bill. but in 1 
I é 
ry 1 ? 
f t H é 
ox , ( tr ¥ : _— 
y S ‘ t} ¢ 





JENKINS. Mr. S : 

? lan vield? 

Mr. ROBINSON Utah. I yield 

Mr. JENKINS. I am: t! 

m } bout this I ; ¢ 
very hastily Howevet rn 
you ha hanged very 
formula by wl you apt I rie 
to the h vay You ado 1 ne 
formula, new tert er \ h 
have never seen before 


Mr. ROBINSON of l ) 
is exactly the formula as it passed 
Hous The formula is 1 

two particulars. The 
ded all of the funds—that is, at time 
did and at 


‘ 


lew in one 
oid 
times it did not—but 
to divide the funds on 
basis of one-third population, one-tl 
are length of rc 
This formula divides the funds that 
used on Federal-aid highways on the 
formula. The funds that are 
farm-to-market and rural roads are 
vided substantially on the old 
except instead of taking the 
of the State we take the populatio1 
the counties, which n 
ion of the 
concerned Tl 


ne purpose 


ana one-third 


1aKkes a littie De 
alvVis funds as far as the co 


ties are 











formula di\ 


vi 


it was 


i 


JaQ 


that goes to urban areas is divided et 
tirely on t basis of population. Tha 
is a new feature of the highway a! 
1 departure from the fo sf al 
2) 

I on] é 

tice you } { th 

far 7 5] rna 

‘ 4 ‘ AA . 





ral carrier roads and bus roads 
be in th ime provortion a 

o the bus 
is a new 
Ohi 
by findin 


proposition, 1s it 


3) 


stam ’s proportion would be 
out 
bus roads in Ohio as compared wit}! 
whole United States? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. That i 


roadas country roaas. 


JENKINS Is that not a 


Mr 


proposition? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah It is 
county roads instead of State 1 
which, in the opinion of t ( 
gave the local counties a little be 
break 


I read this I am not sure 


I you are careiu ase it « e! 
unimp qa roacs, tnat e not eithe 
a ¢ r or S m, you 

rryin he benefits » the ‘ 


ecr! 





Mr. MILLER of ¢ é cu Will 
gel Y 

N R I f Uta I yield 

Mr. MILLER of Con icu 
there any reason g n to the mm 
for the langu 1 section 11, v 
belie il ! ie H e bill, 
pre Dit t F iund 


roads of the Nation Tt 


the proportion of sch 


Mr. JENKINS. I th ht so, but wi 





0276 


> 
{ p 

I in mi that we have air- 
I & f ( owned by the 
7 y 1 r ‘ } tor tn 
duration they have had to close one of 

the through State highway 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I may say 
ntleman from Connecticut that 
1 tl bill passed the House it con- 
tained no provision for flight strips; we 
] »eliminated that from the bill. The 
Senate bill contained a provision for 
fiight rip The conference report does 
With the flight strips, providing 


impiy tor the’ arrangement or concur- 


rence, we might say, of the two organiza- 
Lions with relerence to the reconstruction 
or relocation of any highway giving ac- 
( to an airport. 


Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Will it 
if the Public Roads Adminis- 
ration approve for the States to use 


Federal-aid funds on State highways 


be possible 


£lving acce to an airport? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Ye 
that 1s correct 
Mr. LUTHER A. 


Speaker, 


I think 


JOHNSON. Mr. 
le gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I vield. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. AsI un- 
cerstand, the bill contains three differ- 
ent formulas. The first is for Federal- 
aid roads where the formula remains as it 
was, one-third, one-third, and one-third; 
econdly, there is the farm-to-market 
road where the formula has been 
changed. Will the gentleman explain it? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. It too is one- 
third, one-third, and one-third, only we 


instead of the State 


will t 


use the county roads 


A \ i] ° 

Mr. LUTHER A “OHNSON. The 
lengih of the county roads rather than 
the length cf the State rcad 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. The 
man i correct 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Then in 
the case of urban roads it is on a popu- 
lation basis only and does not take into 
either of the other ele- 


gentle- 


consideration 
ments 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah It 
into consideration the 
cities over 5.060. 
Mr. LUTHER A 


takes 


population of all 


JOHNSON. ITama 
tle afraid we are getting away from 
formula, one-third population, 
length of highway, and one- 
third area which was in the original act 
of 1916. We have Just in recent years 
begun to depart from that formula, have 
we not? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. No; we 
have departed from it many times. In 
r bills we have apportioned 
one-eighth on population. We have nct 
held exactly to the formula. 

Mr. LUTHER <A. JOHNSON. I 
thought recent innovation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. It is, so far 
as apportioning money directly to urban 
areas is concerned; that is new, but the 
committees in each House felt it was ab- 
solutely necessary to give the cities sep- 
arate treatment, 


the old 


one-thira 


ome of our 


this was a 


Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. How 
much money will the farm-to-mark:t 


under this bill? 


roads get 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. One hun 


nd fifty million dollars rex 
Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, will t 
satleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah 
Mr. BONNER. I 
chairman if there has been any change 


wv} ; 


I yield. 
wish to ask the 
ever in the requirement of match- 
ng funds allocated to the State 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. No; I think 
not. They are required to match funds 
on a 50-50 basis. 

Mr. BONNER. 


I call attention to sec- 


tion 8: 
Wit the approval of the Federal Works 
A, nistrator, not to exceed 1', percent of 
unt apportioned for any year to any 
State the Fed Highway Act 
mended and supplemented, except sections 
5 1 23 1ereo! 


It states may be 
be matched. 
reads: 


matched or may not 
What does that mean? It 


And so forth. That is with matching 
or without matching. 
Mr. ROBINSON of 


where 


Utah. That is 

they used it simply for planning. 
Mr. BONNER. Which States will be 

required to match and which not? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. As I under- 
tand. none of the States will be required 
to match 

Mr. BONNER. There 
matching 
planning. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
man 1s correct 

Mr. CASE. 
tleman yield? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I yield. 

Mr. CASE. First, I wish to express my 
appreciation to the conferees in retain- 
ing the amendment authorizing con- 
truction and maintenance of Indian 
reservation roads, which was adopted 
when the bill was before the House. 
Now, then, I wish to ask the chairman 
the reason for reducing from 2 years to l 
the period of time in which a State may 
match its allotments of Federal aid. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. We hay 
not done that; they still have 2 years. 
Tne way we had it before it was on the 
date of apportionment. Under the bill 
as agreed to in conference the States 
will really have 2 years. 

Mr. CASE. I think it is well to have 
that explanation in the Recorp because 
the conference report changes the lan- 
guage in paragraph (d) of section 4 from 
2 years to 1 year and on the surface it 
would appear to be reducing the matching 
period that much. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
tioned every year. 
we have really 
years. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. There was some 
question and the language of the confer- 
ence clarified it so as to make it definite 
with reference to the extended time. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 


will be no 
requirement whatsoever for 


The gentle- 


Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 


It is appor- 
We think as it is now 
given the States 2 full 


DECEMBER ] L 


Mr. RANKIN. I refer to ; 
(b) of Section 10, where we doi 
amount of funds for the construc 
maintenance of parkways, suc] 
Natchez Trace, Bue Ridge. and 
raising it from $15,000,000 to $3t 
I understand the conferees ha 
to that amendment? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. T! 
rect. 

Mr. RANKIN. 
by the House? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Tl 
rect. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. 
vield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I 
the gentleman from Montan 

Mr. O’CONNOR. It occurs to: 
the committee has done splenc 
and the gentleman is to be cong! 
on the work he has done in cor 
with procuring funds for roads i 
like my own State and his State 
ing long and extensive hearin: 
ferring to paragraph (b) on pa 
the report where it says “one-th 
the ratio which the area of each 
sears to the total area of all 


Just as it ¥ 


Will 


the ge 


States,” I feel confident the gen 
has made a study of just whé 
means. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. That 
law as it has been since 1916. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. What proportion of 
that fund for feeder roads and 
roads would the States have to pi 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. They n 
this on a 50-50 basis, all of it 

Mr. O’CONNOR. The whole wort 

Mr. RCB!INSON of Utah. All of it 

Mr. THOMASON. Will the genil 
yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
gentleman from Texas 

Mr. THOMASON. Did 
retain the provision about Federal 
for approach roads to national parks 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Yes 

Mr. THOMASON. In those cases tl 
Federal Government pays the ent 
amount? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
rect. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. 
man yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Can the Chair- 
man assure me that States like Oklahon 
that have set up their tax structure alo! 
certain lines for a number of years 
not be affected? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. 
bill they are treated the 
have been treated under previous his 
way bills. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Will tl 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I yield 
the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Do I 
understand the report correctly that 
agreed upon not more than one-third 
of the cost of rights-of-way will be paid 
by Federal funds? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. That is cor- 
rect. Under the House bill we paid one- 


T yield 


the conf 


That is cor- 


gentle- 


Will the 


I Vie ld te 


Under tl 


same as the 


half of the costs of the rights-of-way 
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LO } l¢ ( part ol tt C 
the cost of rights-of-way 1 MM ROBINSON of Utal It 
ar ind n hty expen- ! } ned : : 
. Mr. JENKINS. What does the word 
Mir. ROSINSON of Utah. I agre h authorization” in t! ection meal 
ger n and I wes in sympathy, Mr. ROBINSON Utah. It mear : 
with the 50 percent, but the that we tell the Commissioner of P Hi 
‘ te did not provide for any Federal | Roads that he can t the St 
1 d we the ht it vas bet- hy mucl ive i t 
t o get one- ra t n nothing at all Wl 
Mr. MILLER of Connecticut From Mr. JENKINS. In other wor h- 


zero t 31. percent I suppose is a rood in 3sU days aiter ni I 
comt ice will be Mr. MacDonald's d 


otate | ntitled to, and t t H 
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M ZAC the gentleman assur‘ I { ‘ 
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M conleren¢ report 
y The previous ¢ Lior S ¢ 1 j . . . 
‘ The conferer re rt ; Agi ‘ t 7 
A motion to r¢ e] i or 
t : } rio Siate Lad 
M HARRIS Will the gentleman FLCOD CONTROL, PUBLIC WORKS 
A ( 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Sneaker ‘ ‘ 
; SAwTAIeri —s is 
ROBINSON of I in. I yieida to I call up the conference report mn ft 
+ sf ¥ “a? ry , oc 
t it le ’ om Arkan . 3) H. R 4485) authorizir tne ( - L H t ( 
° , Smo et } +e sa i 17 
M HARRIS As I understand it, the tion o certall public works on 
1 language of the bill has been rivers and harbors for flood control, and : . ) he ; ‘ 
pted eference to when the bill for other purvos« nd ask unani! : 66, ¢ f 
become eilective, namely, at the consent that th atement on . 
4 1 t i 
t lati of the present emergency of the managers of the House be read in : 
ROBINSON of Utal We adopted eu of the report 
t t al 1mendment We have Che Clerk read t tit of tl 
! i it mewhat, but it has the ef- TI SPEAKER. Is there objr 
i ol imenament t! request of t ¢ é in ( [is- 
M HARRIS It will be following the siSsippi? 
mination of the present emergency ihere was no objection ' 
not a specific time as was provided The Clerk read the statement 
e amendment offered in the House? The conference report and 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. That is cor- re as Iolow 
I KEEFE W the gentleman , , 
nf RO NSON of Ut 4 lq 7 : ere 
_Ji9 ‘ a’ A cid é ] 
t ntieman Irom W n, 14 € 4 ! ‘ 
Ir. KEEFE. I have not had time t ! n of ¢ f 
} t eport ts entirety Will the i rs for 
mer ate 1 h or not the pro- € full 
\ n iz i in H e bill provid- 
n diversion of State taxes for ; 
hiat purpo gasoline taxes, and so Amend ' ed 27: 7 ( H 
it rated in the present bill S ent d 27 é 
ard it the effect of that Ame I f 
M ROBINSON of Uta! We have = : , : : 
I ained the ne 1a Ve have Kept pe ae eat ees s : ; ; : 
re I ] imendme number é 
tne provision in and really made It apply 4 rns . ~~ y: 7 , 
t lof the fund nd the same law with ror ; le aia 
: 
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Mi ENKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the 


I gentleman yield? . ee ae rom 1 amendm _ ( \ n f 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. I yield to Anondnent seinen , 
the gentleman from Ohio I from its numbt ( 
A Mr. JENKINS. I have in my hand a Amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, ¢ 
copy of the bill, and on page 14 I find I . “A H So FCC ‘ ‘ 
- this language which I do not quite under- | ™e™t'! oa nee oe eee 
bered 2, 3, 4 », © A ¢ and agree I 1 
- ind: amas wry heart 
\) I > it rat 9 for the first post-war Amer oy nhere ’ That eH 
i be I tioned am g the recede f S reement to the f - 
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line 2, before the wore insert the fol- 
f i is t f ppropriated b 
t ( ret e 2 rike t the we 
a 4 t A ner! t 1e@ Ww ra 
] , th d “acquire” in- 
sert the words “t p hase or other agree- 
I l 8 the period insert the 
\ i ‘All n s received from such sales 
shall be cde ted in the Treasury of the 
ed Sta miscellaneous receipts”, and 
he dS t gree to the same 
Amendment num red 11: That the House 
ecede m its izreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agres 
to t me with an amendment, as follows 
Ir d Senate amendment, line 13, after 
the rd “uses” insert the word “for’’; and 
the S te agree to the same 
An dment numbered 19: That the House 
re le fron ; disagreement to the amend- 
I f the Senate numbered 19, and agree 
to the same with amendments, as follows 
In said Senat amendment, line 23, after 
the word ecuted” insert the words “on 
any project authorized in this Act to be 
constructed by the War Department’; page 
14, line 11, strike out the word “herein” and 
after the word “authorized” insert the words 
“in this Act for c truction by the War 
Department”; and the Senate agree to the 
same 


Amendment numbered 26: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree 


to the same with amendments, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 17, after 


the word “provided” insert the words “that 
the Secretary of War determines that’; line 
18, after the word “and” insert the word 
“that”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amencment numbered 33: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, on page 21, 
strike out lines 10 through 25, and on page 
22, strike out lines 1 and 2 and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “Paragraph (d) 
of the Lower Mississippi River item in sec- 
tion 3 of the Flood Control Act of August 
18, 1941, is hereby construed to authorize 
reimbursement for the actual market value 
of lands, rights-of-way, and easements, fur- 
nis hed to Aucust 18. 1941, for 
setbacks of main-line Mississippi River levees, 
regardiess of laws limiting payments 
to local tax assessment valuations”; and the 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, change the colon 
on line 17 to a period and strike out the re- 


subsequent 


state 


mainder of that line and all of lines 18 
and 19 

Amendment numbered 4014: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 


amendment of the Senate numbered 40!3, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
follows: In said Senate amendment, on 


line 3, strike out the words “his report of” 


as 


and on line 4, strike out the words “Novein- 
ber 16, 1944", and insert the words “House 
Document Numbered 802, Seventy-eighth 


Congress, Second Session,” 
agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 52: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree 
to the same with amendments, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 9, strike out 
the words “No provision of this or any other 
Act” and insert the words “Neither this 
authorization nor any previous authoriza- 
tion”; line 11, change the period to a comma 
and insert the following “pending submis- 
sion and adoption by Congress of the report 
authorized in the Flood Control Act of Au- 


; and the Senate 


CON 
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gust 11, 1939.”; and the Senate agree to the mended in the accompanying conferen ‘a 
same port as to each of such amcndment 
. ry ¢ niumbher a9 ” the “ice 
ment of the Senate numbered 22. and acree Amendment No. 1: This amendment 
to the same with amendments, as follows: | Senate as modified declares it to be th 
In said Senate amendment, line 23, strike eral policy to recognize the interest 
out the fizures “$959.465.000” and insert in rights of the States in determining the « 
lieu thereof the fizur “$950,000,000": line opment of watersheds within their b 
24, after the word “hercin” insert the words and their interests and rights in \.ater u 
“by the War Department”; and the Senate | tion and control. It provides ior rev 
ree to the same reports of the Chief of Engineers and 
iment numbered 83: That the House | Secretary of the Interior by the Sta 
re its disagreement to the amend- States affected by the reports, and the 
ment of the Senate numbered 83, and agree | Ments of such affected States wll | 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: a part of the report when transmit! ed t 
In said Senate amendment. line 14. before | gress and published as a House or S-nate 
the ord “protection” insert the word ument. In cases of plans or proposa 
“bank”; and the Senate agree to the same. cerned with the use or contro! of waters 
Amendment numbered 85: That the House | Tse in whole or in part west of t 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- | Seventh meridian, the written 


ment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 17, delete 
the period after the word “government” and 
add the following: “until the legislature of 
the in which the land lies shall have 
consented to the acquisition of lands by 
the United States for the purposes within the 
scope of this section; provided further that 
there shall be paid annually to the county 
in which any lands acquired under this sec- 
tion may lie, a sum equal to one per centum 
of the purchase price paid for the lands 
acquired in that county or, if not acquired 
by purchase, one per centum of their valua- 
tion at the time of their acquisition.”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
f the Senate numbered 86, and agree 


state 


ment of 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 6, strike out 
the figures “$418,000 and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures “$434,000”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 89: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, on page 52, line 2, 
out the figures “$12,500,000” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the figures “$21,700,000”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In said Senate amendment, line 10, strike 
out the figures “12” and insert in lieu thereof 
the figures “13; and the Senate agree to 
the same, 


strike 


WiLL M. WHITTINGTON, 
A. LEONARD ALLEN, 

A. J. ELLIOTT, 

CHARLES R. CLASON, 
Car. T. Curtis, 


Managers on the Part of the House. 


JosIAH W. BAILey, 

JOHN H. OVERTON, 

Tueo G. BILBo, 

Haro_p H. Burton, 

OweEN BREWSTER, 

HatTic W. Caraway, 

BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 

Hiram W. JOHNSON, 
Managers on the Part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4485) entitled “An 
act authorizing the construction of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors for flood 
control and for other purposes’ submit the 
following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and recom- 


recommendations of the Secretary 
terior also become a part of the report 
Chief of Engineers and the written 
recommendations of the Secretary of 
become part of the report of the Sec 

of the Interior. The amendment a's 
vides that in connection with the ope: 
and maintenance of projects autho 

this act, the use of waters of the we 
States for navigation shall not conflict 
beneficial consumptive use of the wate 
domestic, municipal, stock-water, ir 
mining, or industrial purpvses. 

Amendment No. 2: This amendment 
Senate changes the designation of sect 
of the bill passed by the House to secti 
of the bill passed by the Senate. 

Amendment No.3: This amendment of t 
Senate changes the designation of secti 
of the bill passed by the House to section 
the bill passed by the Senate. 

Amendmcnt No. 4: This amendment of t 
Senate changes the designation of sect 
of the bill passed by the House to secti $ 
of the bill passed by the Senate. 

Amendments Nos. 5, 6, and 7: T 
amendments of the Senate insert additic 
wording for clarification of the bill. 

Amendment No. 8: This amendment of 1 
Senate provides that nreference in the grar 
ing of leases for the use of areas suitable f 
public park and recreational purposes sha 
be given to Federal, State, or local govern 
mental agencies; that water areas shall bs 
open to the general public without charge 
and that no use of any area to which section 
4 applies shall be permitted which is incon- 
sistent with the laws for the protection 
of fish and game of the State in which such 
area is situated. 

Amendment No. 9. This amendment of 
the Senate, as modified, authorizes the Sec 
tary of the Interior to dispose of electric ener- 
gy generated at reservoir projects under con- 
trol of the War Department not requirs 
in the operation of such projects; authori:z 
from funds to be appropriated by the Con- 
gress, the construction, or acquisition by 
purchase or other acreement, of such trans- 
mission lines or related facilities as may b 
necessary in order to make the power a! 
energy generated at such projects available in 
wholesale quantities on fair and reasonable 
terins and conditions; it establishes a prefer- 
ence in the sale of such power and energy tc 
public bodies and cooperatives; and it pro- 
vides that all moneys received from such sales 
shall be deposited in the Treasury of th 
United States as miscellaneous receipts. It 
follows the formula previously established by 
law for the Bonneville project that rate 
schedules shall be drawn with regard to re- 
covering to the Government the cost of pro- 
ducing and transmitting the electric energy, 
including the amortization of the crpital 
investment allocated to power, over a reason- 
abie period of years. 


view 
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‘ l f l 
dete r e! 5 ri fi ic 
I 1 Cre Til d for e } cti f 
I Pe i accor¢ v the re . 
met ns f the Chief of E né s tan 
€ I ed cost of $2,017,900 
\ ndmer No. 40: Tt amendment of 
tl s f ut! 2 1e CC truction of 
he Bald Hill Reservoir on the Sheyenne 
River for flocd control and other purposes at 
n ¢ mated cost of #8 000 
Amendment No. 41: This amendment of 
th Senate authorize the construction of 
one reservoir on the Pembina River and one 
on the Tongue River for flood control and 
other purposes in the Pembina River Basin in 
North Dakota, at an estimated cost of 
$333,800 
Amendment No. 42: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes the construction of a 
reservoir on the south branch of Park River 





for flocd control and other 
estimated cost of $358,610 


purposes, at an 


Amendment No. 43: This amendment of 
the Senate eliminates the language in the 
House-approved bill for the Missouri River 


Basin 


which has been sup 
dment No. 18 


eded by Senate 

















Amendment No. 44: The conferees recom- 
mend tl the Senate recede from this 
amendment, th elimir ng the lan- 
guage which would have removed the Tuttle 
Creek project from the comprehensive plan 
for the Mi uri River Basin. The Chief of 
Engineer is now mak ry an investigation 
( } ssible alternate pr e 
will recommend them as s1 - 
tle Creek. The confere¢ - 
n ng the amendment rec e the neces- 
sity for adequate reservoir control in the 
I 1 for protectir t! is Citys and 
leave the way open f n f Tu € 
Cret Reser. ulte ites are found to be 
infeasibl 

Amendment No. 45: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes a project for local flood 
protection on the Chariton River, Mo., con- 

f channel and levee improvements, 





£ estimated cost of $1,610,300 
A nents Nos. 46 48, and 49: These 
iments of the S e expand the ap- 
eneral comprehensive plan for flood 
in the Ohio River Basin adopted by 
t approved June 28, 1938, as modified 


t appre 
icl appl 


ved August 
ud Improvement in 

River Basin, c of the construction 
a cut-off at the north fork of Kentucky 
River at Jackson and local flood protection 
at that community, and the modification of 
the plan for the Jessamine Creek, and Boone- 
ville projects to include the development of 
hydroelectric power at these sit all at an 
estimated cost of $23,822,000; (b) local fiocd 
protection at Middlesborough on Yellow 
Creek, Ky., by means of supplemental levees, 
at an estimated cost of $205,200; (c) local 
flood protection on the Rough River and trib- 
utaries, Kentucky, by means of clearing of 
the channel banks of the lower Rough River 
and channel improvement in the lower por- 


18, 1941, to in- 
the Kentucky 








nsisting 


es, 


tion of Barnett Creek, a tributary of the 
Rough River, all at an estimated cost of 
$360,000; and (d) the construction of the 


Turtle Creek Reservoir on Turtle Creek, Pa., 
for local flood protection in the lower Turtle 
Creek Valley, at an estimated cost of $2,- 
613,000 

Amendments Nos These amend- 
ments of the Senate eliminate from the bill 


50 and 51: 














eR Rese n the Cheat R r 

é of the Yough ny 

E I the House-approved l 

| e } for fi 1 
e Oh R 3 

t N 52 amendme f 

$ s modified, pr in Rati Sue er 

t r prev 18 ZaA- 

C strued to 1 rize the 

C 1 of eS s Dam < the east 

W e R Indiana, pending 

C S ubsequent to submis- 

Chief of E: neers of the report 

( e Wab4 R r and tributaries now in 

I er au rity of the Flood Control 

A A ist 11, 1939 

Amendment N 53: This amendment of 

the § t ithe ves the construction of the 

Mou M s Reservoir, on the Genesee 





f Y té timated cost of $5,360,000. 
Amendmen 54: This amendment of 

t authorizes the construction of 
( ection works at Redmond, Utah, on 
tl Se. River, by the construction of a 
leveed channel, at an estimated cost of 
endment No. 55: This amendment of 







ds a title for an additional river 
y, the Colorado River Basin 
nt No. 56: This amendment of 
authorizes the construction of the 
ir on the Bill Williams River 
at an estimated cost of $3,202,000 
No. 57: This amendment of 
nate authorizes the project on Little 
Colorado River for local flood protection at 
Ariz., by means of levees, at an 
cost of $258,000 
No. 58: This amendment of 
te authorizes the construction of 
od protection on the Pajaro River and 
tributaries, California, by means of levees 
I protection works the lower 
Pajaro River and on Carnadero Creek at Gil- 
rov t 1ated cost of $511,160 
No. 59: This amendment of 
modifies the language of the 
House-approved item, based on the report of 
the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har- 
bors reflect views and recommenda- 
tions of the Chief of Engineers which became 
ilable subsequent to the passage of this 


avalanie 





enate 


Reserv 





zona 


ndment 





estimated 






nent 


and bank p along 


an esti 





the Senate 


the 


item by the House. 
Amendment No. 60: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes the construction of the 


Folsom R¢ 


servo 


River 
, at an estimated cost of $18,474,000. 


ir on the American in 








The Folsom project will control flood peaks 
on American River and thereby reduce 
the threat to the city of Sacramento result- 


ing from an uncontrolled flood on the Ameri- 
River synchronized with a major flood 
crest on the Sacramento River. 

Amendment No. 61: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes improvements in the 
Calaveras River and Littlejohn Creek stream 
group consisting of the Farmington Reservoir 
on Littlejohn Creek; channel enlargements, 
diversions and dikes; and enlargement of Ho- 
gan Reservoir, all at an estimated cost of 
$3,868,200 

Amendment No. 62: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes construction of the 
Conn Creek Reservoir on Conn Creek for flood 
control and other purposes in the Napa River 
Basin in California, at an estimated cost of 
$460,000 

Amendment No. 63: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes local flood protection 
in the Chehalis River at Aberdeen, Hoquiam, 
and Cosmopolis, by means of earth levees, 
concrete sheet piling, walls, and appurtenant 
works, at an estimated cost of $669,000 

Amendment No. 64: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes the construction of 
local flood protection works at Hanapepe on 
the Hanapepe River in the Territory of 
Hawaii, by means of concrete flood walls, at 
an estimated cost of $73,000. 

Amendment No. 65: This amendment of 
the Senate changes the designation of sec- 
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tam 
tion 
Ame 
74, 75 
me s of the Senate 
e) 1a ] t 
not in tl t the 
An me This ‘ 
t} Se te clar es an f 
examination and surve 
Amendment No. 81: This I 
he Senate changes the d 


tion 9 of the bill passed by the H 
section 12 of the bill passed by the S 
Amendment 
the Senate as modified raises t ) 
(increase of $140,000,000) the autho 
provided by the bill, in order tl s1 
authority may be available to cover th 
tional improvements included i 
Ss amendments and it cla 
t 
T 


n the 
: ate rif 
t of this authorization to show 
that the amount specified is for work 
thorized to be prosecuted under the dirs 
of the Secretary of War and the supe 

of the Chief of Engineers. The $200 
authorization for War Department proje 
the Missouri River Basin is included i 
amount. The $200,000,000 authorizati 
Department of the Interior projects i 
Missouri River Basin is contained in s 
9 and is not included in this amount 
Amendment No. 83: This amendme 
the Senate as modified authorizes tl 
penditure of $500,000 as an emergency 
under the direction of the Secretary of 
and the supervision of the Chief of 
gineers, for the construction of emer 
bank-protection works to prevent flood 
age to highways, bridge 
public works. 
Amendment No. 84: 


er 


approaches, 


This amendme: 


the Senate changes the designation of 
tion 10 of the bill passed by the H 
to section 13 of the bill passed by the § 
ate 


Amendment No. 85: This amendment 
the Senate as modified provides that in « 
nection with the works authorized t 
undertaken by the Department of Agricult 
land may be acquired only with the cons¢s 
of the States and it lessens the burden 
local communities of removal of large 
from taxation by providing for paymer 
to local governments in lieu of taxes ¢ 
the land acquired. 

Amendment No. 
the Senate 


are 


86: This amendment of 
as modified authorizes works of 
improvement in the Santa Ynez River r- 
shed to be undertaken by the Department of 

griculture, at an estimated cost of $434,000. 
The increased amount is to cover land acqui- 
sition as recommended by the Departme: 
of Agriculture in House Document No. 518 

Amendment No. 87: The conferees recom- 











mend that the Senate recede from 
amendment, thereby restoring the full 
amount of the estimated cost ($32,000,( 


including cost of land acquisition as recom- 
mended by the Department of Agriculture 
in House Document No. 708. 

Amendment No. 88: The conferees recom- 
mend that the Senate recede from this 
amendment, thereby restoring the fuil 
amount of the estimated cost ($4,221, 
including cost of land acquisition as recom- 
mended by the Department of Agriculture 
in House Document No. 892. 

Amendment No. 89: This amendment of 
the Senate, as modified, authorizes works 
of improvement in the Yazoo River wa 
shed to be undertaken by the Department 
of Agriculture, at an estimated cost of $21,- 
700,000. The increased amount is to cover 
land acquisition as recommended by the De- 
partment of Agriculture in House Document 
No. 564. 

Amendment No. 90: This amendment of 
the Senate authorizes works of improvement 
in the watershed of Buffalo Creek and its 





tributaries, Cayuga and Cazenovia Creeks to 
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ondly, it provides that these funds that 
are derived from the sale of power shall 


be deposited to the credit of miscel- 


the reservoir at Raystown, at an esti- 
mated cost of $21,000,000 Ite 








th g Reservoir on e Chez , of } mation in S ment 
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$38,000,000. This was done on the theory, | Sal be by appropriations to be made by | the Corps of Engin nd $200,000,00 
after further consideration, that a ma- | COMSr It also provides that trans- | ¢9 pe expended by the Secretary of tl 
jority of these projects probably have mission lines and related facilities can be Inte oa the } o ee hn t 
more power than flood control in them, icquired by purchase or other agree- | oF the works authorized in this section 
ind on the further theory that interested ment. to be undertaken | the Corps of I 
areas desire a review and further study The re was another matter, Mr. Speak- ne ‘ os d by the S retal : of thi a. 
of these three projects. er, that was in controversy to some terior Tl ection replaces the item it 

The House will also recall. Mr. Speaker, | Gesree in the House and to a greater | tn. pouse-approved | sitar cagioscr- nai 
that in the consideration of this bill both @esree in the Senate, and that was the 1 €900 000.000 for os : ; 
in the House and the Senate the chief | @Uthorizations with respect to dams in | 7) We ahs aa 
controversy centered arcund the proj- | the Connecticut River Basin. The lan- | eee oe the temas shinies 
ects for the improvement of the Missouri %uase as agreed to in the amendment | , — : River B 
Basi1 of the Senate by the interested Senators The Sei : 

After the passage of this bill and be- | 2nd Representatives from the New Eng- umename! y U mi 
fore the final passage in the Senate, there | !and area is substantially retained in the language in the ver and harbor bill 
was a reconciliation of the views of the conference agreement now penal in the Senate to | 
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Chief of Engineers and the Director of I might add, Mr. Speaker, that there _ 
the Bureau of Reclamation, and that are included in the bill as recommended tion I 
reconciliation was transmitted to the by the Chief of Engineers, between the M iri River B 
Congress by the President on November passage of the bill by the House and the ich duplicating authority is ut 
27, 1944, after the bill was reported in | final passage of it by the Senate, by Sen- I report that the © te con! 
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the Senate, and it is found in House ate amendments, projects aggregatin iven nee that if t conieren 

Document 784, Seventy-eighth Congress, about $185,000,000 for construction under report 1 pproved by the Hous: nc 

second session, funds hereafter to be appropriated. The eenat Ul aut Ul tem will | 
The conference agreement contains vill as it finally passed the Senate carried en ted I! I i Arbo! 





the reconciliation of the views as between an authorization of $959.465,000 As bill 
these two agencies of the Government | stated in the conference agreement, the In connection with amendment No. 1, 
and provides for the construction of the | authorizations aggregate $950,000,000, a which has become section 1 of the b 





rreed in conference, in further pro- 
ection of the rights and privileges of 
Stat in the event either the af- 
fected State or the Secretary of War 
makes objections to the plans or pro- 
! of the Secretary of the Interior, 
op 1 not be deemed feasibl 

in the proposed ork hall not be 
deemed au d except upon the ap- 
p i) 1 act of Congr , and sec- 
tion 9 of the Reclamation Project 
Act of 1939 and ction 3 (a) of the act 

August 11, 1939, as amended, are ac- 
cord amended by said amendment 
N l ch has become section 1 of t 
bill 

Section 9 1), authorizing the Mis- 
ouri River Basin improvement, pro- 
vid as I have indicated, that the works 
th are predominantly flood control 
hall be constructed by the Chief of =n- 

ineers, and the works that are predo 
inantly reclamation shall be construc od 
by the Bureau of Reclamation. 

In connection with the Connecticut 
River Basin covered by amendment No. 
26, agreed to as modified by stipulating 
that the Secretary of War is to deter- 
mine cae total cost of the alternate plan 
for the so-called Williamsville Reservoir, 
the amen a nt authorizes the substitu- 
tion of an alternate plan for the Wil- 
liamsville Reservoir provided the Chief 
of Engineers finds that the total cost of 
the alternate plan will not exceed $11,- 
000,000, and provided the Secretary of 
War and Chief of Engineers approve the 
alternate plan. The effect of the 
amendment is that if the so-called eight- 
reservoir alternate plan does not satisfy 
the requirements of the amendment, the 
Chief of Engineers is authorized to pro- 
ceed with the construction of the Wil- 


ful t 


flood control. 
amendment is 


f ain for 
effect of the 


liamsville 
The 


that a subseque at report and auth oriza- 
tion by Congre must be made before 
the projects at Cambridgeport, Ludl ow, 
South Tunbridge, and Gaysville can be 
built. The amendment prohibits the 
construction olf a dam or reservolr at 
the Sugar Hill site on the Ammonoosvuc 
River, but it is understood that an al- 
ternate site is under study and, if found 
feasible, authority exists for the initia- 


tion of such a project. 


The Savannah River project is em- 
braced in amendment No. 32, inserted by 
the Senate, and it approves a compre- 
hensive development of the Savannah 
River Basin for flood control and other 
purposes and authorizes the construction 
of the Clark Hill Reservoir on the S 
nah River in South Carolina and 
Georgia. In the pending river and har- 
bor bill, H. R. 3961, as passed by the 
House, there is an item for the Savannah 


River, the effect of wh 
duplicate authorizat 
Hill Reservoir. Sucl 


ich is to provide 
ion for the Clark 
1 duplication is un- 





desirable, and the Senate conferees have 
given assurance that if this os is 
approved by the House and Senate this 
duplicating item will also be aaa 


from the river and harbor bill. 
The conference’ report 
Senate amendment No. 3 
Trinidad project to 
reservoirs. 
modification of the 


eliminates 
6 to modify the 
include upstream 


s! 
U} 


The conferees believe that a 
amendment adopted 




















remains , the Tut- 
author- 


ion tor 


words 
remain 


select 


In other 
tle Creek project will 
ized and be available 
future construction. 
As I have indicated, amendment No. 9, 
as modified, authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to dispose of electric energy 
ay d at reservoir projects under the 
ol of the War Department and not 
red in the operation of such proj- 
The Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized from appropriations to be 
made by Congress to construct or acquire 
by purchase or other agreement only 
such transmission lines and facilities as 
may be made necessary in order to make 
the power available in wholesale quanti- 
ties for sale on fair and reasonable terms. 
The rates are to be approved by the 
Federal Power Commission. The for- 
mula established by law for the Bonne- 


by the Senate should be undertaken 
only after a full report has been sub- 
mitted by the Chief of Engineers and 
1uthorization by Congress. The appro- 
priate investigation and report to Con- 
gre are now in progress. 

Senate amendment No. 44 was elimi- 
nated, inasmuch as the Chief of Engi- 
n s is now making an investigation of 
possible alternate projects and, if found 
feasib will recommend them as sub- 

tutes for the Tuttle Creek project. If 
a substitute is not recommended and 
adopted and if alternates are found to be 
infeasible, the construction of the Tuttl 
Cre Reservoir to protect the Kansas 
( 


for 


rene 
contr 
requl 


ects. 


ville project is followed so that the rate 
schedules shall be drawn with regard to 
recovering to the Government the cost 
of producing and transmitting the elec- 
tric energy, including the amortization 
of the capital investment allocated to 


power over a reasonable period of years. 


Preference is given to public bodies and 
cooperatives. Sound business principles 
are to govern the transmission and dis- 
posal of surplus power. Congress retains 
control over the construction and acquir- 
ing of transmission lines and related 


facilities, inasmuch as funds must be 
provided hereafier by Congress for such 
lines and facilities. They may be con- 
structed, but they can only be acquired 
by pure or other agreement. 

l as passed by the House in- 
soil erosion and water-flow 
retardati projects favorably recom- 
mend d in reports submitted to Congress 


‘hase 


The bil 


he 





by the Department of Agriculture. Sub- 
sequent favorable reports have been sub- 
mitted to Congress since the bill passed 


the House and were included by Senate 


amendments. The conference agree- 
ment authorizes the approval of the 


projects as recommended by the Depart- 


ment of Agriculture. The bill provides 
that the balance remaining from the au- 
thorization of $10,000,000 in section 7 of 


the Flood Control Act approved June 28, 


1938, shall be available for the prosecu- 
tion of the works authorized for con- 


struction by the Department of Agricul- 
ture with the provision that not more 
than 20 percent of the authorization is 
made available on any one project. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 


gentleman yield? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 
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want 


EMBER 1? 











Mr. RANKIN. I 





9 interr: 





the gentleman from Missis:ippi, my 
tinguished colleague, abc amend 
No. 9, I believe it is, with reference 

disposition of the electric power 


ted at these projects. 


Is this amendment as it 


> printe 


the copy of the bil! now available t 
Members, the complete amendment 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. As TI stat: 
few moments ago, that amendment 
braces language as it passed the Se 
or the Senate amendment, with 
modifications which I mentioned in 
tail. he first modification was that 
moneys derived from the sale of pow 
the Secretary of the Interior shall | 
posited in the general fund of the Ti 
ury. The second amendment wa 
he could acquire transmission lin 
related facilities by agreement wit] 
owner—by purchase and by aert 


The third an 
amendment, agreed 


with the owner. 
to the Senate 


the conference, contains this lan 
that does not appear in the S 
amendment: 

Rate schedules shall be drawn ha 
ard to the recovery (upon the bas 
application of such rate schedules 


capacity cf the electric facilities of the 


ects) of the cost of producing an 

mitting such electric energy, incluc 

amortization of the capital investm«¢ 

cated to power over a reasonable per 
| years, 





That is the identical lan 
contained in legislation 
passed by this body for the 
power at Bonneville 

Mr. RANKIN. Now, right on 
point I want to ask the gentleman 
other question. I thoroughly agree ' 
that principle because it is fundan 
tally sound. That provision applies 
| all projects provided for in the l wh 
| power is to be generated, does it? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Wherever ge 
ted by the War Department. 
Mr. RANKIN. All projects provide 
| for in this bill? 
| Mr. WHITTINGTON. That 
are constructed by the War Departmen 
There may be in some of the rec! 
| tion projects power developed that will 
| be disposed of in accordance with exist- 
| ing reclamation law. 
Mr. RANKIN. Now, 


uage 
heret 
dispo 


is 





is, tha 


sia 


ma 
ama 


right there is or 


trouble we are up against. The coope! 
tive power associations are having to | 
higher rates for power generated 


dams built by the Bureau of Reclan 
tion than they are paying at other da! 
constructed by the Federal Goverr 
I wondered why an exception was ma 

as to them. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. We have mad 
no exception. This bill deals with pro}- 
ects that are constructed by the Cor; 
of Engineers. We have limited ou 
amendment, and I think properly, 
those projects. 

Mr. RANKIN. This applies to all pro- 
posed projects on the Satonshiel River, as 
I understand? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes; to be con- 
structed by the Chief of Engineers. 
| Mr. RANKIN. And also on the Con- 
necticut River? 


m 





1944 


T \ s fE ad 4 
Mr. RANKIN. In other words, at all 
pr I ded for this bill, which 
¢ é , the ¢€ tri is to 
I 1 ove ) the Department of the 
I ! ( buted public bi S 
hich, of cours includes municipal 


dies which own their own facilities— 


I presume that is right; is it not? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes: to facil- 


mtr hy eve 9] 2 oa, 
ties owned by the Federal Government 


’ 


} c bedies, cooperatives, and privately 
d companie 
Mr. RANKIN. In other words, all pub- 
bodies, whether owned by the Fed- 
eral Government, cooperative power as- 
tions, or municipally owned systems 
re to be able to purchase this power at 
ich rate as will amortize only that 
part of the development charged to 
pow That is correct, is it not? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. That is true 
with respect to all projects constructed 
the Chief of Engineers. 
Mr. RANKIN. In other words we do 
not propose to unload onto the power 


ynsumers the costs of flcod control, nav- 
igation, and reclamation? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Not at all. I 
may say further in answer to the gen- 
tleman’s question, there is preference to 
the public bodies and cooperatives in this 
bill and in this agreement, just as there 
is in the existing law passed by this body 
on the disposal of power at Bonneville. 

Mr. RANKIN. And by the Tennessee 
Valley Authority. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I cannot say 
ibout the Tennessee Valley Authority be- 
cause this bill has no control over dis- 

sal of power by the Tennessee Valley 
Authority 

Mr. RANKIN. I understand, but I was 
oauthor with Senator Norris of the bill 
reating the Tennessee Valley Author- 
ity, and that was the understanding we 
had, even before the bill was ever intro- 
duced. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I am afraid, if 
this bill covered all projects including the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, that the 
gentleman would have objected; so we 
have confined it to the projects con- 
structed by the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. RANKIN. This provision of the 
law would not in any way interfere with 
the power generated either on the Colum- 
bia River or on the Tennessee River. 

I wish to congratulate the conferees, 
also the Senate, on this great step 
forward in protecting the power consum- 
ers in the use of the electricity generated 

the projects provided for under this 


bill 


Mr. REED of New York. Mr. 


Speaker, 
1 the gentleman yield? 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield. 

Mr. REED of New York. I assume that 
it will expedite vey of flood con- 
ditions on Cattaraugus Creek that 
causing so much damage to the village 
of Gowanda, N. Y., and also the survey 


bia ant 
tne sul 


re 
alt 





of the Genesee River and a t airy in 
Wellsville, N. Y., and to ha ich of 
these projects handled as they e beer 
by resolutions rather than ir legis- 
lation now under consideration 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes: the gen- 
tleman is referring to a matter that may 


exami! on and v, or by re \- 
t of Flood Cor | Committee f 
revi and the quickest w to har 
it in his ¢ I re tio? nd the 
’ it nic 6 y a } lir ‘ ’ 
review f h vicin Upor re Sub- 
mis n of f ible 1} rt e F] ] 
Control Committee wi e conside in 
tion to authorizin the pi | in 
next autho! on bill 

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. Mr. Speak- 
er, Will th entleman vield 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I vield to the 
entleman from Kan 

Mr. CARLSON of Kansa I ll at- 
tention to amendment No. 44 The con- 
ferees rejected the Senat ndm¢ 
whit had author d the Tuttle Cre 
Reservoir. I der if t chairm 
would tell us the reason for elimin I 


that 


amendment? 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. In respon to 
the gentieman’s question I may say that 
the reasons are set forth on page 11 
the report cealing with amendment N 
44. That project was included in the 


Fiood Control Act 
protects one of 
valuable areas not only in the 
3asin but in the entire country 
other municipalities that are 
are those of Kansas City, Mo., and Kan- 
sas City. Kans. The committee felt that 
inasmuch as this project had been care- 
fully considered by Congress that it 
would be unwise utterly to ignore the 
recommendation of the Chief Engi 


the amounts authorized for 


some ye 


most 


irs ago It 
the populous and 
AT “y 
AvViisOOUrl 

Among 
protected 


exX- 
local protective works 
would be futile without ade 

sion to supplement those works by reser- 
voirs above and I would say to 

tleman that the Chief of Engineers, a 


stated in this report, is now making an 


quate provi- 


the ven- 


investigation of possible alternate proj- 
ects under authority previously given to 
him. If the Chief of Engineers finds he 
can construct other projects that will 
give the same relief he will so report 
and our thought is that every possible 


consideration has been and will be ac- 








corded to those who ppt the nrovect 
It oiten happens that projec re op- 
posed by those whose lands are taken 
and whose property is taken by the Gov- 
ernmeni—iuiiy compensated in this case 
asin others. In my judgment that 
iar as the committee was warrantied ] 
ROU1E 

Mr. CARLSON of Kansas. I ma 1) 
the conferees gave this consideration. I 
want to mention, however, that in view 
of the fact that it is ing to rece 
further study by the enginee I sin- 
cerely hope they will go into the fact 
that the construction of this large reser- 
voir would inundate seven ft 
eliminate a large area of valuable real 
property With tl chairman - 
surance that t to be done I 
am not going to insist tl t 
conference 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I may say tha 
Iam in entire sympathy v { ntle- 
man. We have been told the exact num- 
ber of citizens who would be affected and 
the villages that would be inundated 
W ave full consideration to these facts; 
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r. WHITTINGTON 


the Committee on Fi 


m a membe1 


$200,000. 





’ j i atte y ted 
, r 
r é € nd re- 
1 [ft Big Blue 
i I irvey 
n of these reports 
f he Board While 
bilit f floods much 
{p record occurring on 





ana ( I 
be expected ng 
‘ I 1e1 I t 
i f res n 
( f f Levees for 
of wv ( r als v d 
more justified by the 
‘ 1 be evented t re 
| full ur I dir 
nd additior ] 
I there e rept - 


S. Mr. Speaker, will the 


19 


I yield 

5 It should be said in ref- 
Biue River system that not 
id Control 


f Representatives author- 
of the Tuttle Creek Dam, 
tudy is under way and tl 

ni 1d have been for 


I wish to take 
something in 


this oppor- 


reference to 


the Missouri River Basin 
bill, H. R. 4425, which 
the committee of which I 
It was also my privilege 
1 conie e in getting tne 


\ s for an tion 
00 for the partial accom- 
the }y m of the Army 
the M iri River and its 
It a yal ! ; $200.000.- 
I ] mp mer of 
to | unde! n t the 
1e Miss¢ i 


al works 


engineers’ plan has been 
s the “Pick Plan,’ House 
Ss nty-eighth Co 
1. This is the plan that is 
‘ } 1 in the le - 
re passing tod rhe 
Bureau of Reclamation \ 
Sloan Plan,” Senate Doc- 
S ity- hth Congress 
1. It, too, is approved and 
) > 1x t} ty nier 


to certain parts of 
wever, the Army 


for the Bureau of Rec- 


engin Ss 


‘re able to get together on 
i pian Ihe result of 


he minds of these engi- 
n sct forth in a revised and 
Jan and has been published 


» Docu nt £47, Seventy-eighth 
nd ses i 
Missouri River Basin com- 
th of the area of the United 


territory is con- 
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fronted with the problem of floods and 
the probiem of oitentimes in 
the same year. There is a definite need 
for both the Army engineers and their 
program of flood control and the work 
of the Bureau of Reclamation and their 
program of irrigation. This legislation 
zes both prcegrams and gives to 
each agency a $200,000,000 authorization. 
For instance, in the Republican River 
system, which is one of the important 
tributaries of the Missouri, we had not 
only the tragic flood of 1935, taking in 
excess of 110 lives, but we have con- 


qarougnt, 


tho? 
autnol 


tinued losses by floods. Also, in the Re- 
publican River watershed, there is an 
urgent need for irrigation development. 


ands of fertile acres need supple- 

vaters for a prosperous agricul- 
This legislation approves and au- 
al Pick’s plan for the Re- 
ver and the Bureau of Recla- 
plan for the Republican River, 
and coordinates the two plan 

The Harlan County dam is to be built. 
The tributary dams are to be built. Gen- 
eral Pick had proposed five. The Bu- 
reau of Reclamation had proposed ab 
an equal number. The revised plan 
tly the location and scheme 


ner 











( i i 
of some of these tributary dams, all of 
which is set forth in the coordinated 
p Senate Document 247, Seventy- 


eighth Congress, second session. These 
tl itions are broad enough to per- 
mit further ch l l 


changes, should the addi- 

nal studies make such changes advis- 

I am advised that, should the en- 

neers agree on the feasibility of an on- 

! r dam at or near Culbertson, Nebr., 
this authorization is broad enough to 


An authorization is not an appropria- 
tion of money for construction. It 
Congress has approved the 


il plans of the engineers, and it 


means tnat 


means that these plans are authorized 
by law and are, therefore, eligible for 
f ippropriations. Without such an 


ition, no appropriation can be 


This legislation retains for the Army 

1ee1 iuthority over flood control 

and retains for the Bureau of Reclama- 

] y over irrigation. It lays 

1ttern for their future coopera- 
n 8 provides: 


Her r, whenever the Secretary of War 











( Ss, upon recommendation by e 
f the Interior that any dam and 
ct operated under the direc- 
ti ‘ etary of War may be utilized 
f I ion } poses, the Secretary of the 
I ut! ed to construct, operate, 
u ar the provisions of the 
k tion laws (Act of June 17, 
1! 32s «Stat 88, and Acts ;¢ ndatory 
t t pplementary thereto), such ad- 
d l we n connec n therewith as he 
I C 1 nece ry for irrigat 1 purposes. 
1 ion works m be rtaken 

eport and findings thereon 

been made by the Secretary of the Interi 
I ed in d Federal reclamation laws 
and after si quent specific authori yn 
of the ¢ ress by an authorization Act; 
nd, within the limits of the water users 
é yment ability such report may be pred- 
d 1 tl llocation to irrigation of an 





e 


ate portion of the cost of structures 
lities used for irrigation and other 
Dams and reservoirs operated un- 


¢ 
nd fa 


purposes, 
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der the direction of the Secre'ary of W 


be utilized hereafter for irrigation | 
only in conformity with t prov 
this section, but the foreg y requ 
shall not prejudice lawful uses now ¢ 
Provided, That this section shall n 
to any dam or reservoir heretofore 
structed in whole or in part by t 


engineers, 


which provides conservat 
age of water for irrigation purpose 


A settlement of the conflict of 
ests between navigation and irri 
1as been arrived at in this lezislat 
a declaration of policy by the Con 
of the United States. It reads a 
lows: 

The use for navigation, in connecti 
the operation and maintenanc of 
works herein authorized for construct 
waters arising in States lying wholly « 
west of the ninety-eighth meridi 

ily such use as does not conflik 
consumptive use, present 








ture, States lying wholly or p 
the ni y-eighth meridian, of such 
for domestic, municipal, stock wat 


n, mining, or industrial purpose 


This legislation also lays dow 
tern for cooperation not only 

the Federal agencies involved, 

ween the Federal Goverr 

everal States of the Missour 
Basin. It goes a long way in arr 
a settlement of the problem of 
jurisdiction and State rights. I 
quote again from the legislation 
we are today appro 


ing: 















In connection with the exercise of 
diction over the rivers of the N 1 
the construction of works of impr 
for navigation or flood control 
thorized, it is hereby declared to be tl 
icy of the Congress to recognize the 
and rights of the S n 
development of the wate! v n 
borders and likewise their int ts 
rights in water utilization and 
herein authorized to pre d 
the fullest possil ext } 
potential uses, for all pur] . 
of the Nation’s rivers; to facilitate the « 
sideration of projects on a b of « 
hensive and coordinated develop: l 
to limit the authorizé n and c¢ 
of n tion works to those in whi 
stantial benefit to navigs n will b 

refrom and which can be 
sistently with appro} te 1 ecor 
of the waters of such rivers by other 1 
In conformity with this policy 
) Plans, prop ls, or r rts 


Chief of Engineers, War Department, f 


works of improvement for navigation o1 


control not heretofore or herein autl 

ll be submitted to the Congr on 1 
compliance with the provisions of tl 
graph (a). Investigations which f 
basis of any sugh plans, pro} ] r 


icted in such a manne! 





ll be condi 
> ft the affected State or State du 





the course of the investigations, inform 
developed by the investigations and al 
I unity for consultation regarding 
and proposs and, to the extent de 


practicable by the Chief of Engineers, op} 
ty to cooperate in 
If such investigations in whole or part 
concerned with the use or control of wat 
arising west of the ninety-seventh meridi 
the Chief of Engineers shall give to theS 
retary of the Interior, during the course 
ations, information devel 
the investigations and also opportunity 
consultation regarding plans 
nd to the extent deemed pr 


the investi 





ped by 


ind proposals 
cticable by the 
Chief of Engineers, opportunity to cooperate 
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i the pla f ani ib- 
: fected States a bv tl 
Int The Chief « 
’ TY 1 c rs f ~ T 
é fected State 1 case 
co\ red t the report 


I i é t west ¢ 
v- me + the Ss e. 
Interior. Wit! ninety days 
re I pre ea re- 
‘ ews aq recommenda- 
Fe ed St ¢ nd f the Sec- 
] e! r Y e submitted to 
( I e The Secretary of 
‘ ¢ ¢ Ne? t 
\\ e ¢ ess 
¢ ecol nendat he 
‘ the pr ¢ enort to- 
‘ x f ™m < 
Fected S ‘ and of the Sec- 
1 The Secre y ¢ 
) j emit 
, Ss 1! ( -Ga pe 1 
House Se e { l- 
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t é ed State or 
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} ) d reports 
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ed S ' y the Ss et : War 
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This legislation also deals with a mat- 
ter of public power generated at reser- 
voir projects under the control of the 
War Department. The language finally 
reed upon may not be the ultimate 
ition. The conference report, which 
e are approving today, contains the 


V 
following language: 


Electric power and energy generated at 
rvoir projects under the control of the 


War Department and in the opinion of the 
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do for eastern Nebraska that bi 
the Missouri Rive It « f 
tinuous unified system of leve 
Sioux City down to the mouth 
river of adequate height and ( 
protect the farr d and the 
t I T} f ‘ leve ! 
rk l e not adequ 
over-a ( ior ! or 1! 





i rt , 
nd Wycemi! hic! ill he 
reat imes of water during t 

sta By a mbination of u 

res¢ rs and l protectic 





Mr, Speaker, thi Z n! 
reat deal to Nebraska id 
States I ( nprise the brea 





floods | e run into milli ! 
lions of dollars The ra f f 
and ¢ t storms | been a ¢ 
much of our area rhe ultin 
truction of the pre cts that 
thorizir today j \ the | 
that re na char te 1 the ¢ 
sources tl God ha iven tot 

vill mean a more prosperous peo! 


revenue for the Federal Gover: 
income tavyxe ne f ry y 

area a ompared to a nonirriga 
tion in the ught area over a 





able period of years will amount 


more than the cost of the irrigation } 
| ects. Iam glad for this legislation 

and I hope that as soon as the war is ¢ 
| construction can begin in a big w 





I 

v f { 
lying in the Missouri River Basin 
; : 


1 to mention what this legislati 
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him individually for retaining in the bill 
the amendments which I submitted and 
which the gentleman presented during 
debate on this matter. 
Mr. CASE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 


Mr. CASE. I wish to congratulate the 
gentleman and the members of his com- 
mittee on the monumental work they 
have achieved by their year-long labors 
in hearings and conferences necessary to 
bring about agreement on the many mat- 
ters in this bill, and particularly those 
involved in the Missouri River program. 
This will bring into the national picture 


for the first time a flood-control and 
river-use project in the great north cen- 
tral part of the country. It will in- 
augurate a new era in the life of the 


largest river basin of the Nation.- Now, 
then, I would like to ask the gentleman 


one question. My understanding of 
amendment No. 9 relating to power is 
that it centralizes the disposition of 


power generated in the dams in the Sec- 
retary of the Interior? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That is right. 

Mr.CASE. And limits him in the con- 
struction or acquisition of lines to such 
lines as are necessary for distribution on 
a wholesale basis? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Exactly so. I 
am glad that the gentleman brings this 
matter to my attention. I should have 
pointed out that therein is the difference 
between the sale of power generated at 
some of the other dams. This disposal 
is limited to wholesale. I may say that 
in my judgment the provision is entirely 
proper. 

The House will recall that the Senate 
spent much time in considering the so- 
called Bailey amendment which would 
have restricted the disposal of the power 
to the dam site which I think would have 
been unsound. 

Mr. CASE. The limitation to whole- 
sale distribution seems to me to be an 
appropriate compromise. The Secretary 
of the Interior, thereby, will not be urged 
or tempted to go into competition with 
the R. E. A. or any other distributing 
agency, private or public, yet should be 
in a position to extend the use of the 
power to the maximum public benefit 
through whatever distributor is inter- 
ested and available. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. 
man yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. 
gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I call the atten- 
tion of the distinguished chairman to 
amendment No. 36 relating to a proj- 
ect at Trinidad, Colo., wherein the con- 
ferees eliminated an amendment adopted 
by the Senate which provided for the 
Army engineers to make a further study 
of this project and to recommend a 
reservoir up the river if found feasible. 
Will the gentleman explain why this 
amendment was stricken? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate was elimi- 
nated among other reasons because there 
is no limit as to the cost of the substitute. 
It would be possible for almost every 
project to have a substitute unless there 
was the further stipulation that the cost 


Will the gentle- 


I yield to the 
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of the substitute did not substantially 
exceed the cost of the original project. 
We were advised by the Chief of Engi- 
neers that if that proviso had been in- 
cluded as a part of the conference agree- 
ment it would mean that there would be 
no construction of the substitute project 
until he, the Chief of Engineers, came 
back to Congress and obtained further 
authority. In view of the fact that the 
House prevision had been most liberal 
and had followed the idea of the Chief 
of Engineers, who recommended the 
elimination of $60,000 of the local con- 
tribution recommended by the district 
engineer for flood control, the conferees 
felt the interest of Trinidad would be 
better served by retaining the House 
provision, knowing that at present, un- 
der an existing authorization, there is a 
review being made, and if that on re- 
examination a_ substitute could be 
recommended in accordance with the 
desires manifested in the Senate amend- 
ment, it could be considered by the two 
committees of the House and Senate for 
subsequent authorization. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Do I understand 
the conferees to be in accord with the 
provision that there shall be a review 
of this project by the Army engineers 
and a report made of their findings at a 
later date? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes; the Chief 
of Engineers so advised us. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. And if the engi- 
neers do not now have that authority, it 
will be provided. I might state the dis- 
trict engineer at Albuquerque has al- 
ready attended several conferences in 
Trinidad relative to including a reservoir 
in this project, and I understand the 
Army engineers are favorable to a 
review. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentleman 
may get that authority by request for a 
proper resolution from the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

Mr. NORRELL. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. If the gentleman will 
turn to amendment 33 on page 21, as I 
understand the Arkansas River is con- 
sidered a part of the main channel of the 
Mississippi River up to the vicinity of 
Pine Bluff. I am wondering if that lan- 
guage is sufficiently broad to give the 


Mr. Speaker, will the 


| Army engineers the power to reimburse 


for set-back levies on the north as well 
as on the south bank of the Arkansas 
River? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. No; that was 
never contemplated, and the original act 
of August 18, 1941, does not make any 
such provision. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 3 additional minutes. 

The amendment to which the gentle- 
man refers is limited entirely as hereto- 
fore to the main line Mississippi River 
levees. It does not have application to 
any other river. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield t 
gentleman from Oregon 
Mr. ANGELL. Am I correct in ur 
standing that under the provisi 
agreed upon by the conferees, the § 
tary of the Interior has the power « 
to buy transmission facilitics or cons: 


them and to dispose of power at w! 
sale? 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes; heh 


power to construct or acquire by 

chase or other agreement, but the { 
have to be provided by the Coner: 
the United States, and the Congres 

retains the purse strings of the T: 
ury 

Mr. ANGELL. It does not aff: 
project on the Columbia River? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. No; it does 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. 
Speaker, will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield to 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Is it 1 
that this report nowhere chans: 
Status of the so-called Osceola Rese: 
on the Osage River in Missouri? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. It does not, | 
cause that project was not at issue 
conference. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, wi 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield t 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. In response to a 
ment made a moment ago may | 
that neither the Tennessee V 
Authority, nor the Bonneville Adn 
tration, nor the authorities in cha: 
Boulder Dam are engaged in the 1 
distribution of power. That powe: 
sold wholesale. The power generated 
the Tennessee Valley Authority is 
livered wholesale to municipalities or 
operative power associations, and tl] 
distribute it. The same thing is truc 
Bonneville and Grand Coulee on 
Columbia River and at Boulder Dam . 
Colorado River. I did not want the im- 
pression left here that these authori- 
ties were engaged in the retail distribu- 
tion of electricity. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, will th 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. I think amendment 
numbered 9 is very significant. Would 
it be safe for me to assume from this 
language that this bill pronounces the 
power policy of the Nation? Heretofore, 
as I understand it, we have never had 
any pronouncement of our national 
power policy. But by this language you 
practically announce a power policy fo! 
the Nation. I think I can see in the lan- 
guage an effort to be cautious and care- 
ful. I think you should have been even 
more careful, for heretofore I think those 
responsible authorities in the Govern- 
ment have been very careful not to com- 
mit the Government to any definite 
policy. 

May I ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion? Suppose there is a project now 
that is being built and it can be built 
without equipment to manufacture 
power. Does the gentleman mean that 





I yield to the 


the Secretary of the Interior would have 
sufficient authority under this bill to 
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+ , 7 \ ? r ‘ , . 
1 n ul and dis- e Chief of Ther - ss 
I ’ ( ’ I ’ a pu e? ’ 
nf s7TTT TT. NT y . ‘ ‘ 
viilld Va ik ‘ i i. i i 
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( ) Cor} é ’ erve | rewritten by the Committee on Naval | Navy Department has taken tow 
sues t Det : re- | Affairs, of which Iam amember. This | legislation? 
: ~... | is a bill designed to change certain prac- Mr. RIVERS. The Navy De; 
war. | tices now in effect in the Bureau of | is absolutely opposed to this bill 
: : = . ae Medicine and Surgery, with respect to Mr. WADSWORTH. The N 
‘ 5 | f dentists. I shall take only a few min- partment is opposed to the bil 
é - | utes’ time to explain, as briefly as I can, Mr. RIVERS. The Navy De; 
ine 1gs 1 ¢ i what this amended bill proposes to do. is opposed to the bill 
: i in 1 | It directs the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. WADSWORTH. Has tl! 
— exceed 206 percent of within 6 months after its passage, to | tary of the Navy addressed the c 
pre a aia a er at re ; . cae: "? a make the following changes in the Bu- | in that way? 
ded I ; ed herein | reau of*Medicine and Surgery. It di- Mr. RIVERS. The Secretary 
edu e § le rank of y rects him to set up a Dental Corps over Navy did not appear. We wrote 
pe I ; which there shall be a member of the | The Navy Department in this 
+) To } ide that the Director of Den- | Dental Corps of the Navy as its director, | is the Surgeon General. 
t shall be appointed by the President | solely responsible to the Surgeon Gen- Mr. WADSWORTH. Is the lett: ‘ 
from dental officers on active duty and that | eral for all things dental. tained in the report? I do not f 
a nets : ee _— a ay ed It directs him to have a director of Mr. RIVERS. I think it is. It j é 
ves Sede 4 mir oat > a ar medicine from the Medical Corps, who | tainly in the hearings. I may st 
upon it ‘approval by the President. : shall be in charge of all things medical. | the gentleman from New York tl 


With the following committee amend- 
ment: 





Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert 
That the Secretary of the Navy shall within 
6 months after the date of enactment of 
this act reorganize the Bureau of Medicine 
ind Surgery in accordance with the provi- 
sions hereol. 
Sec. 2. The functions of the Medical Corps 
nd those of the Dental Corps shall each be 
defined and prescribed by regulations of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and each such corps 
hall have a director, who shall be responsible 
to the Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery 
Sec. 3. An officer of the Medical Corps of 

the Navy shall be detailed as the Director of 
the Medical Corps, and an officer of the Den- 
tal Corps of the Navy shall be detailed as 
the Director of the Dental Corps. Such offi- 
cers, while so serving, shall have the rank, 
pay, and allowances of rear admiral. No 
provisions of this act shall be construed to 
reduce the rank or pay of any person. 

“Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Navy shall 
provide by regulations for establishing on 
ships and on shore stations dental services 


to be administered under the senior dental 
cfficer who shall be responsible directly 
the commanding officer of such ship or shore 
for all professional, technical, 
inistrative ma 


to 


station and 


tters in connection there- 





with 

“Sec. 5. The S of the Navy shall 
provide by regulations for a suitable number 
of dental technicians of appropriate ratings 
and ranks, and for their training, detail, re- 
tention, supervision, and direction by appro- 
priate dental officers in carrying out the pro- 


isions of this act. 


cretarv 


“Sec. 6. In carrying out the provisions 
hereof, the Secretary of the Navy shall con- 


sult with the Chief of Naval Operations and 
shall not impose any administrative require- 
ments hereunder on combatant ships or in 
combatant ashore which would inter- 


areas 


fere with the proper functioning of battle 
organizations. 

“Sec. 7. All laws and parts of laws in con- 
flict herewith are hereby repealed.” 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- 
man, in view of the fact that this bill 
was reported to the House by the dis- 
tinguished member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Rivers] I now yield 15 
minutes to him. 

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Chairman, for and 
on behalf of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, we ask you to consider seriously 
and recommend that you do pass the 
bill (H. R. 4216) as it was amended and 


It also requires him to make certain 
regulations for establishing on ships and 
at shore stations, certain provisions and 
regulations of the Dental Service to be 
administered under a senior dental of- 
ficer who shall be responsible directly 
to the officer in charge of the ship or 
shore station. 

It also directs the Secretary of the 
Navy to provide by regulation for a suit- 
able number of dental technicians of ap- 
propriate ratings and ranks, and for 
their training, detail, retention, super- 
vision, and direction by appropriate den- 
tal officers in carrying out the provi- 
sions of this act. 

Wherever there may be any conflict or 
any possibility of a conflict at shore sta- 
tions or at battle stations, the Secretary 
of the Navy is required, under the provi- 
sions of this act, to consult with the 
Chief of Naval Operations, so that there 
can be no possible conflict aboard ship 
or shore with the doctor, who is an 
M. D., and a dentist, who is a member of 
the Dental Corps. 

The Dental Corps was established in 
1912 when there were some 30 dentists 
in the Navy. It was seen fit then to 
make dentists completely subservient to 
the Medical Corps of the Navy. As the 
30-odd years intervening have come and 
gone, we have 6,200 dentists in the 
Navy. The organization has grown so 
complex that it is impossible, from the 
standpoint of morale and other smooth 
running, that 6,200 dentists of the Navy 
be subordinate to the medical officers. 

I make this point plain to you. Under 
the prevailing practice of the Navy to- 
day, a dentist, regardless of the stripes 
on his sleeve or his rating, takes his or- 
ders from an M. D. regardless of the 
stripes on the arm of the M. D. This 
is a serious blow to the morale of the 
Navy, because all military rank is an 
important factor in morale. 

Our committee, after numerous days 


of hearings, decided to report this bill | 


out for the good of the Navy, for the 
morale of the Navy, and for the con- 








tinued progress of this profession which 
is contributing such great things to this 
war effort. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIVERS. I yield. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Can the gentle- 
man state what attitude, if any, the | 


which the Secretary of the Navy op- 
posed was the original bill as 
drafted by me, and which the com: 

has rewritten and presented to 
House as this amended bill now 

you. I may say to the gentlem 

New York further, the report wh 
Secretary of the Navy sent to ow ‘ 
mittee was written by an M. D., and) 
dentist. Seventy thousand dentis 
this country are clamoring for t! 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have n 
they are. The pharmacists will b: 

Mr. RIVERS. The pharmacist 
be next. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Absolutely 

Mr. RIVERS. I will say this 
gentleman if he will pay attention. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am payi - 
tention. 

Mr. RIVERS. The Surgeon General 
of the Navy and I have been worki! } 
proposed legislation designed to improve 
the pharmacy set-up in the Navy. I 
am advised by Admiral McIntire that 
recommendations are now complete i 
that they have been approved by 
Bureau of the Budget and are now be! 
the Judge Advocate General of the N 
for the purpose of ironing out cert 
legal matters. I have not seen the lat 
draft of the bill made by the Surgeon 
General but I believe that I will intro- 
duce it in its present form. The Svr- 
geon General is cognizant that the phar- 
macy set-up of the Navy needs revisicn 
and I certainly propose to assist him in 
improving this magnificent servic: 
Pharmacy has made an astronomical 
contribution to the war effort. This 
suggested change will be introduced as 
soon as the new Congress convenes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RIVERS. Gladly. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Under the revised bi! 
the head of the Bureau of Medicine an 
Surgery remains the head of the Dent 
Corps, the same as he is the head over 
the Medical Corps; is that correct? 
With that language in there, it is my 
understanding the objection of the Navy 
Department was removed. 

Mr. RIVERS. I may say to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri that my original 
bill did not take it from the Surgeon 
General. He oppose it on other 
grounds, but we made certain that the 
Surgeon General would remain in charge 
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all matters pe! 


taining to the public 
h of the Nvy, and this bill does not 
anvwise renove the Surgeon General 

5 head «f naval dentistry. With 

iis redraft ofthe bill—and the commit- 

labored or it many days—I cdo not 

anybdy can conscientiously op- 

pose its pass:ge. The bill was reported 

ut by the conmittee by a vote of 21 to 2 
ifter extensve hearings, 

Mr. BREHM. Is it not true th: 
it Bethesdathis procedure is being prac- 
ticed with mtire satisfaction? 

Mr. RIVIRS. I was going to come to 
that. I am delighted the gentleman 
rought tlat up. What this bill recom- 
mends is tle procedure that is being fol- 

d at -he Bethesda Medical Center 
it the present time. The present presi- 
ent of tre American Dental Association, 
vho haprens to be a captain in the Navy, 
appeared for the amendment. Another 
captain n the Navy appeared for the bill 
in oppoition to the Surgeon General. 
And thei Admiral Lyle of the Navy, who 
is suppesed to be the head of naval den- 
aopeared for this bill in opposition 
» the Surgeon General of the Navy. 
verything went along fine. We did not 
ive ac<nockK-down-drag-out fight. They 
ecognzed that this bill would improve 
conditions in the Navy. They have a 
fine orzanization that has made tremen- 

srides in the last 30-odd years. We 
committee feel you will be aiding 
very much to seriously and favor- 
onsider the recommendation we 


} 
the 


it LOGAY 


trv 
louly 


t 
t 
I 
] 
I 


dous 
of the 
them 
ably 
make 

Mr BREHM. 
genteman yield? 

M:. RIVERS. I yield. 

NM. BREHM. Wil! the gentleman just 
tak: time to read section 6? It is very 
brif; or, if you will pardon me, I will 
reid it. 

Mr. RIVERS. I shall be pleased to 
hive the gentleman read it. 

Mr. BREHM. It reads as follows: 
Sec. 6.In_ carrying the provi 
lereof Secretary Navy shall con- 
Chief of Naval Operations and 
impose any administrative require- 
mbatant 
areas which 
le proper functioni 


Mr. Chairman, will the 


out 
of the 


sions 
the 
ult with the 
hall not 
ments hereunder 


combatant 


on ¢ hips or in 
would inter- 


ng of battle or- 


ashore 
fere with tl 
ganizations 


That is the amendment which the 
Navy insisted go in there. When that 
was inserted, all objections to the bill 
were removed. 

Why should the dentists 
orders from a medical officer? 
when most dentists know more about 
medicine than most doctors do about 
dentistry? I can finish medicine in 18 
months myself. Furthermore, let me 
call attention to the fact that during the 
present war 80 dentists have been killed 
and 31 are missing or captured; so we are 
certainly on the job; and we are a capa- 
ble and competent body judged either by 
education, experience, or patriotism, and 
fully capable of carrying on the func- 
tions of the dental profession in either 
the Army or the Navy. 

I want to thank you, Mr. Breum, for 
your fine contribution to this debate. I 
can state to the House that I know of no 
man in Congress who has done more for 


take their 
Especially 
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the dental profession than have you 
Your untiring effor n helping me bring 
this bill to the attention of the Members 
of the House will always be a source of 
my profound gratitude 

Mrs. RCGERS of Massachus¢ 
the gentleman yield 

Mr. RIVERS 


orte i 
S54 


IVERS. I yield to the g e- 

woman from Massachu S 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
did not realize there was really any ob- 
jection to the bill; I thought it was unan- 





imcusly supported. There is noihing 
more important to the health of a man 
than proper dental work, not only 
comfort but for health. 

Mr. RIVERS. I prefer not to d 
the reasons for the cbjection to the bill 
but I can state to the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts that after we cleared the 


way of the real objection, there were none 


scuss 


Mrs ROGERS of 
After all, this bill is an 
the best dentists to go into the service. 

Mr. RIVERS. I can say to the ge 
woman from Massachusetts that the 
dentists in the Navy are now as well 
satisfied as they will be if we pass this 
bill. The dentists are a little resentful 
of having to go through an M. D. every 
want something or need some- 
thing. We found instances where dental 
cfficers had to go through an M. D. to 
get an O. K. to grant leave to one of his 
subordinates. They even have to get 


Massachusett 
inducement to 
ntle 


not 


“ 4? 
time they 


an 
M. D.’s O. K. on the very material the 
Gentist uses. They are perfectly com- 


petent to handle such things themselve 

There are many many fine features to 
this bill and I call them to your atten- 
tion. They are: 

As head of the dental department the 
commanding dental officer would have 
cognizance, now denied him, as follows: 

(a) He would be directly responsible 
to the commanding officer for the admin- 
istration of the dental service under his 
command. This is now denied him 

(b) He would participate in heads of 
departments conferences called by the 
commanding officer or the executive of- 
ficer where he could present the dental 


situation clearly and concisely in the 
presence of other heads of departments 
and therevy deveiop a better understand- 


ing and cooperation. This 
him. 

(c) He could contact the comms 
officer directly with any dental problem 
which might arise, thereby presenting his 
case as he sees it to an officer trained 
and capable in administration with a 
broad point of view concerning the com- 
fort, welfare, and efficiency of his per- 
sonnel. This is now denied him 

(d) He would recommend directly to 
the commanding officer or the executive 
officer concerning improvements and re- 
quirements of the dental clinics and other 
spaces assigned to the dental 
This is now denied him. 

He would submit requisitions for 
dental equipment and supplies and be re- 


is now denied 


activity 
aclulVILy. 


(e) 


sponsible for all property accounting, 
maintenance and care of dental prop- 
erty. He would determine the amounts 


of supplies required and maintain a 


proper kalance for economical and ef- | 
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him 

f) H wou x é S vn ‘i 
ment t m¢ 
rani ( < yu ’ ”) ‘ 
end t { ite I mil De 

ed d d } l 
nda n m inec H | 
n ¢ i 
ies conaut i rsc } i 
now denied } 
} He W I e co plete ¢ of 
I nnel d ( 
I ment which \ per! him to 1 
such } onnel to iavan 
W hout le r ol ur n tror ( 1 
ser\ Lea\ ind liberty 
recommendations for promotio1 nd 
punishment for minor offenses emong 
dental p onne] 1 be } d | ! 

‘nior dental officer a tation require- 
men permit and as performance war- 
ran This now aenier in 

Lhe com) t wel into lis thine 
very thoroughly and e gentlewoman 
may k n I mber of the committe 
if s is not satisfied that this i: t 

od of the se: e 

Mr. Chai. i there are 18000 on ‘ 
Surgeon General's ff as of the p n 
til Sixty-two hundred of tl are 
dentist over one-third in 6 209, 
! ardless of rank, under the prevailirg 
practices, are subservient to the M. D 
That is not good for the morale of the 
Navy, it is not good to permit that prac- 
tice to continue and we are asking you 
to change it. 

This is for the d of th I Of 
that we are convinced I introduced 
this bill back in February and I am con- 
fident you will be doing a rvice to the 
war effort and a service to many people 
who ha patriot ' n and € 
giving their servi at great financial 
loss, to the war effort It i urprising 
to learn the rvices which the den 3 
have given the Government in the war 
effort All anesthet re 


tered by the dentists Last night I lis- 


tened to a broadcast and it was stated 
t} 


> ccentatir 
vepresentatllyv 


hat a hundred years azo a felle by tl 
name of Wells was the first man to ad- 
minister an anesthesia for the extrac- 
tion of a tooth. Of course, he was a 
aen 

The I dot eat job in our wor 
effort and a f the N ( 
If you } this | j vill be reward- 
l them aq tell { “You f 
de 1 good job W ly let you go 
backward We will help you to ») for- 
ward.” I hope thi 1! will be seriou 
considered and p d 

The CHAIRMAN. The time cf t 
gentleman h expired 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield myself 15 minutes and I ask 
unanimous consent to sy k out of ord 

The CHAIRMAN Is there objection 
to the requs t of t! ent 
Georgia |Mr. VINSON 

There was no cbj 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. ¢ - 
man, the } ion Pol 7 

f the Vi Pp lent 


Speaker, ar re i the 
Cabinet be I i for 20 
vears. ( I 1 in 
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1925, when tt alaries of Senators and 
Memb were reised from $7,500 to 
$10,000—an increase of one-third. The 
li increase previous to that occurred in 
1907—13 years earlier—when such sal- 
aries were raised from $5,000 to $7,500— 
an increase of 50 percent. 

The salaries of the Vice President, 
Speaker, and members of the Cabinet 
were increased from $12,000 to $15,000 in 
1925—an increa: of 25 percent—but 
have not been increased since. 

The salary of the President of the 


United States was fixed at $75,000 a year 

in 1909, having been raised from 

$50,000—an increase of 50 percent. 
When the salary of the President was 


fixed at $75.000 a year in 1909, it was 
not subject to tax either under Federal 
or State law. Under the Revenue Act 


of 1932, it was provided that the salary 
of Presidents taking office after June 6, 


1932, should be subject to Federal in- 
come tax, and I quote from that act: 

All acts fixing the compensation of such 
Presidents * * * are hereby amended 
accordingly. 


Thus in 1932 the salary of the Presi- 
dent was actually reduced, and has been 


further reduced every time the income 
tax rates have been increased. At the 
present time the Federal] tax on the 


President’s salary is approximately $48,- 
000. When the Public Salary Tax Act 
1939 was enacted, the salary of the 
President was also made subject to State 
income tax. Thus the real salary for 
this great office of President of the 
United States has been actually reduced 
from $75,000 in 1932, to less than $27,000 
at the present time. 

I have today introduced a bill pro- 
viding for a salary of $100,000 a year for 
the President, $20,000 a year for the Vice 
President, Speaker, and members of the 
President’s Cabinet, and $15,000 a year 
for Members of the Congress. 

The salaries of Members of Congress 
have, of course, been subject to Federal 
income tax ever since the income tax 
has been in effect. But the effect of an 
increasing tax rate on a person whose 
salary is fixed by law is too often not 
fully appreciated. When the salary of 
Members was increased to $10,000 in 1925, 
the tax which the Member had to pay 
on that $10,000, if he was married with 
no dependents, was approximately $220. 
At the present time the salary is still 
$10,000, but the Federal tax on that same 
Member is apprcximately $2,500. In ad- 
dition the Member is subject to State 
income taxes by reason of the Public 
Salary Tax Act of 1939. 

The case tor a consideration of the 
adequacy of the compensation of the of- 
ficials specified proceeds from several 
standpoints. First and foremost, What 
is the job worth, considering its duties 
and responsibilities? Second, if the job 
is worth more than the salary presently 
attached to it, should the fact that the 
country is at war act as a bar to paying 
what it is worth? 

Taking up the various officers men- 
tioned, one by one, the office of President 
of the United States is now the most 
powerful and most responsible office in 
the entire worid. And yet the saiary at- 


of 


| 








tached to that office is less than that re- 
ceived by many vice presidents and as- 
sistant vice presidents of private banks 
and industrial concerns. It is much less 
than the yearly earnings of Frank Sina- 
tra. Many lawyers, doctors, and other 
professional people, whose names I dare- 
say would not be recognized by a single 
Member of this House, unless it be the 
Member from the same Gistrict, receive 
more than $75,000 a year. Read the 
names and salaries released from time 
to time by the Treasury Department of 


those who reported salaries in excess of 
$75,000. I do not wish to criticize any 
of those salaries, although some of us 


here may believe them to be too high and 
so state at the proper time. I mention 
them merely to indicate that in com- 
parison with policymaking positions out- 
side of the Government, the present sal- 
ary attached to the great office of Presi- 
dent of the United States is meager. 

The two next highest offices in the 
United States are those of Vice President 
and Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, and what is their salary? Fifteen 
thousand dollars a year, which is $10,000 
less than that paid to the mayor of New 
York City. The Cabinet members, those 
whose duty it is to advise the President 
on all of the matters coming within the 
jurisdiction of their respective depart- 
ments, and give the best advice thereon 
that it is possible to secure, likewise are 
paid a mere $15,000 a year. I would 
venture to say that in every town in the 
United States having a population of 
10,000 or so persons there are many 
people whose capabilities and responsi- 
bilities command $15,000 a year. 

Coming to the Congress itself, as I 
previously stated, in 1909, the salary was 
raised from $5,000 to $7,500 a year. It 
remained at $7,500 until 1925, when it 
was increased to $10,000 a year. At that 
time Congress met in December, ad- 
journed usually in June, and every sec- 
ond year had the short session from De- 
cember to the succeeding March, and 
then adjourned until the following De- 
cember. Since that time not only has 
the “lame duck” amendment become 
part of the Constitution, doing away 
with the short session, but the duties 
and responsibilities of the Congress have 
immeasurably increased. In recent 
years the Federal Government, both leg- 
islatively and administratively, has 
greatly increased the scope of its activ- 
ities. New economic and social prob- 
lems, having vast implications and far- 
reaching consequences, have demanded 
solution by the Federal Government. At 
this very moment the role of leadership 
in world affairs which the United States 
is destined to assume at the conclusion 
of the present war will call for the solu- 
tion, both by the Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive, of tremendous new problems. 

Thus we come to the main question: 
In view of these tremendous new re- 
sponsibilities and duties and the neces- 
sity of securing the best brains that can 
be found to undertake them, what are 
these officers worth? 

What kind of a Congress do you want? 
What kind of a Congress do your con- 
stituents want? Do they want a Con- 
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gress whose ability ani dignity is 


to that of the other two branches o 
Federal Government—a Congress \ 
commands the respect, not only of 
own people but that oi people all 
the world? In my opinion, the kir 
Congress which our pecple are ent 
to have is a Congress ccmposed of 
who are willing to come Imre at soms 
sonal sacrifice in order t) render ; 
service, and we should fix the salary 
point where we do not make the s 
fice too great to attract thet kind o! 

The sacrifice now is entirely too : 
When a new Member come; here, h 
to come here for a number of terms 
ideal of effective public service is t 
realized—and when he comes he 
all of his professional or business < 
nections. In order to remain in Con 
he must conduct a campaign every 2 
years, and if his district is at all doub*- 
ful that is an expensive proposit 
Then he must live in Washington, \ 
the cost of living is extremely high. 
kind of man we want will not come 
and live according to a standard of li\ 
to which he and his family are not accus- 
tomed, sacrifice his business future, 
abandon his natural desire to « 
enough to put aside a sum to ‘take 
of his family when he dies. 

The cost of the increase proposed 
the bill I have introduced is sma‘l—ab 
$3,000,000 a year. The cost to each per- 
son in the United States per yea 
approximately 2%j9 cents. But even 
the cost were substantially larger, in 
opinion, it is false economy to pay inade- 
quate salaries and force the kind of man 
we want in Congress to either remain 
private life or, having been elected 
office, to renounce it as a finan 
burden. 

As I have previously stated, the i 
is not a personal issue. The issue is 
the job is worth. If my constituents 
not think I am worth the $15,090 a y 
which my bill provides, they will fi 
someone else to send here in my pk 
who is worth that sum. 

We come now to the next question— 
If the several offices mentioned a 
worth the salaries I have proposed 
should the fact that the country is at 
war and that wage and salary control 
have been imposed be a bar to making 
the proposed increases? 

There is certainly no reason why an 
adjustment should not be made becau 
of the effect thereof on the nation 
economy and finances. As I hai 
already stated, the gross annual cost 
only about $3,000,000 or 2%i9 cents f 
each person in the United States. Th 
number of persons involved is only 546— 
that is, the President, Vice President, 435 
Members of the House, 2 Delegates, 1 
Resident Commissioner, and 96 Senators 
The adjustment involving such a small 
annual cost and so few persons would 
have no effect whatever on the national 
scheme of wage or salary controls. The 
existing controls have no application, 
and should have none, to salaries or 
wages definitely fixed by law. If they 
did Congress and the Executive would 
be presuming to prevent the legislature 
of a sovereign State from increasing the 
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compensation of its governor, or presum- 
1g to debar a future Congress from pro- 
viding higher compensation for such 
nublic offices as it saw fit, even where 
‘t could be shown that an increase was 
absolutely essential in the interests of 
yd government. Any other conclu- 
ion would mean that Congress and the 
State legislatures were obligated on 
January 1, 1941, the base date for exist- 
ing wage and Salary controls, to enact a 
law bringing the salaries attached to 
these public Offices up to the level con- 
sistent with good government. Legisla- 
ve bodies do not work that way. An 
evil must exist over a relatively long 
period of time, the consequences of the 
evil must become clear before a legisla- 
tive body will take cognizance of it and 
take steps to correct it. This is espe- 
cially true, I may say, where the salaries 
of the Members themselves are involved, 
since they believe they will have to de- 
fend increasing their salaries as indi- 
viduals rather than to defend increasing 
the salary of an office which another 
individual may occupy tomorrow. 

But assuming what I certainly will not 
concede—that the compensation at- 
tached to high public office should be 
treated in the same fashion as wages and 
salaries fixed in the competition of the 
market place, that the relationship be- 
tween the salary of a Member of Con- 
eress and the wages and salaries of others 
as fixed in 1925 was correct, that no 
account should be taken of the greatly 
increased responsibilities of the office, 
the myriad new important social, eco- 
nomic, and international problems with 
which a Member must now deal, and the 
resulting increased expenses to the indi- 
vidual Members which have accompanied 
these greater duties and responsibili- 
ties—assuming all of this, what do we 
find? We find that other wages and sal- 
aries—those controlled by the operation 
of economic laws—have increased almost 
100 percent since 1926. According to the 
Bureau of Labor statistics, the wage 
rates in the manufacturing and mining 
industries, and in railroads, increased 
rom an average of 57 cents an hour in 
1926, to $1.01 an hour in August of this 
vear, 1944. At the same time the aver- 
age weekly wage increased from $25 to 
$45.96. Other wages and salaries have 
increased correspondingly—some to a 
much greater extent. 

Making a further comparison, what 
are the salaries of other offices in the 
Federal Government? Members of the 
Supreme Court receive $20,000 a year, 
and United States circuit court judges 
receive $12,500. Justices of the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals and of the 
Court of Claims receive $12,500 each. 
Judges of United States district courts 
and other special United States courts 
receive $10,000 each. 

Salaries in the executive branch of the 
Government have been increased under 
the Classification Act of 1923 and the 
subsequent amendments. Heads of large 
bureaus, who in 1925 vere receiving 
$6.009 almost uniformly, now receive 
$9.000 and many receive $10,000, in ad- 
dition to the 21.6 percent increase on the 
first $2,900 of their salary—approxi- 





mately $625—granted in the War Over- 
time Pay Act. 

An illustrative list of executive sala- 
ries, established since 1925, is as follows: 








Six administrative assistants to the 
President, $10,000 each 

Members of the Social Security Board, 
$10,000 each. 

Administrator of the Federal Security 


Agency, $12,009. 

Administrator of the Federal Works 
Agency, $12,000. 

Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
$12,000. 

Comptroller General, $12,000 

Chairman, War Production Boa 
$15.000. 

Director of War Mobilization and Re- 
conversion, $15,000. 

Surplus Property Board, $12,000. 

Director of Contract Settlement 
$12,000. 

Price Administrator, $12,000 

Director of Economic Stabilization, 
$15,000. 

Director, Office of War Information, 
$12,000. 

Director, Office of Defense Transpor- 
tation, $12,000. 

The above list of salaries indicates 
that salaries of Members of Congress 
have not kept pace with the tendency for 
better salaries in the administrative end 
of the Government. 

The position of Congress as a coordi- 
nate branch of our tripartite branch 
government is too often not appreciated 
fully. Senators and Representatives are 
the direct representatives of the people 
of the entire Nation in enacting the laws 
which formulate the policies and pro- 
vide the administrative machinery for 
the greatest nation on earth. The 
United States is destined for a role of 
leadership in world affairs from now on 
not less in importance and influence 
than that ever exercised by any single 
nation in the history of the world. This 
is true not only from the standpoint of 
policy in foreign affairs but equally as 
weighty in domestic affairs. For upon 
the rapidity and soundness of our post 
war policy in foreign and domestic affairs 
very largely depend the peace and pros- 
perity not only of the United States it- 
self but of the rest of the world. The 
United States of all nations is in the best 
dosition to furnish an unselfish leader- 
ship. 

An indispensable factor in achieving 
and maintaining that leadership in the 
coming years will be an able and respect- 
ed Congress. Capable men who aspire to 
public service should not be deterred from 
seeking high public office because of sal- 
ary handicaps. The salary should be 
adequate to enable them fully to meet 
their domestic and personal obligations 
ind have a margin and not be in the posi- 
tion of having to serve the public at a 
sacrifice of their personal interests. Sal- 
iries of Members of Congress are not ad 
quate. They lag behind those of offices 
of far less responsibility in the executive 
branch. They have never even ap- 
proached those paid by private industry 
to policy-making officials. 

fembers should not be obliged to de- 
fend themselves for raising their own 


salaries. Embarrassing though it may be 
to the Members individually, under our 
Constitution that is the only way the 
salary attached to the office of Senator 


or Member of the House may be in 


C i A sustained public op 1 

sn demand that the sa be raised 

t ( comm Irate v } n} - 
( oli na the I qa to att 





C ible men. That is the only kind of 
men we want in Congress, and that is the 
kind of men your constituents 


i i 


are en- 
itled to. Will you deny them the oppor- 
h 


tunity to get that type of man by refusing 
tn Xx tp ar } 7 ‘ vu far he He 
Lo v< an adequate Salary for the office? 


Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 minuté 





Mr. Chairman, I wish to endorse the 
pending bill. I have lied it very care- 
fully and have tened ill the hear- 

It will in no wa with 
the efficient and proper n dmin- 
istration of the medic The 
medical officers will l] nsible 
for the complete health under 
their charge. It will, however, raise to 
the proper dignity in the Navy the dental 
prof ion, and at least begin to ap- 
proach the position that profession holds 


in civil life. I think this bill will make 
for better administration and will im- 
prove the over-all medical and dental 
service in the Navy. Dentists are the 
only class of officers today who do not 
have control of their own personne! 
This will remedy that situation 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to tl 
gentleman from Oregon | Mr. Mort 

Mr. MOTT. Mr. Chairman, I have 
been happy to observe that during the 
debate no controversy has arisen on the 
floor over this bill, which has been so 
carefully considered by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it 
be passed 

The bill should have been enacted a 
long time ago. It will fill a long-needed 
want. It will give to those splendid men 
who comprise the Dental Corps of the 
Navy the status and the consideration 
to which they re justly entitled. It 
will render even more effective what 

] 


already the most effective and the great- 
est Navy in all the world I trust the 
bill may pass without any dissenting 
votes, and I am sure it will 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the balan 





of my time 


Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I yield t 


balance of my time to the gentle man 
from Ohio |Mrs. BoLTton 
The CHAIRMAN. Th ntlewoman 


from Ohio is recognized for 19 minut 
Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, I a 


unanimous consent to proceed out of 
oraer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the ntlewoman fror 
Oni 

There was no obi¢ 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, it 
my privilege this f t i 2 mont! 

, i ne » th t eT rp 
of vi t he nd ev latil 
the ca ein nded. It 
my pl re t t orm you tl 
our me l \ I ni 
f It ternoon 
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to give you as clear a picture as I can, 
not only of the work itself but of the 
problems presented by modern warfare 
and by the limitations imposed upon 
the medical department as I see them. 

In the present organization of our 
forces there are various curious anoma- 
lies needing careful study and revision. 
Not the least of these is the actual set-up 
of the medical services. During a fairly 
recent reorganization of the Army they 
were placed under the Service of Sup- 
ply—guns, tanks, ammunition, jeeps, 
doctors, nurses, hospitals all lumped in 
together. In addition the current con- 
tagion of separate units and duplication 
has caught hold, for in addition to the 
Army Medical Corps which in the past 
had full responsibility under a Surgeon 
General, there is now a medical service 
for the Ground Forces and one for the 
Air Forces as well. Each of the present 
three are headed up by a general officer, 
and although the Army Service Forces 
post holds the title of Surgeon General 
and has the widest responsibility, yet 
the Surgeon General by reason of his 
subordinate position in the Army Service 
Forces is markedly restricted in dis- 
charging his responsibilities because of 
lack of authority. 

The result is that smooth and efficient 
functioning of our Army Medical Service 
is largely dependent upon personalities. 
In other words: were it not for the fact 
that the Surgeon General—Kirk—has 
been able to establish the best possible 
working relations with General Somer- 
vell, and were they both less capable 
than they are, the men in our Army 
would stand in serious danger of the 
possibility of being insufficiently cared 
for. 

This same dependence upon the per- 
sonality and friendliness of the A. S. F. 
general and the medical general reaches 
into the various theaters. In the Euro- 
pean theater we are fortunate indeed 
to have as courageous and fine a med- 
ical man as Gen. Paul Hawley and as 
understanding and efficient an A. G. F. 
Chief as Gen. J. C. H. Lee. I Know 
nothing of the situation in other thea- 
ters. Even under these conditions there 
are definite holes caused by this curious 
plan of organization. I tremble to 
think of the problems that might arise 
when the personalities now responsible 
change, as they probably will. 

There is little doubt in the minds of 
doctors in or out of the military service 
that the status of the Medical Depart- 
ment in the present organization of the 
United States Army is wholly unsatis- 
factory and should be changed. The 
marvel is that the Medical Department, 
handicapped as it is by faulty Army or- 
ganization, hampered as it is by medi- 
cally uninstructed line officers, has ac- 
complished so much—it could do so 
much more, 

Hospitals with their medical and 
nursing services and their problems of 
management have been familiar to me 
these many years. Let me say to you 
now that my hat is off to the command- 
ing officers and the chief nurses of our 
hospitals in England and France. Of 
course, there were some that could be 


improved; of course, there are problems. 
But the mine run of those hospitals, the 
standard of care given our men, is in- 
credibly good. There is just one thing 
that counts, one thing that matters and 
that is, G. I. Joe. 

A great deal is being said at the mo- 
ment about the need for nurses and a 
campaign has been launched for the 
recruitment of an additional 10,000 to 
make up an over-all in the Army Nurse 
Corps of 50,000 for which the Medical 
Department originally asked. 

In order to staff new units necessary 
abroad Army hospitals here in the 
United States are being shorn down to 
bone and below and some units are being 
sent over without nurses to be staffed 
by those culled from the hospitals over- 
seas. Had those in authority over the 
Medical Department permitted the 50,- 
000 ceiling asked for originally instead 
of stopping recruitment when 40,000 
were secured, which was just at the time 
when the recruitment program was 
bringing out the nurses, we should not 
be in our present predicament. But 
everything is being done to tell the story 
vividly to those nurses who are qualified 
for immediate Army and Navy services. 
Nurses have never failed to respond to 
need, they will not do so now. 

When the nurse ceiling was placed at 
40.000 the T. O.’s—tables of organiza- 
tion—were changed. From that time on 
general hospitals of 1,000 beds were given 
a maximum of 83 nurses, 32 doctors, 450 
corpsmen, and at the same time they 
were given an expansion of 500 beds. 
Regular general hospitals of 1,500 beds 
have a maximum of 125 nurses, 39 doc- 
tors, 562 corpsmen. Larger hospitals— 
of 2,000 beds—have a T. O. of 166 nurses, 
44 doctors, 641 corpsmen. Boiled down 
and related to the problems created by 
the subservience of the Army Medical 
Corps to the A. S. F. whose’ officials are 
ignorant of medical needs this means 
that whereas the Surgeon General asked 
for enough nurses to have cne nurse to 
10 beds in the European theater—which 
was a real compromise, as good nursing 
is difficult when the ratio is more than 
1 to 6, he was granted 1 to 12, and most 
of the Army hospitals in this country are 
functioning on a schedule of 1 to more 
than 25, though this is supplemented by 
aides and technicians, so it is not as bad 
as it sounds. 

Let me break down the nursing situa- 
tion still further so that you will be able 
to appreciate more vividly what this 
means. 

Every hospital must have a head nurse 
and her assistant, a day and night op- 
erating room staff varying in size de- 
termined by the type of casualties, a 
night staff, a day staff, with certain 
specialty nurses such as one devoting 
full time day and night giving penicil- 
lin—the accuracy of time-spacing of dos- 
age is essential to treatment. As this 
works out in the average overseas gen- 
eral hospital there are about 50 nurses 
on the day staff. 

Now go into the wards with me for a 
few minutes. I spent not hours and 


days in these wards, but literally weeks. 
Let us take one of many wards where 
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the men have cord and nerve injur 
Partial or complete paralysis means im. 
mobility and danger of bed sors 
pneumonia unless they are turned 
rubbed every two hours by day a2: 
every four hours at night. Ths n 
are largely on tidal drainage and : 
of them have multiple wounds. § 
have amputations and many, bh: 
bones. It takes three and four 

to turn these men over and turn ¢ 
back. Corpsmen with their 
trained strength are indispensab) 
tors in such a ward, just as they a: 
dispensable at every point from th 
line back. 

Go into another group of ward 
me where the majority of c 
burns, severe burns that wou 
meant death or complete disfig: 
before the day of sulfas, ps 
vaseline gauze, saline baths and 
surgery. Often there are 15 b 
burns or more in one ward. T! 
tub treatment takes from 2 to 
and requires the help of corpsn 
often several nurses as well. H 
ever seen a man who has been 
burned relax under the warmth 
treatment? Have you ever seen t 
of pain he tries to hide leave h 
Have you ever wiped away the 1 
relief that ran down his cheeks? 
had, you would be as determine 
am that no curtailing of the 
overtaxed personnel of our Arm: 
pitals in the European theater s! 
permitted because the fierceness 
present campaigns forces us to 
new hospital units in that area w 
without adequate staffs. 

We have a magnificent medical . 
ice in England and on the far sho 
France and beyond is termed over t! 
both for the immediate emergency 
and for the rebuilding of torn and br« 
bodies and minds. Miracles are 
pening daily, miracles brought abou 
science and by our increased und 
standing of the need and possibility 
the human body and mind. Sucl 
service does not just happen—it is 
result of the most careful planning f 
lowed by practice and a little of the tr 
and error method as there were f 
precedents to follow. We should be ever- 
lastingly grateful to the men who had thr 
vision to give us fluidity, mobility, in « 
medical services. We have front 1 
dressing stations where emergencies : 
cared for; field hospitals and clear 
stations with a small staff in tents with 
out floors; evacuation hospitals able to 
bed from 400 to 750 also in tent 
tion hospitals of from 250 to possibly 990 
beds; and the large general hospitals oi 
from 1,000 to 2,000 beds housed in hos- 
pital buildings given over by the Eng- 
lish, nisson huts, tents, or a combination 
of all three. On the Continent it 
much the same. Planes, ground ambu 
lances, hospital trains, hospital ships anc 
LST’s are the lines of communication 
I have been in them all. I have watchec 
them at work. 

Tent hospitals are amazingly com- 
fortable, though they present a problem 
in bad weather. Some of the C. O.’s, 
faced with rain, were most ingenious 1n 
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way they laced the units together, 
sletely protecting the patients from 
ure to the elements going between 
is and surgery or treatment tents. 
round stoves supplied are easy to 
iace and give out the most amazing 
unt of heat. Ambulatory patients 
take upon themselves the job of 
ing the fire going without wasting 
Tents do present a problem at this 

of year from the lighting angle. 
e hospitals have their own little light 

i power plants and the current is 
very strong. X-ray and surgery 
separate units, so that there may 
steady current for the X-ray 
certainty light in the surgery. 
‘al tents are lined with white— 
ets fastened together if no heavier 
erial is available—to reflect the light 
i insure a greater amount of protec- 
Corpsmen and doctors vie with 

1 other to produce shelves and cup- 
rds for supplies, though there is, of 
e, certain standard equipment 





e 
Ol 


*h is simple, practical, and readily 
able. All three of these points are 
ntial 

Nisson huts adapt themselves excel- 


ly for hospital purposes. They are 
rounded corrugated iron str 
h, on the outside, give the m« 
ing picture. 


n I saw I 


uctures 
t de- 
The first such installa- 
almost cried aloud. But 
moment I stepped inside all was 
nged. Light green or bright yellow 
t made all the difference. As a 
ter of fact, they lend themselves to 
sorts of subdividing, which makes 
adaptable to every kind of hos- 
pital need. Many of our station and gen- 
| hospitals are built of brick on the 
same plan as those in our camps here. 
The miles and miles of covered platforms 
and corridors present a definite problem 
in time and fatigue, but that is the pres- 
plan and one must make the best of 
tnem., 
Equipment is excellent, some of which 
upplied by the British in England, 
X-ray machines and such. It may be 
prejudice, but our people very much 
er our own. 
is we went into France, beginning 
h Cherbourg, then Rennes, and so 
th, in addition to setting ourselves up 
in tents, we took over hospital buildings. 
What we found there of filth and horror 
ymething others than myself can tell 
1. I mention it because the first in- 
ning hospital units had to contend 
ith a truly terrible experience of cleans- 
The glimpse I had gave me a lib- 
1 education in the degradation possi- 
to men. For the first time I learned 
» meaning of such words as filth and 
ench—with which our men and women 
have had to become so well acquainted. 
But in addition to filth of every sort, 
in some hospitals the Germans left be- 
hind them elaborate equipment they had 
not time to take with them, lifting out 
core, hoping to make it completely 
useless to us, certainly giving us the re- 
pair problem. One field X-ray unit I saw 
was intact. It packed into trunks smaller 
than those we use and my memory of it 
is that it was more powerful. 
XC——586 


4 


+ 


wne 


| 


Wherever we can turn back part or all 
of a hospital to the French we do so. It 
means, of course, that we must give them 
precious drugs, for they have nothing. 
They are deeply grateful. 

On Friday, December 8, I inserted into 





the Appendix an address of the Deputy 
Surgeon General giving a more detailed 
account of the procedures for the 
wounded than I have time for. I as- 
sume, however, that you know that a man 
is picked up in most instances almost 
immediately after he has been hit by the 
incomparably courageous Medical Corps 
nen, given shock treatment and plasma 


iry, the soldier is carried to the 
field station, where a surgeon with a 
nurse does the emergency job and send 
him on. One of the great factors in 
keeping our ca 


( 
this prompt attenti 
evacuation. Whene' 





ible the air rvices have made av: 
able to the Medical Service such ship 
they could spare. I talked with many 


lads in England who were in beds there 


within from 5 to 8 hours after they were 

hit. Thousands and thousands of men 

are alive today because of these planes. 
But planes have not always been fre 


for medical use. Unfortunately, when a 
very simple plan for the modernizing of 
Field Medical Service by adding a small 
air ambulance corps w 

the hierarchy al ye 
not allowed. The value 
evacuation of the 


as submitted to 
sevel ars ago, lt was 
in lives of air 
wounded has been so 
clearly demonstrated that one cannot 
but regret somewhat passionately the 
inability of those in authority to envisage 
the needs of a modern evacuation 
and so failed to grant the request. 
I had a vid 


iS 


ervice 


very vi demonstration 


of 


what the lack of such an air service can 
do one night in France. It was in a 
holding hospital—tents on the bare 
ground and no beds or cots, only litters 


Air evacuation had been 
movable patients were 


ing, 


ordered, all 
ready and wait- 
and additional patients were being 
brought in from hospitals being emptied 
to be moved up nearer the front. As 
ambulance after ambulance discharged 
its load the tent space grew more and 
more restricted. Toward midnight we 
were putting the stretchers so close to- 
gether that there was only the smallest 
margin of space between every other 
litter. The men were tired, many of 
them having been shifted from place to 
place a number of times in 2 or 3 days. 
Many needed to have dressings changed, 
some were due for amputations, and so 
forth. Isat along time with an athlete, 
watching with him while his leg turned 
black. I shall not forget those 
Rows of operating tables were going all 
night long; men slept, men lay awake, 
men were delirious; most of them were 
in pain, all waited forthe air. Andthere 
was no air. We let them think it was 
weather, but we knew that those few 
planes that would have made such a dif- 
ference to those men—we knew they had 
been swallowed up by the service to 
which they belonged to await orders at 
another place. An air ambulance corps, 
planes that the medical service could 
count on, barring weather, is one of the 


hours. 
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vital needs of 
modern war all ov 
Wounds are not 


some 


a modern army fighting 
er the world 
always of the b 
of the most difficult to deal with are 
of the mind, and no two such are ailil 





no two respond equally to the same - 
ment. The psychiatry needed is but 
being born. It must do what it can by 
the trial and error way, tl e 1s I 

precedent But a few methods are 

used that a bringing excellent 1 ilts 


who is ov 


The need of the man 
bv 


battle exhaustion is sleep—and he 
ts it, mostly with drugs. Then fol- 
lows a shock procedure usually with in- 
llin. T propo! n of cures especially 
near the front is an ig T} longer 
t elay be treatment the 

I é he | tion of cul 


chief nu 


Fran ! se stepped into th 
neuropsychiatric tent on our way to me 
She came out radiant telling me that a 
man who had been very ! 1 shat d 
the day b re had greeted her with 
“Good mornil Capt list e me- 
thing I can do to help today? 

This was very different from some of 
the wards I had seen in E ind where 
the men were t! lly unlike them- 
selves, I u im ( ! h 
even there the men in ¢ he - 
ful that m¢ r ht 1 ver ffic ly 
to lead cor live I y effort 
is being made to he \ method 
used. I was pa ] é d with 
the attitude of certain of the N. P. medi 
cos. They were so determined that their 
patients should find their way back into 
life, so full of faith, so cha i with f 
And their commanding officers were - 
] m ) V VW 


ways, to find new method 
The Army Med 1 Corps in spi of 





the | i upon it } ile 
of th tin its way doing 
a wonderful job. Remember that it is 
charged with the | Of" A y 
first of —with a de lof i \- 


lations and other treatments that ar 
the eneral 
epidemics 

The 
small job even before they go forward. 


bases of protect 
and 


And |] me remirtd you when the Army 
goes into battle Med l ¢ I £O 
Vv tnem i! \ 1 ri - la 
Cc ’ ind a f unm ed 
since time bi } Lhe ; a on 
their helmet ometin dra the first 
fire from the enemy—that I k from 
men who were be et m, W l 
knew no bound 

As a matter of fact of « - 
ties am them » ¢ n 
been h than ( | I ( - 
ing the gt Mal n } m 
I talked in the |} 2 t m 
in words and by ir ce t r 
was high when he it 1b 
those medi corpsmen right t 
with him, ready with tour 1 plasma, 
and emergency help, ready to get him 
back to a dressing station fast. I say 
again—no more selfl rvi no m 
magnificent courage h ever been 
shown. I remind you, a that field 
dressing stations staffed with doct and 


nul 


es are rignt 
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life to the calm 


operating witn 


man owes hi 
of a surgeon 
exploding all around 


steadiness 
vith the 
him—to the nurse 


. a9 
sneus 


beside him as steady as he 

You are aware, of course, that in ad- 
dition to certain pay increases for com- 
bat duty the infantryman receives a 
combat badge. No such badge or pay 
increase hi o far been accorded these 
men who, unarmed, go into combat right 
beside the riflemen. The pay would 
mean less to them than to most men, 
but the combat badge and the bronze 
star would mean even more. Cables 
from overseas urging action granting 
them this recognition have set the wheels 
in motion. Let us hope action will be 
taken soon. 

I have given you a glimpse of two of 
the services rendered by the Army Medi- 
cal Corps—the care of health and the 
care of the wounded. Now I want to 
speak briefly of a third and very impor- 
tant function; that of rehabilitation. 
This consists of giving the man the bene- 
fit of all modern science has learned 
about wounds of body and mind. It 


consists of rebuilding tissues, of reestab- 
lishing hope and the will to live. Itisa 
tough job. 

One of the factors in 
process is physical therapy. It is to be 
deeply deplored that there are so few 
physiotherapists and that their schools 
cannot turn them out fast as they 
are needed. Theirs is a specialized train- 
ing and theirs is an extremely important 
function, far more important than used 
to be recognized. Two trained physical 
therapists are included in the personnel 
of a general hospital of a thousand beds, 
As soon as more can be trained, more 
will be used, for Army medical men know 
that it takes such knowledge to tempt 
life back into injured nerves and muscles, 
how to give men the infinitely necessary 
hope of capacity for normal living. 

I wish you could have been with me in 
the therapy rooms. Men with an arm 
or a leg in the whirling water or the 
paraffin bath. Men under lamps, men 
relaxing under expert massage, men 
working at an ankle, a knee, a hip. Men 
working painstakingly at drawn-up fin- 
gers, all working under the watchful 
trained eye of the physiotherapist. If 
you could have seen hope reborn sud- 
denly as the operator would say, “You 
have done splendidly, Joe, your hand— 
your leg, your arm—is going to be all 
right.” 

Nor is it just the men who can get to 
the therapist that have her needed help. 
Some of the most moving things I saw 
were men quite helpless in their beds 
with weights on their legs or their arms 
working life back into the injured mus- 
cles and nerves keeping other muscles 
functioning, holding off atrophy by the 
sheer grit of their own determination 
under the instruction of the physio- 
therapist. 

Another factor in the actual muscle 
rebuilding program that our wise med- 
icos are using to bring men back is the 
seemingly unplanned hand work the 
Red Cross workers supply. In British 
hospitals the hand work was entirely 
something just to pass the time; in our 


this renewal 


as 
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a buzz saw, and so forth, and the work 
of the physiotherapy and Red Cross 
worker is tied together with that of the 
doctor, so that precious time be not lost. 


A 


All these services are part of a care- 


fu thought out, coordinated program 
to return as many men as possible to 
combat duty. Those whose wounds heal 
in a reasonable time are sent to rehabili- 
tation hospitals for a _ reconditioning 
process, They begin in Company 4 with 
massage, therapy, scientifically applied 


exercises and progress through 3 to 2 and 
1 until the day when they take their final 
physical tests and go back to combat 
duty, hard as nails and fit as fiddles. 

Let us not forget, however, that the 
Army medical service is concerned not 

ly with the men that can be returned 
combat duty or to limited service 
with the forces but also with those not 
so fortunate, whose wounds have unfitted 
them for combat or even limited service, 
but who have long years of life before 
them, life which must be made as con- 
structive and normal as may be. 

I could spend another half hour telling 
you of the wonderful work being done 
in our overseas units in this area of our 
Army medical service; there is so much 
to tell. Just as the speed in immediate 
emergency care and air evacuation has 
saved thousands of lives, so the imme- 
diacy of intelligent handling of muscles 
and nerves, and the immediate under- 
standing of shocked minds is saving 
thousands of men for fine, normal living 
in spite of inevitable handicap. I am 
not referring entirely to the men whose 
minds and nerves have been broken 
either temporarily or permanently, of 
whom I have already spoken. I am re- 
ferring to any man whose wounds pre- 
vent his return to combat. No matter 
what his background, no matter what his 
wound, no matter what his courage, 
every man in hospital goes through a 
period of fear, fear of the future, fear of 
himself, fear of the reaction of those he 
loves, fear of life itself. Understanding 
must be given him, and we can be deeply 
grateful that the understanding of the 
doctors and nurses and of all who con- 
tact the men in our hospitals is as great 
as it is. 

Now what of the problem of transport- 
ing our wounded back to this country, 
which has not been solved by any man- 
ner of means? Twenty-four hospital 
ships for this purpose were promised—22 
are in use—the remaining two are to be 
delivered in January and February. Un- 
fortunately these ships which were to 
have been for the transportation of the 
wounded from the battle areas to the 
United States have had to be used some- 
what differently. Most of them are in 
the Pacific where they stand offshore 
during assaults, two ships to each as- 
sault division, serving as evacuation 
hospitals. Some are being used for short 
hauls in the Mediterranean. Few are 
available for the original purpose for 
which more hospital ships are immedi- 
ately needed. 

Here again the difficulties have been 
increased by the medically uninstructed 
line officers. There was a hideous mo- 
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ment when the use of cargo Ships y 
actually contemplated, as if a wound 
man could be handled as if he were 
oxygen tank, a box of rifles, or an oil pi; 

At the moment in addition to a \ 
few hospital ships there are available f 
the return of the wounded from England 
and France: 

First. Such planes as the air sery 
can allocate to this duty from times 
time. 

Second. Certain British ships such 
the two Queens and others on which 
bid for space in competition with 
Canadians and others. 

Third. Troop’ transports most 
which are equipped with excellent lit 
hospitals. 

A few weeks ago we had about 90.000 
beds in England filled. Many of th: 
men are due to come home, as are man 
now in beds on the continent. Th 
presents a real problem. More hospit 
ships are needed now. 

I am aware that the exigencies of t! 
present campaign add to the difficulti: 
involved but I do contend, and shall con- 
tinue so to do, that the least we can d 
is to make the difficult and often fear- 
some journey home as tolerable as pos- 
sible. 

We must bring these boys of ours hon 
just as rapidly as ways can be devised 
And then what? Thousands of them 
are back in our hospitals and on our 
streets. I am not too troubled about 
the hospitals, they will do their utm« 


best. But I am troubled about every- 
thing from there out—for all the cruelty 
and inhumanity is not overseas. In- 


credible as it seems, one of our men who 
had been badly maimed, who had w 
his battle with himself and gone out to 
look for work, was accosted by a man 
who said to him, “Soldier, there ought 
to be laws to keep such men as you off 
the street!” Is that sort of thing going 
to meet other men on other street cor- 
ners? Or are we going to light the fires 
of our courage from that of our gallant 
men, smiling into their eyes no matter 
what? 

And what of us as a nation? Thos 
men of ours want one thing—norma! life 
which is dependent upon jobs, real job: 
not handouts, or W. P. A. 

These soldiers of ours have learned 
things about America they never really 
knew, that we perhaps have forgotten 
They have learned the passionate need 
a man has for freedom from regimenta- 
tion—the need he has to be himself. 
And they have learned these things in 
the school of suffering and in the school 
of fear where courage is born. They 
were an independent lot when they went 
into the Army. They want the inde- 
pendence of work in a free land without 
regimentation, without the least sug- 
gestion of dole. And they want normal 
life—homes and families. Above all, 
they want to feel needed, though many of 
them have not analyzed themselves 
enough to tell us so. 

s a nation we do need them and the 
knowledge they have learned at such 
great cost. Let us seek deeper under- 
standing from them. Above all let us 
ke careful how we set up methods gov- 
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surgeons, which are highly specialized 
ections of the medical profession, as it 
would be to set up a separate division of 


dentistry. If dentistry is to continue as 
a part of the health organization of the 
Navy, it must continue to function as a 


closely integrated part of the health or- 
ganization, that is, the Medical Depart- 


ment, instead of separately. There 
should be no splitting up and dividing 
of the responsibility for the health of 


our officers and men, and for this reason 


dental officers should come under the 
coordinating authority of medical offi- 
cers in command or senior medical offi- 


cers as do all other officers engaged in 
specialized work. 

Serious consideration should be given 
to the effect that the separation of the 
Dental Department from the Medical 
Department would have on the dental 
officers themselves, particularly aboard 
ship. The dental officer at present is an 
integral part of the Medical Department 
of a ship and, therefore, part of its battle 


organization. To set aside the dentist 
from the medical organization would 
place him in a peculiar position and 
would greatly limit his usefulness. Ie 


would become a part of the battle organ- 
ization only at such times and to such 
extent as do other laymen, such as the 
chaplains and musicians who ordinarily 
in battle are detailed to the surgeon’s 
division. 

The dental officer has had the same 
opportunity for advancement and pro- 
motion as has any other officer of the 
staff, up to the rank of rear admiral. 
Prior to the present war the Dental Corps 
was so Small that it did not justify hav- 
ing an officer of that rank. However, 
with the expansion of the Dental Corps 
during this war, legislation has recently 
been enacted which authorized the rank 
of rear admiral for the Dental Corps. 

There is another very great factor in 
this proposed reorganization which has 
not been considered by the proponents 
of the bill and for which there appears 
to be no ready solution and that is the 
fate of the enlisted personnel who would 
by section 5 of the bill be segregated 
from the other commissioned officers, 
warrant officers, and enlisted personnel 
of the Hospital Corps as to their train- 
ing, detail, retention, supervision, and 
direction by dental officers. At the pres- 
ent time there are in the Hospital Corps 
of the Navy nearly 10,000 members as- 
signed to duty in connection with dental 
services, known as dental technicians 
and dental repairmen. With the excep- 
tion of a few hundred who had received 
their dental training prior to enlistment 
or induction into the Navy, there are 
only a small number who volunteered 
for instruction leading to the qualifica- 
tion of dental technician and so, for the 
most part, it has been necessary to detail 
men for dental training. 

Enlisted personnel of the Hospital 
Corps in general are eligible for promo- 
tion to warrant and chief warrant grades 
and also to commissioned grades in the 
Hospital Corps and the opportunities for 
their advancement are about equal to the 
opportunities of enlisted men for ad- 








vancement in the line branches of the 
Navy. On the other hand, there are not 
a sufficient number of billets in dental 
work where dental technicians of war- 
rant or commissioned rank could be as- 
signed to provide an equitable flow of 
promotion from enlisted dental techni- 
cians to warrant dental technicians or 
commissioned dental technicians. At 
present such dental technician officers 
are assigned to each dental laboratory 
and other major function of the Dental 
Corps and this would seem to be the ceil- 
ing on dental officer technician billets. 
In all fairness to the enlisted personnel 
who do not volunteer for dental training, 
these men should not be denied such op- 
portunity for advancement in rating and 
for promotion to warrant or commis- 
sioned grades as is open to all other en- 
listed personnel. Yet in my opinion, the 
bill we are considering would do that 
very thing. In other words, the pas- 
sage of the bill in its present form would 
work a hardship on the enlisted per- 
sonnel of the Dental Corps in that it 
would deny to them the opportunity for 
promotion that they now have while the 
Dental Corps is an integral part of the 
Medical Corps of the Navy. 

At the present time dental technicians 
are given opportunity to return to the 
general duties of hospital corpsmen and 
it is the plan to permit these men to 
do so as replacements are trained. They 
will then be in the same position as all 
other men who are specially trained as 
technicians and will have the same op- 
portunity for advancement and promo- 
tion within the Hospital Corps. 

In all military organizations there 
must be responsible heads of divisions 
and sections. One of the chief com- 
plaints of some of the dentists and per- 
haps the principal reason for the intro- 
duction of this bill seems to be that the 
dental officers must work under a medi- 
cal officer. In my opinion and from my 
observation I believe that this system has 
worked very well in the past. It surely 
is doing well during this war emergency 
when the dental officers and the medical 
officers have been obtaining remarkable 
results when working together as a team 
in the treatment of wounds of the face, 
mouth, jaws, and throat. The dental 
officers in combat, in addition to treating 
wounds of the face and jaws, have been 
an important part of the surgical teams 
in giving anesthetics, and, when the 
wounded were coming in fast, by admin- 
istering plasma, morphine, controlling 
hemorrhage and adjusting splints and 
dressings. 

Now let me show you what this bill will 
do if enacted into law in its present form. 
It will provide for one system of admin- 
istration and operation of medical and 
dental service on combat ships or in com- 
bat areas and another system on ships 
which might be classified as noncom- 
batant or in areas not defined as battle 
areas although a noncombat area today 
might very well be a combat area tomor- 
row. However, the Navy would have one 
set of regulations governing medical 
service and dental service under combat 
conditions and another set for use before 
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and after battle. As the Navy ex 
but one purpose—battle—and as 
ganization and training is for this 
purpose, to require the utilizatior 
different organization on combat 
and in battle areas from the or 
tion in effect elsewhere in the Navy 
only result in confusion and loss 
ciency. 

During the hearings on this bi] 
testimony developed that there 
three things that the dentists did n 
under the present set-up, which y 
they were asking for the changes 
forth in the bill. These three things a; 

First. Submitting their request nd 
requisitions for stores through offic 
the Medical Corps of the Navy. T 
felt the dentists were in a better px 
to know what they should have than 
medical officers. : 

Second. Having to go to the m: 
officers to ask permission to leavs 
ship or the station or to do other thi: 

In other words, they want to be enti: 
independent of the medical department 
except at the extreme top. 

Third. Having their dental techni 
in the medical department and unde; 
medical officers. 

I want the Members of the House to 
know that staff officers command only 
shore stations. While at sea, only 
officers are in command. Inasmuch a 
staff officers do not command afloat 
board ship, shculd this bill become a law, 
the senior dental officer and the senio 
medical officer will have charge of two 
distinct and separate departments in- 
stead of one as is now the case. While 
at a hospital (take for instance the naval 
hospital here at Bethesda), under ons 
roof you will have two separate depart 
ments with separate organizations—the 
dental department and the medical de- 
partment, each operating independently 
of the other. 

Page 4 of the report states: 

As illustrative of discrimination insof 
as dentists are concerned, it was pointed 
out that the Bureau of Medicine and Su 
gery has approximately 5,400 dentists, whi 
is approximately one-third of the number 
of doctors in that Bureau but that while 
there are 13 admirals on the active list in the 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery only 1 
these is a dental officer. 


on 





Is this the fly in the ointment? If so 
it might be far better in this emergency, 
even though there is no military need for 
it, to give to the Dental Corps some ad 
ditional admirals rather than to dis 
rupt an efficient organization by estab 
lishing another department within a de- 
partment. 

In summing up, the legislation pro 
posed by the committee amendment will 
have the practical effect of establishing 
another bureau within the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery. The only con- 
nection the Dental Corps will then hav 
with the Bureau of Medicine and Surger) 
will be that it will be under the Chief of 
that Bureau. 

In other words, under this legislation 
the Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery will be serving in a dual ca- 
pacity—that is, as Chief of Medicine and 
Surgery, and as Chief of Dentistry. 
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he Navy or the Chief of Naval Opera- | miral; I would prefer to let them speak | 2 eee eee ees 
s, or whoever has that responsibility | for themselves. But from the stand- | 7p oS" ee ee a ee 





the Navy Department. | point of administration of the Bureau | *"\) edna. iia 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair- | where there is a director of medicine and Mr. COLE of New York — = 
man, will the gentleman yield? a director of dentistry each should be | Tect in that parti : 

Mr. COLE of New York. I will be glad | @n officer of the same rank, the same pay, Mr. RIVERS. It d 
to yield to the distinguished chairman of | the same allowances, but each of them | § 1 G ' 
he committee. should be junior in rank to the Chief of | ‘ It si 11 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does not the | the Bureau of Medicine and Surg who Mr. COLE of N York. T! a 
gentleman think the fly in the ointment, | under present law rank of rear | rects that they be of « lrank. I s 





and probably one of the reasons why this | admiral. not imagin the } : havi nk ¢ | 
bill is here, is the fact that they have | Mr. IZAC. Mr. Chairman, will the to th ( nti 
but one admiral in the Dental Corps? | gentleman yield? Mr. RIVERS. Why not 
As set out in the report: } Mr. COLE of New York. I yield. nior 1 


‘ 
( Yr 


) 
AGL S 


7 








OO 


My COT er y ] i 
] I ar ng to 
( 

Mr. RIV ‘a d be ¢ n- 
i 

y ] t T + 7 + ¢ 7 
of 1 D2: 
( ld h 
} ) 


6.000 nd there 
a D t 12.000 1 o1cel 
Mr. RIVEI That about right, an 
ext of 18,000 office under tl Sur- 
gcon General of t N 
Mr. IZAC I am just wondering how 
many rear admirals we had for the line 
of the Navy when the size of the officer 
cory} lo of the Navy was le than 


now. We probably 
admirals and this is 
much of a favor to 
1 rear admiral. 
agree with the gen- 
tleman. May I say that the surest way 
to amend it. If vou want 
to reward them for what they have done 
and to the record they have 
made, stick by us who have reported this 
bill I am sure you cannot go wrong. 
Twenty-one Members have asked you to 
consider this 

The CHAIRMAN. The time 
gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CoLe] to the committee amend- 
ment. 

The question was 
vision 


Porps l 
5 or 20 rear 
conterrin 
them at least 
Mr. RIVERS. I 


too 


give 


to kill a bill i 


according 


of the 


taken: and on a di- 
demanded by Mr. Coie of New 
York) there were—yeas 15, nays 67. 

So the amendment to the committee 
amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now 
recurs on the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the C 
the Speaker having 
Mr. Harris, 
of the 


+ 


ymmittee rose; and 
resumed the chair, 
Chairman of the Committee 
Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4216) to provide more efficient 
ilental care for the personnel of the 
United States Navy, pursuant to House 
Resolution 659, reported the same back 
th an amendment agreed 
Committee of the Whole. 
-FAKER. The question is 
reeing to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
EAKER. The question is on 
nent and third reading 





The SI on 


as 


of the 





ord red to be engro sed 
and time, was read the third 
ti nd | i1,and a motion to recon- 


aid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the REcorp and to include a 
letter I received from the Comptroller 
General, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to conform to the } 
( oi tl man from Mis- l ' 
) r 9. Sec 7 ine of r 
There no ol tion. Pr ct Act of 1939 is hereby am id 
MENDMENT TO SECTIONS 4, 7, AND 17 OI c) The Secretary from time 
RECLAMATION PROJECT ACT OF to the C ess ( pr 
cts negotiated pursua! 
f sul ction (a) or (b) (1) f 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask and he may execute any such cont? 
consent f the immediate half of the United States only 
consideration of the bill (S. 1782) to thereof has been given by t of ¢ 
amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of the Rec- Contracts, so approved, however 
lan on Project Act of 1939 (53 Stat nded from time t time by mut 
a . : ment and without further appr 
1187) for the purpose of extending the gress if such amendments are ¥ 
time in which amendatory contracts | ccope of authority heretofore o: 
may be made, and for other related pur- | pranted to the Secretary under anv 
poses, to Which an amendment will be | cept that amendments providing f 
offered ment of construction charges in a } 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. years longer than authorized by th 


The SPEAKER. 


the rec 


Is there objection to 
juest of the gentleman from Ari- 
Zona 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
is this the bill that was stricken from 
the Consent Calendar on Monday? 

Mr. MURDOCK. This bill was on the 
Consent Calendar yesterday but was 
passed over without prejudice because 
question raised by the gentleman 
Tennessee [Mr. COOPER] and the 

‘ntleman from New York [Mr. REED]. 
I have consulted both of those gentle- 
men, as well as the six official objectors, 
and I find no objection on their part to 
consideration, if amended. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. With 
understanding that the gentleman 
is going to offer an amendment? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Vith the under- 
standing that section 4 is to be stricken. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona? 

There being no objection, 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 (d) of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 is hereby 
amended to read as follow 

“(d) For each project contract unit where 
a repayment contract is entered into pur- 
suant to th each year the percent 
of the normal returns for said year by which 


of a 
from 
ee 


the 


the Clerk 


is section 


the annual returns of said year exceed or are 
less than said normal returns shall be de- 
termined by the Secretary. For each unit 





or major fraction of a unit of said percentage 
of said increase or decrease there shall be an 
increase or decrease, respectively, of 2 per- 
cent in the amount or amounts of the 
i liment or installments for said year un- 
der e ( inization’s obligation or obliga- 


tions as determined 











t under subsections (b) 
nd (e) of this section. Said latter amount 
or amounts as thus increased or decreased 
be the payment or payments of con- 
ruction charges due and payable for said 
ye ‘ pt that in no event shall the amount 
of the said payment or payments due and 
I able for any year be less than 15 per- 
( nor, as determined by the Secretary, 
more than from 150 to 200 percent, in- 
ch of r amounts of the in- 
ent for said year un- 
ce orgar ybligation or obliga- 
tions as determined under subsections (b) 
(e) of this section. The Secretary is 
hereby aut ‘ized to amend any repayment 
( trac ‘tofore or hereafter entercd into 


to the provisions of this section to 


\ 


it may be amended, shail be 
when approved by Congress.” 
Sec. 3. Section 17 of the Reclamat 
Act of 1939 is hereby amended 
as follows: 
The hority granted in se 
and 4 of this act for modification otf 
ing repayment contracts or other f 
obligations to pay construction char 
continue through December 31, 1950 
cember 31 of the fifth full calendar ye: 
the cessation of hostilities in the } 
war, as determined by proclamation 
President or concurrent resolution 
Congress, whichever period is the lon 
“(b) The Secretary is hereby auth 
subject to the provisions of this subse 
to defer the time for the payment of 
part of any installments of const: 
charges under any repayment contr: 
other form of obligation (exclusive of 
tracts entered into under this act) th 
due and unpaid as of the date of this a1 
ment or which will become due prior 1 
expiration of the authority under subsect 
(a) of this section as he deems nece 
to adjust such installments to am 
within the probable ability of the water uss 
to pay. Any such deferment shall be ¢ 
fected only after findings by the Secre 
that the installments under considerat 
probably cannot be paid on their due d 
without undue burden on the water 1 
considering the various factors which 
Secretary's judgment bear on the abilit 
the water users so to pay. 
“The Secretary may effect 
hereunder subject to such 
provision relating to the 
maintenance of the project 


ras + 
Cue 


ect 


“(a) aut 


the deferme: 
conditions 
operation 


involved 


deems to be in the interest of the U: 
States. If, however, any deferments vw 
affect installments to accrue more than 


months after the action of deferment, t 
shall be effected only by a formal su 
mental contract. Such a contract shall } 
vide by its terms that, it being only an 
terim solution of the repayment proble 
dealt with therein, its terms are n 
themselves, to be construed as a criter 
of the terms of any amendator‘ 

that may be negotiated pursuant 
3, 4, or 7 of this act.” 

Sec. 4. The act entitled “An act author 
ing the sale of surplus devel 
under the Salt River reclamation pr 
Arizona,” approved September 18, 1922 
Stat. 847), is hereby amended by adc 
thereto a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. After the 


1 


c 





Oo sect 


power 


retirement of all ads 





owed by the project to the United S 
and all bonded debt, the net power 1 
nues shall be covered into the recla 

fund. No distribution or dividend of p 





revenues, before or after completion of dé 
retirement, shall be made to individual wat 
Provided, That the appli 


revenues heretofore or he 
reduce 


users or others: 
tion of power 


after made to the cost of waters 





1944 


shall not be deemed a 


distribution 


dena 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr 
page 4, after section 3, 


1 4 


Mverpock: On 
strike out all of sec- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
ime, was read a third time, and 
passe d. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 4932) was 
aid on the table. 

A motion to reconsider was 
the table. 
AMENDING 


e 


laid on 


THE NATIONALITY ACT OF 
1940 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the im™~ediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5513) to 
amend section 201 (g) of the Nationality 
Act of 1940 (54 Stat. 1138-1139; 8 U.S.C. 
601). 
he Clerk read the title of the bill. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain the bill? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. This bill deals only 
with the citizenship of the children of 
American servicemen who get married 
to nationals of other countries while 
abroad. In other words, if a young man 
in the armed services marries, and he is 
under the age of 21, and a child is born 
of the marriage, that child is considered 
an alien and not a citizen. If the serv- 
iceman is over 21, so that he was able to 
live in the United States for 5 years after 
his sixteenth birthday his child is a citi- 
zen. 

At the time we passed the Nationality 
Code we did not anticipate this war, and 
therefore we could not have provided for 
the boys who are sent abroad at the age 
of 18. Under the present law, in order 
to transmit his citizenship to his child 
born abroad to an American citizen par- 
rent and an alien parent, the citizen 
parent must have resided in the United 
States for 10 years, 5 of which must be 
after his sixteenth birthday. Of course, 
the boy who is sent abroad when 18 can- 
not meet this requirement. Iam told that 
in Australia there are at least 11,000 to 
14,000 young American men under 21 
years of age who have married and have 
children. These children, under present 
law, will have to be considered aliens, 
The purpose of this bill is to change the 
residence requirements for our soidier 
boys who by force of circumstances are 
prevented from spending 5 years after 
their sixteenth birthday in their native 
country, by changing the 5-year period 
to be after their twelfth birthday in- 
stead of their sixteenth. After all, they 
certainly are entitled to have their chil- 
dren considered American citizens. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 


l 
T 
T 








Mr. COLE of New York. The gentle- 
man will recall that at the time the bill 
was called on the Consent Calendar, he 
agreed to a proposed amendment. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is true. 

Mr. COLE of New York. The proposed 
amendment to limit the provisions of this 
bill to the people 
abroad. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is correct. 

Mr. COLE of New York. Earlier in 
the day the gentleman advised me that 
he had conferred with one of the Deputy 
Commissioners of Immigration who told 
him that such a method, limiting the bill 
to soldiers and in the United 
States services, would destroy the 
tiveness of the bill. Iam sure that many 
Members would be interested to know 
why such a limitation would destroy the 
effectiveness of the bill. ’ 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I have 
with the Justice Department 
War Department. I have no objection to 
any amendment, because this bill, 
stated by the Justice Department and the 
War Department, will only help the boys 
over there who are under 21 years of age, 
who have married and who have chil- 
dren born to them. It will not affect 
anybody else. 

Mr. COLE of New York. The bill re- 
fers specifically to a citizen of the United 
States, 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. ‘True, but that is 
the old law. That is in the Nationality 
Code now, and by putting this amend- 
ment in you are taking away something 
that isin the law now. AsIinformed my 
colleague yesterday, personally I have no 
objection to such an amendment. But 
I understand it would create a lot of un- 
necessary confusion. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MASON. Under the present law 
a civilian may go to the old country, to 
Italy, for instance, and marry an Italian 
woman, and if that civilian lives in this 
country 5 years, after he is 16 or until 
he is 21, then that child born in Italy 
is a naturalized citizen of the United 
States. But the way the amendment 
was written that I was consulted about 
and agreed to, it would limit it now not 
to a civilian, as the present law does, but 
he has to be a citizen and a member of 
the armed forces, and that takes away 
the right of the civilian to go abroad and 
marry and his child become a citizen of 
the United States. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I think the gentle- 
man from [Illinois has correctly stated 
the position. I have been assured by all 
of the departments that the bill as writ- 
ten will only affect the children of Amer- 
ican boys or girls over there who get 
married. That is all; nothing more. 

Mr. JENKINS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has 
used as an example the soldier under 2 
years of age. Heisa soldier in the Amer- 
ican Army in Italy, and he marries an 


children of 


service 


sailors 


Sin 
CiiecC- 


conferred 
and the 


as 


Speaker, will the 


I yield to the gen- 


Italian woman. Suppose he decides 
after the war to live there; what are 


you going to call his children then? 
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Mr. DICKSTEIN. If he is over 21 
years of age, fighting in our armed forces, 
and marries over there and a child is 
born, that child under the presen V 


would be a citizen of the United Stat 





even if his family dex - remain 
abroad. But under the pr I of 
the Nationality Act such ¢ ( hn order 
to retain his United Stat citizen , 
must reside in the United States or 

ol possessions for a period or 
periods totaling 5 years between the a ; 
of 13 and 21. In other words, t child, 
even though considered an American 
citizen because of the citizenship of cr 
of his parents, would lose such citizenship 
if he himself would not return to t 
United States and live here for 5 ye 
before his twenty-first birthday. 

Mr. JENKINS. To narrow this down, 
this applies only to the American sold 
on foreign soil who is now under 21? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is right. T) 
is all it does. 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the 1 
to object, Mr. Speaker, am I correct in 
saying that the only change made in t 


law is as to the age of the father? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is right. 

Mr. COLE of New York. It is not the 
age of the father, it is the age of tl 
child. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. 
the American soldier 
under 21. We have men there 


No; it is the fath 
over there, wh 


who were 


married at the age of 18. A child 
that marriage is an alien as far as tl 
law is concerned, although the parent 
is American-born. We cannot get the 


child here as an American citiz: 
present law. Yet, if the father is ov 
21 when he marries and has a child, 
under present law his child automatically 
becomes an American citizen. 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. R 


n und 


veserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, did the 
gentleman say this affects children of 


marriages of minors who are under 18? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Under 21 years cf 
age. This refers to a soldier in the 


armed forces of the United States, under 
21 years of age, who marries a foreign 
girl in the European theater of i 
Under present law, a child of that mar- 
riage would be an alien. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Is 


It not 


true that in n.ost States of our Union 
boys under 21 are minors, who cannot 
marry without the consent of their par- 
ents? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. That is true, but 
most of those who were married were 
over 18. I am told that in one country 
alone, Australia, over 14.000 American 


boys were married to .ustralian girls. 
Children were born, and I do not know 
how many thousands there are of them 
now who would be classified as alien 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Is it not 
true that there is such a pressure an y 
the people in Europe and all over the 
world today to get into America. despiie 
the immigration quotas, that we ought to 
be on our guard agair und I 
brought by designing pe nst 
young boys in thr oO tl t 3 
people can get into this country? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN Th 
to co With imml 4 I f 





nmigration lav 


st of you; 


give them a chance 
those women that 


vho could not get 


age, then 
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I e or | busir in the 
char ‘ hich 1e United 
iy I h he receive 
De 
x h t ° y ; y 
W he following con tee amend- 
ry 
( 1, line 9 r th vord “§ 
[ “ ( 5 3 l 
. 
i 
oO ! 1, lir 10 trike out the vw i 
! and i he word velfth 
The committee amendments were 
y jn 
a i A t 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- 

7 


ider was laid on the table. 
REMARKS 


EXTENSION OF 
Mr.BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorpb, and include therein an ar- 
ticle with reference to the late Field Mar- 
shal Sir John Greer Dill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
} I t 


the request of the gentleman from Ncw 


i e ¥V ; no obiection. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Mr Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Appendix 


lisa , 4int , , } ssa , 7 a 
clude an article from last Sunday's New 


of the Recorp and to in- 

{a 1e, 

<ER. Is there objection to 
} 


here was no objection 
Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
; xtend my remarks 


u mous consent to ¢ 
n the Appendix oi the Recorp ard in- 
clude a set of resolutions from the Wayne 


County Farm Bureau. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Icw2? 
There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF CONTRIBUTORY SYSTEM 
OF RETIREMENT BENESITS TO ELEC- 
riVE CFFICERS OF UNITED STATES AND 
HEADS OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS 
Mrs. NORTON. Mr. 
inmanimous consent to 
House for 2 minutes, 


Speaker, I ask 
address the 


1 





DECEMBER 
The SPEAKER. 
the request of the 

Mew Jersey? 
There was no objection. 
Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker 


intention today to offer a bill to « 


Is there obje 


‘ ntl : 
enuiewom 


the eXisting contributory system 
tirement benefits to elective offi 


the United Stat a 
tive departments including the ex 
judicial, and legislati' } 
United States Government. Th 
the Civil Service R 


ment Act of May 29, 1930. All ( 
to put Members of Congress and 
executive, judicial, and le 


branches of the United States G 


ment under the existing systen 

t ment benef It does not 
and nothing less. In ot] 
practically the same as the bill 
ponsored by the Civil Service C 
tee some time ago and about 
there was o much misinforn 


throughout the country 
misunderstanding. It 
hould have the privilege of retir 
he same as is granted to eve! 
else who works for the United § 
Government We are not askin 
favors and we are not asking for 
thing more than we have been very 
to extend to the other employees o! 
Government. It might not be po 
to get the bill through in this sessi 
Congress, although I would like 
much to have it become law. But if 
s impossible it is something for 
hink about during the next few w 


and so 


seems 


and I shall be very glad to reintrod 


it in the next Congress. I do b 
that it 
hould give 
and the time the Seventy-ninth Con 
convenes. 

The SPEAKER. The 
gentlewoman has expired. 


time ol 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, 
unanimous consent l 


that my colle 
the gentleman from Michigan 


BRADLEY] may extend his own ren 

in the Recorp and include an articl 

the Sault Ste. Marie newspaper. 
The SPEAKER. Is there object 


} + ’ ry y 
the gentieman 


the request of 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous 
of the House, the gentleman from 
Dakota |Mr. BurpDicK] is recogniz 
25 minutes. 

PROGRESS OF THE WAR 


Mr. BURDICK. 
want to characterize what I say no 


a swan song. I wo 
Se ‘ . V hie 


Mr. Speaker, 


ld rather chi 


ize it a war whoop. 
Mr. Speaker, i not my purpo 
» speak of the last election nor ¢ 


ny unsuccessful try for the Senate, 
1e principal reason was that I did 
get votes enough. 

There are some matters pertainir 
the future of our country upon whi 
desire to speak. ] h 
through this speech, I promise not 
make another one for at least 2 yea! 


is something that every Mem 
some thought to between ni 


~~ 
— 


If you Wii bear WilD 1 
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nidst of the greatest war th 















































i easily done than carrying on the terrific Was on the new system, but t] con- 
has ever seen, it should be ex- | engagement which now confronts us trol of ci ition remained : 
that a Member of Congress who I think we should profit by our ex- it had reposed for a gt 

> years prior to the war and 3 | perience in World War No. 1, which was This system, the pe 1 S} n 
the war would feel relieved | followed by a devastating depression. If | became in 1920 the actual i m y 
¢ from office of a great re- we can guard against those causes which v *h banks by t i 
And yet he must al feel precipitated that depression, we can see their doors. business hou f ; : 
tball player who is pulled out much hope ahead. the neral era of f 4 
ame before it is finished. Let us examine the record and f t bank 
duty is to bend every effort to the | out some of these causes. . a 
of the war, and it may be that in We are a nation of people who believes In May 1920. the I I e 
ity I can contribute all my in private enterprise. We believe that Board, th 1 ra ( 
that end. I do not want to be private ] should be allowed to I cau d ral 
d among those who think the | function and that capital and labor are | The y way a farmer ¢ 
over. Iam convinced that | partners in a common effort. It is the 1. W 
The bloodiest fighting is still | duty of Congress to provide the wo e san ma 
Our greatest war production with proper safeguards to the dar s of c 1 
S ments look- | his employment, guarantee proper liv V ed I ( 
n early yn the war | cond and to insure for | 1 fair I 
1 ! Ger- hare the results of that common en- E 
li tt 1d nd te e. l 
nes ic n rt- hese ¢ litions been voluntarily ir e country v 
sn mn ill lack | met by empl no lal would | ¥ 1929. But 
I l take a y h found their way the s u n 
) >I S book Sir our historic p has } 1 t ¢ 
Japan more ol that employers did not meet tl S j- | thel , 
The of subju 1 | ards, Co! was compelled t E . 
tur r engines f Th I ctions were not 1} d to | § I t ’ 
1inam As long as punish capital but to u ust his 101 I ! 
can keep gaining in China, the v to these who I ¢ ! A 1929 
ie For some reason we have Many peer h been made on this the ene ( f I ( j 
to help the Chinese much | floor voicing the sentiment that if re- | hil ns of the « 
rown defense. Either we have not strictions are withdrawn from bu : } Unem}] n t 
f ugh effort to assist the Chinece | general ivate enterprise will E l re t W.P.A 
Chinese have been too much di- the unemployment situation. Many peo- . r t As t 
ng themselves. Whatever the ple in the United States believe this resu Al publ yt 1 t 
situation is gloomy in China. Following World War No. 1. what v tl But icrats were the 1 t A multi- 
resources and manpower of | situationinth ¢ le « f LA t e 
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ward what to do in the period follow- 
ing the end of the war, the job of accom- 
ig what the President has promised, 


ind what all of us should promise, is more | that the stamp of Government approval | country « 1 


ss have not made that promise tem, Morgan, himself, bex 
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aon 


JU ae 
relief. But here we erred again. A loan 
is a bad loan when it is certain that the 
borrower cannot pay. It seems to have 
been overlooked that the return for the 
farmer's labor should be enough at least 
to provide for his family, to pay his cur- 
rent bills, taxes, interest, and upkeep on 
his t of pre ction. The price of 
wheat went down to 26 cents per bushel 
and eve other farm commodity in pro- 
portion his made ¢ loa unsafe. 

This evidence should have convinced 
Conert that something should have 
been done about price, but nothing was 
don ind the Federal land banks be- 
f l 1 general tem ol foreclo ure, 
e\ ntly believing that the then occu- 
| t of the farm should be put out and 
a better man installed. The Federal 
Jand banks overlooked 26-cent wheat, 
which n all farmers equal—some 
last longer than others, but in time all go 
the same road. 

The 1920-32 depression, drought, 
floods, insects, and war have caused a 


huge public debt, but if the wheels of 
industry can get going as well in general 
production as they did in war production, 
this debt can be paid. Private industry 
must have a market. Full employment 
will create a market. A reasonably high 
standard of living will create a market. 
Fair and just prices of agricultural prod- 
ucts will create a market. We may 
expect better trade relations throughout 
the world in the cooperation of nations 
to preserve the peace. 

Throughout our history, whenever 
people in an older section of the United 
States were losing out or had lost out, 
they could move on to new frontiers and 
make a new start. Now they will have 
to start again where they are because 
there is no more free public land, and 
financing, private if possible, public if 
necessary, Must be forthcoming to de- 
velop the millions of acres of idle land 
within the United States. Our popula- 
tion could be doubled and still there 
would be unimproved land. This move- 
ment back to the land must be encour- 
aged and financed if we are to keep up 
employment with ever-increasing im- 
provements in inventions. 

When the President promised in the 
recent campaign that he would furnish 
jobs for the unemployed, he had many 
thin supporting his promise. Among 
these are the following: 

We have no Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation pouring money in at the top 
of our econemy. 

The Federal land banks are under the 
control of the Farm Credit Administra- 
tion, and no unreasonable orgy of fore- 
closures can be started. 

The Reserve Board may not demand a 
quick liquidation policy this time. 

The price of farm commodities, 
through support prices, loans, and soil- 
improvement payments have reached a 
more just position, enabling the producer 
of food to protect his investment. 

Skyrocket prices have been kept down 
generally, and we do not have so far to 
fall this time before we reach our usual 
level. 

We have had experience in handling 
unemployment and can do a better job 
this time, 








Private business 
and with the removal of war restrictions 
and a more favorable tax structure, can 


wage a tough hattle against unemploy- 
ment. 

We are planning now for necessary 
Federal work that will be an asset to the 


Nation, but we have not done enough. 


CONCLUSION 


The matter of just what kind of peace 

written and what machinery shall be 
et up to maintain it presents another 
great problem to the American people. 
We are supposed to be fighting for great 
ideals—the “four freedoms,” the libera- 
tion of mankind, and we want this to 
the last we shall engage in a 
war. These purposes are good, 
and if we were alone in this war we could 
carry out our ideals. The trouble is we 
are not alone—we have two other great 
powers to contend with in arriving at 
final action. We have our allies—Russia 
and sland. Up to this very minute 
we do not know what the aims of either 
of these two great powers are. Our slo- 
gan and our policy is to let each nation 
form such a government as it chooses to 
form. We are concerned only with the 
actions of that government when it 
shows signs of aggression. We do not 
want the territory that belongs to any 
nation. We want world peace, if sucha 
thing is possible. At this minute we do 
not know whether Russia and England 
agree with us in this policy or not. The 
evidence seems to be accumulating that 
Engiand does not share our aim to let 
liberated countries form such govern- 
ments as they themselves choose to form. 
It appears that England holds a contrary 
view. Russia is silent on this question. 
However, no overt acts contradicting our 
policy have been put forward by Russia. 

The terms of peace are vital. We will 
win the war, but it is not so certain that 
we shall win the peace. There is one 
thing certain, however: If we can take 
the lead in war, we should determine 
now to take the lead in the writing of the 
peace terms. 

Once having agreed on terms of 
peace, the next great question is how to 
preserve it. About all we can do is to 
ry to preserve it. The evidence of his- 
tory is decidedly against world peace. 
As here stated, it will be a most difficult 
problem to win our allies over to our 
ideas on the terms of peace, and how 
much more difficult it will be to obtain 
agreement on the means by which that 
peace can be protected and continued. 
It seems clear that unless all nations par- 
ticipating ir the peace are in accord with 
the doctrine that any nation can form 
and maintain the kind of government it 
wants unless it launches a program of 
aggression, there is not much hope for 
world peace. 

Suppose we build a world organization 
to handle all grievances; and 
this organization, after a full hearing, 
decided the question; and further sup- 
pose that each participant empowers the 
world organization to summarily call out 
military, naval, and air forces to enforce 
its order. Where may we actually find 
ourselves? 


be time 


world 


mr 
tl 


suppose 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


, generally, is solvent, | 








DECEMBER 12 


If, for example, the people of Aust; 
decide to establish an independent 
ernment of their own and rebel a 
English rule and as a result a full-b 
revolution gets under way, what 
the situation? If the world organi 
finds against Australia and troop 
called to suppress the revolutior 
troops included—we shall find ou 
fighting against people just like « 
cestors in the American Revolut 

From these suppositions, all of 
may come to be actual facts, it 
parent that the world organizat 
its creation must be limited to qu 
disturbances that have become 
sive action against other nation I 
less that provision is incorporated in 
charter of the world organizati 
shall surely find ourselves fightin 
for the “four freedoms,” but as 
them. 

I have an abiding faith in the pi 
of this country; I know that when {f 
informed their action will be just 
right. I have full confidence that 
Congress will keep faith with the pe 

With the three great problems 1 
before Congress—winning the wat 
tablishing a just peace and machin: 
designed to protect it, and guarante¢ 
that the “four freedoms” continue 
function here at home—this Conere 
more than one session yet to come \ 
have resting upon its shoulders not « 
the fate of the Republic, but the fat 
freedom throughout the world. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent that today, follow- 
ing any special orders heretcfore en- 
tered, I may be permitted to address t! 
House for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under a previous or- 
der of the House, the gentleman f1 
Vermont (Mr. PLuMLeEy] is recogni: 
for 10 minutes. 

LACK OF AMMUNITION A NATIONAL SCA} 

DAL AND EVERLASTING DISGRACI 

WE HAVE TALKED TOO MUCH TOO SOON 


Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I cannot 
let this opportunity pass, speaking, as I 
may assume to, for all the Members of 
the House, without saying that we have 
just listened to a speech by a statesman, 
We are going to miss the gentleman from 
North Dakota, USHER BurDICK, as he say 
for only 2 years. Let us hope. His swan 
song, as he says, will be a war whoop 
May that be so. Although I have dis- 
agreed with him so many times as not 
to enumerate them, I have agreed with 
him with respect to his 100-percent 
Americanism as he sees it and I agree in 
his fight to make this country what 
ought to be. So whether he come 
under a red, white, or blue, or partisan 
ticket back to us in 2 years, he will 
be welcome. We shall miss his brutally 
clear and caustic remarks which have let 
the light into a lot of dark places as he 
and he only, could do it and get awa) 
with it. 

Mr. Speaker, “Gentlemen talk of 
peace,” as Mr. Ziff does, when there is no 








and will be none for a long time 
me unless we get onto our job back 
hey 
Montpelier (Vt.) Argus hits the 
the head when it says: 
LACK OF AMMUNITION 
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I the boys ove emind 
dutie is like a pail f cold water 
in our faces, and should make us 
once and for all that if the war 

we've all got to bend to the grind- 
I t grindstone may be a vital war- 


n job in which some have been 
it may be in the form of War bond 


es from which we have been shyi: 


me to try to put the blame for 
I ition shortages on any one reason. 
we reached the honest conclus 

ff American lives would be 


It is the time now to try to cor- 
rtages, and to buckle down to 
ng Eisenhower all the ammuni- 


he needs—with a sur- 
> . 





d is glad to welcome back 
27 men Eisenhower has picked from the 


fronts; but she should also be 
it these fellows, who have 1 
b face tof > with the enemy, 
to come home to remind us to do 


} 
men who have seen their 
ide them at the fronts, never 
the best welc the United 
ve them is a wholehearted as- 
from now on labor, mar = 
individuals, will all plug 

luce more and more supplies 
r comrades who afe still fighting it 


I t’e fronts. 


to wre 


. Speaker, instead of spending so 
1 time in talking about post-war 
ne we better do something about 
nt-war winning. 
2 losses of life and of property which 
ll have to sustain in order to win 
war are terrific to contemplate and 
made more severe and worse by the 
nanagement of the manpower prob- 
hich is responsible for the lack of 
nmunition. 
nk of it. Having to send soldiers 
the battlefield and across the sea to 
: : There certainly is some- 


rotten in Denmark. 





billions and buying bonds will not 
the war if we do not have bullets 
| people will not work. We have 
told too many times how victory 
just around the corner. We now 
ww that is not so and was all cam- 
paign talk. We talked too much too 
soon. 
now know that the worst part of 
war confronts us, and it finds us 
unprepared to fight at the front because 
oi gross mismanagement and maladmin- 
istration here at home. 
That is the truth. The people are 
entitled to know that we are not only 


short of ammunition but of a thousand 
other things we so desperately need and 
are absolutely necessary to win the war. 
T! se . 


s and un- 





be supplied unl 


til fo e realize that we will trans- 

m g¢ to posterity—ifi we have 

al we £0 to k to save our- 
tl wal t i sh 





s and on the farms at home 
nd to a finish. 

The truth is we have arrived at exa 

he situation in this war which Ger- 
iny anticipated, predicted, and ex- 
pected we would. We have had too 
exaggerated an idea of our 
win th 


man\ oY 


abdllly to 
ir war, which has resulted in such 
a let-down that we are out of bullets. 
What a crime is being perpetrated in 
the name of the American people who 
are not responsible therefor, c¢ 
lives of the very best blood and bra 
of America. It 
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I SPEAKER. Is t € ) n 
to the request of the ntlen f n 


There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under previous orde1 
of the House, the gentleman from Ne- 


braska [Mr. Curtis] is recognized for 


MRS. PAUL ARTHAUD, OF LINCOLN, NEBR 

Mr.CURTIS. Mr. Speaker 
s about war is that the saci 
fices are not evenly distributed. Some- 
times some of our citiz called upon 
to bear more than their share of the 
burden. I know of such a case. It is 
the case of a heroic American woman. 

I refer to Paul Arthaud, of Lin- 
coin, Nebr., who was in my-employ for 
several months. On the 20th of Septen 
ber 1943 her husband, Cap P 
Arthaud, was killed 
country. It was but a few days later 
that word was received that her son-in- 
law was shot down while on a bombing 
mission over Europe. Mrs. Arthaud’s 
daughter, the widow of the flyer, has an 
infant child whom the father | ne 
seen. A third message of death came 
following D-day this year, when her 
son, Second Lt. Paul W. Arthaud, J1 
killed in the performance of duty wl 
participating in heavy 
missions over enemy-occupied conti- 
nental Europe. 

A few days ago Mrs. Paul Arthaud, Sr 
in a ceremony at Mitchel Field, N. Y., 
received from Col. Francis H. Matthev 
the commanding officer, the Air N 
for her son, Paul, Jr. The cit Li 
that the courage, coolness, and skil 
displayed by Lieutenant Ar ud reflect 
the highest credit upon himself and the 
armed forces of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I mention these tl 
because I beli they merit a place in 
the official records of this Conert 
America is a great Nation au 
great families like the Arthauds, and it 
will continue to be a great Nation be- 
cause of their sacrifices. 

Mrs. Arthaud still carries on, having 
given to her country the most precious 
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did for that moment when the car missed 
you I t ar Ww € the t t nerves 
euffer 
ton f ope fatigue are rest- 
le pe f i ia, nightmares, 
] ‘ pe e, dle k es. and 
perhey ( il y ( In which- 
eve rder th ppear, it 1 been observed 
they ¢ p eve er when the fa- 
1 é y id ( Lac of D- 
pt ¢ i¢ ef I t NW Up, 
l n f tl 
APPE E DED ES ( ANGE 
“Whe = t De pall the 
neé t e dinne f the road t 
re one doctor iid 
] I I re ne me t € f 
A urotic ( k ip during t r 
trainin difference is that the neur C 
adic k n wit! \ e the gu 
v iffe from i con ust reactil 
horm to ib mal ¢€ e 
All w who t Pawlir ire brought 
together at regular intervals to discuss these 
problems, en! e and individually About 
three time many officers’ families as en- 
listed men’s manage to join their husbands 
facilitie are identical for both They may 
g t the me educational or recreational 
classes With their husbands; they may have 
meals together and share quarters in the 
little town, as long as the man puts in his 
required time and activities at the center. 
The village of Pawling, unlike many around 
Army installations, has been prevented from 
cashing in on its A. A. F. visitors by assiduous 
care on Mi huad’s part to see that rents 
reman wi reason Single or double 
rooms are evailable within 2 miles of the 
center at from $7 to $15 weekly 


“Wives can help the Army in hastening 
me recovery,’ she declared yesterday. “To 
do that, they must understand illnesses or 
wounds Then they can assist in promoting 
interests, in going back to duty if such is the 
case, or in returning to the civilian world.” 


EXTENSION 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that my colleague the gen- 
tleman frem New Mexico |Mr. ANDER- 
son|] may extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. by including a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia |Mr. Rotpm] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 


CCMPENSATION FOR POSTAL EMPLOYEES 


Mr.ROLPH. Mr. Speaker, as the Rep- 
resentative from California’s Fourth Dis- 
trict, I urge passage of H. R. 4715 pro- 
viding increased compensation for postal 
employees. A companion bill, S. 1882, 
reported out favorably on December 5, 
1944, by the committee, is now before the 
Senate. 

The Fourth Congressional District of 
California covers approximately one- 
half of the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco. From personal observation and 
close contacts, I Know how much the 
$400 increase will mean to those Federal 
employees who will securthe increase. 

The pest-office employees have faith- 
fully and steadfastly been carrying on 
during the war. While the burden is 


OF REMARKS 


perhaps heavier in San Francisco than 
in most other cities, nevertheless every- 
where throughout the country the same 
hi 


h type of service has been maintained. 
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Steadfast devotion to the interests of 
the public is the thought always up- 
permost in the minds of the postal em- 
ployee 

The war tends to make an ever-in- 
creasing load on our post-ofiice facilities. 
Short-handed and under severe handi- 
} personnel carries on, and it is 
only simple justice that their request be 


cans Tne 
granted 

I hope when the bill comes to the 
floor later this week that it will be passed 
unanimously. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROLPH. I will be delighted to 
vield to the gentlewoman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It 
is like the gentleman to espouse an ex- 
tremely worthy cause, because he h 
always done that in the inierest of the 
people of his district. He is tireless in 
that work. 

Mr. ROLPH. I thank the gentlewo- 
man, very much indeed. In the Bay 
area of San Francisco, due to the tie- 
mendous amount of mail that is going 
to all parts of the Pacific, the problem is 
very severe, and the post-office people 
deserve this raise. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massechusetts. I 
have been in San Francisco a great many 
times and I know the mail is very heavy 
ven in peacetime. I Know the gentle- 
man’s own work is tremendously heavy. 

Mr. ROLPH. The gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts is always extremely kind 
and generous and I want her to know 
that my constituents in San Francisco 
will feel grateful for her help and as- 
sistance. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from California has expired. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


iS 


Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks by including an editorial froin 


the Cincinnati Inquirer on the subject 
of water pollution in the Ohio River. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 
There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted to Mr. SMITH of Vir- 
ginia (at the request of Mr. RoBEerTSON) 
for an indefinite period, on account of 
illness, 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

S.1159. An act creating the City of Clin- 
ton Bridge Commission and authorizing said 
commission and its successors to acquire by 
purchase or condemnation and to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa, and at near Fulton, Ill.; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRE- 
SENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on this day present to the 


or 
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President, for his approval, bills and 
resolutions of the House of the fol! 
titles: 

H.R. 1951 
Columbia Motor Vehi« 
of 1942, approved February 

H.R. 2116. An 
the District of Columbia rel 
tion of property from judicial pr 
assignment of salary or wages, and 
vance payment of salary or wages f 
purpose of preventing attachment 
nishment; 

H.R.3150. An act to amend 
titled “An act to regulate the pri 
healing art to protect the public 
the District of Columbia,” 


































An act to amend the Di 
le Parking F; 

16, 1942 
act to amend the 
lating t 


approved 






ary 27, 1929; 

H.R.2313. An act to amend sect 
the act of March 3, 1925, entitle 
to provide for the regulation of n 
hicle traffic in the District of Colum 
creace the number of jucges of t 
court, and for other purposes,” as an 

H.R.3619. An act to amend sect 
and 676 of the act entitled “An 
tablish a code of law for the District ( 
lumbia,” approved March 3, 1901, re 
the disposal of dead human bodies 
District of Columbia; 

H.R.2621. An act to amend an 
titled “An act to provide for the reg 


cf motor-vehicle trafiic in the District ( 
lumbia, increase the number of judge 
police court, and for other purpose 


H.R.3720. An act to authorize the ¢ 
missioners of the District of Colum 
appoint notaries public; 

H.R. 4665. An act authorizing the 


tary of the Interior to convey certai1 

in Powell town Wyoming, Sh 
reclamation project, Wyoming, to the Univer- 
sity of Wyoming; 

H.R.4916. An act 
June 19, 1934 (Public 

H.R.4993. An act to amend Publi 
507, Seventy-seventh Congress, second 
sion, an act to further expedite the pro - 
tion of the war, approved Merch d 
kncwn as the Second War Powers Act, 194: 

H.R.5029. An act to assist in the 
ternal development of the Virgin Islands 
the undertaking of useful projects there: 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 5494. An act amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing the Preside 
to appoint an Under Secretary of War dur- 
ing national emergencies, fixing the com- 
pensation of the Under Secretary of War, : 


Site, 


to amend the 


Law 425, 73d C 


27, 


to 


authorizing the Secretary of War to pre- 
scribe duties,” approved December 16, 194! 
H. J. Res. 239. Joint resolution authoriz- 


ing the granting of permits to the Commit- 


tee on Inaugural Ceremonies on the oc- 
casion of the inauguration of the President- 
elect in January 1945, and for other pur- 
pe ses; 

H. J. Res. 290. Joint resolution to provide 


for the maintenance of public order and the 
protection of life and property in connect! 
with the Presidential inaugural ceremoni 
of 1945; and 

H. J. Res. 291. Joint resolution to provi 
for the quartering in certain public build- 
ings in the District of Columbia, of troo} 
participating in the inaugural ceremonies 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I m 
that the House do nuw adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; according- 
ly (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow 
Wednesday, December 13, 1944, at 12 
o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu- 
tive communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 









A letter from the Director o 











Reports, Navy Department, tran ting 
a show the name, age, legal resi- 
‘ rank, t h of service, with special 








ns therefor, of e¢ 
f civilian life int 


Zeserve, the M 











Naval I i 
! the Coast Guard Re 
O ber 1, 1944, t 
1 who have 1 ! 
i y Servi t 
4 +¢ from the S y of W 
1 re h ng h n 
c e, I br h of t s 
s theref of € 1 
commissioned in the Army of the 
i States without prior commissioned 
service, for the pe 7 
14, to November 30, 1944; to the ee 








€ the number of ¢ 
{ e } er and eff 
of the Ge r 
( e during the quarter ending 


to the Committee on the 
2080. A letter from the Post 





ting the estimates of pers 


ts for the Post Office De} 





1e ¢ ter ending Ma 
Cor iittee on the Civil S 
1. A letter from tt j 
mitting a request for withdraw 
of Wilhelmina Gawronski nee Casper 
Rademacher from the 92 cases in- 
uspension of deportation, referred 

in his letter of May 1, 1944; to E 
tee on Immigration and Naturé 
2082. A letter from the Secretary, 
States Employees’ Compensation Com 
t mitting a copy of the quarter! 
1 requirements 
wh 31, 1945; to the Commi 











n, transmitting a 
rsonnel requirements 
in Institution for the quar- 
1 31, 1945; to the Committee 
vice. 

from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, National Advisory Committee for 


tics, transmitting ac 








f 1ate of personnel requirements 





se third auarter of 

March 31, 19485, t r wi I 

e letter of transmittal to the Director 

Bureau of the Budget; to the Com- 

tee on the Civil Servi 

5. A letter from 

s; Committee « 

Office for Emer 

I ting its quarterly estimate of personnel 

lirements cover 

March 31, 1945; to 
2 i pervice. 


















rly estimate of personel requirements 

for by the Director of the Bureau of 

t Budget under Circular No. A-29, revised 
i May 10, 1944; to the Committee on the 


7. A letter from the Attorney General, 


t mitting a request for withdrawal of the 






-»w from tne 

f dep a 
? a re oO + her 7 
1944; t ati and 
x 


é 8. A let 5 
transmitting certificates from executives 
of Delaware, Louisiana, and Minnesota, certi- 
fying to the appointment of the electors for 
President and Vice President in these States 
November 7, 1944; to the Committee on 

n of President, Vice President, and 
resentatives in Congress, 


of State 
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t ‘ vice 
2090. A letter from the Chairman, War Pro- 








( é f é a 
Se é 
2091 A le er m the ¢ man WNa 
I I E 
Vx 
quarter imate { pe eq 
f the N l Lé E S 
the t i quarter <¢ he fiscal ye i+ 
the Comm) e€ Cc Ss 
2092. A letter eA Of- 
fi Wl I eo 
te é ry rec y 
represe! t é nate re ~ 
ments i the Whit Hou C for é 
rter endir Mar 1, 194 he C - 











e Comme Commis I 
rteriy estima e of pe I é 
e third q f r be < 
x July 1, 1944; to the C itte n : 
Service 
2094. A letter from the Ar t 
ed State nsmitting t < ece- 
proposed for disp Gove ~ 
gencle the Comn € I Dise- 
tion of ecutive Papers 
2095. A le er Irom t Secre r of the 
N tra ting estimate ré ements 
of personnel ibject to Pul Law No. 49 
ic tG i 
r the t " 
er na t 
b 1 f t 
i tl tor 
1945 nd ¢ 
mmi tee : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports 

of committees were delivered to the Clerk 





I 
al ar ae fall ° 
calendar, as follows: 





Mr. BLAND: Committee on the Merchant 
Mar and Fisherie Interim report pur- 
suant to House R lution 52. Resolution 

‘ ec 4 + Phe n 





-UBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. VOORHIS of Califor 

H.R. 5614. A bill to provide f 


awards t ne p rents of dec 1 Vé 
to the Committee on M y Affairs 
By Mr. CASI 


By Mrs. NORTON: 





H.R. 5616. A bill to extend the ¢ t 
contributory system of re ement 
to elective officers of the United Stat i 
heads of executive to t C ~ 
mittee 
Georgia 
H.R ‘ - 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows; 


natures ect . bh 
l n the ( 
6243. A pet ( I 
P r 
} ( 
6244. A t ( P. < 
P oO ; 
( 2 








which our jandm 
ent y ? ; ’ ? ; 
wit} 1 ] ; ; y T = 
tery, may ' till | t 
splendor of tl! ( X I 
morning of a bet dat I I 
our ¢ ? t c ern ¢ y 

th 

Ait ua I 

’ } 

i ( { i l o! 

n upon th Re} } 
ne ( ia 
the ! tat of f ! 
of ) S est é I 

he } y y 
thoughts ab th I l 
sicke Oo S - 
zOns Ior our \V 1 ] uy I 
yor * hy ¢ + 

th L r ¢ l 1 


é 


age to ¢ nn } 
ant e for e% { } tru 
* ] ; ‘ 
fea follow 1 I 
brs y separation 
] eT to The 
I Mak m tha - 
cause we ha Th f 11 7 
for ment R he 1 , 
I I 
} y Yr) +} ’ , , 
valiar y riy ‘ 
Valia I 
fident | 
’ ld cl} , 
1 i I 


I nsed V j 
proved 
MF AGE I M ; 


of t Ur 
tio! é 
by Mr. Miller, or 






















































cif a vi- 
t VI m to be erected in 
e D of Columbia h amend- 
equt 1 tne concur- 

re? of the , 
I me i furthe nnounced that 
eH had pa it following bills 
] ( 1 requ the concurrence Ol 

t 
H ( A, f e eff t 
( f } t t e.t ed 
N l 
H.] 1 A ) nend ( 201 
e I A ( 194 4 
l 8 C. 601) 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The me e also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed hi ignature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 

ned by the Vice President 
ae ut! ! e convevance 
ata n property he State of Nortl 
Dal 

3.1571. Ay I tl the trans- 

I l ( u ed ( ne n 














1 ) A } 72 ¢ Secr 
( the Inte t ( I e ¢ ( in la 
re acquired tor the nonreservation 
Indian boarding scl 1 Known as Sherman 
J Cal l 
S.1597. A t t mend section 1, act of 
T ¢ ») 1940 1c 703), for the acquisi- 
of I nds for he Grand Coulee 
Dam and Rese , and for other purposes; 
1801. An » authorize the Secretary 
( e Na to c ey to the \V ian Rail- 
ys i cor I {¢ yad-yard- 
n pr oses parce of land of 
t Camp A 4 rvatio1 Norfolk, Va.; 
5.189 A to amend section 99 of the 
J Code mended { to change 
the te of ed ct court the District 
of N h I i Minot, N. Da 
1979 A » re ilate in the District 
of Columbia the transter of ires of stock 
( ! ind t make uniform the 
i ‘ i erence Line 
19. An act to establish the grade of 
Files Adn th United S$ es Navy; to 
c 1 th le of General of the Army, 
r otl purp 
». An t to amend and supplement 
t I ral-Aid Road Act, approved July 11, 
191 Ss amenced and supplemented, to 
propriations f the post-war 
ruction of highway and bridges, to 
€ ralir f cross- 
) ( the immediate prepara- 
t } [ othe I S« 
I I ( \ l na e efte 
} ex I I i emergency 
‘ t ( ( 7 
H.R 1A to gral nal pow- 
€ Con of t District of 
¢ d f ( r pu OSsét 
H.R. 4327. A >I 1 boxing con- 
te the D C ( Co- 
1 other purp 
H. R. 4867 AY to extend the health 
? ‘ e Distric of Columbia to 
( rr l s V hin e District 
Gl ¢ vbV 





CONGRESSIONAL f 


—— 

















jUO mm 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
following Senators an ered to their 
nar 
A Ge Nye 
A G é O'D: é 
Ba Gree OM € 
B Guf Peppe 
Ba Gu Y Radcliffe 
B Ha Reed 
Br Ha Revercomb 
B Hawke Reyno!d 
Bu Hayden Rob n 
Burt Hi Rusceil 
B field H an Shipstead 
Butler Jenner Smith 
Byrd Johns Calif. Taft 
Ca Johnson, ¢ Thon Tdaho 
Ca K f Thomas, Okla 
Cl ! La Follette Truman 
CI é Langer Tunnell 
Cc M Lucas Vandenberg 
( \ y McCarran Waleh 
Cord McClelia Weeks 
Dana F Wheeler 
Da\ { White 
Dewne Wiley 
East!la Willis 
Ellend Wilson 
Fer NLLIIKIN 
Ge ¢ Murray 


Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky | Mr. BarKLEeEy!] and 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. Gtass] 
are absent from the Senate because of 
illness. 

The 
DOCK 

The 


Senator from Utah [Mr. Mur- 
is detained on official business. 
Senator from Florida |Mr. ANn- 
DREWS], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CiarK!, the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 
OverTON ], the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
ScrucHaM], the Senator from Tennessee 

Mr. Stewart], the Senator from Utah 
Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from Mary- 
land |Mr. Typrncs!, the Senator from 
New York | Mr. WaGner!. and the Sena- 
tor from Washington |Mr. WALLGREN] 
are necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Bripnces!], the Senator 
from Oklahoma |Mr. Moore], and the 
Senator from New Hampshire [M 
Tosey! are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr, Tart] is 
unavoidably detained. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
WHEeERRY! is absent on cfficial business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy- 
Senators have answered to their 
A quorum is present. 

SENATOR FROM WASHINGTON— 
CREDENTIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the credentials of WARREN G. 
;NUS N, duly chosen a Senator from 
the State of Washington for the term 
commencing January 3, 1945, which were 
read and ordered to be filed, as follows: 


STATE 





¢ 

{ 
. 
INiY, 


OF WASHINGTON 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, OLYMPIA, 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED 
STATES: 
This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944, WarREN G. MAGNUSON Was 


r.urT 


‘ YT Cy A ry,’ TATA ers 
ALUOnD—SLNAL Is DECEMB:! 


































EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid b 
Senate the following letters, whic} 

referred as indicated: 
SUSPENSION OF 


A letter from 
to his letter 


JEPORTATIONS OF A 
the Attorney Gener 
of October 1, 1944 
f deportati 


pens on ol 
vithdrawing the ¢ 


Commit 


ase OI 





to the tee on In . 


PERSONS ENGA 
AND THEIR EMPL< 


MULTIPLE TAXATION OF 
AIR COMMERCE 
A letter from the Acting Chairman 
Civil Aeronautics Board, submitting a re 
for action or the enactment of legislat 
extend for 90 days the period within 
Civil Aeronautics Board 
required report and recommendations - 
ing to the problems of multiple tax 
persons engaged in air commerce 
employees; to the Committee on Fin 


the may subi 


PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS 
Letters from the 


Executive Office of 


Administrative Off 
the President, Ci 
President's Committee on Fa Em- 

Director of the Of f 
abilization, the Secretary of V 
Chairman of the Interstate Commerce ( : 
mission, Chairman of the War Ma v 
Commission, Acting Comptroller Gens f 
the United States, Deputy Director of the Of- 
fice of Contract Settlement, Director of 
Office of Defense Transportation, Acting S 
retary of the Smithsonian Institutio1 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Nat 
Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, t - 
mitting, pursuant to law, estimates of - 
sonnel requirements for their respecti' 
fices for the quarter ending March 31 
(with accompanying papers); to the C - 
mittee on Civil Service. 


of the 
ployment Practice, 
Economic St 


PAPERS 


of the U 


1 


YISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
A letter 


States, 


from the Archivist 
transmitting, pursuant to law 

of papers and documents on the fils 
Departments of State, the Treasury (2), \V 


(2), Justice, Navy (3), and Agricult 
Cfice of Defense Transportation, and ( 
of rice Administration which are 


needed in l 


business and 
historical int 


the conduct of 
no permanent value or 


and requesting action looking to their dis- 
position (with accompanying papers); to a 





Joint Select Committee on the Disp 

of Papers in the Executive Departmen 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed M 

BaRKLEY and Mr. EREWSTER memb 

the committee on the part of the Senat 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 

Senate by the Vice President 

ferred as indicated: 


A petition, numerously s‘gned, of §1 








Cl y, i Central A 
post of ty, praying for t 
prompt er e bill (S. 1882) to 
increase th n of emp ees 
the Postal ed to lie on the 
table. 

A cab! from the Chairman of B 
Virgin Islands Le tive Assembly, ex} _ 











I OR WESTERN WAR FRONT 
TELEGRAM FROM DR THOMAS P 
CRIS! L, PARSONS, KANS 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask 


as 
nimous consent to have printed as 
rt of my remarks and appropriately 
eferred a telegram just received from 
Dr. Thomas P. Crispell, a prominent 
Kansan. It is in the form of a petition 
for more supplies for our fighting men. 
Dr. Crispell, a neighbor of mine in Par- 
has a son in the service, and his 
‘ram to me is very pertinent as we 
ntemplate the anniversary of Pearl 
Harber 
There being no objection, the telegram 
referred to the Committee on Mili- 


a 4 


y Affairs and ordered to be printed 
the Recorp, as follows: 
Parsons, Kans., December 7, 1944. 
iS tor CiypE M. REEp, 
Washington, D.C.: 
Receiving apparently autl 


European forces are sh 


ucks, and tires We 
ness in Kansas in 
f we cannot n 
e work 12, and 
l€ Let m 
Upset a few bure 
Y e or change a ul n 
? « that our boy 





Dr. THomMaAS >}. CRISPELL. 

PEACETIME CONSCRIPTION—MEMORIAL 
FROM FRIENDS UNIVERSITY, WICHITA, 
RAN 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I also ask 
1animous consent to have printed in 
RECORD and appropriately referred a 
tter I have received from the faculty 
embers of Friends University in Wich- 
i, Kans., protesting against the peace- 

me conscription of American youth. 
There being no objection, the letter, 
1e nature of a memorial, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and 


ered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


FRIENDS UNIVERSITY, 
Wichita, Kans., November 28, 1944. 
. CLYDE REED, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

ORABLE Sir: To any legislation provid- 
r peacetime conscription of Americ 

th, we, the faculty members of Fr 
University in Wichita, Kans., are unt 
Oo; ed. We feel that the continuati 
ion after the war would be : 


tile to the free institutions of our 





wT 


Ton 
SiON 











The maintenance of a conscript army in 
time of peace, we believe, would create dis- 
trust and the tension of fear among 
ns; these, in turn, would lead logicall 
to another war, We urge that security be 


other 


y 
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DOWNE ! 
SSIDENT 





by their tit 


H.R. 4216 





EMPLOYMENT OF 





U. S. C. 601); CHAVEZ 
ADDITIONAL HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE 


ECONOMIC 


me 


. GEORGE submitted the follo' 
resolution 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 
graph 3 of section 2 o 


proved March 1 





of the Unit 


ed States Senat f 
authorized and empowered to have 


rings held before s 





of the he: 


Seventy-ei 


AMENDMENT OF CIVIL SERVICE 
RETIREMENT ACT 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid bef 

Senate the amendments of the H 

Representatives to the bill 

amend further section 


e Civil Serv- 
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i9 
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The C ré d 1e President having CROP INSURANCE {| maintaining the purchasing power of 
heretofore determined, thri the Lend- , a . : ers, and by providing for stable sup; 
I eA ie n p of Ameri- The Senate resumed the consideration wheat for domestic consumption ar 
( j dem ( Ww 1 € + nd of the bill (H. R. 4911) to amend the Fed- | orderly flow thereof in interstate c 
t are ¥v ne v t tors} eral Crop Insurance Act. Sec. 503. To carry out the purpose 
the litar dr l f i t e The VICE PRESIDENT. Theclerk will title, there is hereby created as 
me le clear irthe the state the first amendment of the com- | ° and within the Department of Agri 
effective rt _— mittee. | : _ no sooge with the name k 
Furthe t Prim Minist« ind I . * : rop Insurance Corporation” (he! 
mee aed de ae Mewint The first amendment of the commit- | tne Corporation). The principal off 
Union to a its defense again : the | tee was, on page 1, line 9, after the words | Corporation shall be located in the D 
tt ! by the ] pal ageressor ot | JOSS in”, to strike out “yield of such | of Columbia, but there may be est: 
he mode Germ growing, unharvested, unthrashed, or | agencies or branch offices elsewher: 
Fir d tion of principles at | unpicked crops” and to insert “yields.” United States under rules and r 
t e | goal which is worth The VICE PRESIDENT. The question | Prescribed by the Board of Directors 
e for « f civilization to seek. It | is on agreeing to the committee amend- CAPITAL STOCK 
( Cut thi diffict to Oppose ment. Sec. 504. (a) The Corporation shal 
I r Dp t withe t automatie - y 7 anit < “le ¢ ( ) sihecr 
I jor pal vith - 1 . 4 Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. c ee eee sat aes oco as 
ting willingness to accept com- Jnited States of America, pa > I 
en President, before we commence consid- | United States of America, paymen 
J e with nazi- O01 agree 4 world a . sat. 2 shall, with the approval of the Secre 
} W would give to nazi-ism domina- eration of the amendments, I think per- Agriculture, be subject to call in wh 
ti er large Y s of conquered nations, | haps a brief statement with respect to part by the board of directors of the ¢ 
Ine bly su ice would be a gift to | the provisions of the bill should be placed | tion. 
! 1 te ke breat! armed breath—for in the ECOR } . . 
1 se t xtend the control over ge - : oe oa Mr. President, with respect to the 
1d exten n ntro! over The pending bill is entitled “An act to K, aia ; ‘ 
Europe and Asia, to the American’ Hemi- | amend the Federal Crop Insurance Act.” cess of the program carried on und 
’ eP Tne > re “ty ¢ Te) . oem * 
sphere itself Th Cre - I _ _ ry — a. sliv original act, I should like to hay 
It perhaps unnecessary for me to call ~ VrOP aa ae ct was toons va y tables printed at this point in the } 
: acced ; it] > eric ne - “eg a 
at 1) once more to the utter lack of | Passed as title V of the Agricultural Ad ord. One of them is entitled “Sumn 
validity of the spoken or written word of | Justment Act of 1938, and was approved | of administrative expenses by appr 
the Nazi government February 16, 1938. The purpose of title | tions as at June 30, 1944.” The s¢ 
it is also unnecessary for me to point out | V of the original Crop Insurance Act is | table is entitled “Federal crop insur: 
that hevedinnnggerina ote ee ieee Stated in sections 502, 503, and 504. I | experience, United States summary 
of necessi - rs world at , or freedom 0 now read those three sections from the years, as of June 30, 1944.” I ask ur 
religion ant reedom (¢ information. No a as eile 2 pen 7 < : 7 
snbhaler ot tha eee eel det thao | oe mous consent that the two tables ma: 
nounced principles could survive without DECLARATION OF PURPOSE | printed at this point in the Recorp 
these freedoms which are a part of the whole Src. 502. It is the purpose of this title to | Part of my remarks. 
freedom for which we strive promote the national welfare by alleviatin_ There being no objection, the t 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT, the economic distress caused by wheat-crop | were ordered to be printed in the Re 
THE WHITE House, August 21, 1941. failures due to drought and other causes, by as follows: 
Summary of administrative erpenses by appropriations as at June 30, 1944 
| Expenditures 
eee! eases oumeasesdiaaiaa = =— dian ~ snopes lili 
| ; | 
Sg as | Federal Crop I r » Corporation j Cooperating agencies | 
isc eur tie ce Se bene oes ae eee si int i a Ra aaa a S 
ee | | } Total expend 
| Agricultural ilures 
| General Storage Total } Adjustment Other Total 
| Administration | 
—— —— — — —_—-— — — $$$ a — = — ee —— — 
wR x SOH5, OM $234, 546. 07 | | 67 
’ 5, O00), O04 1, 648, 300. 41 $ 9 $2, 245, 743. 31 7 $151, 580. 77 $2, ys 648 
40) 5, 823, 2K 1, 320, 437. 7 8, 317 3, 280, 167. &8 191, ole 7 > F ] 
1641 5, 523, 20M 1, 148, 169, 32 | 5, FR8 2,814, 4: 6} AM) 4 3, 0 ‘ 
1042 &, 550, $27 8,212.74] —178, S5€ . 123, 260. 67 | 232,004.08 | & 5 | 
8, 572, 854 1, 352, 122. OF —57, 72 4, 884, 579. 00 269, 641. 07 ; 7 
! AU 144 GE leeooee~~- eee ewer f 8 =£ 442s |" Bas GS leowww cn so ee ++ see eloesecs ° 
44 0, OO G05, 708, 10 44, 770, 000, 00 17, 272. CO 787, 272. 60 1, 4 
T 7, 504, 7 8, 208, 080 1, 837 19, 118, 190.82 | 1,004, 141.73 | 20, 182,332.55 | 3 7, 367, 2 
1 Adjusted to reflect reapy ropt $500,000, 1839 to 1£40; $100,000, 1940 to 1941; $350,000, 1944 to 194 i 
Federal crop insurance experience, United States summary by years, as of June 30, 1944 
Fa ‘ | | Comm lity basis Monetary basis 
wae ’ | Insured | es =i = | 2 ee <a. 
Con nd cr Indem Insured os 
vent Kaas 1 Raia | ethion 1 bnuaee produc ; oe | | Gain or loss 
| a ance it gears Premiums Indemr it eee Fremiums | Indemnities | {o™ com- Surps 
w ‘ force | | tes deficit (— | modity trans-| defic 
| | j } | actions | 
Ww) Number | N er' Num! 1 Bushels Bushels Bushels | Bushels | Dollars I 
( 39) 7 ( €0, S26, 07 6, 670, 315) 10, 163, 89 —3, 493. 584) § =}. 417,71] —2,19 
2,762) 12, 754 8, 284, 574) 13, 796, 798) 22,898,147; —9, 101,349) 9 --175, 225. 59) —4, 714, 4 
7 0,774 734 104 t Oo 12 ¢ ( . 24 —6, 214, 192 7 4. 182 54.7 —7 ¢4 
4, ( 40 C8. SES KS eh &, 769, 715) 10, 574, 927 om 05, 212) &, 1 738 15} —3, 48 
i 487 : U76! 2 8, 148, 75, 264, 000| 8, 035, 124) 13, 209, 9F —5, 174, 831} 1 12, 775. 32| —& 
I ‘ 40, 40, 278, 552) 436, 744, 179) 4 75, 704, 171] —25, 789, 168) 38, 735, 347. 46) 71, £9. 23] €, €57, 708. 88 — 26, 200, 17 
Ce ] } Pound Pe Ta 
ene 72| 47,7 8] 407 01) 31, 435, 750) 52, 536,269) —2i, 1 €, 202, 938, 89) 11, 254, 151. 87 207 —4, 743, 37 
] - 4) ¢ CYv0, 2 nt ( 2 { 14, ; Min ) — ON, ( ‘ 6, &52, 495. 82) 13, 006, 746. ( —]}? —fi, 28 
Total cotton..... S 13| 62, 180, 120!109, 337, 248|  —47, 157, 128 134.71) 24, 260, 807. 88 ~11, 023, 4 
Other charges.......... re ~ =3, 448 
ialatunaen (U7, 629, 288) 84 | senececeeee|-oececcece-[-eeeceeeaceee-| 51,800, 782 17] 95, 854, 132.11| 6, 739, 754. 38|—37, 227, 043. 
| 1wl th ( and tenant are d. a 
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The RESIDING OFFICER. The 
next amendment of the committee will 
be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 2,in 
line 3, after the words “plant disease”, 
it is proposed to insert “and such other 
unavoidable causes as may be determined 
by the Board.” 

The amendment wa 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. I do not know 
whether it is in order at this time to 
ask the question I have in mind, but I 
desire to inquire about the flax program. 
If that subject is not in order now, I will 
refer to it later. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, we will come to that subject 
a little later. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The 
clerk will state the next committee 
amendment. 

The next committee amendment was, 
on page 2, in line 3, after the word 
“disease”, to insert “and such other un- 
avoidable causes aS may be determined 
by the Board.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on the same 
page, in line 11, after the word “just”, to 
strike out “Provided, however, That 
such insurance coverage shall not exceed 
the investment in the crop based on the 
cost, as determined by the Board, of pre- 
paring the land, of labor, seed, planting, 
cultivation, disease or insect control, 
harvesting, ginning, hauling to market, 
fertilizer, irrigation, use of the land, and 
other applicable costs as determined by 
the Board.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, 
in line 10, after the word “beets”, to in- 
sert “sugarcane.” 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to Move an amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment, which relates only to 
the commodities with which the Board 
may experiment, by inserting after the 
word “sugarcane” the words “timber and 
forests.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, the bill sets forth a number 
of crops which may be covered by the 
measure. An opinion from the Solicitor 
of the Agricultural Department indi- 
cates that any commodity grown on the 
farm could be included in the bill if the 
Department so decides. So I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the 
Was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question now recurs to agreeing to the 
committee amendment as amended. 


agreed to. 
Mr. President, will 


I yield. 


amendment 


The amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next committee 
amendment. 


The next amendment was, on page 3, 
in line 16, after the word “causes”, to 








strike out “specified” and insert “‘cov- 
ered.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on the 
same page, in line 17, after the word 
“subsection”, to insert “Provided, That 
such insurance shall be l’mited in 1945 
to corn and tobacco and to not more than 
three additional crops for each year 
thereafter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I 
inquire with respect to the committee 
amendment which has just been agreed 
to, reading as follows: 

Provided, That such insurance shall be 
limited in 1945 to corn and tobacco and to 
not more than three additional crops for 
each year thereafter, 


Am I to understand that the Board 
may select from those enumerated in 
the second section the crops upon which 
insurance may be written? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The bill 
provides that for the coming year 1945 
and thereafter a program covering wheat, 
cotton, and flax may be inaugurated 
throughout the entire United States. 
The bill provides that for 1945 the Board 
may experiment with only corn and to- 


bacco. Those crops will be experimental 
in 1945. 
Mr. REVERCOMB. What does the 


Senator mean by “experimental’’? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Under 
the bill the Board would have the right 
to select 20 counties throughout the 
United States in which to make experi- 
ments. The Board could experiment and 
ascertain the results. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. The experiment 
would be to ascertain whether or not in- 
surance may be written on the crops 


which had been experimented with. Is 
that the idea? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The ex- 


periments will be conducted in a small 
way. If the experiments prove to be a 
success in 1945, a full program may then 
be put into effect. But experiments 
must be conducted for 1 year in order 
to be sure that statistics are made avail- 
able on which a decision may be based 
as to whether corn, tobacco, or both may 
be made the basis of the program. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I may 
say that the provision in the bill does not 
confer upon the Board the right to in- 
sure corn and tobacco generally through- 
out the United States. It could not 
insure a corn crop unless Congress 
amended the law. The present amend- 
ment would apply only to 20 counties in 
which the Board may experiment and 
determine what are the fair rates to be 
charged so as to avoid losses. But in no 
event could any crop be included in the 
over-all program unless Congress, by 
subsequent specific legislation, author- 
ized the Board to insure that crop. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Georgia, and I 
also thank the Senator from Oklahoma. 
I believe the Senator from Georgia has 
really answered the question which I 
propounded. The language states that 
the Board cannot experiment with any 
additional cropin 1945. That is, they are 
limited in 1945 to corn and tobacco, and 
to not more than three additional crops 
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for each year thereafter. May the B 
select the crops with which they ex; 
ment? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
so provides. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. But there 
be no Nation-wide insurance of 
those crops without specific action 
Congress having first been taken. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Sen.- 
ator is correct, except as to the first 1 
crops, mentioned on page l, nam 
wheat, cotton, and flax. 

Mr. LUCAS. In other words, 20 « 
ties could be selected in which to 1 
experiments, say in Illinois and Iowa 
if the Board made a favorable report 
to the result of their experiments \ 
respect to any of the crops to which ref. 
erence has been made, it would be n 
sary for the Board to report to Cong: 
and then Congress could take furt! 
action. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
correct. 

The 
next 
stated. 

The next amendment was, on pag: 
in line 21, after the word “paragrapl! 
to strike out “shall be limited to produc- 
ers in not to exceed 20 representatiy 
counties selected by the Board fo: 
period of not more than 3 years, and 
Shall be subject to the limitations and 
conditions provided in paragraph (1) o! 
this subsection: Provided, however, That 
such insurance coverage may be the sam: 
as the insurance coverage provided 
paragraph (1) of this subsection or m 
cover a percentage not in excess of 75 
percent of the investment in the cr 
determined in accordance with the pro- 
visions of paragraph (1) of this subss« 
tion,” and insert “shall be subject to t! 
limitations and conditions provided 
paragraph (1) of this subsection, shall 
be for a period of not more than 3 
years, and shall be limited to producers 
in not to exceed 20 counties selected by 
the Board as representative of the sev- 
eral areas where the agricultural com- 
modity is normally produced: Provided 
however, That such insurance may 
cover a percentage not in excess of 75 
percent of the investment in the crop, 
as determined by the Board.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, 
in line 14, after the word “report”, t 
insert “annually.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on the same 
page, in line 23, after the word “estab- 
lish”, to strike out “within a period of 
3 years” and insert “as expeditiously a: 
possible.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5 
in line 2, after the word “determine”, to 
strike out “Provided, That, after the 
crop year of 1945, not more than a sum 
equivalent to 25 percent of the premi- 
ums collected in the preceding year 
(beginning calculation of premiums Col- 
lected in the crop year of 1945) shall be 
used for administrative expenses in any 
current operating year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, in 


agreed to. 





or- 


der to make the language here conform 
to the language in subparagreph (2) on 
! 3, loffer an amendment to the com- 
mi amendment, after the word 
“sugarcane”, to insert “timber and 


PRESIDING OFFICER The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
offered by the Senator from Geor- 
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amendment of the committee 
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M BUSHFIELD Mr. President, I 
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gram Iw not pr vhen the )- 
ject was finally passed uy It pro- 
posed to appropriate. « ithori $20,- 
0C0,C00 as incentive payments for the 
flax prcgram, but the bill does not pro- 


vide how the money shall be distribut 
or paid. I 
plain? 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma Mr 
President, the hearing disclosed the fol- 
lowing facts, as I understocd them: At 


the present time we are producing only a 
percentage of the flax necessary to serve 
the economic needs of the 
was testified that when the war is over 


coun 


there will be a very heavy demand {fo1 
paint. The people of the country, in the 
cities, and on the farms, have not used 
very much paint because, first, they 


could not get it; and, second, if they had 





it they could not use it because they did 
not have the labor with which to spread 
the paint. So, it is thought that when 


the war is over there will be a heavy de- 
mand fcr paint in the cities and the 
country to improve hous¢ build- 
ings. In order to obtain paint it is neces- 
ary to have linseed oil; to 
seed oil it is necessary to have flax 
and to get the flaxseed the flax must be 


ana 
anid 


ovtain iin- 


seed 





grown. The hearings disclosed t t 
there is no satisfactory substitute for 
inseed oil, and, if that be true, as I be- 
lieve it to be, we must have the eed 
oil in order to make the paint \ 1 will 
be needed when the war is ¢ In 
order to obtain the necessary linseed 

we must encourage and promote the pro- 
duc n of flax so that the seed may be 
availab think the record sh tha 
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and they claim that at least 6,000,000 
acres will have to be put into flax. 

We must remember that flax is a very 
risky crop. It is subject to more diseases 
and more hazards than any other crop of 
which I know. At present prices there 
is no incentive for farmers to take the 


risk of planting a crop of flax. They 
must buy the d at $4 a bushel, which 
is what the seed houses charge, and it 
take hree-quarters of a bushel of seed 
to an acre to put the crop into the 
ground. 

I notice that $20,000,000 is proposed to 
be appropriated by the bill to plant 


In order to obtain 60,- 
will require at least 


5,000,000 acres 
000,000 bushels, it 


6,000,000 acres to be planted to flax. I 
su an amendment to increase the 
$20,000,000 to $30,000,000, and let it go to 
the Appropriations Committee. ‘That 


committee can then make further inves- 
tigation with the Department of Agri- 
culture and call in representatives of the 
paint industry and of the crushers who 
make a business of estimating how much 
is needed. If that be done, out of the 
$30,000,000 proposed by my amendment 


whatever funds may be needed can be 
provided. Less can be expended if the 
full amount not required, but certainly 
there should be a more careful investi- 
ration of the requirements and needs 
than, so far as I know, has been made by 
the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

I do not believe, on the basis of the 


information I have, that we can obtain 
the requisite production unless at least 
from four to four dollars and a half a 
bushel offered for flax. I think an 
incentive price would do more than in- 
surance or the payment of $5 an acre for 
the planting of flax. The cost of plant- 
ing an acre of flax would be about cov- 
ered by the $5, and then the farmer 
would take the risk of getting all the 
way from 5 bushels an acre to the highest 
possible, which is 10 bushels an acre. 
He can put in some other crops such as 
corn and soybeans and make much more 
money than he can by raising flax. Un- 
less a special inducement is made, we will 
have to appeal to the farmers’ patriotism 
and charity in order to get them to take 
the risk of increasing the normal supply 
of flax. I suggest that the amendment 
I have proposed be adopted and that the 
Senator in charge of the bill take it to 
the Appropriations Committee for the 
purpose of making a further examination 
into the needs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the 
information of the Senator from Min- 
1esota, the Chair will advise that the 
Senate has already adopted section 5, 
which is an amendment. Is there ob- 
jection to a reconsideration of the vote 
by which section 5 was adopted? 


1S 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have 
no objection 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


Chair hears no objection, and the vote 
is reconsidered. 

Will the Senator from Minnesota re- 
state his amendment? 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. On page 7, line 4, 
I move to strike out “$20,000,000” and to 
insert “$30,000,000” in lieu thereof. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the amendment offered 


| 











by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, 
SHIPSTEAD] to the committee amend- 
ment. 


Mr. WHEELER. I sincerely hope the 
amendment will be agreed to. As hasal- 
ready been said, Montana is the second 
largest fiax producing State in the Union. 
What the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SHIPSTEAD] has said about the produc- 
tion of flax is absolutely correct. Flax 
is produced in the northern part of Mon- 
tana, to a large extent, when it is pro- 
duced in the State at all, but because 
the farmers under present prices can 
make more money producing wheat than 
they can producing flax, they put their 
land into wheat and make the added 
revenue. 

The farmers are not asking for an in- 
crease in the price of flax; the Govern- 
ment of the United States is asking that 
an increased amount of flax be grown, 
and the question is how we are to bring 
about increased flax production so as to 
meet the war needs of the Government. 
There is only one way, and in the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, of 
which I am a member, I suggested that 
way would be to increase the price of 
flax to somewhere around $4 or $4.50 a 
bushel, as has been suggested today. 

As the bill was reported to the Senate 
the figure was fixed at $20,000,009. On 
the morning when we went into the com- 
mittee to consider the bill, I had just 
received some letters stating that $20,- 
000,000 was not a Sufficiently large ap- 
propriation to insure the production of 
an increased amount of flax, and I sug- 
gested that the figure be made $390,000,- 
000. Since that time I have received 
numerous letters, from processors and 
others, including farm organizations, in 
which I am informed that there will not 
be a chance in the world for the Gov- 
‘rnment to get an increase in flax pro- 
duction unless the amount of money the 
Government will pay can be increased. 

It is merely a question of how much 
the Government needs the increased 
amount of linseed oil. As has been said 
by the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, there is no 
good substitute for linseed oil, and the 
Government needs the linseed oil for 
paint; and paint is absolutely necessary 
for use in the war effort, for ships, and in 
other ways. So,I hope the suggestion of 
the Senator from Minnesota, that the 
authorization be made $30,000,000 in- 
stead of $20,000,000, will be agreed to. 
Then, when the matter comes before 
the Committee on Appropriations, I 
think they should call in some of those 
interested besides the Government offi- 
cials, and have a more thorough in- 
vestigation, and if they find that $30,- 
000,000 is too much, they can at that 
time reduce the amount. But certainly 
the authorization should go through for 
$20.000.000. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, in charge of the bill, whether 
in his remarks he is indicating that the 
Department of Agriculture may want to 
use the $30,000,000, which, I think, will 
be appropriated, as incentive payments 
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to those who raise flax? Should wer 
rather advise the Department of Aegri- 
culture that they follow the same pro- 
gram they have now with referen 
corn and wheat; in other words, a 
Senator from Montana has just 
gested, provide what amounts to a 
anteed price, by having a Governn 
minimum or Government loan on 
instead of complicating the matte: 
going through the old method of p: 

an incentive price on the acres plant 
and so forth? 

I hope the chairman of the commit 
may make such a recommendatio: 
the interest of simplicity, leaving it 
the farmers of the country whether 
wish to plant flax, wheat, or corn 
we leave it in that way, and late: 
videa for a minimum price which will 
proximate the income on corn 
wheat, I am satisfied there will be 
tained a greater production of flax tl 
by going through the complicated pr« 
ess of incentive payments. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
President, the Department of Acri 
ture came before the committee, thre 
its representatives, and urged stron 
that a program be placed in effect to} 
mote the production of flax. So thi 
a part of that program. The auth 
tion is for an appropriation for only t 
year 1945. Whatever amount is auth 
ized, the authorization will expire at t 
end of the vear 1945. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, wiil 
the Senator from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yi 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I agree entirely 
with the views expressed by the Sena 
from Nebraska, and I so stated to tl 
Committee on Agriculture and Forest! 
If the Department of Agriculture, after 
careful investigation, should determin 
the needs and the number of acres which 
should be planted, and should then set 
the price of flax at $4.50 a bushel— 
which I am told by the crushers it should 
be; and I think it would take $4.50 a 
bushel to bring about the required pro- 
duction—I believe we would do 
with all the red tape, and the farmers 
would know definitely at the moment the 
program was announced what they 
would get for a bushel of flax, without 
any complication about so much an acre. 

Let the farmer make up his mind how 
much flax he wants to plant. If he is 
guaranteed a price, he will determine 
that. Of course, the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry did not take that 
view, and they may be correct. They 
acted on the recommendation of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. But I think the 
idea suggested by the Senator from Ne- 
braska is worthy of further considera- 
tion by the Department of Agriculture. 

Those in the industry whom I have 
consulted, those who make oil from flax, 
who know the business, who know the 
producers, who know the methods of 
production, and know where the areas 
of production are, tell me that they think 
a fixed price, if it is put at a reasonably 
high level, will do more to induce the 
farmer to produce flax than will any 
other program which can be arranged 
and at the same time will obviate a great 
deal of red tape. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I am quite serious in 
ng to avoid the complications which 
ng with incentive payments, and I 

accomplish a much better 
if we can arrive at a decision, 


the pending bi 





] ll is under consid- 
er: n, that the Department of Agri- 
ulture should follow approximately the 
im they now follow with reference 

ll other crops, having a minimum 


Mr. WHEELER. I made the sugges- 
in the Committee on Agriculture 

that I thought the production of flax 
be increased if a guaranteed price 
fixed, because if there is to be a lot 
red tape involved, the farmers will 
not be interested in producing flax. As 


I have said, the farmers are r 
7 tT 


JQ 


a price. Some persons ente1 
the farmers are here asking for 

reased price on flax. That is not 

tl It is the Government itself which 
wants flax, and the farmers will not pro- 
dau it unle they can make as much 
money by producing flax as by producing 
corn or some other crop. If the Govern- 








! desires to have the production of 
I ere d, it will hav to guarantee 
» t farmers, i d of under- 

! DY suDLIe proc f to reach a re- 

1 in my judgment cannot be 

! » successful as if we Say to the 
I rs Here is what v are goin to 

you for flax.” Then the far will 
what he is to get, and he w not 


l try to produce more on the acres 
under cultivatior 
Mr. BUSHFIELD. Myr. President, will 


the Senator vield? 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
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Mr. BUS I wish to reiterate 
v ] shed Senator from 
M is not a farm- 
e! p 1] The Government 
want 1 ] le reason why tl 
acreage of flax of the country dropped 


o0 percent over a 1-year period was that 
the producers of grain could make more 
money by raising other crops than flax. 
So, in order to obtain linseed oil, which 
s not only necessary to civilian but to 
val 10d has to be followed 
whereby the producer can see in dollars 
and cents, as the Senator from Mon- 
tana has said, how much it is going to 
mean to him if he changes his farming 
program for the coming year. I do not 
lieve anyone objects to the suggestion 
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a," , + he f ¥ 
urge for increased fl | 
a ; y ’ 
Y f p 
ontlx he oT -- < ? ( I 
( ] ( e aut Ol il 
of fla 
taal a 
Mr. LANGER. Then there I 
ther point, Mr. Presid ha 
flax is cu ter it left t i 
; 
rows it is much n I 
would ni i p 
Fiax mold and WU flax I! a 
b t turns black, and the I mp 
elevators, when they b dock i 
mucl metimes alm is much a 
because it is not of the right col 
though it produces approximat 
same amount of oil That is 
average farmer does not care I 
if he can possibly raise some othe 


of crop 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 


ident, inasmuch as this section limit 


authorization to the crop year 


Mr 


ol 


Oop cannot be OD- 
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p Insurance Act, as amended, in- 
cluding amendments made by tl ( there 
reby n liately available for the 
L er h i year ending June 30, 
145 add nal t in exce 
f $3,000,000 of the u 1 balances of 
func pI riat f carrvinge out the 
f the Fed ¢ p Insurance Act 
I I l 1943 d 1944, and such 
ereot may | juired shall be 
f I t f neral fund of 
I t ( i nalty mail 
I ram 
r k ( 4 he ac f June 23 
$+ (Pu I 4 1 ¢ ) The pro- 
¢ f led “Federal C ) 
I A ( ed the Depart t 
1 A I Act, 1944 1 
I L Agricu e Appropriation 
l ‘ ereby re} ! 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING 
‘hud 


MESSAGE FR 


OFFICER. That 


; the committee amendments. 


IM THE 


( Ti 


HOUSE 


Am from the House of Repre- 
by Mr. McLeod, one of its 
cle announced that the House had 
eed to the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 2874) for the relief of 
Robert Will Starks 
The message also announced that the 
H » had d reed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1963) for 
the relief of G. H. Garner; asked a con- 
ference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
that Mr. KEocHu, Mr. ABERNETHY, and Mr. 
JENNINGS were appointed managers on 
the part of the House at the conference. 
The message further announced that 


the House had dis 
ments of 


igreed to the amend- 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


3961) authorizing the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purpo agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses there- 
on, and that Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas, 
Mr. PETERSON of Georgia, Mr. BELL, Mr. 
CARTER, and Mr. DONDERO were appointed 


mana ; on the 
the conference. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


of the House at 


part 


mm 


1e message also announced that t 
aker had affixed his signature to th 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

An act to authorize the Secretary 
to comp! mi or 


‘ss, and for other ‘pur- 


Sp 


5S. 1688 





uiture 
‘rtain indebtedne 
poses; and 
S.2205. Ar 
Wome 
District 


e, adjust can- 





act to auth 
n's Christian Associat 
of Columbia 


rize the dissolution 


on of the 


and the transfer of its 


of the 


CROP INSURANCE 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4911) to amend the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLterK. At the proper place 
in the bill it is proposed to insert the 
following: 


The 





SEc 


para 


serve 


The first sentence of the twelfth 
graph of section 19 of the Federal Re- 
Act, as amended (relating to the pay- 
of interest by member banks on de- 

posits), is amended by inserting 
before 


the period at the end thereof a colon 
and the following: 
this p 


ment 


mand d 


“Provided further, That 
aragraph shall not be deemed to pro- 
hibit the absorption of exchange or collec- 
tion charges by member banks.” 


[AYBANK. Mr. President, I rise 
e the adoption of my amendment, 
which is identical in language with House 
bill 3956,° already passed by the House. 
As Senators all know, I have been en- 
thusiastic in my support of the program 

d small business. Many of us have 


Mr WK 


ai. 2 


to urs 


to al 
done all we could to help small business, 
and here is an opportunity for us to 


rencer assistance to the small banks of 
the United States. The adoption of my 
amendment will mean a great deal to all 
our small banks, and particularly those 


1@ rural areas 


in t! : 
For years these small banks have been 


charging a modest fee for remitting 
funds to distant centers. The general 
vas more or less unaware of 


public w 
these charges as they were typically ab- 


sorbed by correspondent banks. This 
time-honored practice was upset last 
year by one of the most bureaucratic 


rulings which has ever come to my at- 
tention. The Board of Governors pf the 
Federal Reserve System has attempted 
to outlaw absorption of exchange under 
the guise of an interest rate regulation. 

On August 23, 1943, the Board issued 
an opinion that in a particular case the 
absorption of exchange charges by ¢ 
designated bank was a payment of in- 
terest on demand deposits and was there- 
fore a “violation of section 19 of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Act and of the Board’s reg- 
ulation @.” Although this opinion was 
published in the September issue of the 
Federal Reserve Bulletin as an opinion 
in a particular case, the Federal Reserve 
banks began a vigorous campaign of en- 
forcement which as a practical matter 
made this a general ruling in spite of the 

act that the Board continued to main- 
tain that this was a ruling in a particular 
case. 

This interpretation is serious since the 
effect of the ruling is to require that ex- 
change charges be passed back to the 
customers of a bank which puts the bank 
in an extremely difficult position. The 
banks do not wish to incur the ill will of 
their customers, but they need the in- 
come badly. The small banks of the 
country, that is those having less than 
$1,000,609 of deposits, have not shared in 
the general increase in bank earnings, 
and if exchange is lost to them, they must 
search for other sources of income or go 
out of business. In many cases there 
will be a tendency to impose heavier serv- 
ice charges on demand deposits if the 
regulation remains unchanged. 

The small banks of the country imme- 
diately sensed that the new interpreta- 
tion of regulation Q was an attempt to 
force universal par clearance in direct 
violation of the expressed will of Con- 
gress. Representative Paut Brown, of 
Georgia, and I introduced identical bills 
in the House and Senate respectively in 
January 1944. 

These bills merely provide that the law 
as it stands would not be deemed to pro- 
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hibit the absorption of exchange o; 
lection charges by member banks 
tensive hearings were held on the 

of the absorption of exchange c! 
before the Committee on Bankin 
Currency of the House of Reprs 
tives on 19 different days between 
cember 10, 1943, and February 9, 1 
On March 2, 1944, the Brown bill 
passed by the House, and on M 
came before the Senate and was ref; 
to the Committee on Banking and ¢ 
rency. 

The opinion that absorption of 
change charges is a payment of int 
is not only unreasonable but is a 
plete distortion of the law. It is um 
sonable because if the absorption 
change charges is a payment of int« 
then every absorption of expense in 
nection with a demand deposit is 


wise an interest payment. Yet on 
the major characteristics of the | 


ing system today is the absorption of 
pense in connection with demand 
posit accounts. Every 
causes expense to the bank conc 

but the banks do not charge that 
pense to the depositor if the account 
sufficiently large. The banks are v 

to absorb the expense as a reward fo) 
account. If a bank refused to al 
expense in connection with an acc 
which was worth the expense to 
bank, some other bank would be will 

to do so and the account would be trans- 
ferred to the second bank. Thus 
first bank must compete for the acc 

by absorbing the expense. This com 
tition is a good thing. It would be 
injustice to the public for the banks 1 
to absorb such expense to the extent t 
the accounts are valuable to them. A 
other practice would produce a monop 
profit to the banks. 

So far as I know no one is proposi! 
generally to prohibit the banks f1 
absorbing expenses connected with ad 
mand-deposit accounts. So far as 
know no one is proposing to rule th 
unless a bank makes a service charg‘ 
to cover any and all expenses incident 
to a demand-deposit account, no ma 
how large that account may be, it will 
be considered to be paying interest on 
a demand deposit. Thus the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System 
has chosen to rule that the absorption 
of one particular kind of expense is a 
payment of interest, but absorption of 
other expense is not a payment of in- 
terest. The law under which this ruling 
is made does not warrant this construc- 
tion. Either no expense may be ab- 
sorbed or any expense may be absorbed 
without violation of the law* This dis- 
criminatory ruling will therefore have 
the effect of improving the income of 
the large banks at the expense of the 
small country banks. An arbitrary and 
inconsistent ruling such as this should 
not be permitted to strike at the small 
banks, one of the most vital parts of the 
small-scale democratic element of our 
economic system. 

A ruling discriminatory between vari- 
ous kinds of expense absorbed in con- 
nection with demand deposits involves 
gross inequities. Under such a situation 


such ac 


the banks may compete for the deposits 
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vt 


ation. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senaje to the fact that on January 12, 
1944, the bill which is the subject of the 
amendment was introduced in the Sen- 
ate by me. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. 


ll 
t 


Mr. President, I 


can understand the feeling of the able 
senior Senator from South Carolina 
about the delay with which he is con- 
fronted in connection with his measure, 


and I 


agree 


entirely sympathize with him. I 
that hearings on the measure 
should have been held long ago and that 
long since the matter should have come 
to j But the fact that one mistake 
may have been made is no reason why 
we should multiply the mistake by 10,000, 


ue. 


which would be the net result of the 
measure, in my judgment, in its impact 
upon sound banking up and down 


America, if the amendment 

attached to the pending bill. 
Mr. HAWKES. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 

Mr. HAWKES. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. President, I agree with what the 
Senator from Michigan has said regard- 
ing the amendment and the question of 
considering and acting upon it at this 
time. I happen to be a member of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
The committee is now holding hearings 
on the measure. If I had to vote at once, 
without awaiting completion of the hear- 
ings, I should have to vote against the 
amendment. 

I wish to record here that the Bankers’ 
Association of New Jersey without ex- 
ception opposes the bill which is the sub- 
ject of the amendment, and believes that 
it would be a backward step in the bank- 
ing practices of the Nation. 

I have a very deep feeling for my 
friend the senior Senator from South 
Carolina. I realize that he would like to 
have action taken on his measure. But 
I call his attention to the fact that his 
bill is not the only one which has been 
held up. There is one bill which has been 
before the House of Representatives and 
the Senate for 6 years. It has been 
passed twice by each body, and yet it is 
still awaiting action by the Senate. The 
people of the United States are interested 
in having it acted upon. 

So, while i have deep sympathy with 
the Senator, I must say that, in justice 
to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency and in keeping with what I con- 
sider to be good practice in the enact- 
ment of legislation, I do not believe the 
amendment should be attached at this 
time to the pending crop-insurance bill. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
wish to state as concretely as possible 
the objection to this measure. If I may 
proceed at least briefly without inter- 
ruption, perhaps my statements will be 
more consecutive, if nothing more. 

In the first place, I wish to present an 
exhibit from the distinguished senior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. He 


were to be 


I yield. 


has not been present with us in person 
for some time; but so far as judgments 
respecting sound banking are concerned, 
his spirit will live with us as long as any 
of us are on earth. 

The Senator from Virginia wrote to the 
Senator from New York [Mr, WaGNneER] 








lows regarding the pending measure: 
My attention has been called to S. 1642, 
introduced by Mr. MayYBaNK, and a com- 
panion bill in the House, H. R. 3956. This 
proposed legislation, in my Judgment, would 
entirely emasculate the statute prohibiting 
the payment of interest by banks on demard 
deposits, which, you will remember, I fought 
for and obtained in the Banking Act of 1933. 
Senator MAYBANK’s bill would authorize mem- 
ber banks to pay interest by absorbing ex- 
change charges made by a comparatively 
small group of banks which do not pay their 
checks at par. Member banks of the Federal 
Reser System cannot even make these 
charges nor do the nonmember banks who 
participate in the par clearance system. 
Then the Senator from Virginia said: 
The bill is rankly discriminatory and lack- 
ing in frankness. Its enactment could have 
vicious and far-reaching effects upon the Fed- 
eral Reserve System, both in the number of 
member banks and in the perpetuation of 
a par clearance system which has saved the 
Nation's industry, commerce, and agriculture 
llions upon millions of dollars. I am un- 


ve 


alterably opposed to the bill. 
Sincerely yours, 
CARTER GLASS. 
Mr. President, in my own humble 


opinion the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia is not exaggerated. 
Following the banking tragedy of more 
than a decade ago, a serious effort was 
made on the responsibility of the 
Congress to correct some of the bank- 
ing evils which were contributing 
factors to the debacle which overtook 
not only the banking system but the 
economic system of the country as a 
result of what happened in the early 
1930’s. One of the principal things done 
to correct the evils which had contrib- 
uted to unsound banking was to amend 
the Federal Reserve Act by adopting sec- 
tion 19, which reads as follows: 

No member bank shall, directly or indi- 
rectly, by any device whatsoever, pay any 
interest on any deposit which is payable on 
demand. 


Mr. President, I repeat that in that 
single sentence a rule was established 
which met one of the major evils which 
had caused banking instability, that ma- 
jor evil being a competition between 
banks for business on the basis of an 
auction sale. I think there was no dis- 
agreement anywhere in America, in fi- 
nancial circles or in any other circles, 
with the view that Congress had taken 
a far step forward when it wrote this 
single mandatory sentence into the bank- 
ing laws of the country, namely: 

No member bank shall directly or indi- 
rectly, by any device whatsoever, pay any in- 
terest on any deposit which is payable on 
demand. 


Mr. President, I wish to submit that 
the pending amendment, no matter how 
worthy its incidental purpose may be, 
is an effort by indirection, as the senior 
Senator from Virginia has said, to emas- 
culate this protection of the banking sys- 
tem of the country. When I speak of 
the banking system I am not speaking 
of the banks; I am speaking of the mil- 
lions of depositors whose interest is the 
final stake. 

Mr. President, I believe I can most 
briefly present the matter by largely con- 
fining myself to a very able, illuminating, 
and significant memorandum on the sub- 
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ject which was prepared by the | 
and finance committee of the I 
Board of Commerce. Referring 
amendment to the Federal Rese; 
which I have twice quoted, the 
randum says: 

This sound action was taken hb: 
corrected one of the outstanding ey 
banking business. 


Mr. President, I know somethin 
the banking business. I have h 
mate relationships with it m) 
know that one of the outstandi: 
was the precise thing which 
rected, and the protection agai! 
now being sought to be destroys 

I continue reading from the m 
dum: 

Payment of interest on deman 
has created an unhealthy compet 
deposits, and was one of the most 
factors leading to the bank holiday 


Mr. President, we cannot blink 
fact. There it stands. 


The proposed legislation would ma} 
amendment void by legalizing abso 
exchange. As an example, Mr. Zi 
Fredonia, Ala., buys goods from Joh 
& Co., of Chicago, to the extent of 
giving John Smith & Co. his check for $ 
drawn on the bank in his home town 
Smith & Co. deposits this check in it 
account in Chicago, which forward 
collection to the bank in Fredonia, A 
which it was drawn. This local bank 
$2 for collecting a check drawn on i 
remits $998 to the Chicago bank. Th : 
cago bank, however, gives John Smith 
credit for the full $1,000. The Chicas 
does this because John Smith & Co. « 
a large balance with it, and the bank vy 
to keep this profitable connection. 

This one sample transaction is, of 
multiplied by thousands because of the 
bers of checks which John Smith & C 
other concerns, receive from nonpar 
and the Chicago bank absorbs many ¢ 
sands of dollars per year in order to he 
retain their business. In other words, « 
its own pocket the bank would pay out m 
for its customers for the purpose of hol 
and using the customers’ balances. Clé« 
this is a device to pay interest indirect! 


Mr. President, whatever we think 
should ultimately be done in respect to 
this situation, at least the naked f: 
cannot be disguised. This is a device to 
defeat the amendment written into the 
Federal reserve law to protect Ameri 
depositors, as the result of an experie! 
which led in part to the bank holida 

I read further from the memorandum: 

The progress in constructive banking ler- 
islation has been slow because of the p! 


sure which has been exerted by min 
groups. 


That is the situation today. W 
great respect I repeat that this amen 
ment is offered in behalf of a mino! 
group, and I shall presently indic: 
to what an amazing extent it is 
minority group. 

Almost every gain made in the past 
years has been the result of difficult 
persistent efforts and it would indeed be 
serious setback to these slowly won gains 
conservative bank procedure should this | 
become law. 


I read further from the memorandum: 


$8. This legislation is fostered by a sn 
group representing about 2 percent of 
total deposit liability of the country. 
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Mr. President, I digress here to em- 
that poilr and to dwell very 


qq 


upon it. Competition between 
I should not be based upon the of- 
f n yf premiums for business which, 
effect, is bidding for business 

it in turn produces. As I said in 
1g of my remarks, it is an 

tion sale in respect to the stability of 
American banking system, I revert 


yy ? . 
memoranaum: 
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a point, even though it still only involves 
2 percent of the bank-deposit liability of 
the country, that the Federal Reserve 
Board said, “This has got to stop,” and 
now Coi.gress is asked to Say it shall not 
top but it shall be legalized in spite of 


the oppostion of the major banking in- 
telligence of the country and in spite of 
the inevitable welfare of 98 percent of 
the bank-deposit liability of the Nation. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Michigan yield to me? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. I remind the Senator 
that this fight has been going on for 
about half a century, that it is nothing 
ni It is the old par clearance fight. 


io one has jumped up overnight and 


t iny advantage of the reserve sys- 
t true that a small percentage 
( deposits represent another view, 
contrary to the view now being expressed 
by the Senator. That is because many of 
the large banks are against the little fel- 

It is difficult for the small bank to 
survive under existing conditions. The 
small banker does not live around the 
corner from a Federal Reserve bank, to 
which he can go and get his money and 
pay no express on it. He is operating a 
little bank in some remote county town, 
or little town far removed from a large 
commercial center, and he has been fol- 
lowing this practice a long time. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I quite 
ith the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. Another thing—— 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Let me com- 
ment at that point, if I may. I quite 
agree that this is an old fight. I quite 
agree that this practice was more or less 
universal prior to the last banking col- 
lapse which we confronted, and I quite 
agree that since the Federal Reserve Act 
was amended to remove this threat and 
menace to the soundness of total bank- 
ing in this country, there still is a group 
of banks which need revenue which it is 
difficult for them to obtain, and I deepiy 
sympathize with their necessity. But I 
know of no reason why a small bank in 
a small town in South Carolina should, 
by special privilege of this nature, be able 
to bid against the banks of the United 
States for business which ultimately pro- 
duces for them a deposit total utterly out 
of line with anything which would be 
normal. 

Mr. GEORGE. I doubt if the Senator 
could sustain the thesis that this prac- 
tice was one of the main causes of the 
bank debacle. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I did not say 
that. I said it was one of the major 
evils which had to be corrected. 

Mr. GEORGE. I doubt if even that 
could be sustained. I remind the Sena- 
tor that Mr. Crowley, who is at the head 
of the Bank Insurance Department of 
the Government, is in favor of the bill. 

Mr. VANDENBERG,. I understand 
that. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
responsibility. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 
that. 

Mr. GEORGE. But he is not repre- 
senting the big banks, that is all, and he 
is willing for the little fellow to live. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree that Mr. 
Crowley has a right to his opinion, and 


agree 
W 


He has some sense of 


I understand 





that his opinion is entitled to great re- 
spect, and I have great respect for it. 
I have equal respect for the opinion of 
the Senator from Georgia. But that 
does not alter the fact that I think Mr. 
Crowley and the Senator from Georgia 
are amazingly wrong in this instance. 
I cannot help it, but that happens to be 
ny Opinion. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is en- 
titled to his opinion, and I Know that is 
the opinion—though I do not connect 


the Senator with the group—of many 
great banksin this country. There is no 
doubt about that. If they are right 


about it, and if they are patriotic enough 
to allow the little banks to pursue a 
practice which they have always pur- 
sued, the system will not be destroyed. 
I think 2 percent did not exactly destroy 
the system; that would be a small frac- 
tion of the tail wagging the dog, and I 
never did believe they did destroy the 
whole system. 

I know how the big banks stand. I 
had some little connection with banking 
at one time myself, and I have heard the 
big fellows say, “‘These little country 
banks are eating us up.” So they raised 
the old par clearance question, and went 
through the courts for years. This is an 
ancient question, and those of us inter- 
ested in the little banks of the country, 
as well as the big ones, merely want to 
restore a permissive practice which I do 
not think will destroy the Federal Re- 
serve banking system. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
am very sorry that the issue is diverted 
to the atmosphere of a quarrel between 
big banks and little banks, and the infer- 
ence, at least, is unintentionally invited 
that the statements I make are on behalf 
of the big banks of this country. 

I need no added credentials as a 
spokesman for the little banks of the 
country, because in the course of all 
the banking legislation since I have been 
a Member of the Senate, for 16 years, 
I have fought against chain banking, 
which has been the highest heart aim of 
the big banks. So, in view of my un- 
yielding record against chain banking 
and in favor of the little banks, I doubt 
very much whether an argument can be 
sustained which invites any conclusion 
that my statements at the moment are 
inspired by any interest in the big banks. 
On the contrary, I repeat, I am speak- 
ing for 11,500 banks which under the law 
cannot do the thing contemplated, and 
which they do not want others now to be 
licensed to do. 

Mr. WEEKS and Mr. REVERCOMB 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Michigan yield, and if so, 
to whom? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield first to 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
then I shall yield to the Senator from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, it is a 
long cry, it seems to me, to depict this as 
a contest between big and little banks. 
I draw the attention of Senators to the 
fact that in 20 States of the Union there 
are no banks which do not cash checks 
on a par clearance basis. In 7 more 
States there is only 1 bank, in each of 
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those particular States, which does 
clear checks at par. 

In the 20 States, and the 7 ot 
where only 1 does not clear at par 
are many small banks, just as : 
small banks, I doubt not, as ther; 
those States where the majority of 
banks do charge exchange. I think 
an unwarranted refiection up 
management of the small banks t 
the distinguished Senator from ¢ 
Carolina has drawn attention, t 
that their earnings would be in j 
if they did not have the exchange c] 
to rely upon. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President- 
Mr, WEEKS. Just a moment. 
are many other sources on which 
can rely to make earnings, and th 
so in at least 28 States of the Unio: 
out having to rely upon exch 

charges. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Michigan yield t 
may answer that statement? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Just a mon 
if I may. I should like to yield the 
to someone else to be the heart 
center of this continuing controv: 
because I have to be in a commit 
meeting in 12 minutes. I did promi 
yield to the Senator from West Vi: 
and I do so. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, I 
have listened with interest to the in 
tion into the argument of a fight bet 
big banks and little banks. To my mi} 
that is not tenable, in view of the figw 
which have already been cited by 
Senator from Michigan and the Sena 
from Massachusetts. 

That the view that this is a qua 
between big and little banks is wror 
and can be dispelled, is shown by the f: 
that there are approximately 14, 
banks in this country, and that all | 
about 2,500 of them pay their checks 
par. For instance, in my own State the: 
are sixty-odd banks, and only 6 of the: 
do not pay checks at par. I wish 
assure the Senate that all those 60 ban! 
that pay their checks at par cannot | 
classed as big banks. So the argume: 
of big or little has no place here. Th 
is a question of whether or not we ar 
going to keep the banking laws sound by 
the payment of checks at par, or whethe! 
we are going to surrender the bankin 
laws of this country to a preferred fev 
who have heretofore taken a premium < 
made a charge for paying checks. 

Mr. REVERCOMB subsequently said: 
Mr. President, supplementing the ré 
marks which I made earlier on the ques- 
tion now before the Senate, I wish t 
invite attention to an editorial published 
in the Washington Post of Monday, De- 


cember 11, 1944, entitled “Exchan 
Charges.” I ask unanimous consent that 


this editorial be printed in the REcorp :‘ 
a part of my remarks made earlier in th 
day, and immediately following my re- 
marks, 

There being no objection, the editor 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
as follows: 

EXCHANGE CHARGES 

During the twenties active competition 
among banks to attract deposits from othe! 
banks in outlying centers led to the building 
up of large balances payable on demand 
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Ar! y Co., Gorin; 
Bank f Richw Rict ods; Bank of 
Marionville, M nville the Trust Co 
of St. Louis County, Clayton; Bank of Cale- 
d 1, Caledonia; Bank of Portland, Port- 
land; T raphe b nal Bank of St. Louis, 
Lou Fi B < of Foristell, Foris- 
te f e Bank of Forest City, Forest City; 
t Farme rraders Bank of St. Joseph, 
Joseph; tl Bank of Aldrich, Aldrich; 
I I State I Duenweg; the Clin- 
t ( In liu ttsburg; th Boone 
( Tiu ( imbia;: Bank of Tina 
I he ( < of Laredo, Laredo; 
I M M ( State Bank of 
P i Pi nt Hill 
B of Brock, Brock; 
I é Campbell; Farmers State 
B Eme n; the Goehner State Bank 
( Home State Bank, Homer; the 
I Lushto1 Lushton; Farmers State 
B I Tl er Bank, Thayer; Eddy- 
vil s Ban Eddyville; Farmers State 
Ba Hard Farme & Merchants Bank, 
Mc‘ Junction; Bank of Nemaha, Nemeha; 
the E Bank, Chiowa; Citizens National 
I ( robi Tob ; First National Bank 
of |] B dict; First National Bank of 
Hampton, Hampton; Farmers & Merchants 
B k, Al Union §S e Bank, Broadwater; 
First § te Bank, Whitman; Farmers State 
B x Mi rid 
£ e of Pennsylvania: Freehold Bank, 
Pi ure] the Hastings Bank, Hastings; 
the Key ne Bank, Spangler; Peoples Bank 
of Bl lle, Blairsville; First National Bank 
Co. of Dallastown, Dallastown; Peo- 
Nat 1 Bank of Duncannon, Duncan- 
maus National Bank, Emaus; First Nate 
Bank of Etna, Pittsburgh; First Nat- 
Bank of Fawn Grove, Fawn Grove; 
N onal Bank of Homestead, Home- 
i; First Nat 1 Bank of Kana, Kana; 
Na nal Bank of Lehighton, Lehigh- 
Citize National Bank & Trust Co. of 


ri L, hton; Peoples National Bank 
st Brady, East Brady; First Nati 

c of Oakdale, Oakdale; Farmers National 

of Selin ove, Selinsgrove; Grange 

Tioga, Tioga; First Nat- 





onal of 


iti Bank 
nal Bank 


io of Weatherly, Weatherly; Central 
National Bank & Trust Co. of N. Y. 

State of Texas: Fulbright State Bank, 
Fulbright; First State Bank, Talpa; First 
State Bank, Ropesville; Keller State Bank, 


Keller; First State Bank, Rocksprings; First 


State Bank, Jayton; Citizens State Bank, 
Waelder; Heidenheimer State Bank, Heiden- 
heimer; Lone Oak State Bank, Lone Oak; 
‘irst National Bank of Annona, Annona; 


nal Bank of Dodd City, Dodd City; 


rst National Bank of Eddy, Eddy; State 
ul Bank of Marshal Marshall; First 





I 
I 
I 
National i 
National Bank in Rockwell, Rockwell; First 
National Bank of Rogers, Rogers; Citizens 
National Bank in Saint Jo, Saint Jo. 


State of Indiana: Bank of DeMotte, De- 
Motte; State Bank of A. P. Andrews, Jr. & 
Son, LaPorte; Battle Ground ‘ Bank, 





Battle Ground: 
banks St 
inedale, B 
Bruceville. 
Mr. LANGER. 
addressing 


Davis Trust Co. Brazil; Fair- 
e Bank, Fairbanks; Bank of Bloom- 
oomingdale; Bruceville State Bank, 


Mr. President, now 
myself directly first cf all 
to the argument of the distinguished 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG!. The Senator that 
this proposal represents bad banking; 
that 10 years ago various laws were 
passed to protect the banks, and that 
if the amendment is adopted we shall 
have bad banking again. 


says 


Pays 














Mr. FERGUSON. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Does the Senator 
from North Dakota have any evidence to 
indicate the reason for the closing of 
the banks in his State? 

Mr. LANGER. Yes. I will come to 
that, if the Senator will wait a little 
while. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Does it cover this 
particular issue? 

Mr. LANGER. 
ar issue. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that back- 
ing the amendment is the F. D. I. C., the 
ency that examines every bank, 
whether it be a tiny bank in the smallest 
hamlet in the country or the largest bank 
in the largest city of the Nation. hey 
for this amendmen But I have 
better evidence than that, Mr. President. 
When the bill which is identical with 
the pending amendment was introduced, 
real that debate would ensue on 
the floor of the Senate—and I now an- 
swer the question raised by the distin- 
guished junior Senator from Michigan 

ir 


Mr. President, will 


It covers this particu- 
l 
at 


are 


nine 
iis 





{Mr. Fercuson|—I wrote a letter to every 
single bank in the State of North Dakota. 


I asked the banks for their opinion of 
the measure, and I received replies from 
more than £0 percent of those to whom 
I wrote. Every single bank belonging to 
a chain—a chain which has its roots in 
Minneapolis or Chicago or New York— 
was against the measure introduced by 
the distinguished Senator from South 
Carolina. I have here, Mr. President, 
and I shall read, ietters from some small 
bankers of my State. In some cases the 
bankers have asked that I do not use 
their names, because they say that big 
banks may wreck them, but there are 
some who have no objection to their 
names being used. 

I have here a letter from Mr. Verne 
Wells, of the Security State Bank of Rob- 
inson, N. Dak., dated July 25, 1944. He 
writes in part: 

Dear SENATOR LANGER: Shortly after wiring 
you last spring that the Independent Bankers 
Ass on apperently in favor of the 
Brown-Maybank bills, I attended a meeting 
of the executive council of that association 
at St. Louis. 

Mr. DuBois has kept you informed as to 
our association's attitude on that bill, and 
I was surprised to learn that a goodly number 
of independent bankers in North Dakota are 
opposed. 





ciat 1S 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to place the remainder of the letter 
in the Recorp at this point as a part of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the remain- 
der of the letter was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


At the St. Louis meeting, all but 2 of 
the 26 members present voted to support the 
Maybank bill. I talked with several of the 
men who, like myself, voted their personal 
convictions rather than the sentiment of the 
majority of the members in their respective 
States. Colorado and Michigan were par- 
ticularly vocal in that opinion. 

To me it seems that many bankers have 
formed their opinions on this measure by 
listening to the propaganda put out by the 
Federal Reserve men and the representatives 
of the large banking chains. Leo T. Crow- 
ley, of the F. D. I. C., has gone to bat for 
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the smaller independent banks many 
during the past few years. I am gl 
he “stuck his neck out” in our behalf 
on this Maybank bill. After all, the q 
of regulation Q and its enforcement 

it applies to absorption of excha 
problem of the Reserve city bank 
have no business fooling with it. It 
that these fellows have called in the 
Reserve to settle this dispute t} 
should have been able to iron out bi 
themselves. 

The attitude of the Independent B 
Association is that we are opposed t 
lation by directives or regulation 
That is what the Federal Reserve B 
been doing more or less for m« 
history. That is one reason why 
independent banks have refused to j 
Federal Reserve System. We all kn 
Chairman Eccles feels that small unit 
have no place in our economy, and | 

ken in this matter. He may | 
and sincere in his conviction but 
reason why we have to like 
As far as the details of regulation Q 
concerned, you will find many divide 
ions, but we are opposed to the 
of the thing. When a single board c: 
the laws for the 15,000 banks of the } 
we will have lost that precious h 
which our sons are fighting and d: 
day. 

Thanks very much for your interé 
this problem, which is very import 
so-called small business and, therefor 
portant to each individual. 


Mr. LANGER. I have here a 
from Beach, N. Dak., in the utte 
western part of the State. It is c 
April 21, and is as follows: 


I am taking the liberty of writing you 


sr 


for ourselves and the First State B 
Golva, Golva, N. Dak., with whom I have 
laborated, requesting that you vote 


age of S. 1642, commonly ki 
I ink bill, believing, as we do, that 
passage of this bill will permit the ev 
forcing of par clearance on nonpar b 
by the Federal Reserve System, who 
some twenty-odd years ago to force unive 
par clearance by mailing checks on m 
banks to the local express agent for c 
tion, who demanded cash in paym 
necessitating the carrying of abm 
amounts of currency by these small bank 
with which to meet these demands. 


wh a 





Let me digress for a moment to say, : 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEorcE] has said, that th 
is an old question. This banker says tl 
20 years ago in the State of North Da- 
kota the Federal Reserve System tried t 
force universal par clearance. 

He continues: 


The scheme would have worked nicely had 
not the Supreme Court intervened 
stopped the practice, thereby practically sav- 
ing the dual banking system we now enj 

We are afraid that the Reserve System 
ruling on its regulation Q, with regard 
the absorption of exchange by banks is just 
another way of entering an opening wedge 
into the question of par clearance of che 
by all banks, be they members or non- 
members of the Federal Reserve System; con- 
sequently we would very much appreci 
it if you could see the matter in our light and 
vote for passage of the Maybank bill. 


Here is another letter, Mr. President 
This bank prefers not to have its name 
used, because it is close to the big banks 
which could almost put it out of business. 
This letter is written to Mr. J. N. Peyton, 
president of the Federal Reserve Ban! 
Minneapolis, Minn. I ask unanimous 


Vaal, 


a 


ermission 





unker who signed it 


ion, the letter 


as ordered to be 


follows: 





ke t S t 
I Dak 
e Wit I [ 
s of war, what 
me-tax s - 
w w i. 
1sider t ) 
unde nis nose 
Dakota, have 
1 more compre- 
ecially in t 
Vv en I ¢ ne 
g and pick 





ng the ma 
truly say that 
es not ¢ - 
the de} j 
i} the idea of State 
han you do. But 


erve our rural com- 





1 


ige in the bank- 
I hope that our Nation is not 

, rth Dakota did dur- 
R. F. C., Fed- 





untry banker. 
irted our North- 


and we have not 








hy need for any 
as conditions are 

a little about 
a little post- 
field? Dupli- 
Banker Hicks 


per attentl 





eed on the 

is no time for 

? I m for- 
f ¢ 


: is a letter from 
Kelly, of Devils Lake, N. Dak., 


no objection to hav 


ing his name 


lated March 21, 1944. It is 


> now asked not 
tter, which in- 


scores of little 


he country. 


I hold in my 


ximately 125 small 


eads as follows: 


io is shrunken an 


s existence on the 


closed. The 


be collected on 
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Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALL 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. LANGER. 


Mr 


I yield. 

FERGUSON. - Senator re- 
ferred to the closing of banks in his 
State in 1920. I do not understand that 
this matter affected them. 

Mr. LANGER. They were in addition 
to the b cs which closed in the 1930's. 

Mr. FERGUSON. I am trying to get 
on record the cause of the closing of the 
banks in the 1930’s. 

Mr. LANGER. The cause is very sim- 
ple to state. The situation with the 
banks was that, even with the exchange, 
business was so slack, and they got so 
little of it that they could not pay their 
expenses and keep open. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Suppose the amend- 
ment is agreed to. Would it increase the 
revenue of the banks? 

Mr. LANGER. It would not increase 
the revenue, but revenue would continue 
to come in. The amendment, if adopt- 
ed, would permit the banks to continue to 
exist, because its adoption would permit 
some revenue to continue to come to the 
banks, instead of having millions of dol- 
lars of revenue taken away. 

Mr. FERGUSON. But does the Sena- 
tor insist that the cause of the failure of 
the banks listed in the exhibit was their 
inability to make the exchange? 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, I 
should like to answer that question, if 
the Senator will yield to me. 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. I wish to say that 
the ruling or interpretation of regula- 
tion Q, which is the subject of the dis- 
cussion, was made only last September. 
The law has been in force for 7 years, 
but the Federal Reserve Board did not 
see fit to make that interpretation or rul- 
ing until September 1944. 

Mr.FERGUSON. But neither the rul- 
ing nor the law caused the closing of 
the banks. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. 
tending. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I ypield. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Let me inquire what 
it was that Congress sought to prevent 
in 1933? 

Mr. LANGER. Congress sought to 
prevent the closing of the banks. It did 
so by guaranteeing deposits and thus in- 
spiring confidence in the depositors in 
the banks. 

Mr. EASTLAND. I understand that. 
But by regulation Q, according to the in- 
terpretation of the Federal Reserve 
Board, Congress forbade the payment of 
interest on deposits. Prior to 1933, 
$246,000,000 had been paid in 5 years in 
the form of interest on bank deposits. 

Interest is defined by the courts as 
money which is paid for the use of 
money. The exchange is a_ service 
charge, for doing business, and that is 
defined by the courts. What possible 


I am not so con- 


construction could reasonably be placed 
on a service charge so as to justify its 
being regarded as interest? 





Mr. LANGER. Simply by making an 
arbitrary order, the Federal Reserve 
Board is attempting to make service 
charges appear to be interest. 

Mr. EASTLAND. But what Congress 
prohibited was the payment of interest 
on demand deposits. Such payments 
had been made in the sum of $246,000,- 
000 for 5 years prior to 1933, whereas in 
connection with the pending measure 
only the payment of $8,060,000 is in issue. 
That is all that is presently involved. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 


the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator was 
speaking of a situation which existed in 


North Dakota, which is very similar to 
the situation which existed in the Caro- 
linas, where the price of cotton dropped 
from 40 cents to 4 cents, and mules and 
other animals were unsalable. After the 
failure of the banks and during the bank- 
ing holiday, did the State of North Da- 
kota forbid the payment of interest on 
deposits in banks? 

Mr. LANGER. In North Dakota we did 
enact legislation to strengthen the finan- 
cial structure of the banks. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Iam glad to hear the 
Senator say that. The distinguished 
senior Senator from Michigan (Mr. Van- 
DENBERG! referred likewise to what Con- 
gress has done to strengthen the banking 
situation. I agree with everything he 
said in that regard. But the regulation 
we have been discussing was put into ef- 
fect only last September, although the 
law was passed nearly 10 years ago. So 
I cannot understand the situation. I 
should like to have the Senator tell me 
whether he can understand how the reg- 
ulation would have anything in the 
world to do with strengthening the banks 
in the United States. 

Mr. LANGER. It would not. 
only weaken many small banks. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr.EASTLAND. The question wheth- 
er it has anything to do with strengthen- 
ing the banking laws is a matter for Con- 
gress to handle, not one to be handled by 
the Federal Reserve Board. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I entirely agree with 
the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. President, will the Senator again 
yield to me? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator from 
Michigan had to leave the Chamber to 
return to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. I should like to say, inasmuch 
as he mentioned South Carolina, that we 
strengthened our banking laws mate- 
rially and we passed many laws to that 
end. As a matter of fact, the result of 
one of the laws is that certain cash de- 
positories in South Carolina cannot lend 
the money which is deposited with them. 
They depend entirely upon exchange 
charges to enable them to pay their clerk 
hire and their other expenses. It is only 
recently that the law has been amended 
so as to permit a portion of the money to 
be loaned. So I am advised that 43 of 
those banks will immediately have to 
close for lack of revenue if the exchange 
charge is not permitted, 


It would 
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I thank the Senator from North | 
kota for yielding to me. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President 
the Senator yield to me? I shoul 
to make just one contribution. 

Mr, LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. The Superint 
ent of Banks of the State of & 
Dakota told me yesterday that, a 
according to his estimate, 25 bank 








ure were not passed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield with plea 
to the distinguished senior Senator f) 
Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Question was 
whether the banking system woul 
strengthened. If the Senator will 
mit me to do so, I will read a letter d 
December 29, 1943. I ask Sena 
please to note the date. The lette 
written to the correspondents of 
National Bank of Commerce, at M 
phis, Tenn. It reads as follows: 

To Our Correspondents: 

The Federal Reserve Board has r¢ 
ruled that the absorption of exchange ch 
in the collection of nonpar items is a \ 
tion of section 19 of the Federal Re: 
and of the Board’s regulation Q as it 1 
to the payment of interest on de! 
deposits. 


It will be recalled that the distin- 
guished senior Senator from Mic! 
{Mr. VANDENBERG] stated that the pay- 
ment of interest on demand der 
would ruin the banking system, Tod 
we find that after the Federal Rese 
Board has permitted this custom to « 
ist under the law, as the Board under- 
stood it, for at least 9 years, now, 9 
10 years later, it changes its cours 
action in reference to that part of t! 
law or its interpretation of it. 

I continue to read from the letter of 
the National Bank of Commerce: 


The office of the Comptroller of the Ci 
rency has recently directed that action 
taken by us in compliance with the at 
ruling, and in a letter dated November 2 
stated, “if we cannot secure action in Mem 
phisand * * * and a few other citie 
I suppose the only alternative is to prompt! 
send examiners to investigate and report 
cite for violation banks that are absorbi: 
exchange amounting to an indirect payment 
of interest on demand deposits. 


In other words, Mr. President, the 
Federal Reserve Board not only is mak- 
ing an amendment of the law but it is 
threatening the banks with dire conse- 
quences unless its amendment is com- 
plied with, 

The letter continues as follows: 


It is our information that the matter is 
under discussion by varicus authorities in 
Washington before a congressional com- 
mittee and a difference of views has been 
presented. We should like very much to 
be allowed to await final determination; 
however, in view of the position of the Comp- 
troller’s office, it has been necessary to advis¢ 
him that we would comply with his direc- 
tions. Therefore, effective on and after 
January 15, 1944, we shall be required to 
charge back such out-of-pocket collection 
costs as are incurred in the clearance of 
items not collectible at par through the 
Federal Reserve System. 

We feel certain in view of the foreg 
that you will appreciate our present pcsitio. 





it we may be allowed [to serve you in 
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That is one of the large banks of Mem- 
It is perfectly evident from the 
that that bank, and many thou- 

is of other banks of a similar kind, 
t complaining of exchange charges 
idea. which was put forth after 9 
urs of experience cf the Federal Re- 
bank. arose in Washington, in New 

! and in other cities, among the 

banks which wanted to crush the 
ll ones. It is not the desire of the 
banks in the various States to en- 
e the rule of the Federal Reserve 
l Tl rule was i led by the Fed- 
Reserve Board, and it should not be 
lied with. The Federal Reserve 


rd h great power over banks, and 
vy banks. as is clearly indicated by 
ter which I have read, are afraid 
to yw the Federal Reserve Board 
read) wn by its acts, for 9 
t Federé I serve Board did 
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ment, wnen pressure Was put upon 
Congress did not give it 1 f 
i 1 Reserv B ( ems t I ve 


Ir. Pre ent, I ask unanimous con- 
t e printed in the Recorp at 
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ter of the ame character as 
n v circul > Na- 
B c¢ of Comme! 
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j be printed in the REcorpD 5 
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Exhibit ‘(c): Net operating earning 
for the first 11 months of 1944, $5,980.94, 
ncluding exchange collected of $5,267.84. 

1 ife to say that if this amend- 
ment is not adopted between 20 and 40 
mall banks in the State of Mississippi 
will be forced to close their doors within 
the next few weeks, all because of the 
predatory Federal Reserve System, which 
is attempting to take over the legislative 
responsibilities of the Congress. It is 

range to see Members of this body who 
denounce government by bureau, and 


; ill not do anything to force the Fed- 
eral Reserve System to come to Con- 


and allow Congress to decide with 


2 
regard to the matter of the absorption 
of exchange 
Mr. President, I ask that the list of 22 
kanks in the State of Mississippi be 
printed in the Recorp at this point as a 
part of my remark 
There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the REcorpD, as 
follov 
Ir 
( i 
WOT. 84 
711. 74 
{ in 2 0 
G4 
85.4 t 1] 
" » ‘ 
! 58. 97 
) 391. 78 
| i ™.) hy 
2, 431. 43 
13, 958. 47 
1 544 4 s 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I should 
like to see the list of banks which the 
Senator from Mississippi has asked to 
have printed in the Recorp. Does the 
Senator object to reading the list into 
the RECORD? 

Mr. EASTLAND. No; 
jection. 

Continuing 
shows net operating 
072.58 for the first 1l 
including exchange collected 
711.74. 

Mr 
cent. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Yes. 

Exhibit (f): Net operating earnings 
for the first 11 months of 1944, $14,000, 
including exchange collected of $12,360. 

Mr. LANGER. That is more than 80 
percent. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Yes. Mr. President, 
it is my judgment that these figures are 
typical of small banks in North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and other Western States, 
as well as banks in Southern States. 


I have no ob- 


with the list, exhibit (d) 
earnings of $53,- 
months of 1944, 
of $32,- 


LANGER. That is about 60 per- 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator vield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Who collected the ex- 


change to which the Senator from Mis- 
Sissippi has referred? 














Mr. EASTLAND. The _ information 
ime from the banking department of 


> by the State comptroller of banks 


C 
the State of Mississippi, and was given 
{ 
( » State of Mississippi. 


Mr. AIKEN. Who collected the ex- 
change? 

Mr. EASTLAND. The small banks 

Mr. AIKEN. For what year? 

Mr. EASTLAND. For the first 11 
months of 1944. 

The next is exhibit (h). Net overat- 
ing earnings for the first 11 months of 


1944, $2,1 col- 


} 
i0¢ 


62.06, including exchange 
$1,932.94. 
Exhibit (i): Net operating earnings for 
t 11 months of 1944, $1,485.47, in- 
cluding exchange collected, $12,657.11. 
Exhibit (j) : Net operating earnings for 
the first 11 months of 1944, $1,456.72, in- 
cluding exchange collected of $2,020.92. 
Exhibit (k): Net operating earnings 
for the same period, $25,416.93, including 
exchange collected of $11,221.55. 


of 


the fir 


Mr. LANGER. As the Senator pro- 
ceeds, will he give the percentage as be- 
tween the net operating earnings and 
the exchange collected? 

Mr. EASTLAND. With reference to 

1e last item which I read, the exchange 


tl 
collected would represent approximately 
45 percent of the net operating earnings. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, under 
what law is the Federal Reserve Board 
proceeding? This is all new to me. 

Mr. EASTLAND. Under the law ofthe 
land. The Federal Reserve Board has 
placed an arbitrary construction on an 
act of the Congress which forbids a large 
bank from absorbing exchange collections 
gn behalf of ore of the small banks, its 
client. If the large banks can pass that 
burden back to the small bank it will 
cause them to close. The figures show 
about 25 percent of the small banks in 
the United States will have to close unless 
the Congress corrects the situation. 

Mr. AIKEN. Would the amendment 
of the Senator from South Carolina cor- 
rect it? 

Mr. EASTLAND. That is its object. 

Mr. LANGER. It is designed to save 
the small banks. 

Mr.EASTLAID. It is solely a question 
of whether we want small banks in this 
country and whether 2,500 communities 
shall be deprived of banking services be- 
cause of the arbitrary, predatory ruling 
of the Federal Reserve Board. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does a liability arise 
from the small bank to the large bank? 

Mr. EASTLAND. The large bank is 
absorbing it willingly now; they want to 
absorb it; but the Federal Reserve Board 
says “No;” they cannot do that. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the customer pay 
in any case? 

Mr. EASTLAND. The customer pays. 
Mr. LANGER. He pays 10 cents 
check. 

Mr. 


a 


EASTLAND. Here is exhibit 


qd) 





Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, may I 
suggest to the Senators holding their 
conference that they raise their voices 
so that other Senators may have the 
benefit of the discussion? 

Mr. EASTLAND. Exhibit (1) is an- 
other typical Mississippi bank with net 
operating earnings for 11 months in 1944 
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of $9,891.77, of which $5,084.25 
sented exchange collected. 
Another typical bank had earni: 
the same 11 months in 1944 of $10 ¢ 
of which $5,638.17 came from ex 
collected, so that more than 50 p 
the earnings came from that sou 
Exhibit (n) is the name of a bank 
earnings of $13,161.28 of which $1 
came from exchange collected. 





Exhibit (q): Net earrings $17.3 
of which $13,225.51 was incom: 
exchange collected, or about 75 


That bank is worth something 
community, and the people livin 
are entitled to banking servic 
though it is a small, poor communi 

Another typical Mississippi bank 
operating earnings of $19,465.57, of | 
only $9,391.78 came from exchan 
lected. 

Another had operating income of $° 
009.15 of which $13,833.43 was from 
change collected. 

Here is a bank with an operati: 
come of $50,543.18, of which $35,080 
approximately 75 percent, was 
from exchange collected. 

Another typical Mississippi bank 
an operating income for 11 mont 


1944 of $23,373.29, of which $13,958.47 
was from exchange collections, 


senting, I estimate, from 55 to 60 per: 

Here is another illustration: In 
case the bank for the first 11 month 
this year, 1944, had earnings of $9,549.77 
of which $9,471.38 was from exchar 
collected. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, if 
Senator will permit me to ask him 
question; Suppose in a county in M 
sissippi there is a large bank which 
close to four or five counties and t! 
small banks in those counties have 
close; that would mean, would it n 
that the large bank would get the bu 
ness and the farmers and laboring m 
would have to go to the large bank 


order to transact their banking bi 
ness? 
Mr. EASTLAND. That statement 


correct. With but one exception that I 
know of. every bank in the State of Mi 
sissippi favors the adoption of th 
amendment; and I submit if the la) 
banks in the South and West are will 
to absorb exchange collections, if every 
body is agreed on that, why should 
refuse them that privilege, and wh: 
should we deprive several thousand sm: 
communities of banking services? I 
unjust to do so, and represents anoth: 
predatory attempt by high finance 
gain control of the small banks of t 
United States and to drive them into t! 
Federal Reserve System. 

Mr. LANGER. And is it not also tru 
may I not ask the Senator, that it wou! 
mean that the farmers and labore! 
would have to drive 30 or 40 or 50 or 69 
miles to do business with some lal 
bank in Mississippi? 

Mr. EASTLAND. That is correct. 

Mr. LANGER. Instead of going to a 
bank 3 or 4 miles away and borrowing & 
hundred dollars or so if the farmer neea- 
ed it, he would have to go 50 or 60 mil 
away to do that. 
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n xitrary intel 
n of the Federal R 
ay all the smoke about thi 
we will find that back of thi 
pretation—the ruling of the Federal 
Board—is the desire on thei 
to secure absolute control of the 
banking systems of the country 
connection and along with 
t has been said heretofore, I desire to 
} ntion of the Sen: ] 


YY) 1 ! 


* U 






1 t 
C ey had to say about 
sition. Leo T. Crowley f 


ruished citizens. hi 
f the Federal Deposit Insurance 
one of 





ration, the better Govern- 
ncies, Mr. Crowley has a dis- 

ied experience in the past in Gov- 
ent service. He said in testifying 


Committee on Banking and 
ency on House bill 3956, which is the 
the pending proposal: 
te around all you want; but, when 
back, there are a few funda- 
1 things involved First, I think the 


rectly forces par 


Y ht 





s em of this country, and I ! 
1 strong believer, that in legis- 
you 1i0uld meet a th - 
plac ( fine Italian wri 

1 then i rpreting it Lavy 
ee] your the can € be T a 
certainly in the past has indi- 
ut question, that it is not in 
nforcing par clearance, and the Su- 
Court has indicated, as I ider 1 





Federal Reserve Board 


thority to do so. 


did not 


n Mr. Crowley goes on to say fur 
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the net result of the 
ng is thi First, it forces | 

nee; secondly, it very definitely affects 

lings of a lot of little bank 

p, in my judgment, is that yx 
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ng immediately will « c 
Now, tl little « m y i 
bank and cannot support an le- 
par ( th ve h e ft I € a 
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I do not n s I $ 
I r of h n tl e 
I think a ve fundamental issue is 
d I think this c ee ( t 
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) s that 1 be involved, b 
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Mr. President, the distinguished Sen- 
North Dakota has referred to 
iat the Federal Re: 


rve crowd 

































try: Ur 
Mr. BUSHFIELD. The Senato: cor- ss 

rect. 
Mr. EASTLAND And d n thi ' ‘ 

Government agency favor the passage 

of the bill? H anothet 
Mi Bi 


SHFIELD. It does, and very I P Y 
strongly. 
Mr. MAYBANK 


Mississippi asked the question I was 


about to ask, except that I would have 


added that Mr. Crowley would be far he v 
more int ted in small banks than in : I 
lal i would he not? t 
M1 FIELD. Y¢ 
Mr ANK. Not becau J 





Insurance Corporation is particu- 
he small banks because pro- 


a i 
on is limited to deposits of $5,000. 


f 





tectl 
Mr. MAYBANK. Let me ask the dis- ; 
tinguished Senator from North Dakota 
if it was not testified in the hearings that I ' 
back in 1920 at 1 I tim 
the Federal Reserve tt he f c 
the s nks t é S I 
coll 10% na, ¢ ( l C- 
eur ilo nt cl + + j 
be el! I - f > I J n 
{ mo! to n the ( d e 
they had t » to > Supreme C 
) I am wondering if th ip- 
p iin the We i : a trag- M ‘ 
edy in the South 
Mr. LANGER. Yes ad abo hat 
! ts ago es I S 
out of the Chamber at time, I thin 
I? it C I Supreme k 
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Mr. MAYBANK. Was that do! . 
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l thi 
t é 
{ rd 
e ( id 
I t 
I 3 | é 
( ‘ 1 f Mr. ¢ W Le 
{ ich 
} 
I have betor me nother letter. This 
j m one of the best bankers of the 
State of North Dakota I telegraphed 
him to whether I might use his name, 
nd I have his telegram giving me per- 
I ion. He say 
DEA A Thank 4 Si or, for 
t h t rec I ews OI! 
e M e b N 1642 Quite 
( ri ( é ( I l ) I 
i ( tl a l 
i I N nal Assoc on of 
Cre Me JOSE t } e with the 
N l fear erse p effects 
A f re nst the € ure a ire us 
! I ‘ ll « ! the usual 
¢ ( 
We ft quite certain that the Credit Men 
e aeleat the bill 1 be ol ad- 
. . I compl ion of the 
whit the pped € with the par 
cl f he Feder Reserve Act 
Digressing, I might say that that is 
exactly what has been said by some of 


tinguished Senators on this floor. 


Mr. Munn continues: 





We will take with doubts their assurance 
that they never have and never will oppose 
f e cl é The teller’s window at the 
bank upon which it is drawn is in reality 
the 2 ly plac where a check is actually 
worth 100 cents to the dollar Various free 
‘ ce en route may and do make the 
public be ve therwise 

The Federal Reserve par system was in- 

led at a time when the needy borrow- 
é were bearing nearly the entire burden 
of the banks’ earnings The greedy con- 
\ ed tt m y that the rediscount fa- 
cilitie enabling the banks to reach new 
heights on their loaning capacity would 
amply repay them for performing this free 


ervice of payil deposits at any re- 
mote spot in the country Please note that 
the Federal Reserve haven in times of 
did not hold the first inducement 


1 } 
1ocal 


stress 





You ask for personal experiences. Shortly 

ter t Federal Reserve was inaugurated 
the writer was urged to join. The officer, 
ding my que ys as to loss of revenue 

u a move on our part, had me ushered 

to the Federal examiner. The latter’s an- 
wer ¥ “You could make up the decreased 
‘ I and then some by rediscounting 
freely with the Federal Reserve.” He was 
ncing at our card statement “The Fed- 
eral Reserve would rediscount for you at 4 
percent You could loan out $200,000 addi- 
Lic l at 8 percent that would net you $8,000 


dditional revenue, greatly compensate for 


the loss of earnings by joining.” That extra 
$8,000 looked very attractive except that I 


did not know where to find the $200,000 of 
additional paper which would be paid at the 
90-day maturity. I have thought of that 
incident many times since and very often 
about the time our deposits in the depths of 
the depression shrank 90 percent to $27,500. 
The peak of that slump we attribute to the 
fact that we were on the par list previously 
and had with the shrinkage commenced serv- 
ice charges. That simply added fuel to the 
flame, 
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nst the law? Or shall we by law and 
r l d ( ill banks i ») a single 
As you know, all the banks to the north 
f re Canadian branch bank During 
the time that I have been here, the branch 
closed its doors, not because they had poor 
loa They were all good. But the poor 
loans were made at the head office That 
community had taken stock in an amount 
exceeding all the loans which they held at 
I When banks in North Dakota failed 
iniversally, the community was owing the 
banks more than the banks were owing the 
nmunity. We simply had been trying out 
e OW zy to ourselves’ idea, ¢ to 
local trade territories here in North Dakota. 
Unit banking makes for the development 
f 1 communities and that benefits the 





untry. The Federal Deposit Insur- 
ance Corporation brings a Nation-wide view- 
point into the entire banking set-up. As for 
ourselves, we would commend Mr. Crowley 
for the position that he taken on the 
Maybank bill 


Yours very 


whole ¢ 








has 


} 


sincerely 


W.T. Munn, President. 


I have also received the following let- 
ter from the Florida Bankers Association 
of Leesburg, Fla.: 


FLORIDA BANKERS ASSOCIATION, 
Leesburg, Fla., April 25, 1944. 
M~ Dear Senator: Enclosed for your con- 
Sideration is copy of a resolution which was 
adopted 


of the 


at the fifty-first annual convention 
Bankers 
ille April 11 


delegates of 


1 


Florida 
Jackson\ 


vote ol 


Association held in 
12, 1944, by a majority 
member banks of the 
ion <ing your support of the May- 
bill, Known as S. 1642. 
Yours very truly 

J. CARLISLI 





ROGERS, 
secretary. 
Likewise, Mr. President, I have here 

scores of other letters from the State of 

North Dakota, and I ask unanimous con- 

sent that I be allowed to put these letters 

in the Recorp without attaching the sig- 
natures. They are from small banks in 
every section of the State of North Da- 
kota. They are practically unanimous in 
support of the Maybank bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection? 

There being no objection, the letters 
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
as follows: 


Is there 


Dear SENATOR LANGER: Your letter of March 
22, 1944, received, for which I thank you. 

From present experience, at the present 
time, our biggest item of earnings is ex- 
change. To lose it will cripple the little 
country banks. 

We are wholeheartedly in favor of 
thing you can do in regard to this bill, 


any- 
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WILLIAM LANGER, 


Senate Office Building, 
Wa gton, D.C 
Dear SENATOR: Please permit me t r 


you a little more on the above subject 

There is no question but l 
exerted by the Federal Reserve throu 
ous agencies, under-the-surface 
vering, and smoke screen have confu 
issue so that many, including bank 
decide what is for 
John Doe. 

It is quite evident 
objective is the elimination of 
State legislative action, which will t 
couraged and expedited by defeat of the M 
bank bill. The National Associat 
Credit Men, which is actively in 
for outlawing exchange, argues that : 
than charge mail-order houses, wh 
houses, etc., the small exchange fee f 
mitting for checks received by them 
their customers, we should charge ou 
customers who give the checks. I fail t 
their argument and do not believe we 
take it from the small fry here for the he 
of the large corporations. Exchange 
vital part of the earnings of the small 
try banks and its elimination would 
painful, and in many cases fatal, bl 
such banks. 

Furthermore, down at the bottom of 
whole affair it stacks up as a fight bet 
the F. D. I. C., supporting the dual 
of banking, and Federal Reserve, w 
opposes it. I don’t believe you are in 
pathy with the ambition of the Federal 
serve to force us into that system with « 
quent death of dual banking, and tru 
further study of the situation will re 
your support of the Maybank bill. If 
is available please read Represent 
Brown's letter of March 18 to the Nat 
Association of Credit Men, which stat 
side of the controversy very clearly. 





the 


the best interest 





the 





Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D.C.: 
We urge your support of the Maybank |} 
We believe that the passage of this bil 
essential to the welfare of our banks 





Dear SENATOR LANGER: When your letter of 
March 22, which has reference to the M 
bank bill, S. 1642, came in, I was absent 
my vacation, which accounts for the delay 
replying. 

We hope that you will give your supp 
to the Maybank bill. It is our opinion th 
this is one way of heading off further cont: 
by the Federal Reserve bank, which w 
eventually lead to the elimination of 
independent banks. It seems to us that \ 
have too many Federal controls as it is. We 
note with considerable satisfaction that 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation is - 
porting this bill and certainly they have con- 
tributed more to the upbuilding of the 
pendent bank than the Federal Reserve t 
has or ever will. 





WILLIAM LANGER, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C 

Dear SENATOR: Since writing you March 21 
with reference to the Brown bill, we have h 
some time in studying both sides of t! 
question, and we are now convinced that the 
bill should be passed. If we are to main 
a dual banking system, banks should hav 
individual liberty in running their busines 
in a way that best suits operations in the 
particular locality, without being tied dow: 
to some system that works best in some othe! 
place, 


Hon 


made to the der 


rather h 


l so that I may f Py ion. W NGER 
at the Nonpartisan Sta Yonvention ite Office B 

marck last March 

i to have Beede 

resentative, anc 


n did a good 


r WILLIAM LANGER 
Washington 
After complete inforn 
i the Maybank bill and 
thea hill } 


I] Believe this 


tr 


cou! 
able disadva 


y bank. System has beer 
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I the libert e! a cir- 
A } rt W it 1 ¢ 

t y be e the House Banking 

e¢ 

Db the hearing be e the House Bank- 

( Lee tne I V l ner 

i Dut now Pp} nh unae 

1 the Federal Reserve banks of each 

be m well organ) zed they 








) t much pressure on the Sen- 

It is my studied opinion that the May- 

bill constitutes good law and it should 

e} ed The House Banking Committee 
tudy of the companion bill, th 


Dlli, came to that conclusion and the 
nderstand passed it by out a 6 to 
1 vote The question is controversial, ) 

ntroversial in fact that the American 


ition were noncommittal. 





B ke! Associ 








N I believe they will break their silence 
probably appear in opposition to the 
Maybank bill. Of course, the A. B. A. repre- 
é he banks of the country but the 
nce of the big banker are quite } ~ 
ed Our association, as you Know, is 
t ganizatiol 
Hon. WILLIAM LANGER, 
l ed States S at 
we ate 
D SENATOR: Your lette 
€ eived nd I am vei 
fror 1 ut the ) 
I 
W ‘ personal regards, I am 
Y very tru 
P.£ opringiike he I € V on 
BIL! 
W AM LANGI 
Wasi g D.C 
y urge tl you opp May! k 
S 642 


YATOR: Your letters of March 22 





d 27, with encl es, have-been received 
I preciate and thank you writing to nfe. 

I Maybank bill seems to have gotten 
to t quite an issue and we have received so 
much literature on both sides of the question, 
t would be hard to recommend what to 
d 

H ver, since wiring to you, the enclosed 
letter from the F. D. I. C, has been received, 
whick seems to present more light on the 
‘ ject than we had theretofore gotten. In 
view of is, it would seem that perhaps the 
Maybank bill should be passed. You are 
on the ground floor and acquainted with 
banking in North Dakota, and I am sure 
that you will make a proper decision. 


We hand you letters from the Independent 
Bankers, the North Dakota Bankers, and the 
Minnesota Bankers Associations, which take 

ttitude opposite to the Federal Deposit 


i Corporation 

We have had no personal experience in 
this connection, excepting that we do re- 
ceive me items upon which we get ex- 
r that had been routed differently 
heretofor : 

Hoping you are fine, and with best regards, 


very truly, 


> 


of snow here. 


DeAaR SENATOR LANGER: We would like to 
operate this bank as we have in the past, and 
while we are much confused over the bills 


we are of the opinion that the Maybank bill 
Will if passed allow us to continue as we have 
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WILLIAM LANGER, 
United States Senator, 


DeaR SENATOR: This will ack: 
ceipt of yours of the 16th in re i 
Maybank bill, known as S. 1642 


We have heard arguments both f 








a t this bill, a: the maj 
min ority report on Congressm: 
Erown’s bill, known as H. R. 395 
passed some time 





We are very much in favor of havi 
Maybank bill passed in the United 
¢ 
f 
r 


Senate. We have a number of small 

our State as well as other S 
should they be deprived of the exchaz 
nue there is no question in our mind 
good number of them will have to liq 
as the income from the exchange 


cases represents from one-half to two-t 
of the operating revenue. The banks 
State have charged exchange for over 3 


or more, and we cannot see any reasi 
that practice should be abolished a 
time as Congress has never declared j 
in r of universal par clearings. Or: 


F< 
ith iave 





contrary, in 1917 Congress expressly an 

13 of the Federal Revenue A 
to authorize member banks to cha: 
change on clearings which d‘d not } 
through the Federal Reserve banks I 
Supreme Court of the United States i: 


ection 


in the case of the Farmers and Mer 

Bank of Monroe, N.C.v. Federal Reserve B 

of Richmond, in which the court held 
they had no right to enforce univers 

ings on the banks in this country. W : 
lieve that if par clearings should be n 
universal, it should not be made by ad 
istrative regulat but only by act of ¢ : 
gress, and the present legislation merely 


out this thought. 

We believe that the Federal Deposit hh 
ince Corporation's view on th ) 
be considered carefully, and we agree fu 
with them. We are enclos a circul 
ter that we received from them dated M 
16, 1944, although they do not requ 
of the banks to support this legislat 
are sending it to you because we believe t! 
will more clearly express the view of all i: - 
pendent banks, and especially smaller bi 
all over the Nation who receive a subst 
amount of revenue from exchange charge 

We will appreciate hearing from you 
we hope that you may see your way clea 
support this Maybank bill when it will 
up to a vote in the Senate. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, as I view 
it, the Maybank-Brown bill has raised 
great controversy in which the powerful 
Federal Reserve Board and the financial! 
fat cats who run the banks of Wall St 
are trying to destroy the independence, 
yea, the very existence, of over 2,700 
small bankers in the agricultural sec- 
tions of the South and Middle West. In 
such a dispute need I say where the cau 
of right and justice lies? 

Mr. President, replying specifically t 
the argument made by the distinguish 
Senator from Michigan, when time and 
time again he said that this amendment 
involved only 2 percent of the deposit 
iability of this country, I will say that 
may be true. I do not concede it, Mr. 
President, but of one thing we are cer- 
tain, and that is that this amendment 
involves nearly 20 percent of the banks 
of the country. There are, as the Senator 
said, 6,700 member banks in the Federal 
Reserve System, 4,800 nonmember banks 
that are on a par basis, and then there 
are 2,500 other banks. So we have, 




















1944 


lv, 20 percent of the banks that are 
tally aff cted by this | measure. 
li Pi t, if what I have stated 
I arouse the interest of my fellow 


rs. let me say that the amendment 
rely before the 
n wherein the Federal Reserve 
with that boldness all too often 
s in our executive agen- 
an administrative ruling 
force of law but which 
neress has never authorized. Not 
lv has Congress never authorized the 
ling. but during the 30 years’ life of the 
ral Reserve System, Congress itself 
repeatedly refused to interfere with 
banking practice which this ruling 
s to make illegal. This is the old, 
tory of a delegated power to do one 
r being used to deal with an entirely 
fferent problem—a matter which Con- 
ress itself has repeatedly refused to 
ffect. 
As I come from the State of North 
Dakota, I know a great deal about the 
tice of charging exchange. It has 
een a source of revenue which kept 
» of our North Dakota banks alive. 
I need not tell the Senate what keeping a 
nk alive means to a country town, 
her the town be in North Dakota, or 
Tennessee, or in Georgia, cr in Florida, 
rin any other State in the Union which 
more or less of an agricultural or dairy 
It means the difference between 
living town and a dead town, a town 
hich business comes to and a town 
hich business shuns. I ask Senators, 
ho knows best how North Dakota banks 


GS ‘ 
places squa Senate 


hese day 
las made 


» 3 } 
lich has the 





Crate 


uld be run? The men who have 
rought their banks through war and 


lepression, through drought and crop 
and drought and crop failure 
1? Or some young theorist, fresh | 
om his college courses on money and 


failure 








banking, who gazes out of the high win- 
dows of the marble palace which houses 


Federal Reserve Board at the far end | 

f Constitution Avenue? 
In the years prior to 1933, the country 
bankers used to get interest from the 
y bankers on the balances which they 
ried in the city banks. The country 
nks have to carry these balances in 
order to meet the demands of their cus- 
mers who do business in the cities. 
ey are prevented from investing this 


n y because it is their reserve to meet 

the demands of their depositors. Vast 
ms are accumulated by the city banks 
lich they are able to invest in Gov- 
nment securities which they can quick- 
liquidate because they have ready ac- 

cess to the Federal Reserve banks and 


the security markets. So the city 
bankers make the profits which have al- 
iys enabled them to pay interest for 

e funds. But in 1933, when Congress 
s swinging wildly to clean up the 
nking disaster which had almost ru- 
ned our country, a law was passed which 
made the payment of interest illegal, 
where the deposits were payable on de- 
mand. The idea was that this would 
prevent this money from being attracted 
to New York and other big money centers 
to be used to finance stock-markét spec- 
ulators. When this law was passed on 
June 16, 1933, it was needed. But since 
1933 many other laws have been passed. , 
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Among these I have only 
Securi Acts of 1933 and 1934, which 
have set up a bulwark between the bulls 
and bears—they really should 
wolves—of Wall Street a 
upon whom they have alway 
These laws have created th 
Exchange Ci ymmission wat 

powers to regulate the sec 
ness, urthermore, unds 
Federal Reserve Board has 
the broadest powers to re 
trol the use of credit for 
poses. Under this law 
serve Board has issued regulations fixing 
the margin requirements which brokers 
and bankers alike must live up to and 
restricting the making of bank loans to 
be used for security speculation. If these 
agencies exercise the powers given them 
by Congress, there never again can be 


to mention the 


ties 


be called 





r these le h 
been given 
zulate and con- 
speculative pur- 

e Federal Re- 


a run-away stock market; no longer will 
funds be attracted to New York for use 
in the stock market, because it can be 
kept under control. 

Mr. President I may say that in the 
campaign that just closed, next to the 


war I believe the argum which most 
impressed the people in the rural areas 
was that we had the Federal guaranty 
of bank deposits, and I think that was 
true also in the election 4 years ago, and 
it has been true I believe in every elec- 
tion since the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation law was enacted. 

Therefore, I say the need for prohibit- 
ing the payment of interest on demand 
deposits has long since passed. I say 
that Congress should repeal this old law 
because it is no longer necessary—it no 
longer serves any purpose except to pre- 
vent the little banks from getting in- 
terest on the reserve deposits which the 
needs of trade compel them to keep in 
the New York banks. This is something 
for us to consider carefully in the future. 

In the meantime we must adopt the 
pending amendment. The House passed 
a bill in similar language by a record- 
breaking vote early in March of this year 
and why the Banking and Currency 
Committee of the Senate has kept the 
bill in the committee all these months, 
I do not know. I repeat, it should have 
been reported to the Senate promptly 

Again I want to congratulate the senior 
Senator from South Carolina for bring- 
ing the provision out in the form of an 
amendment to the pending bill, and I 
sincerely hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

The purpose of the amendment is to 
permit the little banks to live. It per- 
mits them to live because many of them 
live largely on their exchange-charge 
revenue. It nullifies the Federal Reserve 
ruling which holds that the interest 
statute is violated when the city banks 
pay the country banks’ charges on check 
clearings unless the city banks bill their 
depositors for them, The Federal Re- 
serve says that for the city banks to 
stand the expense of collecting checks 
from the country banks is paying their 
depositors interest. Not satisfied with 
depriving the small fellow of the oppor- 


ant 
en 


tunity of getting interest for this money, 


the Federal Reserve now wants him to 
pay part of his bank’s operating expenses 
as well, There was a day when money 
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charges on collections otherwise than 
against the Federal Reserve banks. In 

ceptir this amendment, the nonpar 
banks, supported by an opinion of the 
f il counsel of the American Bankers 
A ciation, had understood that the 

mendment would permit nonmember 
| to char exchange on collections 

hich the Federal Reserve banks were 
handling in the customary agency capac- 
i However, the Attorney General in 
1918—Thirty-first Opinion, Attorney 
General, } 245 and 25l—issued an 
opinion to the contrary, so that non- 
member banks were prohibited from 
chargir exchange not only on collec- 
tion ! wned by the Federal Reserve 
bank also on those which they 
were handling in an agency capacity. 
This deprived banks of the clearing 
facilities of the Federal Reserve banks 
for checks drawn on nonpar banks, and 
the situation in this respect has since 
remained unchanged. 

In September 1943 the Federal Reserve 
Board issued its ruling that absorption 
of exchange was interest, and it has been 
battling in a most extraordinary manner 


to make all banks comply with its ruling. 


It has fought to break up the practice 
which its ruling outlawed even while 
Congress has been considering this leg- 
islation. The Federal Reserve Board 
would like nothing better than to have 
the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency contin 
as it ha 
ready. 
The Federal Reserve Board has been 
carrying on a country-wide campaign to 
cet banks which are not directly affected 


e consideration of this bill, 
considered it for many months 


al 


by its ruling to oppose this bill; and the 
result has been a flood of telegrams ask- 
ing some Members of this body to op- 
pose this measure. The chief claim has 
been that this bill will destroy the Fed- 
eral Reserve System. How utterly ab- 
surd. If the Federal Reserve hangs by 


such a slender thread, let it be cut now 
so that we may no longer be blind to 
its weakness. 

I agree with every word that was said 
by the distinguished senior Senator from 
Tenne Mr. MCKELLAR]. He put his 
finger on the vital issue with which we 
gre concerned today. 


ssee 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If this amendment 
would destroy the Federal Reserve Sys- 
tem, why has it not been destroyed dur- 
ing the 9 or 10 years the Federal Re- 
serve System has acquiesced in this very 
method of handling business? 

Mr. LANGER. Of course, Mr. Presi- 
cent, the question answers itself. It 


shows how very specious is the argu- 
ment made by the Federal Reserve 
Board. 

Mr. President, I am sure that the 
Members of this body are too courageous 
in their respect for right and justice to 
vield to this kind of lobbying. I have 
upon my desk many letters sent by the 
Federal Reserve Board to bankers in the 
State of North Dakota, which letters 
have been forwarded to me. 

Every bureaucrat who makes an ille- 
gal ruling wants his hand upheld and 


1 





) 


up an awful howl when Congress 
steps to protect the public from his 
abuse of authority. The worse the tres- 
pass on the public’s rights, the louder do 
they cry. That is what is happening in 
this c 

he Federal Reserve ruling was to pro- 
hibit the absorption of exchange, but its 
purpose was to prohibit exchange itself, 
because by making exchange charges a 
nuisance through forcing every bank to 
charge them back to the public, instead 
of paying them as part of their operating 
expenses, the Federal Reserve hopes to 
force the little banks to cease charging 
exchange or to go out of business. Mr. 
President, in this very year more small 
banks have gone out of business in the 
State of North Dakota. 

Let me show how this system works. 
Farmer Smith lives in a small agricul- 
tural community and is a depositor in 
the Farmers State Bank of Williston, 
N. Dak. This is an independent, locally 
owned bank catering exclusively to the 
residents of the town and the farmers 
residing in the immediate vicinity. Mr. 
Smith buys some equipment from a store 
in Chicago for $100. He sends his check 
in that amount to Chicago and receives 
the merchandise. The Chicago store de- 
posits the $100 check with its bank in 
Chicago, receiving credit to its deposit 
account for $100. At this point, for all 
intents and purposes, Mr. Smith and the 
Chicago store have concluded their 
transaction. The remainder of the 
transaction is wholly a banking function, 
of which both Smith and the store are 
completely ignorant. The Chicago bank 
transmits the $100 check to its corre- 
spondent, the Minneapolis National 
Bank, of Minneapolis, Minn., with in- 
structions to collect the check and credit 
the proceeds. The Minneapolis bank acts 
as correspondent, not only for the Chi- 
cago bank, but for many other banks 
throughout the country for-the purpose 
of collecting checks drawn on banks in 
Minnesota. The Minnesota bank sends 
the $100 check, together with other 
checks drawn upon the Farmers State 
Bank of Williston, to the Farmers State 
Bank for payment. The Farmers State 
Bank remits to the Minneapolis bank by 
a draft drawn upon an acceptable point, 
probably Minneapolis, and charges ex- 
change at one-tenth of 1 percent. Thus, 
the draft executed and mailed to the 
Minneapolis bank is in the amount of 
$99.90. Ten cents is retained by the 
Farmers Bank of Williston as an ex- 
change charge for this service. It should 
be noted that if the Minneapolis bank 
presented Mr. Smith’s check at the coun- 
ter of the Farmers State Bank at Willis- 
ton, the check would be cashed at par. 

I wish to repeat that, Mr. President, be- 
cause the statements which have been 
made upon the floor of the Senate are 
misleading. It should be noted that if the 
Minneapolis bank presented Mr, Smith's 
check at the counter of the Farmers State 
Bank at Williston, the check would be 
cashed at par. The Minneapolis bank 
credits the deposit account of the Chicago 
bank with $100 and absorbs the 10 cents 
exchange charge as a part of its operat- 
ing costs. It feels that it is able to do this 
because it has made profitable use of the 


put 


takes 


ase. 
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earning power of the deposit whic! 


sUi) a 
Chicago bank maintains with the Min. 
neapolis bank. 

If the present regulations of the Fy il 
Reserve Board are enforced, that Min. 
neapolis bank will no longer be per. 


mitted to absorb this exchange charge. 
Having received only $99.90 from the 
Farmers State Bank of Williston, thea 
Minneapolis bank will be able to credit the 
Chicago bank only with the amount it 
collected on the check, namely, $99.90, 
The Chicago bank, not being able t: 
sorb any charges in relation to the a 
count of the store, can only notify the 
store that, having received a net credit 
of only $99.90 from the check of Mr, 
Smith, the store must remit an additional 
10 cents in order to obtain deposit credit 
for the full amount of $100. The store 
will then demand the remittance of 10 
cents from the original maker of the 
check, Mr. Smith. Under these circum- 
stances, Mr. Smith would undoubtedly 
step into his small, locally owned bank 
and would demand that it remit the 19 
cents; and no doubt he would threaten 
the shifting of his business to a so-called 
par bank, where the exchange charge 
would not be imposed, but where the ex 
penses would be absorbed by the Federa 
Reserve System as an over-all banking 
expense. The result would be a shaking 
disturbance of a depositor relationship 
that has been satisfactorily in existence 
for a long time. 

Many small banks have been experi- 
encing great disturbance among their 
customers as a result of this ruling. I 
know, Mr. President, because I have re- 
ceived telegrams to that effect from 
bankers in the State of North Dakota, 
I say that concerns from whom bank de- 
positors make purchases for which they 
pay by check are told that it is illegal for 
the bank to absorb the exchange charge, 
That causes them to complain to the 
little bank’s depositor, who immediately 
is given the impression that his bank has 
just started charging exchange and that 
the practice is wrong. That is only 
natural, because the Federal Reserve 
says it is illegal. It is also natural for 
him to think it is a new practice, because 
he never had any difficulty until the 
Federal Reserve ruling was made, al- 
though his bank has been charging ex- 
change for many years. So he com- 
plains to his banker, and possibly he 
moves his account to some nearby city 
bank where exchange charges are not 
necessary. ‘The whole process tends to 
force the country banks to go on the par 
list. That is just another way of saying 
that the Federal Reserve has succeeded 
in forcing the banker to discontinue 
charging exchange which is legal under 
the law of his State and which in 1917 
Congress said was legal under the Fed- 
eral Reserve Act as well. 

Now let me make clear that these 
things are happening all over the South 
and Middle West today, and many bank- 
ers are being forced to change their 
method of doing business, all because of 
the Federal Reserve Board’s ruling which 
Congress never authorized. 

Mr, President, in conclusion I say 


Qe 6 


again that the distinguished senior Sen- 
May- 


ator from South Carolina [Mr. 
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xj is to be congratulated for the | On Tuesday morning we heard some | Mr. ELLENDER. That hat I had 
- he is doing in behalf of the farmers, | proponents and opponents. mind when I snok : I 

dairyman, and the laboring men of Certainly the opponents have not vet doubt that th “e te 

, untry, in so tenaciously sticking completed their testimony. It seems to by the ’ 
ins in the face of the opposition me that the most important of the oppo- Mr. TAFT. I have n ‘ vert 





re 





1. has developed here, particularly | nents are the officials of the Federal i ( poll the « lt 
1e part of those who come from | serve Board themselves. three Democratic 1 »R 
banking centers. Personally, Mr. President, I am in- | publican members of the cor may 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, this | clined to oppose the measure. The or 
n I received a message from the thing which deters m s tl question other r mbers of 
in of the Committee on Banking 

Currency, the Senator from New 
- {Mr. WAGNER], who finds it neces- 
to be in New York. He has asked 
advise the Senate that the pending 
originally submitted in the form 

ill. is now pending before the Com- 

on Banking and Currency, and 











1e committee is in the midst of its s ) 
on it. He has asked that I Mr. TAFT. I 
to the Senate that the officials LAN( e J t 
Federal Reserve Board are just ( 
to t fy before the committee M 
they are very anxious to be I TAFT I 
i 1easure. He has < d m«¢ n 
Senate as well that | cers with 1 1 n ‘ 
: parts of tl count und a li $; Dp 0! da I ( ( 
] I NnkKir ociations who pro- | with t ‘ n of t commit ¢ t ( { I 
be vitally concerned have 1 yet it see to! t e fect 1 nal I ( . 
( nce to testify they hope to to move tl t Col b ( ] 
>» te fy before the m r is ch i from fu ! tio} f t } 





n of the comm) f ib ed I : 5 » ( } I 
I »me. But, unfortur t E I do! t t - ( ( 
I have been unable ti 1 man of t ( i to pro- 
( t} ; of the committ i) ( I - 
th this pro ¢ to the t ny. I i t t! h i 
I af PANT an : 
I had to b n t e at could | ( j I E \ 
committee m Y Ho 2% not t n I 
nt, I feel ob] 1 to express on my ( t, ( { 7 I 
VW ANTIK 
( t » ¢ 1irman of t > commit- vote rt > , 5 \ bb . | i 
f ng that it would be un\ to Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. I y a re- 
2 conciusion upon t n ¢ t} nator ) i 
O nD 
cc 7 4 r —_ mY- . - - \ ‘ ‘ 
n high offi S ol the Gov- T ESIDING OFFICER (1 Mc- I to 
re reau ne ( ‘ Cr 7 At . » ) I + n 
£ n Y > - ‘ ( 
d bef the ¢ I ¢ tor from Ohio yield to the Senator f1 
not yet been : 1 an op- | Louisis ) ‘ 
vy to preser! Yr ¢ > | ne ATT I ’ ( 
fn i. <a ( 
( rv r € n me! NT, Try rn —_ . 
. 1 : n Mr. ELLENDEI Let n ! 
I it; and I \ 1 1 feel + d 
f s s \ i i 1 
n I y i mt ‘ayy ro Spay 
a. V Can tl t ) ai : I 
amendment 1 ] t % ) ~ ~ 
ap Rg? ; ' Mr. T i j ti« I I t I I 
to >a dal } } ’ ava 4 I 
.7 is ior t I 1 O1 1 ( } 
c enh 1ent Nave ac ice to Tully e i 








1] ‘ ] 
a yi t tact t I iV y 
( minutes of 4,1 t k fu - 
tion of the ¢ 1d ! b - } t 
i 
; ift j u il { rr¢ V I \ e < - . : 
ai man of the ci ritt 1} } 
committee heard the propo- | Mr. ELLENDER D ¢ Sen- | , 
of the measure, alth h Iunder- | 9 as = 
t il rn i \ i ¢ ( 
on F!1 5 noon thers S | of th Dn) hing end « C 7 ‘ 
5 nn in y olf the 1 m!| tl is no ch nc of the p i ¢ } . - 
te committee leave the Senate | Senator from South C 11) 
\ er to nd thé committee meet- | upon as an independent bill. If it i I C. 
d therefore perhaps the hearings pa d upon at all, it must be attached to I 
properly be said to have extended | som« ] | t ( 
period of a day and one-half. | Dp 1 n ( ’ \ 
n we met on Monday morning of | is hat t - ] 
week to hear the opponents of the | 1 opp i to both |} 
ure, one or two of them testified. | hz der it fur- Mr Al Mr. I ) 
Four more preponents remained to be | ther. But in that event, it should not me that t ( - 


neard, and we heard from proponents be attached to a bill with which it has lina x n- 


of the measure all the rest of the day. | nothing whatever to do, ing consideration of . We have 








before us a matter on which two depart- 
ments of the Government have taken a 
Y 


‘ 


and, and to proceed without first tak- 


te ny from them seems to me to 
be an extraordinary procedure for the 
Senate to undertake. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I suggest that be- 
cause of the length of time taken by the 
House of Representatives in considera- 
tion of the bill, ane ¢ne protracted hear- 

held there t House hearings 
could be made use of by the Senate com- 
m 

Mr. TAF I have not read the hear- 
in conducted by the other house, and 
I do not know what is contained in them. 
I am not defending the action of the 
( irman of the committee. It seems, 
however, that when we are in the midst 
of holding hearings we should hear the 
most important witne S. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I do not intend to 
criticize the chairman of the committee. 
I merely state actual facts 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield 

Mr. ELLENDER. What efforts have 


{r. 
been made to hold hearings on the bill? 

Mr. MAYBANK. On many occasions I 
have asked for the holding of hearings 
on the bill. I not only spoke in the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, but 
also on this floor before the June recess. 
On several occasions I urged that hear- 
ings be held on the bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. What reasons were 
assigned for not holding the hearings? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I have not only asked 
that hearings be held, but other mem- 
bers of the committee, as well as Sena- 
tors who are not members of the com- 
mittee, have made similar requests. 

If my memory serves me right, from 
time to time both Senators from Georgia 
talked to me about the matter. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama |Mr. BANKHEAD] is 
a member of that committee, and I 
should iike to hear him make a state- 
ment, 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I do not 
know why the chairman of the Banking 
and Currency Committee did not hold 
hearings unless it was the fact that all 
during last spring the committee was en- 
gaged in hearings on the O. P. A. bill. 
I believe hearings were held at great 


length in regard to that matter. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 


the Senator yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wish to confirm 
what the Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. MAYBANK] has said. His statement 
is not in conflict with what the Senator 
from Ohio has said. However, I believe 
that all members of the committee realize 
that a very diligent effort was made to 
have hearings held on the bill. The bill 
was introduced in the Senate in January. 
As the Senator from Ohio has said, we 
were then engaged in holding hearings 
on the price-control bill. Those hearings 
continued for a period of many weeks. 
Throughout all that time, while the mat- 


ter of holding hearings on the bill in 
question was from time to time men- 


tioned, the chairman of the committee, 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
WAGNER], Was engaged in conducting the 


| 





| 


hearings to which I have referred. He 
would not give consideration to any other 
controversial matter. At first the bill 
was referred to a subcommittee of which 
he senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Guiass] is the chairman. The majority 
leader, the senior Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. BARKLEY], was the ranking Demo- 
crat on that committee. I was next in 
oraer. 

The question arose with reference to 
hearings, and the chairman of the com- 
mitt after considerable discussion, 

1id that he would refer the bill to a sub- 
committee and would expect the senior 
Senator from Kentucky to hold hearings. 


After some delay and some application— 
I am sorry neither of the Senators is 
here—the Senator from Kentucky told 
me that he could not give the bill the 


++ 


ention that it deserved, and asked me 


to take charge of it. I proceeded with 
+} 
l 


he matter and gave attention to the 
holding of hearings. Within a short 
time the chairman of the committee 


stated to me that he thought the bill was 
of such importance and of such a char- 
acter that the hearings on it should be 
held by the full committee. Of course, I 
did not resist, I was merely acting by 
request. So I told him that that would 
be all right, and for him to take charge 
of the bill. I did not wish to object to 
his request that the full ccmmittee 
handle the matter. 

Since then I have spoken to the chair- 
man of the committee on a number of 
occasions. The matter of making con- 
tinued and repeated requests for hear- 
ings became quite embarrassing. 

The time for primary elections soon 
arrived, and we all know the difficulty 
involved during such a time. We know 
of the time consumed in making senato- 
rial races; and the chairman of the com- 
mittee had a race on his hands. He was 
frequently absent from the city. Other 
reasons of a personal nature caused him 
to be absent part of the time. Never- 
theless, we were never able to hold hear- 
ings, notwithstanding diligent efforts to 
do so. 

I polled the committee. I ascertained, 
like the Senator from Ohio, that a ma- 
jority of the committee was opposed to 
the bill, but we wanted to get the bill 
before the Senate in some way, either 
by a favorable or an unfavorable report. 
We did not want it to ke left in the posi- 
tion of no hearings having been held, 
and we proposed to go ahead and hold 
hearings, regardless of the attitude of 
the majority of the committee. 

Hearings were held for 3 weeks by a 
committee of the other House. All the 
witnesses now to be examined were ex- 
amined there. Printed copies of the 
hearings are available to any Member of 
the Senate who wishes to read them. We 
know from experience that if hearings 
were to be held every minute from now 
on until completed, no Member of the 
Senate would have time to read them, 
and the result would not be very heip- 
ful. Every Member has formed an opin- 
ion with regard to the bill, and hearings 
would not change his opinion. One 
agency of the Government, the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation, has sup- 
ported the passage of the bill because, as 
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claimed before the House, to let t} 
uation remain as it is would be y 
jurious to the small banks of th 
try, and would be likely to causs 
ber of them to go out of busin«s 
cially when conditions return to 
The Federal Reserve Board, on th 
hand, has vigorously resisted tl] 
and it has threatened to occupy 2 
weeks of time with its witnesses 

It seems to me that now, when y 
nearing the conclusion of this 
the Senate should proceed to vote 
merits of the bill; and, in my jud 
it should be passed. 

Mr. MAYBANK. 
yield? 

Mr. TAFT. I merely wish to say that ] 
should like to speak on the amend 
and I am not prepared to do so today, J] 
certainly should like to have it 
stood that the amendment 
finally voted on or disposed of toda 


Will the § 


Al ~ 


will r 


Mr. MAYBANK. Will the Ser 
yield? 
Mr. TAFT. I yield. 


Mr. MAYBANK. It is not my inten- 
tion in any way to close any debat n 
this floor in connection with the amend- 
ment. I hope that as many Senato! 
possible will speak on the bill. I mi 
also say—and I am sure the Senator { 
Ohio will agree with me—that the { 
that we have not completed the hearin 
is due to circumstances beyond the con- 
trol of the members of the Banking and 
Currency Committee, some of them b 
members of the Committee on For: 
Relations and some occupied otherwi 
which has made it impossible for Sena- 
tors to attend the hearings, so that m 
of the time there have not been m 
than three or four members present 

Mr. TAFT. I have not been there all 
the time, and I have been more than any 
other Senator, I believe, except the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I am not criticizing, 
but what is the use going on with hear- 
ings when members of the committee are 
engaged in other committees and with 
other duties? 

Mr. TAFT. Of course, the answer is 
that if committees have not time to con- 
sider a bill, the Senate should not vote 
on it. That is the principal answer. If 
Senators have not had time, we should 
postpone it. However, I have stated m 
opinion, that it should be postponed; but 
if we are to proceed, I should like to speak 
tomorrow and not be forced to speak to- 
day. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in view 
of what has been said by the distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina, 
may we understand, then, that the 
amendment is not to be voted on this 
afternoon? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I yield to the actin 
majority leader fo answer. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, we have to 
dispose of the pending bill. We have a 
number of nominations, as the Senato! 
knows, which we desire to dispose of 
They are the nominations out of th 
Foreign Relations Committee, and the 
nominations which have been pending 
before the Senate Committee on Military 
Affairs, the former being the State De- 
partment nominations, the latter being 


y 
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- ninations to the Surplus Property surance that hearings would be held on I 
11 Board. Then, as the distin- the bill of the Senator from South Caro- ex - 
: i Senator knows, all of us are lina before the Commi on Bank 
- us to have the calendar called and Currency and re] t l F 
. WHITE. Will the Senat yield made eS e by committee ] I 
t point? with 1ext 24 hours or so, of cour t] 
HILL. I yield that d | ill-pers e, but I am I A 
WHITE. That was partly in my atisfied that cannot be done. There i cl 
hen I asked whether it might not no chance to complete the hearings on - 
ierstood that there would not be a a re- I 
on the amendment today, because that of ¢ € 
dav the Senator from Alabama uld ( 
tice that we would have a call of f the me 
lendar today. I think he assumed is to ‘ 1) ese 
» insurance bill would be out of it of 
y the Senator from South Carolina. That | pecame mem 
HILL. I have stated that after | being true, if anyone desires to speak on hecks t I 
ing of the pending bill, I should the amendment, for or against it, that is Svst -_ I 82 pe t 
isk for a call of the calendar. different, but unless there is someone who t rept } 
M WHITE. Many Senators have | desires to speak on the am 1dment, irre- » a 
mind that there would be a call spective of the hearings on the bill in t 
e calendar today, and I have no | committee, then I shall be glad to hea: fay about 2,500 bat 
that some have been in attendance him now. Of course, I should not object Federal ‘Re rve Ss m d 
ing the consideration of calendar if we could get an agreement to vote on the Reserve Sv m « 
I think we would make progress the amendment some time tomorrow T) is the situ ‘ 
ted the next hour or sotoacall | within a reasonable time, if anyone de- Now I k 
_ is on the calendar. Sires to speak. I suggest that the ma- ' I | i ‘ 
} THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres- jority leader and the minority leader try 10 percent of t 
the pending bill was reported and to agree on a time for a vote, if that can ( 
d on the calendar on the 2d day of | be arranged. : n chec I ] 
ber. Today is the 13th. So the | Mr. HILL. I wonder if it would be | cent are cash transactior 
been on the calendar for 11 days, | agreeable at this time to suggest a time I want to point out f I 
i during that time I have made efforts | for the disposition of the pending amend- that ‘din 


may tnat a ¢ dinal ob) ve of the I 
ve it considered. The flood-control | ment. ec ers 
first before the Senate and then | Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, if that in- 


ers and harbors bill was consid- | quiry is addressed to me in any respect, ellit 4 aman ( 
i and occupied considerable time. | I should not feel warranted at the mo- cactaced atapies , ne { 
Senator in charge of those two bills | ment in agreeing to any definite time for | unas | u ane 
i not yield so that the crop-insur- | a vote on the amendment. I have had | put jt ¢ ‘ 


- bill might be called up. During that | no opportunity to consult with members 
t d I remained here and saw many | on this side, and I hardly feel it is quite 
eo through the Senate by unani- my obligation or my privilege to commit 
nt, and Ido not think I would | this side to a definite time for a vote whi 

ified now in yielding for any fur- | Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. So far as Si 


‘ f Washingtor - 
iness to be transacted save the | I know, there is no Senator who wishes n ) a purcl the S i 
. ng business, excepting, of course, | to speak on the amendment save the bama to « t hi | by che 
rs as to which the Senate is unani- | Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarr], who an- the funds bei ubject to an 


nounced a little while ago that he was charge on either end. When |} ure 


- not think further hearings would | not ready to speak now, but that he de- | enabled indi 


e any votes. I do not think the | sired to speak at some time if he had the chan it is in effect a shav of 
ttee on Banking and Currency | opportunity. currency, for the simple reason 


able to complete its hearings | Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, there I buy from a man living in Calif« 
me for a report to be made on the | are two Senators who wish to speak in I live in Massachusetts, I can } 
yn- f the Senator from South Carolina. | favor of the amendment. Several have in currency and he can 
te pending bill has passed the House; | told me they desired to have something to amount of the bill, whe: 
probably 15 amendments toit. The | say. tem of exchange charges if I } 
e bill is now much different from | Mr. HILL. Are they prepared to speak my check, whi 
House bill; it must go to conference, | at this time? 





f for collection, the f ( k 
the Congress is to adjourn within | Mr. MAYBANK. Some have suggested | is reduced by that am: 
xt few days, and if this bill is to be | that I make the point of no quorum, for it shaves the currency 
a l, it must be acted upon promptly. | two of the Senators who said they could that 90 percent of the | é - 
I do not wish to be arbitrary, I desire | return. I did not ask them whether they tions in this country 
ev be reasonable, but I do want to have | were prepared to speak at this time or not. | check 
n- ideration of the bill concluded at the | The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr I have no of 
st possible moment. | Weeks] I understand is to speak, and he length on this pa Ido 
Mr. HILL. Would the Senator feel | is already on the list. want to remind Senators tl] 
hi t it would be agreeable to him for the | Mr. HILL. There are two, I under- | we have had a Federal R 
te to consider bills on the calendar | Stand, who are prepared to speak. Iun- | duly created and « ed i « 
the remainder of the day, and then | derstand the Senator from Massachu- | of its cardinal « I 
d with the consideration of the | setts is prepared to speak at this time. I to ¢ bu to | 


bill tomorrow? I wish to be per- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The all over this broad ntry 
! ly frank with the Senator, however, question is on agreeing to the amend- payment of a tariff on the 
say that if the Committee on Foreign | ment offered by the Senator from South | the bills which b ! 
of ations acts this afternoon on the | Carolina |[Mr. Maysanx]. Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. I 
t] minations of the Under Secretary of Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, there are The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. M 
ti State and the Assistant Secretaries of | one or two points in connection with the FARLAND in the chai I t I 9 
in State, very likely we will have to go into f 
f 


amendment which I wish to discuss 
ary executive session early tomorrow for the | briefly rom nnesst 
)o- consideration of the nominations. Prior to the passage of the Federvl Mr. WEEKS. I; i 
ng Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. | Reserve Act, there was no such thing in | Mr. McKELLAR. 1 Ss 
President, if we could have positive as- | this country as par clearance of checks. | aware of the fa he not, that d 4 
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that 25 years—I believe it is about that, 
or perhaps a little less—these charges 
have been made with the concurrence of 
the Federal Reserve Board, and that sys- 
tem has been in vogue the entire time 
intil the Federal Reserve Board a short 
time ago chaneed it. 

Mr. WEEKS Mr. President, in re- 
sponse to the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee, I may say that, when the 
Federal Reserve System was set up, there 
Wes no compulsion upon banks to join 
the Sy: m. So far as I Know there is 
no compu n today upon a bank to join 
the System. But after the troublous times 
of the panic of 1807, a monetary com- 
mission was created to study the bank- 
ing and currency set-up, and it finally 
recommended the Reserve Act, and the 
Reserve Act was passed. Those who par- 


ticipated in the enactment of that very 
important and very vital leg’s'ation con- 
sidered that something had tobe done, 
and, as I have tried to point cut, one of 
the things they tried to accomplish was to 
enavie business to be transacted without 
paying a tariff for collecting the bills 
which might be incurred. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But the trouble with 
the Senator’s statement is that for 9 
years the Federal Reserve Board, while 
it has not endorsed it, has complied with 
the custom which theretofore existed, 
that exchange charges be absorbed by 
the ‘arger banks, and that has been done. 
It is only for about a year that there has 
been any attempt whatever upon the 
part of the Federal Reserve Board to 
interpret the part of the act the Senatcr 


has referred to, which it now declares 
is its authority for changing the law. 
What I want to know is, why did the 


Federal Reserve Board agree to the ex- 
change charges all these years, and only 
recently change the practice? 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator was 
discussing the same matter somewhat 
earlior today, and he mentioned the sit- 
uaticn in South Carclina. I may say 
for the Senator’s benefit that in his ab- 
sence I explained the fact that during 
these years excellent advance has been 
made in this country in the matter of 
banking and banking facilities. The 
Congress of the United States has passed 
laws which have bettered conditions in 
every way possible. Simultaneously the 
States of the Nation have done the same 


thing. For instance, the State of South 
Carolina has materially bettered its 
bankng laws. The regulation which 


has been discussed was in existence in 
1933 Since 1933 South Carolina has 
possed laws bettering its banking facili- 
ties and conditions upon the basis of 
what the people at that time interpreted 
the laws of Congress to mean. 

In other words we have a law, as was 
testified to before the committee when 
the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Tart] and 
other Senators, including the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] and the 
Senator from New Jersey |[Mr. HAWKEs], 
were present, providing that the money 
deposited in State depositories of our 
State cannot be loaned nor can it 
be invested. Therefore the depositories 


| 
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rely entirely upon a small-service charge 
and exchange. Since that law was 
passed it has been amended so as to 
allow a part of the deposits to be in- 
vested in Government bonds. So I 
might say to the Senator that I think 
by its action at this late day the Federal 
Reserve Board, after permitting this cus- 
tom to prevail for 9 years, has not treated 
fairly the States which in those years 
were passing laws to better banking con- 
ditions, the theory of the legislators of 
the States being that the Federal Re- 
serve would carry on as it had been, 
without this prohibition now Known as 
order Q. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, let me 
say that since the passage of the Federal 
Reserve Act every step that has been 
taken has been taken in the direction 
of trying to perfect the system of par 
clearance of checks in this country. 
The first amendment was the so-called 
Hardwick amendment in 1917, which 
prohibited banks from charging ex- 
change rates on checks collected. The 
next step was when the crisis of 1933 
came upon us. Funds had been collected 
in the banks in the central reserve cities, 
and were hastily drawn out, which cre- 
ated the banking crisis of 1933, threaten- 
ening the solvency of a good many banks. 

At that time there was adopted the 
amendment cffered by the distinguished 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. Gtass], 
which provided that “no member bank 
shall, directly or indirectly, by any de- 
vice whatsoever, pay any interest on any 
deposit which is payable on demand.” 

Then there arose the question of the 
interpretation of “interest.” I wish to 
read from a statement showing what 
brought the Federal Reserve Board to 
its present action in this matter: 

So the matter rested until September 
1943, when the Board ruled in regard to a 
specific banx which had, during 1942, ab- 
sorbed exchange charges amounting to 
$18,576 out of a total of $25,187, while its 
correspondent bank deposits increased from 
$7,000,000 at the end of 1941 to about $18,- 
000,000 in June 1943.” 

It was pointed out tha. this bank, in 
hundreds of cases, had absorbed exchange 
charges many depositors in return for 
compensating balances, and that in some 
cases the absorption of charges-amounted to 

much as two or three percent of cor- 
respondent balances with the bank. Fur- 
thermore, it was shown that this bank did 
not absorb exchange charges when compen- 
Sating balances were inadequate to cover the 
cost 


y? 
‘ 


of 


In other words, while this situation has 
been developing, the banks which have 
approximately only 2 percent of the 
banking deposits of the whole country 
have been charging exchange and have 
been creating a situation which might 
very well develop into the same type of 
situation which we faced in 1933, when 
the distinguished Senator from Virginia 
offered his amendment to section 19, pro- 
viding that no bank may pay interest di- 
rectly or indirectly on demand deposits. 

For the benefit of some Senators who 
may not have been in the Chamber at 
that time, I wish now to touch very 
briefly on a matter which was discussed 
earlier in the day. At one time this 
situation seemed to be developing—I 
think there is no need for it so develop- 
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ing—into a contest between lar; 
small banks. In no sense is any 
contest involved in this matter, As 7 
pointed out, in 20 States of the [ 
there is no bank which does not 
checks at par. In all the New E; 
States there is not a bank whi 
not pay checks at par. In the 
Southwest, in California, Nevada, 1 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Colorad 
in a number of other States of the 
including Pennsylvania and New Y 
every single bank pays its checks at 
I should like to point out that in ¢ 
of those States there are many 
banks which either are members of! 
Federal Reserve System or are non: ‘ 
per banks using the Federal Reser\ 
tem collection facilities. 

In Maine, New Hampshire, and Ver- 
mont there are many very small ba: 
which get along without the exchar 
charges, which to some seem to be 
an important element in the earni: 
statements of small banks. The p 
has been made in this debate that if 
should take away from some of the sn 
banks which are complaining about 
present ruling the privilege of collecti: 
exchange, we would be doing them ir- 
reparable injury. I do not believe t! 
we would be doing any injury to a sm 
bank in Alabama or Tennessee, any m 
than injury would be done to the sm 
| bank in New Hampshire or Maine wh 
is getting along very nicely without t 
exchange charges. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Am I to understand 
that the amendment would prohibit th 
collection of exchange? 

Mr. WEEKS. Ido not understand t! 

it would prohibit it. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 

Mr. TAFT. Not only is that statement 
true, but so far as I can see, the amend- 
| ment would in no way change the prac- 
tice in the Northwestern States of South 
| Dakota, Nebraska, North Dakota, and 

Minnesota. In that section of the coun- 

try, although there are many banks 
| which do not pay their checks at par, it 
| is not customary for the central bank 
| to avoid the exchange charges. The ex- 
| change charges in that section of the 
| country are usually paid by the depos- 
| itors themselves, and not by the central 
banks or the banks in the larger cities. 
When I asked the witness from Nebraska 
why he objected to the bill of the Sena- 
| tor from South Carolina, which would 
not change the status of his own bank, 
he said, “It is part of a movement which 
may lead to statutes in South Dakota, 
North Dakota, or Minnesota prohibiting 
the payment of exchange charges.” 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD rose. 

Mr. TAFT. I do not know about the 
situation in Minnesota. As I understand, 
the custom is about the same in that 
general section. However, that is the 
affair of those States. There is nothing 
in this proposal which would require the 
State of Minnesota, the State of North 
| Dakota, the State of South Dakota, or the 
| State of Nebraska to enact any such 


President, will 








me! is concel 
SHIPSTEAD. 


‘ 


ned 

Mr. President, will 

aX 

I yield 
. The situation to 


nator has referred applies 
S The Maybank bill would 


ection of ex- 
people of Minne- 
collection of ex- 
re ive a right to do so under 
law. As a matter of fact, I believe 
nearly all the small banks in Min- 
ta are against this bill. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I brought 
that point because the proponents 
pending amendment have tried to 
ess upon the Senate that some small 
-s will be vitally injured if the 
1endment is not adopted. I submit 
t no one will be injured. 
I submit that the small banks in the 
east, where most of the nonpar 
rance banks are located—— 
Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, 
e Senator yield? 
Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 
Mr. BUSHFIELD. I merely wish to 
the & tor’s attention again to the 
ny of Mr. Crowley, head of the 
t Insurance Corporation. 


t 

1 the col! 
it all. If the 

vish to stop the 


they hi 


will 


He sums up his opinion of what this 
ng by the Federal Reserve Board will 
I e net result of the Federal Re- 
] gy ji t First S 
€ S id Ve def 
€ nings of a fs bar 





Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I do not 
with that statement in any de- 

Mr. McKELLAR rose 

ng Mr. WEEKS. I yield to the Senator 

: from Tennessee. 

: Mr. McKELLAR. I merely wish to call 

aay the Senator’s attention to the fact that 

ll the banks of my State, large and small, 

take the same position as the one taken 


( 3 1 
; by Mr. Crowley. They think the action 
f the Federal Reserve Board will injure 
he small banks, and they do not want 


it to happen. 
: matter. 
= However we may try to disguise it, this 
ee a contest between a large centralized 
a banking system, which would like to do all 
- the banking business, and the smaller in- 
at} lependent banks of the country. I, for 
believe our banking system has 
rked splendidly, especially during the 
ast few years, and that we should not 
nd, hange it. I take the further position 
that if it is to be changed, it should be 
the changed by the Congress of the United 
ng States. It should not be legislated on by 
the the Federal Reserve Board. 
rth Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I do not 
consider that this is a contest between a 
sarge centralized banking system and the 


That is all there is to 
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Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. Pr ] 
the Senator yield at that 1 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. In repl! 
statement made by the abl Sen- 
ator from Tenness¢ Mr. McK t 
the effect that tl S i ten on t 
part of a Governm ent agency legis] , 
I wish to point out the vie of the 
author of the Federal Reserve Act, name- 
ly, that what is attempted to be done 
here against the ame nt is in fact 
the intent of the law. The ruling of 


Federal Reserve 
on the statute. I shall read f1 
of the views of the minority 
mittee on Banking and Currency of the 


House of Representative 











3956. On page 10 of e¢he minority re- 
port there is printed a statement made 
by the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
‘ so } a ~ . h A > 
Gtass], the author of the Fec te- 
serve Act It reads as f \ 
M enti has t C » 24 
A ed b Mr MA ANK - 
I bill the H H. R 
7 > ¥ 
entire € scul tl r 
he pa f ere by 1 der 
de s which, you l re If 
( t eB 
5 MAYBANK'S 
Y ra 
ext I 
checks at } Member t s F¢ 
Re rve S\ € » € eve I these 
en sn c the er | KS W ) 
parti ite am | é 
The l k- 
il ? aad f It t ‘ l ‘ 
vicious and far-reaching effect ur 
Federal Reserve System, both in the numb 
of member b ks and in the perpe 
iD cl ra e sy n which ha saved 
Ss ind I m<é i agri 
I 1 nv C S I an - 
alte opposed he bill. 


The bill referred to is the measure now 
offered as an amendment by the ) 
senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr 
MAYBANK], 

Mr. President, my purpose in reading 
the statement made by the Senator from 
Virginia is to answer the argument that 
the position now expressed by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS] is 
against the intent of the statute. The 
author of ‘the statute says that it is in 
fact the intent of the statute, and has 
been since the statute was enacted, and 
that the result sought to be achieved by 
the amendment is against the statute 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I should like to ask 
the Senator, if that be a fact, in accord- 
ance with the letter he read, why the 
Federal Reserve Board waited 10 years 
after 1933. Why did it make the regula- 
tion only this past fall? 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Of course, that is 
a question which should be asked of the 
Federal Reserve System. If it has 
omitted to act as it should have acted 


will 


Mr. WHE 
the Senator 


he ; tr *% 
that in my Sta 








IRTSON. Mr. Pré 


ROBERTSON 


bankers < 
I should like to read 


Wyoming Bankers’ 
the telegram 








9538 


) Te) 
+ Tf ¢ lane 
C.B.B 
| g Ba 4 ition 
rhe ot t ram is d 1 December 
12, 1944, d follo 
CH I WY D 144 
i 
R ( 
Ww G Dp: € 
Have } that t v be 
f Mas k excha 
H. R. 4911, Fe 11 crop-in- 
I f é t those je ng 
eve e } uld é 11] - 
C. N. BLOOMFIELI 
ui g Bi 4 C 
Mr. President, I particularly invite at- 
tention to the telegrams which I have re- 
ceived, coming, as they do, from the 
Wyoming Bankers’ Association, which 
represent practically every bank in 


Wyoming. I believe that I can very safely 





say that those banks would come within 
the category of small, indeed very small, 
banks. 
fr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I wish to 
proceed and complete the tatement 
hich I started to make. I do not wish 
to yield the floor again until I shall have 
finished what I have to Say. 

Now to sum up plete I have already 
attempte dt to point out to Senators when 
I say that no contest is involved here be- 
tween large banks and small banks. If 
mall banks in some sections of the coun- 
try are disturbed about the possible effect 
of a continuation of the ruling of the 
Foderal Reserve Board in respect to them, 


I assert that they are in no greater dan- 
ger, insofar as their earnings are con- 
cerned, than are the small banks in 20 to 


25 States in which either 100 percent, or 
practically 100 percent, of the banks clear 


} 


checks at par. 

In the next place, I invite attention to 
the fact that in my judgment this 
amendment would turn back the pages 
of history approximately 30 years and 
reverse the great forward step which was 
taken in this country when the Federal 
Reserve Act was first adopted, which for- 
ward step was to enable businessmen to 
transact busine all over the country 
\ Sooo ut having exchange charges in- 


din the transactions. 

; Fé deral Reserve Act since 

inal pass several times been 
ended, and the amendments have all 

been in the same direction and for the 

same purpose—namely, to make it pos- 


The its orig- 


Te 
ibe 


has 


sible for a man in Oregon to sell mer- 
chandise to a man in Sees re- 
ceive a check, and have the check cleared 


at par, thus receiving 100 cents on the 
dollar. I assert that it would be bad 
lecislation and extremely bad policy to 
turn back and interrupt the progress 


which has been ms 
amendment sh¢ 

The PRE 
question 1S on @i 
ment of the Sens 
{Mr. MAYBANK 

Mr. TAFT. I suggest the abse 
quorum, 

The PREStDING 


clerk will call the roll. 


de. I submit that the 
uld not be adopted. 
SIDING OFFICER. 
reeing to the 
itor from Sout 


The 
amend- 
h Carolina 


nee ofa 


OFFICER. The 
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The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senato1 answered to their 
A Ge Nye 
A Gill O'Daniel 
B Gre O'Mahoney 
B Gufi Pepper 
B i Gurne Radcliffe 
B Hal Reed 
I Hatch Revercomb 
B ; Hiwkes Reynolds 
I : Hayden Robertson 
Burt Hill Rus:e!l 
B field Holman Shipstead 
B Jenner Smith 
} Joh n,Calif. Taft 
( Johr n, Colo. Thomas, Idaho 
( Kilgore Thomas, Okla. 
( La Foilette Truman 
( Langer Tunnell 
( I Lucas Vandenberg 
( Mc ra Walsh 
Cor n McClelian Veeks 
Danaher McFar and Wheeler 
Dav McKellar White 
D ney Maloney Wiley 
Eastland Maybank Will 
Ellendet Mead Wilson 
Fet n Millikin 
George Murr 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty 
Senators having answered to. theil 
names, a quorum is present. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina |Mr. Maybank]. 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, as I stated 
earlier in the day, I should like to speak 
briefly on the amendment, but I am not 
qu prepared to speak this evening. I 
understood there were some Senators on 
the other side who desired to speak. 
I thought perhaps we might agree, as 
suggested earlier, to vote at some hour 


rrow, perhaps at not later than 2 





‘lock. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, if a vote is postponed, this is 
what will happen: A message will go 


out from this city to the different groups 
of banks urging them to telegraph their 
Senators, and tomorrow Senators will be 


the recipients of numerous messages 
from their States, from the so-called 
large banks and the so-called small 


banks. If any Senator thinks that will be 
helpful, I should have no objection to a 
postponement, but that is exactly what 
will happen if the vote js not had tonight. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator yield? 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. In view of our rather 
long experience in politics and political 


life, does the Senator think such tele- 
grams will have very much influence on 
any of us? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
think so, and for that 
the benefit or 
poning the vote. 

Mr. WHITE. It gives an opportunity 
for preparation to some who are not im- 
mediately prepared to speak, and an 
opportunity to address the Senate to- 
morrow, at least briefly. 

THOMAS of Oklahoma. On one 
occasion I heard a Senator say he did 
not know which side he was on, but he 
wanted to make a spee ch. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator’s remark is 
not addressed to me, I hope. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
all. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I trust our 
leader will agree to a recess at this time, 


I do not 
reason I do not 
advantage of post- 


see 


Not at 








.ATE 


because I wish to speak on the per 
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bill. I do not think the argument 
Senator from Oklahoma ha ! 
weight. I do not care if my bank 


telegraph me. My account is cur: 
the bank, and I can do as I pleass 
ny vote. I do not think Senat 
such weaklings that they will be 


by any telegrams. I desire to 
length on the amendment, and I 
not want to start now, because I i 
not possibly conclude before 6 7 
o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator yiel 

Mr. BILBO. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if we cann 
an agreement to limit debate, ) 
vote on the amendment and all am . 


ments thereto tomorrow. 
ator from South Carolina, 
the amendment, have any idea as to 
many other Senators would like tx 
and how much time he might need 
Mr. MAYBANK. I think 2 hours y 
cover the time to be taken in spe: 


Does the | ‘i 
the auth 


Mr. HILL. Does the Senator m 2 
hours for both sides? 

Mr. MAYBANK. No; for the propo- 
nents. 

Mr. H'™LL. The Senator means 2 
for the proponents of the amendm 
alone? 

Mr. MAYBANK. The proponents 

Mr. HILL. I wonder if the Senato: 
frcm Mississippi would not be willing t 


cut his speech down a little, becau 
hours for the proponents of the amend- 
ment would mean that we would 

to give 2 hours to the opponents. 

Mr. BILEO. I am willing to cut 
speech short, if the Senator will a 
that the Senate meet at 11 o’clock 

Mr. HILL. So far as I am concern 
I would not object to meeting at 
o'clock, but I understand the Commit 
on Foreign Relations will meet 
morrow. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Committee o1 
Appropriations will meet tomorr 
morning to mark up the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HILL. The Foreign Relatio 
Committee will meet to consider nomin 
tions before the committee, and the Com 
mittee on Appropriations will meet on 
the deficiency bill. 


11 


Mr. MAYBANK. There will be f 
speeches. 
Mr. HILL. How long will they be? 


Mr. MAYBANK. I would roughly es- 
timate, about 2 hours. I am willing to 
make it an hour and a half. 

Mr. HILL. Could the Senator make 
it 15 minutes for a speech, and let 
have a vote at 2 o’clock tomorrow? 

Mr. MAYBANK. What about confir- 
mation of the nominations? 

Mr. HILL. If we agreed to vote at 2 
o’clock, that would mean, of course, that 
all the time from the time the Senate 
met until 2 o’clock would be given up to 


us 


debate on the amendment or amend- 
ments thereto. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I made the inquiry 


because I understood the Foreign Rela- 


tions Committee is to meet tomorrow 
morning. 

Mr. HILL. As I understand, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations is to 


meet tomorrow morning, but even if they 














srr sy) + 
10rrow morning, we could not 


biiil hi 














































































1p the nominations before the fol- 
day except by unanimous consent 
MAYBANK. If we vote 
und take an hour and a half fo 
ponents, that will leave only hal 
ir for the opponents. I don 
what the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
would think about that. 
iILL. Has the Senator from Ohio 
a how long he will take tomor- 


at 
ay 


+ rhea bo. 


Mr. TAFT. About 

that the chairman of the com- 
9 from New York [Mr. 
uld be present, and should 


to say on the subject 


senat 


r all this is in effect a mo- 
to discharge his committee from 
r consideration of the Maybank 
One of my reasons for asking for 
- the > ginning was the ab ence 
who 
will 


f+ . 
ci 


York. I caiaestend he 
back in the city tomorrow. 

Mr HILL. How long does the Sena- 

from South Carolina think the 
eeches will take? 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator from 
Ohio has brought up another question. 
If there be any question raise d about 

harging the committee from consid- 
tion of a bill which it has had since 
I am sure there will be much 


Mr. HILL. Does the Senator feel he 

ud now agree to some limitation? 
Mr. MAYBANK. Yes; I am perfectly 
ling to agree to a limitation and a 
t 2 o’clock, provided what the Sen- 
from Ohio and the Senator from 
York may say in explanation will 

e most of the time. 

Mr. HILL. The time would be divided 
tween the proponents and opponents, 
ng the Senator from New York con- 
t time on behalf of the opponents, 
Senator from South Carolina for 

proponents. 
Mr 3UCK. Mr. 

to do about the hearings? 

MAYBANK. As we conferred in 
mmittee before we left the hear- 
I was hoping we might have a vote 
and that would end the mat- 
but in view of the fact that the 
r is to go over until tomorrow, and 
ew of the fact that we have decided 
at 2 o’clock, I might say, with the 
ssion of the other members of the 
mittee, that the hearings should not 
1S continued. I have no right to say 

ther they will be continued or not 
os Mr. BUCK. Should not the commit- 
tee be discharged from the further con- 


President, what ar 


Y 
are 


2 ration of the bill before it is taken 
t by the Senate? 

te Mr. MAYBANK. I agree, but I have 
Lo n holding hearings, and very few 
i- nators were present. If it meets the 


proval of the other members of the 

ry commi ttee that we cancel the hearings 

a- iif it is agreeable to the opposition to 

WwW vote at 2 o’clock tomorrow, it is agree- 
able to me. 


he Mr. BUCK. Is it not unusual to pro- 
to cecd with the consideration of the bill 
ey when a committee is holding hearings? 


Mr. MAYBANK. I understand it is. 


CONGRES 
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Mr. BUCK. Why is it proposed to be 
done in this instance? 
Mr. MAYB: ANK Because it is an un- 


acl. ual + 
usual circumstance to have a bill 


f > pass 
by a vote of 2-to-1 in the House of Rep- 
resentatives in March, introduced by a 
Senator in January, and wait wu! 
Christmas Eve to have hearings. One 
is aS unusual as the other, I agree 


the Senator 
Mr. BUCK. _When will the chairman 


oO 
oO 
3 


Mr MAYBAN 
stand. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent that at not later than 2 
o'clock tomorrow tl e on the 
pending amendment imend- 
ments theret nd t ye con- 
trolled one-half by from 
New York [Mr. WA ir n 





of the Committe 
rency, who I understand i Oppo ec 
the amendment, and one ha lf by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. May- 
BANK], who is the author of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection to the request of the 
from Alabama? The Chair hea 
and the request is agreed to. 
NATIONAL MEMORIAL STADIUM IN 

DISTRICT 
SIDING OFFICEF. (Mr. Mc- 
FARLAND in the chair) laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the joint resolution 


Is there 
Senator 
rs none, 


THE 


The PRE 


(S. J. Res. 155) establishing a commis- 
sion to select a site and design for a 
national memorial stadium to be » erected 


in a District of Columbia, wh 
on page 1, line @, to aie out 
select.” 

And to amend the title so as to read: 


1¢ *h VW er e 
“and 


“Joint resolution to consider a site and 
design for a national memorial stadium 
to be erected in the Dis tric t t of Columbia.” 


Mr. BILBO. I move that 
concur in the amendments of the House. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish to 
ask ju what amendments have been 
made to the bill by the House of Repre- 
sentat 
Mr. BILBO 


would strike 


the Senate 


ives. 

The House 
out two words f 
The House objected to the 
select.” If those words 

out, the commission will be 
duty of recommending a site. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi that the 
Senate concur in the amendments of the 
House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SES 

Mr. HILL. 
proceed to th 
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc- 
FARLAND in the chair) laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 


amendment 


rom the bill 
“and 


words 
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Execu e nominations confirmed by 
{ Senate December 13 (le itive day 
of November 21), 1944 
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HOUSE GF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wrepxespay, December 13, 1944 
The House 


met at 12 o'clock noon. 


The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgom¢e cffered the following 
} ra 

Fhou who are the great Shepherd, we 
pray for a faith so clear and firm that 
we may feel the sacredness of these mo- 
ments. Jf 


! 3y Thy gentle spirit open our 
irts. Should there be some sore trial 
} \ rld, when the burden 
avy and the heart is stricken, with 
promise give cheer: “My grace is 
for thee.” Shut out of our 
] overreaching or proud ambi- 
tion, ennoble and chasten us as we walk 
the pathway of Him who has never been 
surpassed. Help us all to stand and 
affirm the victory of this eager, throb- 
bing, feverish life. 


, a the an 
vn to the wi 





IS [ie 
Thy 
sufficient 


ve mY 
Aves any 


face is 
whose peace 


Redeeming Lord, whose 
“Eternal Love,” help those 


bre n, whose hearts are tasting the 
bitter cup, shuddering on the verge of 
irrende! Grant that their spirits may 


l 


enthroned, believing that trial puri- 


fies and the contrite heart softens under 
pain. The darkest hour may be the 

touch; beyond the wavering 
( rse of time there is a mystery that 
never knows doubt. O God, life, with its 

and disillusions, with its pathos 
and irs, in its twilights of childhood 
and age, yearns for Thee. In these war- 
rin ! ic days shadows are gathering 
round many a doorway; O clear the out- 
look that they may see the beatific 


Wherever our 


beneath Thy liberal 


sons 


on and rejoice 


and daughters toil 


un, O Lord, be there; “Thine arm make 
bare and Thy righteous will be don 
In e name of our glorified Saviour. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
Tuesday, December 12, 1944, was read 
and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr 


legislative clerk, announced 
Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R.3791. An act for the 
estate of Charles Noah Shipp 


Frazier, it 


that the 


la 


relief of the 


deceased. 


1e message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 


urhich f¢ 


lich the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowin® title: 
H.R.3961. An act authorizing the con- 
l repa nd presg¢rvat of ce 1 
cS ¢ I rs and hal rs nd f 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 


Mr. OVERTON, Mr. BAILEY, Mrs. CARAWAY, 
Mr. CLarK of Missouri, Mr. BILso, Mr. 
JOHNSON of California, Mr. VANDENBERG, 
Mr. BREWSTER, and Mr. BurTON to be the 
confers on the part of the Senate. 

» message also announced that the 








Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

S.198. An act to amend further section 2 
of Civil Service Retirement Act, ap- 
p ¢ May 29, 1930 s nended; and 

S. 1688. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Agriculture to compromise, adjust, o1 can- 
cel certain indebtedness, and for other pur- 
poses 

The messege also announced that the 


Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 1897) entitled ““An act to 
repeal section 3 of the Standard Time 
Act of March 19, 1918, as amended, relat- 
ing to the placing of a certain portion of 
State of Idaho in the third time 
disagreed to by the House; agrees 
to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. CLarK of Idaho, and Mr. 
GurRNEY to be the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


the 


zone,” 
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The message also announced tl} 
Senate agrees to the reports of ths 
mittees of conference on the disa 
votes of the two Houses on the 
ments of the Senate to bills of the I 
of the following titles: 
H.R. 3429. An act to 
act entitled “An 


mend sect 





H.R. 4485. An act auth 


tion of 





The message also announced that 
Senate agrees to the report of the 
mittee of conference on the disa 
votes of the two Houses on the an 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 2105) « 
titled “An act to amend and supplen 
the Federal-Aid Road Act, approved J 
11, 1916, as amended and supplemen 
to authorize appropriations for the | 
war construction of highways 
bridges, to eliminate hazards at rail: 
grade crossings, to provide for the 
mediate preparation of plans, and 
cther purposes.” 

The message elso announced th 
Vice President has appointed Mr. B 
LEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
joint select committee on the part of 
Senate, as provided for in the act of Au- 
guest 5, 1939, entitled “An act to provid 
for the disposition of certain record 
the United States Government,” fo1 
Cisposition of executive papers in 
following departments and egencie 

1. Department of Agriculture. 

2. Department of Justice. 

3.*Department of the Navy. 

4. Department of State. 

5. Department of the Treasury. 

6. Department of War. 

7. Office of Defense Transportation 
8. Office of Price Administration. 
The message also announced that tl 

Senate disagrees to the amendment of 

the House to the bill (S. 1782) entitle 

“An act to amend sections 4, 7, and 

of the Reclamation Project Act of 1939 

(53 Stat. 1187), for the purpose of ex- 

tending the time in which amendatory 

contracts may be made, and for other 
related purposes”; requests a conferen 

with the House on the disagreeing vo 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 

Mr. McCarran, Mr. CHAvEz, Mr. McFar- 

LAND, Mr. GuRNEY, and Mr. THomis of 

Idaho to be the conferees on the part of 

the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 1963) entitled “An act fo! 
the relief of G. H. Garner,” disagreed to 
by the House; agrees to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreein: 
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votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
appoints Mr. ELLenper, Mr. TuNNELL, 


and Mr. ROBERTSON to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 


marks in the Appendix of the Reccrop in 
two instances and to insert therein two 
short editorials. 
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when we feel we are not getting an even 
break. 

The British Empire and her colonies 
ought to pursue the same policy we are 
pursuing—drafting and putting into 
action the 18-year-olds. A few months 
ago we heard the cry, “Give us the tools 
and we will finish the job.” Well, we are 
not alone furnishing the tools but we 
are furnishing the manpower to win this 
war. Yet, we are witnessing, right up 
in Canada, riots because they con- 
scripted 16,000 men for overseas service. 

What we need more than ever before 
is a diplomatic policy with a backbone 
and someone with the courage to tell 
the Prime Minister and the Foreign Sec- 
retary to get going with a conscription 
program in the British colonies to fur- 
nish the manpower for overseas duty to 
bring this war to a rapid and early con- 
clusion, 

SCHOOL CHILDREN PARTICIPATION IN 
SALVAGE CAMPAIGN 


Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, ever 
since Pearl Harbor millions of school 
children in this country have rather en- 
thusiastically and wholeheartedly par- 
ticipated in the salvage campaign. With 
a rare enthusiasm they have gathered 
scrap paper, fats and greases, scrap 
metal, and other essential commodities 
and have made a very distinguished and 
indispensable contribution to the victory 
effort. It is a little singular that these 
efforts have not been officially recog- 
nized. Neither by any agency of govern- 
ment nor by Congress has there been 
some official expression of thanks to 
these fine young Americans who have 
done so much. 

I am going to drop a little resolution 
in the hopper directly. I think it is the 
only time in my life that I ever contrived 
a resolution to which there could be no 
objection from anybody, anywhere. It 
is simply for the Congress, in behalf of 
the people, to express its thanks to the 
school children of America for their con- 
tribution to the victory effort. 

It seems so timely and appropriate as 
we approach the Christmas season that 
we formally express our gratitude to 
young America. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania |[Mr. Gavin], who addressed the 
House a moment ago, has to my mind, 
rendered a disservice to this country and 
to the cause of the Allies engaged in this 
war. Remarks such as he has made are 
frequently being made by a few radio 











news commentators, and I think the 
American people should discourage state- 
ments like his which are calculated to 
create disunity among the Allies, en- 
courage Hitler, and thereby prolong the 
war. We are in the midst of a great war, 
the result of which is still undetermined, 
and so far as I am concerned until the 
war is won, I do not think we should 
publicly condemn either our allies or their 
leaders, or say or do anything that will 
tend to create disunity among those who 
are fighting with us to defeat the Japs 
and the Nazis. We must win this war 
above everything else, and do it now. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. HorrmMan asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. ) 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. JOHNSON] 
took the position, which is evidently 
taken by the majority side as indicated 
by the applause over there, that a large 
number of people, close to a majority of 
the American people, should keep their 
mouths shut and never criticize anything 
that is done by the President or any 
agency created by him. He seems to 
assume that he is not only indispensable 
but infallible as well. He even went so 
far as to charge that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who actually served in the 
front lines in the First World War, has 
done a disservice to his country. 

Now nobody asked the gentleman from 
Texas to criticize another Member of the 
Congress, or to express his opinion as to 
that Member’s loyalty. No one asked 
the gentleman from Texas to measure 
the patriotism of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania by standards, scales, or 
yardstick. We may assume that every 
Member in this House is patriotic and 
has no other thought in mind except the 
winning of the war, but some of us have 
the right, and we intend to continue to 
exercise the right, to express our opinion 
on the conduct of some of our allies. 
When this country put into force con- 
scription, when Australia and Canada 
refused to put conscription for foreign 
service in force, when they asked us to 
fight this war over in Germany, and at 
the same time Commonwealths of the 
British Empire keep their men at home, 
we have the right to protect the liquida- 
tion of American youths. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I will have some- 
thing more to say on this subject later 
on today. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS BILL 


Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 
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3961) authorizing the construction, : 
pair, and preservation of certain pu 
works on rivers and harbors, and 

other purposes, with Senate amendm: 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amer 
ments, and agree to the conferenc 

by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman from Tex 

There was no objection. 

The Speaker appointed the follow 
conferees: Messrs. MANSFIELD of T 
PETERSON Of Georgia, BELL, CARTER, a 
DONDERO. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUS 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Sveaker, I ask un 
mous consent to address the House f 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Né 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, having serve 
with him for many years, I have t! 
highest regard for the gentleman f: 
Texas. Naturally, I also believe in fr 
speech for everybody, including the gen- 
tleman from Texas, but I think we ought 
to be very careful in this House abc 
questioning the motives of any Membe: 
who desires to get up and tell the truth, 
whether it is in war or in peace. Every- 
one knows that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania who just spoke is as patri- 
otic as any other Member of the House. 
He merely stated a fact, that conscrip- 
tion is not in effect in Canada. H 
pointed out that boys of 18 years of ag: 
from his district, had been killed. I wa 
in this House when a letter from Genera! 
Marshall was read stating that no boy 
of 18 would be sent abroad unless they 
were volunteers. That letter was read 
when we passed that legislation. In 
England they are not taking boys of 
18 and sending them abroad unless they 
are volunteers or have had 1 year’s 
training. Those are facts. They are 
the truth. I think anybody has a right 
to say it without having his patriotism 
questioned. Every Member of Congress 
on both sides, is for winning this war and 
winning it as soon as possible. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, 
careless words cost lives. The careless 
words used on the floor of this House 
cost lives just as much as the careless 
words used anywhere else. I do not care 
about any criticism you might make of 
the administration; that is your busi- 
ness. But Ido say this. We are in this 
war. It is not ended by any means. In 
the name of the great God of all, remem- 
ber that we who have our sons and rela- 
tives and friends over there should back 
them and our allies and not talk about 
our allies, or not say anything which will 
aid in destroying the morale of the 
troops, 
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ARNER 


. is consent to take fr¢ 


Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I 


the 


bill (H. R 
H. Garner, with Senate 


desk 


fof G 


dments thereto, di ree to the 
te amendments, and agree to the 
ference asked by the Senate. 
The SPEAKER Is there objection to 
request of the gentleman from 
There was no objection 
The Speaker appointed the following 
erees: Messrs. KEOGH, ABERNETHY 
JENNINGS 
ROBERT WILL STARKS 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I 


nimous consent to take from the 
ker’s desk the bill (H. R. 287 for 
f Robert Will Starks, with a 
te amendment and concul 
; amendment. 


read the title of t 


reliel ¢ 





thereto, 


The Clerk 
The ¢ 


‘lerk read the Senate amendment, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


request ol the gentieman irom 
9 
I re was no objection 
I Senate amendment was concurred 
\ I ) recor 1¢ is laid on the 


EXTENSION OF 
Mr. HARRIS. 
nimous cor 
in the R 


from the 


i 


REMARKS 
Mr. 
isent to extend my 
ECORD and i 
ro! Arkansas Gazette of De- 
r 10, 1944, on Litt Missouri 
und projected work; further 
tend my remarks and include a news 
m from the Arkansas Gazette of De- 
mber 10, 1944, in reference to the 
Vay Dilil 


The SPEAKER. Is there 


objection to 


request of the gentleman from 
kansas? 
There was no objection 
ORLD WAR VETERANS’ LEGISLATION 


M RANKIN Mr. Speaker, I 
nimous consent to address the 


1 minute and to revise and 


’ 


ask 
House 
extend 


™m 


The 


irKS 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to 





ie request of the gentleman from Mis- 
ippi? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, on yester- 
day the gentleman from New Mexico 
Mr. ANDERSON] inserted in the REcorp 
hat purports to be a letter from Millard 
W. Rice to the President of the United 
: S, criticizing the widows’ and or- 
ins’ bill passed by Congress a few days 
» In my opinion, Mr. Rice does not 
lect the views even of his own organi- 
tion, and he is flying in the face of the 
ntiment of the veterans of other or- 
inizations. He leaves the impression 
it the passage of this measure is a 
nination against a man who died 
service-connected disabilities. That 
Is not tri He leaves the impression 
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these men w é idows 1 ore 
I ns t take car had 
) itely no -connected dis - 
ities. We do not k whethe1 y did 
or not Many < them came icK not 
’ ne hat ? ry tc wer, ‘ 
toc ] é to , ‘ r benefit M nv 
of them did n« ( of their d 
it was too late to apply. Many « 
I said, I m ¢g n to oO ce e TY 
a LILIES I do not want anythin 
fror the Federal Government and 
, y . y } } , +1 ? yy % 
we on and struggled along until finally, 
when they died, their dependents found 
themselves outside the pale of prot tion 
It is their widows and orphans that this 
Congress is trying to take care ! 
I hope the President signs this ju ) 
and I am surprised that Mr. Rice ould 
such a letter or that the gentlemar 


write ! 
from New Mexico | Mr 
insert it in the REcorp 
‘The SPEAKER. The time of the ¢ 
tleman from Mississippi has expired 
EXTENSION 


L I £ l 
ANDERSON !} would 


OF REMARKS 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my owr 
remarks in the REcorp and insert a state- 
ment I made before the Committee o1 
Banking and Currency of the S 

The SPEAKER. Is there obj ion t 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 

‘There was no objection. 


EXPEDITING PAYMENT 
ACQUIRED DURING 


FOR PROPERTY 


WAR PERIOD 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker. by direction of 
the Committee on Rules, I « up House 
Resolution 565 and ask for its immediate 
CoO ide! ( 

rhe Clerk read res - 

i i 











the bi S. 919) to expedite the } 
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mie ime s theret ly sage 

ervening motion excey ne 1 e- 


Mr. COX. Mi 
utes to the 
Mr. FIsH]. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish again to appeal to 
the membership of the House to refrain, 
as far as possible, from criticizing other 
powers with 


Speaker, I yield 30 min- 
gentleman from New York 


which we are assoc 
the waging of the war. Of 
have the completest confidence in the 
high patriotism of «¢ 

body. Weare completely united, I know 
we are completely united, in our deter- 
mination to bring about speedy victor 
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Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, apparently, 
this is an old, ancient, hoary rule, dated 
May 23, providing for 1 hour’s debate, 
half an hour on each side, on the bill S. 
919 to expedite payment for land ac- 
quired during the war period. It comes 


to you with a unanimous report. 


There has been a great deal of com- 
plaint that through the present State 
system of payment by commissioners, 


and so forth, much delay has ensued and 
the property owners seem to be far from 
satisfied with the prices they have been 


receiving and feel that justice requires 
that it should be by a judicial or court 
action. That is the purpose and object 


of the bill. 

There is a corollary or a complement 
to it that raises a much greater issue 
which affects a large number of con- 
gressional districts and, of course, many 
States, and that is that during wartime 
large blocks of land have been confis- 
cated by the Federal Government and 
taken out of taxes in the local towns and 
counties. I know that in my district and 
I do not think that my district ‘s much 
different than many others, we have 
one large Army camp, Camp Shanks, 
down in Rockland County, that obliter- 
ated a part of one township and took it 
out of taxes. The same thing happened 
at the Stewart Airport near Newburgh. 
A large section of the town of Newburgh 
really was taken off the tax rolls. The 
question whether the Government 
does not have some moral responsibility 
to pay at least a part of the taxes back 
into those school districts and into the 
towns. This question has been under 
consideration for some time, yet no ac- 
tion has been taken. 

I am in favor of this rule because it 
seems to be in the interest of the indi- 
vidual American and property owner to 
preserve and protect his property rights 
instead of having them jeopardized with- 
out much recourse on their part to the 
courts. This bill will be discussed in de- 
tail by members of the committee when 
we go into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed out of order for the balance of 
my time 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FISH. A serious issue has been 
raised in the House today. Iam talking 
more directly to the Republicans than to 
the Democrats, but I propose to talk to 
both. It isan issue that I believe is prob- 
ably unavoidable and we might as well 
face it right away as to postpone it until 
the next Congress. 

There is not a single Member of Con- 
gress, Republican or Democrat, who is 
not in favor of winning the war as quickly 
as possible and bringing our sons home 
immediately afterward, but I am afraid 
that if we follow the suggestions of some 
Members on the majority side and adopt 
a hush-hush policy on foreign policies or 
the conduct of the war that the Members 
might just as well stay home. If Mem- 
bers of the minority may not tell the 
truth or even refer to or criticize our 
allies in the war, then this legislative, 


is 


deliberative body has assumed an infe- 
riority complex to the other body, the 
Senate or to the British Parliament, 
where they do not hesitate to criticize our 
foreign policies, the conduct of the war, 
the President, and the acts of Congress, 
because it is a part of the function of 
every legislative body in peace and war. 
I hope that in the future no one’s 
patriotism or Americanism will be even 
remotely questioned or impugned if he 
feels it is his duty to get up on the floor 
of the HouSe and tell the truth about our 
allies, because it may be aiding and expe- 
diting the winning of the war. 

It may be something that should be 
said and beyond that it may be some- 
thing that should be said in the inter- 
est of the American people which comes 
first anyhow, because their sons are 
fighting this war. This is not a New 
Deal war. I do not think you want to 
call it a New Deal war. Republicans 
and Democrats alike have their sons in 
this war fighting shoulder to shoulder 
all over the world and they are on the 
march to victory. 

Let me read you a statement that 
should be in the Recorp in time of war. 
This is an editorial that appeared in the 
Kansas City Star of May 7, 1918, writ- 
ten by Theodore Roosevelt, an out- 
spoken, courageous American, one of our 
greatest Republican Presidents, who in 
the midst of the last war had this to 
say, and I hope the Republican Mem- 
bers of the House will listen to his words 
of advice and follow them in this war: 

To announce that there must be no criti- 
cism of the President or that we are to 
stand by the President right or wrong is 
not only unpatriotic and servile but it is 
morally treasonable to the American people. 
Nothing but the truth should be spoken 
about him or anyone else, but it is even 
more important to tell the truth, pleasant 
or unpleasant, about him than about any- 
body else. 


That referred to our Commander in 
Chief in the midst of the last war, and 
I endorse wholeheartedly this editorial 
as applied to this war. 

Turning to my Republican colleagues 
I want to emphasize to them that they 
have a solemn and sacred duty and func- 
tion to perform here as a minority. It 
is their duty to represent the Republican 
Party and those who sent them here, 
by constructive criticism without fear or 
favor in time of war or in time of peace. 
What we need on the minority side is 
more vigorous leadership, more active, 
more aggressive, more outspoken and 
constructive criticism, whether it be of 
the New Deal and the pitfalls of the 
New Deal or of the President or of the 
Commander in Chief or of the conduct 
of the war. 

The only possible criticism of the 
House of Representatives that I know 
of is that there is a certain inferiority 
complex among its Members on foreign 
policies and the conduct of the war. We 
on this side let the other body speak out 
freely, many of us applaud those state- 
ments, but any time one of us gets up 
here to speak there is always some one 
to question him and to say “Hush, hush” 
or “Shush, shush, we must not say that, 
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we are at war,” and endeavor to n 
out that some Member of the min 
is trying to throw a monkey wri 
into the war effort. The next step 
be that we will not be permitted to : 
to the Communists in America bec 
the Soviets are one of the Allies. 

The gentleman from Pennsylva 
a while ago referred to some boys 
years of age from his home town 
were killed. He certainly had a 1 
to say that. I will go further and < 
the facts to your attention. You 
I voted to draft these boys of 18 into 
armed forces. At that time we had 
letter read to us, I think by the gent 
man from New York (Mr. Wapswortn 
from General Marshall saying that th: 
boys of 18 would all be given 1 yi 
training before being sent to the oth 
side. That is the practice in Gr 
Britain today. All boys of 18 wer: 
be given 1 year’s training before th 
were sent to the battle lines. It may | 
a military necessity, I do not know, ar 
I am not criticizing that feature, but I 
am stating the facts. 

The War Department now tells us th 
boys 18 years old will be sent any tin 
to the front, with 3 months’ trainins 
I am not objecting if it is a militar 
necessity, but it is contrary to the pledg 
given and to the practice in Grea 
Britain 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 
3 additional minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not criticizing if it 
is a military necessity, but the American 
people are entitled to all the facts and the 
Congress should discuss the issue with- 
out fear or favor. If it is necessary for 
my boy who is now 18, and who enlisted 
when he was 17, to go Overseas to fight, 
that is all right; but, in my opinion, the 
other nations should do likewise. 

It is perfectly justifiable for any Mem- 
ber of Congress to say that the Allied 
Nations should have conscription as long 
as we have and that the British Empire 
should have it as well. I think that is 
only a fair criticism when our own sons 
are being drafted. It was not my speech, 
but I am upholding the right of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to say it be- 
cause it is the truth and the truth is never 
wrong whether it is in peace or in war. 
That does not interfere with our winning 
the war. 

I know that Members, like the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, FRANK KEEFE, will 
take the floor of this House at any time, 
in peace or in war, and express their 
views openly and criticize constructively 
the things that are wrong. But there are 
far too many on the Republican side who 
are fearful that somebody is going to 
criticize their remarks, fearful of the 
radical commentators on the radio and 
the press because of attacks on the New 
Deal or the President. If the Republicans 
do not criticize constructively the New 
Deal and the President, then what is 
there for the minority party todo? What 
is left for the Republican Party? What 
will be left of our country? Of course, 


you cannot expect the majority to criti- 
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1 that you realize your duties 
vour obligations to your constitu- 
‘and take the floor of this House 
everv occasion when anything is 
ng with the New Deal or > admin- 
tion or the President or the conduct 


the war, for you have 
> conduct of 


iews, and i 


a definite right 


} 
the ‘ 
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ar and to 
you do not do 
ho else can or will in America except 
Unless the Republic 


openly and boldly, re- 
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the Senate. 


fight 
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; of Communist and left-wing 
r attacks in the press and over the 


there will be no Republican Party 
or Republic left to fight for. Free speech 
and free criticism must above all places 


prevail in Congress, and especially among 
the minority Members, who should not 
ill their punches whenever warranted 
1 all ues that affect the interests of 
e American people, including the con- 
the Commander in 


duct of the war, Chief, 
and our foreign policies. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min- 


to the 


O gentleman from Massachu- 
Mr 


McCorMackK }. 


Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Sneaker, it is 
ry seldom that I take the floor to pay 
much attention to what my colleague, 


entleman from New York, Says, 
as I like him personally. But re- 
! has just made can 
by without some comment. 
ther interesting to note that on 
he condemned his party, and 
he is chastising his party in the 
and undertaking to admonish 
hem and tell them what they should do 
iring the next Con I doubt if 
e advice of the gentleman, in view of 
many inconsistent positions, will fall 
ipon ears that will hear them and eval- 
late the advice in the light they would 
f it came from, for example, the gentle- 
man from New York |Mr. WADSworTH]. 
The gentleman has raised an 
which does not exist. The gentleman 
indertakes to raise a straw man that any- 
ne who makes constructive criticism is 
ng to be open to attack. I have been 
i Member of this body for 16 years, and 
I have n heard any lack of criticism 
on the part of any Members on the ma- 
or the felt it 
1 There is a 
difference between constructive criticism 
and personal attack. That is just where 
the gentleman from New York fails to 
take notice and to distinguish between. 
Constructive criticism is one thing, 
personal attack is another thing. I have 
never personally attacked any President 
he United States or any person. I 
have never personally attacked a former 
President. For example, I have the high- 
est personal regard for former President 
Hoover. On one occasion, at least, on 
this floor I defended him when he was 
personally attacked by a member of his 
own party. I waited to see if some mem- 
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greed wit | 
but I er did so lr personal i 
I never differed with him on f 1 af- 
fairs. I supported him on every question 
rela to the fore n policy of our ¢ n- 
trv that came be re his House. because 
» me party lines < ippear when the 3- 
mile limit is reached on matte con- 
cernin he relatior p of our country 
with ¢ ay ns ol the work 
There is no disag1 nent at al bou 
constructive criticism It is good and 


worthy in war as well as 


it is in peace 
So the gentleman does not raise an le 
that anyone in this body on either side 
or anyone that I know of in the United 
States takes issue with. But the gentle- 


man does raise an issue aS a Straw Man 
for the purpose of wn, in 
the hope that some people will feel that 
there are forces in this country, particu- 
larly in Democratic Party, who will 
try to suppress constructive 

The SPEAKER. The ti 


tleman from Massachusetts has expired. 


KNOcKINg it at 


the 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 addi- 
tional minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Certainly, as we 


cit 


here—and I am not talking as a 
Democrat, I am not talking 


am talking just as an American and a 
Member of this body—we do not see any 
suppression of free speech or free press 
directly or indirectly. 


Our 
ahead and t 


going l 
Some print a different ty 


are 


they see it. pe 
of news than others, but there is no at- 
tempt directly or indirectly that I see to 

ress them or to interfere in ar ‘ 


SUP] 
Certainly, there is no suppr‘ th 
right of any paper in the United States 
to take a position for or aga , 
D. Roosevelt or for or against any 


SF nial n +3 
fficial positi 


person, either in his « on or as 
a candidate during the last election. 
Eighty percent of the press were opposed 
to President Roosevelt and his reelection 
Seventy-eight percent were opposed to 
him 4 years ago. They had at t to 
do so. Whether some of the newspape! 
went further than we thought the, 
should is another question, but that is a 
matter of personal opinion The right 


i 
and the 


been 


of freedom of the 
thereof has certainly not 


with to the extent 


press 





slight Sst 


plete right of freedom of pre and 
of speech has not been interfered with 

What the gentleman fails to dis- 
tinguish, as I said, is that constructive 


criticism is one thing and personal at- 


tack is another. Further, constructive 
criticism in time of peace is one thing 
and constructive criticism in time of war 
is another. The question of prudence 


enters into it. It may be all right 
something in time of peace that it might 
not be all proper to say in time of wa 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the n- 
tleman from M achusetts, the majorit 
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te ion f t is actually said on 
t floor | ent t OI 
othe f N no one di ! 
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anything said which directly or even in- 
directly calls in question any policy or 
action of the executive branch of the 


Government is either a disservice to the 
y's war effort or is destructive in 
its tendency. With that definition or 
interpretation of criticism I cannot agree. 

My service in this House has continued 
for almost 10 years—it will be 10 years 
n January. Never, as I recall, have I 
questioned the ability, the judgment, or 
the loyalty of any Member of this House. 
Nor do I intend, if I live so long, during 
the coming 2 years, to do so; nor have I 


count 


criticized, nor do I intend to criticize, 
the conduct of the war. But I do intend 
when occasion offers to make sugges- 


tions which in my judgment will aid in 
winning the war; in preserving our in- 
terests after the war is over. 

To get back to what happened this 
morning. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, returning from his home where he 
learned that some of his friends and 
neighbors had lost their sons in this great 
war, ventured to suggest that our allies, 
the Canadians and Australians, adopt 
conscription. If conscription for Amer- 
icans aids in the winning of the war, is 
there any reason why those govern- 
ments, which are more closely connected 
with the British Empire than we are, 
should not adopt the constructive pro- 
cedure of conscription? Is it not con- 
structive for the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to suggest that they do as we 
have been asked to do, and as we have 
done, and send conscripted youth to 
fight on foreign soil? 

We were told that this was a war to 
preserve our national entity. If true, 
then it is a war for the preservation of 
Canada and of Australia, which are a 
part of the British Empire, and equally 
true is it that, if our youth are to be 
conscripted, soo too should the young 
men of those two Commonwealths be 
conscripted. 

I suggest that the statement of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ga- 
VIN] was constructive criticism, and 
yet when the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Gavin] makes that criticism 
what does he get from the majority side? 
The plain, vigorous charge from the well 
of the House that he has rendered a 
disservice to his country. That was the 
statement of the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. LUTHER JOHNSON]. 

Among other things the charge that 
a man has been guilty of a disservice to 
his country is by many people construed 
to mean that a man has been guilty of 
disloyalty. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
served in the First World War. He 
served in the front lines where machine- 
gun bullets, high-explosive shells, were 
dealing out death to his comrades. He 
fought in that war in a combat unit 
and yet when here on the floor of the 
House he demands that other nations 
cooperate, collaborate, join with us in 
the war which we are fighting for their 
preservation, for their very existence, he 
is accused of having rendered a disserv- 
ire. 

Speaking only for myself, I would be 
somewhat reluctant to make such a 


| 





charge against a veteran of the First 
World War. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. Gavin] is known to all of us as one 
Who, when his country needed him, an- 
swered the call; as one who served as 
long as his country had need of his serv- 
ices; as one who ever since has faith- 
fully in his life at home and here on 
the floor of the House done his utmost for 
America and in support of the war effort. 

I was rather inclined to the thought 
that the gentleman from Texas spoke 
without thinking, as many of usdo. Iam 
sure he did not realize that the words 
he put into the Recorp, if permitted to 
stand there, and even whether they are 
stricken or not, will in the next campaign 
be reprinted and use by the P. A. C., by 
the C. I. O., by the majority party, in 
the congressional district of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania as evidence that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is dis- 
loyal. Can we not, as Members of the 
House, leave it to the individual oppo- 
nents of those who come up at election 
time to oppose us to find their own am- 
munition? Must we place in the Recorp 
false charges of disloyalty, of lack of 
patriotism, so that some organization like 
that financed and operated by Sidney 
Hillman, who has now gone abroad to 
give his advice as to how the war should 
be conducted and as to how far we should 
go, can use that against a colleague in the 
next campaign? 

My opponents in the last campaign— 
the P. A. C. and its allies—demanded 
that I cooperate with our allies. That I 
am more than willing to do but I insist 
that they cooperate with us. I venture 
to request those who asked me to cooper- 
ate to advise as to whether they approve 
of the Greeks who are now fighting the 
British in Greece, or whether they join 
in thought and action with those who 
would deny to the people of Greece the 
right to select their own form of govern- 
ment, their own officials? 

The same questions I trust they will 
answer as to our conduct in Italy. They 
might also advise as to which faction we 
should cooperate with when the question 
as to who is to rule there and the kind 
of government it is to have come up for 
ultimate decision. 

I likewise ask my critics whether they 
approve of the course of Great Britain 
and of Russia in leaving, at least to a 
certain extent, the battle front in western 
and southern Europe and attempting to 
establish in Italy, in Greece, their own 
position to aid them in post-war influence 
in those countries. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the 
gentleman 1 additional minute. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Iam not now criti- 
cizing the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
LuTHER A, JOHNSON]. He may say what 
he wishes, but I do reserve the right and 
it is my purpose as a Republican, serv- 
ing in the interests of my country, re- 
elected in spite of the opposition of the 
new dealers and their political allies, the 
Communists, of their political ally, Sidney 
Hillman, with his $2,000,000—and they 
had a man in my district for months 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 











DECEMBER 123 


spreading their lying propaganda—lI ; 
peat, I do intend in the days to 

to defend my own patriotism and 
own acts and those of the Membe: 
the minority side who are willing 

I should. 

When charges of a lack of patrio 
are made against me or against 1 
bers of my party, they are not, if 1 
on the floor of this House, going ur 
swered. To the best of my ability I 
lay bare the record, demonstrate 
falsity of such charges, and, if pc 
expose the motive which causes them 
be uttered. 


Neither Sidney Hillman, the C 
munists, those who want to rem 
America, nor any new dealer, nor 


worshiper of the New Deal, will go 
answered, if I am present on the fi 
when the charge is made, if I can obt 
recognition. 

While I listen with interest to, som 
times with admiration, of the gentlen 
from Texas [Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
BULWINKLE], and the gentleman f 
Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack] al 
all I was neither elected by nor am I 
any way responsible to any one of them 
When they suggest that other Memb 
are rendering a disservice to the count: 
as did the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
LuTHER A. Johnson] today, their words, 
so far as Iam concerned, fall on unheed- 
ingears. If they wish to join me in con- 
structive criticism of actions which a1 
hindering the war effort, let them add 
their approval to what I am about to 
say about war production, 


PAYING A POLITICAL DEBT 


The Washington Times-Herald on th 
front page this morning carries the in- 
formation that the War Labor Board ha 
summoned Montgomery Ward & Co. and 
the C. I. O. union to appear tomorrow t« 
show cause why the company has not 
complied with the 1942 War Labor Board 
ruling calling for maintenance of mem- 
bership and minimum weekly wage rates 
of $20.25 in seven States in which the 
company operates. 

Yesterday’s papers also carried the in- 
formation that picket lines had been 
thrown around Ward’s stores in Detroit 
and the morning papers state that C. I. O. 
is about to call a general sympathetic 
strike in Detroit and in other cities. 

Everyone knows that a general strike 
would but add to the confusion and the 
impairment of the war effort which have 
already been created by almost daily 
strikes of the C. I. O. in war plants. 

There is no authority in any Federal 
statute which authorizes the W. L. B. to 
order an employer to enter into a con- 
tract containing a security of member- 
ship clause. Nevertheless, such orders 
have been issued time and again by the 
War Labor Board and, upon the failure of 
the employer to comply, industrial plants 
have, under executive order, been seized 
by the Government and almost invariably 
the Government has given the striking 
union what it demanded. 

By using the W. L. B., a Government 
agency, as its holdup man, the C. I. O. 
and some other unions have been able to 
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I just want to emphasize the thought 
that it is a good philosophy, both in 
private as well as political life, before 
we undertake to publicly criticize the 
acti or policies of others we should 
first be willing and able to suggest bet- 
ter ones or 4ow they may be improved. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina has 
expired. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min- 
ut to the gentleman from Mississippi 
{Mr. WHITTEN 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Speaker, these 
speeches have strayed far afield from the 
matter which is now under considera- 
tion. I wish to address my remarks to 
the rule which is now before us and Call 
the attention of the House to a matter 
that is frequently not understood; and 
to my surprise some members of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to whom T have 
mentioned the situation in which we find 
many American people have stated they 
did not know that a jury trial was denied, 
I presume because such provision is ina 
statute reported from the Committee on 
Flood Control in 1928 and if considered 
separately, comes under the jurisdiction 
of that committee. That certainly is 
not true with regard to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hogss] or the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SUMNERS], who 
are thoroughly cognizant with the prob- 


lem and sympathetic with my desire to 
obtain a remedy by act of this Congress 
making provision for the American 


property owner whose land is taken by 
his Government to have a right to a trial 
by jury. 

The Flood Control Act having to do 
with the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries provides that the Federal Govern- 
ment can go into that area and take land 
for flood control to help the man who 


lives below the dam, can take it by simple 
act of taking it into charge or possession 
once it has been authorized by act of 
Congress that such a dam or flood-con- 
trol project be constructed as was done 
under the law of 1938 insofar as my dis- 
trict is concerned, without regard to 
making any payment to him at that time, 
except so far as the Government cares 
to offer. I realize, of course, that for 
the orderly procedure of Government 


perhaps it is necessary in some cases 
that possession be taken but you cannot 
expect it to be satisfactory to the man 
whose land.is taken away and flooded 
and this not to help the man himself 
but to help the man who lives below the 
reservoir. Especially is that true where 
his compensation is fixed by commission- 
ers with no right of appeal for a deter- 
mination by a jury. 
Here is the point to which I wish par- 
‘ularly to call your attention: Under 
present law that man’s compensation 
and damages for the property which has 
already been taken from hin. is fixed by 
three commissioners who are appointed 
by the court at $25 a day and expenses. 
The man whose land is taken has no 
recourse, can get no trial by jury on the 
question of compensation; the law does 
not give him that right. The decision of 
those commissioners is final when af- 
firmed by the court. The court of course 
appoints the commissioners; they are 


men in whom the court has confidence 
and the result universally, almost without 
exception, is that their judgment is af- 
firmed. Also in practically every case you 
will find that the commissioners fix the 
compensation at the amount previously 
determined by the Government ap- 
praisers. That is not in keeping with the 
American theory of government. If you 
will read the Constitution you will find it 
provides that in lawsuits between indi- 
viduals when the amount in controversy 
is $20 or more a trial by jury is guaran- 
teed. You will find if a man is indicted 
for a crime he is entitled to a trial by jury. 
You will find that if his property is taken 
for an Army camp or for a war plant to 
contribute to the war effort he has a 
right to trial by jury in the amount of 
compensation. But, Mr. Speaker, you will 
find that Congress—men who represent 
the people of the Nation, the folks back 


home—passed_ section 702d, United 
States Code, 33 years ago, taking 
away the right of such citizen to 
a trial by jury—a_ statute under 


which land can be taken for the specific 
purpose of improving other land. The 
statute tells him that he is not entitled to 
a trial by jury in the matter of determin- 
ing compensation. Mr. Speaker, too 
many here are giving time and attention 
to protecting the power, the authority, 
and the might of the Federal Government 
and too little attention is given to the in- 
dividual whose home is taken, whose land 
is taken, land on which perhaps his fam- 
ily has lived for a hundred years or more. 
This Nation says to him: “We will send 
our men in there, we will determine what 
you are entitled to and you will stand by 
helpless.” That is the law today. This 
Congress here has an opportunity to cor- 
rect that situation. This bill gives me 
an opportunity to tell you some of the 
facts that have developed under this pro- 
cedure. You say to us: “Weil, that just 
affects WHITTEN and a few folks on the 
Mississippi.” But let me remind you that 
thisCongress has just passed a flood-con- 
trol bill for the control of the Missouri 
River Valley and other tributaries of the 
Mississippi, and before long many other 
Members will find out how this thing af- 
fects their constituents. You will find 
there are a large number of individual 
American citizens whose rights need pro- 
tecting, whose property will be taken, and 
who will have no right of appeal to his 
fellow Americans as to the compensation 
paid him, and you will find that they do 
not all live in my district. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my- 
self one-half minute to answer in part 
the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCormack], 
and that is all that is necessary at this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, all I care to say in reply 
is that according to the gentleman's defi- 
nition of “constructive criticism,” it only 
means praise of the President—anything 
else is destructive—according to the ma- 
jority leader. I agree with Theodore 
Roosevelt, “that nothing but the truth 
should be spoken about the President, 
but pleasant or unpleasant, it is even 
more important to tell the truth about 
him than about anyone else in time of 
war,” 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes t 
gentleman from Pennsylvania M 
GaAvIN]. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I seem 
have raised an issue here this mornir 
and rightfully so, that deserves the 
ous consideration of the mem t 
the House. I regret I was not in 1 
Chamber at the time the gentleman f 
Texas made his remarks, but for hi 
formation I want the gentleman f; 
Texas to know that I served as a 
geant in the Infantry overseas du 
World War No. 1, I am past commar 
of the American Legion, an active m 
ber in the Veterans of Foreign Wars 
the American Legion, and for a year 
a half I served on the selective-se1 
appeal board for the State of Penn 
vania, appointed by the governor of 1 
State; so with that background and 
a Member of this body, I feel qual 
to express my opinions on this situat 
concerning our American boys. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to finish wl 
I started this morning so that this i 
will be clear to the Members of 
House, and that is a fair square deal f 
our boys who are doing the fighting. 

It has just been called to my attent 
that three boys from my home t 
Oi] City, Pa., just a little over 18 ye 
of age, have been killed in action o\ 
seas. A few weeks ago while back hor 
I visited a family in Johnsonburg, I 
in my district, who had five boys in 
service and two of these boys were kill 
in action within 4 days. 

We have from eight to ten million m 
in the United States Armed Forces : 
we have had close to 550,000 casualtic 
We have conscripted our boys by tl! 
millions and they are fighting all over 
the world, and yet the colonies of t! 
British Empire are now just getti: 
around to enacting legislation to drat 
men for overseas service. 

Prime Minister Churchill and Forei 
Secretary Eden do not seem to be mu 
concerned about the conscription in th 
colonies of their fighting men. TI 
Prime Minister said he was not gol 
to preside over the liquidation of t! 
British Empire, anc. he might have in- 
cluded the British lifeline to India; how- 
ever, he seems content to let us thr¢ 
thousands of our boys into action t 
carry on the fight—hundreds of whom 
are being liquidated every day. 

What seems to be the difficulty is that 
somebody in the State Department 
does not tell the British Empire that we 
are not satisfied with their policy on th 
conscription of men in the British 
colonies. If we can draft our boys by 
the thousands for overseas service, why 
cannot the British colonies do likewise? 

The Prime Minister and the Foreign 
Secretary can get tough with Uncle Sam 
when they feel the British Empire is not 
getting the breaks. So it is about time 
for Uncle Sam to get tough with the 
Prime Minister and Foreign Secretary 
when we feel we aren’t getting an even 
break. 

The British Empire and her colonies 
ought to pursue the same policy we are 
pursuing; drafting and putting into ac- 
tion the 12-year-clds. A few months ago 
we hea'd the cry, “Give us the tools 


archi, 
Cis 


















on’s column this 


tT ) Ione ? + 
I i Drew Pear } 
i the Washington Post A 
! by no stretch of the imag- 
] iad ety 
could be called antiadministra- 
H te th storv of the type of 
! Dp e are getting in the State 
What I feel this country needs is less 
diplomacy, and diplomati 


That stuff is all right in peace- 





oe 
i ra-i 
‘ 
e 
1 1 
T for information the fe ) 
i LOT itll 1 : 
A m the W i Uil Tir a 


¥ Q 
‘ { I -¢( i- 
M nA nats . 
( lie Houde e of 








‘ 
( W é ( to 
1 ( f + 

Don en for 

( yu Fo! 
erned f 4 years A 

( fe é l . 

ew ! N x 
r, Houd 
1 e- 
€ n the draft 
ex Canac eve 
§ 2 Col. J. L. R ton 
I er Def é P e 
W. L. Macks K bine 

el ir of European battle- 

me < ed t t Canada 

I 1 OI France, could not 
c f acem<¢ for S < 1 es 
iere I te Kil at I had 

e but t ( mend that 
} el be ent overseas as rein- 


tf 
IS 


p 
r 





( dates back 
French-Ca- 
yborn breed 





tached to a 























‘ , A N ( é 
€ I I I ( 
ert £ 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speak I 1 

if y , 

1 min it 

a we ; 

M mpeakel I l aepl 
coul tnere 1 room i crit ! 
amon ourse eS and nol 
suppre the mp ¢ } n ¢ 
But we re co! tir ter! 
cle We are I a ter ) 
a nst tl \ » cor 
fighting for« nd t ! d one 
home when we ind n t 
A t I | € 1 { I 
have any more of i 

Mr. Speaker, I vield 3 mit 
gentleman from North C 
BULWINKLE 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. S: 

I t knou vhethey I ' nt +) In 
té be ( 1 al nt } 
pec Just mac ) entien i 
Pent! VI\ nia ( " he y re j l 
‘ nda The ent Y ’ } } 
meat ind out the fact out at 
be e | I I ! ! ! 
kK f he ¢ I ! ! 
ha nscript { 18 ve 
Ther e men on t floor | 
( ld give him t ‘A I 

I say t ou that « 

' f 

wore poken ith f ( 
wo I en Tf nit } ‘ 
it I frie t) tleman 

. inst n ania a 

orale of our men in the s« 

ot here to ft ) et v to 
vO} criticism of t amir rat y 
will at er that at the proper ti 
I do and I ‘ on the cot 
( tl var remember t + +07 ¢ 
talk might cost the es of n n 
Cause njury to many Tl ind ¢ 
should stop on the floor of this H« 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 41 
utes to the gentleman from Tenne 


Mr 

Mr 
a good 
criticize anybody or give 


JENNINGS |]. 
JENNINGS. 
humor, and 





come to L1¢ | 


unless you 


for it. 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSI 





, 
é 
H 
A 


x 

T 

A 
+ + 
143 
Ai 
pe 





NT 
M 
MA 
HENER 
' n 
R 
{ 
, f ft 


“a 
T 
’ 
1 
vf ) 
vi 
( 17 







nj” 
939 


that a bill of this type, changing the gen- 
eral condemnation laws of all the States 
in the Union as far as Federal condem- 
nation is concerned, is brought in at this 
late hour. The rule will be adopted, but 
I think we should approach the matter 
very carefully. Unless I change my 
mind, I shall not vote for the bill. If 
there ever was necessity for this radical 
change in the fixed, tried, and proven 
law of the land, surely that time is 
passed so far as war land purchases are 
conce ‘ned. 

Why take away the right of the States? 
Why set up a Federal pattern when every 
State can pass such a law if the State 
wants that done. This bill as a law 
would hinder and delay. It would not 
expedite. It might compel the Govern- 
ment to pay much more for the thou- 
sands of acres taken for military pur- 
poses if it were retroactive. 

Mr. Speaker, a bill introduced in May 
1943, and not called up until just before 
adjournment in December 1944, is not 
emergency legislation. Why have two 
methods of determining the value of 
land taken for public use, when those 
lands are in the same neighborhood? 
The answer is, more delay, more expense, 
and more red tape. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and include the text of a very 
brief bill I introduced yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Dakota? 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

EXPEDITING PAYMENT FOR LAND 
ACQUIRED DURING WAR PERIOD 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill (S. 919) to expedite the payment for 
land acquired during the war period. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill S. 919, with Mr. 
Corree in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosss] is recognized 
for 30 minutes and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hancock] is likewise rec- 
ognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 5 minutes, 

Mr. Chairman, now that we have set- 
tled the destiny not only of our own 
Nation but of the world, including the 
selective service laws of our allies, we 
come down to the issue which is before 
you in the bill, S. 919. It is a very 
simple question of whether or not in 
wartime, we want to expedite the pay- 
ment to our citizens of the money due 
them from the Government for land 
which under eminent domain we have 
had to take for the prosecution of our 
war effort. In so doing, we are cor- 
recting during the war, the omission of 
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some of the statutes in failing to pro- 
vide for the grant, the specific grant, of 
trial by jury. That is all there is to 
the bill. Now as far as criticism of the 
bill is concerned, and its legislative his- 
tory, it is true that the bill has not been 
pressed as vigorously as it might have 
been. But what of it? The issue is 
here. The cases are now in fieri; citi- 
zens of our Government, our fellow citi- 
zens, have not been paid for their land. 
We submft that the bill ought to be con- 
sidered on its merits and not because of 
any delay caused in the Committee on 
Rules or in the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, or in the House. I do want to 
call attention to the fact that 2 years 
ago, the Committee on the Judiciary 
acted on this bill; in substance; this 
House passed this bill, and it died in the 
Senate. Without criticism of the other 
body, I submit that the Committee on 
the Judiciary possibly was wise in wait- 
ing until Senate action was taken be- 
fore we bothered you to consider this bill 
a second time. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. I am happy to yield to 
the distinguished gentleman. 

Mr. ANGELL. Is it not a fact that un- 
der this bill the litigant himself has the 
right for a trial by jury, as a matter of 
right, and it does not rest in the dis- 
cretion of the judge? 

Mr. HOBBS. That is absolutely true, 
sir. 

Mr. ANGELL. In other words, the dis- 
cretion does not rest with the trial judge? 
It rests with the litigant. If he demands 
a jury trial he is entitled to it as a mat- 
ter of right? 


Mr. HOBBS. If this bill is adopted; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 


Mr. HOBBS. I am delighted to yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITTEN. I just wanted to say 
to the gentleman that in my remarks I 
made some reference to the fact that one 
or two members of the Committee on 
the Judiciary were not as well advised 
about the present law with regard to 
flood control. As far as the gentleman 
from Alabama is concerned, he is thor- 
oughly familiar with this practice and 
procedure, and in my opinion has done 
a splendid job for the Nation and the 
country in bringing this bill here. 

Mr. HOBBS. I appreciate the remarks 
of the gentleman with reference to my- 
self, although they are wholly unde- 
served. I know very little about the law 
relating to flood control. I am just a 
country boy from Alabama and know 
mighty little about anything. Still Iam 
delighted to have the gentleman pay that 
tribute to our committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 additional minutes. 

There are three committee amend- 
ments that I call to your attention so 
that you will understand the issues that 
are up for debate. One corrects a date 
erroneously set forth in the bill. It is the 
26th, and it ought to be the 24th. That 
is all. 
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In the second amendment we say t 
bill shall apply only when a report 
the commission has been made, th 
the local commission, and when the 
ceedings in court have begun, the: 
shall not oust the jurisdiction that w 
otherwise have attached. 

The third amendment extends ths 
of this act 1 year, to 1845, instead of 
1944. 

I call attention to this one point w! 
you all should know: We do not, 
peacetime program, advocate any in 
ference with the sovereign States. Ii 
only during wartime that we advo 
this drastic remedy. The reason for it 
that cases before our committee ti) 
after time have shown that the ¢ 
sumption of time and cost have been | 
hibitive; cases in which paying the Co: 
missioners has cost more than the land 
to be condemned. Therefore, we f 
that under the circumstances and in aid 
of the war effort this bill is justified. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of t! 
gentleman from Alabama has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. 
yield myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, there was justification 
for this bill when it was first proposed 
It was introduced in the Senate in March 
1943 by the late Senator Van Nuys. The 
Senate acted onit in May. We acted on 
it in our committee in November, and it 
is now before the House, December 13 
1944. 

At the time the legislation was firs! 
recommended the Department of Justi: 
was confronted with the gigantic task 
acquiring vast acreage in this country for 
airports, war plants, training camps 
public works of all kinds, docks, yard 
warehouses, and for other military pur- 
poses. They felt that a uniform con- 
demnation bill would expedite and facili- 
tate their work in acquiring this vast 
amount of property which the Govern- 
ment needed. That was the real rea- 
son for recommending the passage of the 
bill. 

During these intervening 22 months 
the task of acquiring the land needed 
for Federal purposes has been practically 
completed; as a matter of fact we now 
have surplus lands and the problem i 
not to acquire new land but to dispose of 
lands no longer needed. 

In different States we have different 
methods of condemning lands for public 
purposes. The general law states that 
the Federal Government must comply 
with the State laws. All the land that 
I have mentioned that has been acquired 
for war purposes has been acquired un- 
der State laws and the fact that we have 
been successful in acquiring so much 
land without this bill is proof positive 
that it was never needed in the first 
place. Generally speaking the Govern- 
ment is represented in condemnation 
proceedings by the United States attor- 
neys or by special local counsel who know 
the procedure in the States where they 
practice. 

We have in New York a system of 
condemnation by commissioners—the 
type of condemnation which the 
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gentleman from Mississippi does not 
like, Our procedure is very simple. The 
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Mr. COCHRAN. I Id t } gen- 
tleman from Ne York. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Would the gentle- 
man be in favor of making this per- 
manent legislation? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iwouldnot. I think 
that the laws of the veral States should 
apply in time of peace, but in time of 


war I see no objec 
of this character. 

Mr. HANCOCK. The gentleman 
knows that it does not apply to pending 
cases where commissioners or apprais- 
ers have been appointed. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I said that in my re- 
marks. I said section 2 would nof apply 
to the case that I had in mind, but if 
this bill would prevent a recurrence of 
that case, I am for it. 


tion to expediting cases 


Mr. HANCOCK. It only applies to 
newly instituted cases, and there will be 
very few of them. 


Mr. COCHRAN. I know that and said 
so but I also said in order to prevent a 
similar situation to the case I mentioned 
arising in the future, I would agree to a 
law of this kind on the statute books dur- 
ing the period of the war, but after the 
war I said let us go back to the old Jaw 
and consider these cases under the con- 
demnation laws of the States where the 
property is located. We are probably 
wasting valuable time at this late date 
in considering this bill, for as the gentle- 
man from New York says, there will be 
very few cases that will be affected. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. LAFOLLETTE]. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, I 
can find no real reason for this bill fron 
the arguments that I have heard by its 
proponents today. As I understood the 
argument made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi -and if I do not state it cor- 
rectly, I want to be advised—under the 
lood-control procedure there was prac- 
tically an arbitrary right to take land 
from which there was no appeal, if the 
gentleman desired a trial by jury, so 
that a jury might pass upon that ques- 
tion. If I understand it properly, if it 
goes to the taking, then this bill does 
not reach it top side or bottom, because 
that issue has already been decided by 
the courts. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTEN. I might state that 
the gentleman’s understanding came 
from the question which I asked the gen- 
tleman from New York. I realize this 
bill*does not touch that question. The 
point of the question was that his State 
gave the people of the State a chance to 
be heard—even in those States when a 
jury trial was not had the landowner 
had already been given a chance to fight 
out the issue as to whether or not the 
land should be taken. I realize that that 


will 
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not involved in this in the least, nor 
it my desire to include it. 
Mr. L Yes. In other 


\FOLLETTE. 


ort in agreement then that 
of whether or not the land may 

be taken is tried by the court. If that is 
true, I cannot see where there is any 
more speed provided under this bill than 
there is under State law, because under 
practically every State law the only pur- 
pose of appointing commissioners is to 
fix the value. Under State law, the issue 


of whether or not the land should be 
taken, in 90 percent of the States I know 
xr about, is a matter for decision 
by the court, or, if it is a decision by the 
jury, you have only one jury trial any- 
how, so that the issue of speed in deter- 
mination I do not think is present at all. 

Someone said that you can ask fora 
jury. You have to ask for your jury 10 
days in advance of your trial. You could 
ask for the jury if you were disturbed 
about the value right at the beginning 
of the trial in any event. 

I believe my record demonstrates that 
I have a pretty broad view of the effect 
of the commerce clause, and I am will- 
ing to see it interpreted pretty broadly, 
but I think that divesting people of the 
title to land and fixing the value of that 
land is so closely identified with the State 
or the government in which the land is 
located that it is a bad precedent, even 
under the guise of something that is 
temporary, to attempt to supersede those 
State laws with a Federal law of this 
nature, 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. ABERNETHY]. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in support of this bill. I support 
it because it gives to every man whose 
property is being taken by the Govern- 
ment for flood control and other pur- 
poses the right to have a jury determine 
the damages. This is a right which 
ordinarily is guaranteed by the Consti- 
tution, and, although there are excep- 
tions thereto, there is no sound reason- 
ing, in my opinion, for such. 

I take the position, members of the 
Committee, that the property of no man 
should be confiscated for any purpose 
unless and until a jury of his peers has 
determined the damages incurred. This 
is an elementary principle to which I 
believe each of you adhere. 

The bill comes to the floor, so I am 
informed, by unanimous vote from the 
Judiciary Committee. Its enactment has 
been recommended by the Office of the 
Attorney General. Already it has the 
approval of the Senate, and it should be 
passed today in the House. It provides 
an orderly uniform system for the means 
of determining damages in the con- 
demnation of land, whereas the methods 
now utilized are varied, complicated, and 
intricate, depending upon the purposes 
of condemnation. The proposed change 
to a uniform system of determination of 
compensation by a court, either with or 
without a jury, which is optional with 
the landowner under the terms of the 
bill, would do nothing more than was 
done by the adoption of Federa! rules of 
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civil procedure in respect to ] 
generally 

I ha heard the iears exp 
some that the bill will enlarge t 
thority of the Government to ; 
property by condemnation. It 
not. The proposal relat only t 
cedural matters. 

My information is that there i 
log of condemnation cases pendin 
fore various commissione throu 
the country, probably as many : 
cases. The owners of these pro; 
are entitled to an expeditious concl 


of their cases. The proposal, acco: 
to the Attorney General, will tend 
expedite the closing. 

Now, I confess that I have a pers 
interest in the bill. It directly aff 
the interests of many people of my « 
trict in that it is quite possible that 1 
Government will some time in the 
ture take over by condemnation lai 
tracts of land for flood-control purpo 
Most of my constituents live above t 
proposed dam site. Many of them li 
now under the hazard of being mov 
out, evicted. The same hazard appl 
to the constituents of many of you. M 
people want a jury to determine wh 
compensation they shall receive f 
giving uptheirhomes. They believe and 
feel that they are entitled thereto 
constitutional provisions. I have no 
doubt but that your people feel just as 
mine. Although the bill in its present 
form will not guarantee them that righ 
indefinitely, the probabilities are that 
the provision will and should be ex- 
tended. To say the least, the bill is 
step in the right direction. I hope you 
will support it. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi |[Mr. WHITTEN]. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, it 
seems to me from the question that wa 
just raised tht it might be understood 
that it was thought that this bill had 
something to do with the rights of a 
citizen in connection with the question of 
the construction of some Federal project 
or perhaps going to the question ol 
whether a _ person’s property or land 
should be taken. Of course, that is not 
involved here. 

As I stated in speaking on the rule, it 
is the general belief of the people of this 
Nation that the right to a trial by jury is 
protected in the Constitution. As I at- 
tempted to call to your attention, that 
is not the law with regard tg taking land 
for flood control or for rivers and har- 
bors improvement purposes. 

In pressing for passage of this bill pro- 
viding jury trial of cases where the Gov- 
ernment seeks to condemn the property 
of the landowner for flood control, I am 
impelled by the desire to see that the 
landowner in these cases may be able to 
get fair and reasonable pay for his lands 
if taken from him by force. 

It comes close home to me, for in my 
district large areas were taken by the 
Government on appraisals and reports of 
commissioners, and in many instances 
the landowner has been forced to see 
his home, his land, and his all taken for 
an inadequate price. 
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had been taken and steps made to 


100d -c¢ ins, inciudin 


l 
olrs; tne 


areas of fertile lands over 
of the landowners 
m caseS commiulssilone! 
ngs had been had, but payment had 
made I made trip after trip 
War Department in an effort to 
an increase in price. The War 
tment, as it seems always to do, 
uestion the decision of its ap- 
In many cases they claimed 
landowners had willingly signed op- 
Of course, we know that if they 
it was because they were faced with 
ndemnation in a commissioner’s court. 
stated, the bill providing for jury trial 
sed the House only to fail to pass the 
Senate These cases were finally deter- 
mined, leaving no way to compensate the 
ner for the real value of his property. 
In one instance a whole town was 
ved. One of the finest small towns in 
sippi, Coldwater, with beautiful 
old shade trees, and a history in 
1 its inhabitants rightfully took 
de, had the property of its citizens, 
r their protest, taken at the price of 
War Department, with no chance for 
jury to determine its value. 
Under authority granted it in 1938, 3 
before I became a Member of this 
vy, the War Department plans to fur- 
expand its flood-control projects in 
Of course, the people affected 
eriously disturbed and rightfully so. 
They sent me thousands of protests, 
lich I placed before the War Depart- 
t and the President in company with 
representatives from Water Valley and 
Enid, Miss. Additional protests were 
le to the President and to the War 
Department on the use of manpower and 


rea. 


materials during this war emergency for 
purpose. Finally, on this basis, 
construction was held up for the duration 


he war. The War Department still 
ts that these dams at Enid and Cof- 

lle must be built. 
For over 2 years I have worked per- 
ntly to get some relief for the land- 
ners in the Arkabutla and Sardis area. 
I have tried to get some hearing and 
me consideration for them. The Sen- 
failed to pass the jury-trial bill, the 
War Department refused to do anything, 
id the committees of Congress cannot 
’ behind the decision of the commis- 
ner’s court. S. 919 should be passed 
) that the property owner would have 
1 opportunity to secure the real value 
ol his property. 
In these flood-control projects, 
taken from the owner and flooded 
) benefit the lands of other persons. In 
where that is done ycu are 
ing to find opposition on the part of 
1e people whose land is taken, to benefit 
those who live below the reservoir area. 
That is the way you would feel about it if 
ou were the landowner. Then to say 
) that man that his Government has a 
right not only to take his land but to fix 
his compensation by sending commission- 
ers, drawing pay from the Federal Gov- 
ernment, down to determine how much 
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lands 


every case 


money he shall receive in payment for it, | to lands taken for rive 








with no right to him for a trial by a 
jury of his peers, is very 1 iir and - 
American. Now my people are vitally 
interested in the effect of the present law 
in My own area but I want to call atten- 
tion of the Members of t House th 
you folks are also going to feel the efiects 
of this, too, when they start the reservoi! 
program in the Missouri River Valley d 
in various other areas. I say to you 
may be that a jury trial would not 





to the individual citizen whose p1 
is being taken, one dollar more than he 
geis from the commissioners; that 
not know. But I know this, it wh 
it comes to the feelings of that man, he 
feels a lot better when he has an cppor- 
tunity, if he sees fit, to avail him 
of having the issue of compensation de- 
termined by a jury of his peers. In ad- 
dition to that, I would to call to your 
attention one example, if I may, of what 
the present law, with regard to flood con- 
trol, has done with regard to one of the 
citizens of Texas. He , of course 
live in my area, though he was reared 
there. This man was a colonel in the 
Army of the United States. While he was 
on active duty the Federal Gove 
went and took his property for flood con- 
trol. While he was on active duty the 
Government gave all the timber or the 
wood on that land to an individual who 
agreed to remove it Then when this 
colonel was placed on the retired list, 
and that is the time that th 
Government could try the issue ir 
of the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Relie 
when he was on inactive duty they had a 
hearing before three commissioners 
Those commissioners granted this 
dividual, this colonel in the Army, 
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who 


was just back from active duty, $6 per 
acre for his land, including all timber and 
wood which once had been on it, while 


the man to whom the Federal Govern- 
ment gave the timber on the land 
cording to my information, sold the tim- 
ber for $23 an acre. This evidence was 
not admitted by the c 
thus the amount for 


ace 


mmissioners and 


which the timber 


sold does not appear in the record of the 
proceedings. 
Those same commissioners had fixed 


the amount of compensation on adjoin- 
ing and similar lands a year or two 
fore at about the same 
think they could pay * 
though his land was worth it, 
admitting they were 
amount fixed for the other land? This 
Army colonel is a resident and a voting 
citizen of the State of Texas. But he 
happened to own this land in my State 
land which he had owned for years and 
did not care to sell. It may be, as has 
been contended, that my interest lar 

has to do with regard to land taken for 
flood control. I am 
problems arising from tha ource I 
can 
of you are 
this bill as to the change in the general 
practice and procedure. At the same 
time, I do not that there is suffi- 
cient disadvantage in that not to make 
an effort here to call to the att 
of the Members of the Congress of the 
need for changing the law 


be- 
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in more, € 
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would take away the policy which has 


been followed throughout the years, of 
the Federal Government following the 
State laws in the severa! and respective 
States. That is one of the points that I 


want the Committee to deliberate care- 
fully when you think of the effect this 
particular legislation will have if adopted. 
On the matter which was mentioned 
my distinguished friend from Mis- 
sippi |{Mr. Wuitten], with reference 
to flood control, that, of course, has no 
application here. The amendment to 
the Flood Control Act, which the gentle- 
man is doubtless now trying to obtain, 
will meet that situation. But this bill 
provides that the issues shall be deter- 
mined only by the court. That embraces 
the question of the taking, the question 
of the public utility, the question of the 
public benefit; all of those questions are 
determined by the court. The jury has 
no right, under the pending bill, to make 
any finding with respect to those mat- 
ters. Therefore, the matter which the 
gentleman insists upon in his argument 
before the Committee would not obtain, 
because those matters are determined by 
the court not determined by the jury. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTEN. It was not my intent 
to convey any impression otherwise. I 
realize that under the terms of the pres- 
ent bill that would be true. However, 
the present bill does apply not only to 
property taken for war purposes, but 
applies to land which is taken for river 
and harbor improvement and also to 
land taken for flood control; does it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. But, on the point 
upon which the gentleman was insisting, 
that the jury should determine the ques- 
tion as to whether or not a man’s land 
should be taken, the jury would have no 
right to make that determination, be- 
cause under the pending bill that entire 
question is left solely in the discretion ef 
the court. The jury would have no part 
in it. 

Mr. WHITTEN. 
yield further? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTEN. There is no differ- 
ence between the gentleman and myself 
insofar as flood control is concerned. 
The determination of whether properiy 
is to be taken or not is now made by the 
Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it is determined 
under the pending bill, according to its 
own phraseology, by the court and not 
by the jury. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is the question of ne- 
cessity determined by the court or the 
department? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question of ne- 
cessity is determined by the court. The 
question of the taking is determined by 
the court. The question of the right to 
take is determined by the court under 
the pending bill. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 


by 


Will the gentleman 


Mr. DONDERO. Then the only ques- 
tion left for the jury is the amount of 
compensation that the owner shall re- 
ceive for the land? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The sole and only 
question which is to be submitted to the 
jury, 1 .der the pending bill, is the ques- 


tion damages sustained by the owner 
of property caused by the taking. 
Tr _is the only question they would have 


the right to consider. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield. 

Mr. WHITTEN. That is my prime 
interest in the measure. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam happy to know 


we are agreed upon that question. 

Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.SPRINGER. I yield. 


Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman ad- 
dress himself to this question: Under the 
provisions of this bill, which appears to 
have been passed by the Senate on May 
20, 1943, it is proposed that the effective 
termination date of the legislation shall 
be December 31, 1945. It was 1944, but 
I understand an amendment will be 
offered to meke it 1945. It would be 
puerile and idle to consider a bill that 
would expire December 31, 1944. WhatI 
would like to know is: What is there in 
the facts developed in the hearings, if 
any, on this bill that showed necessity for 
the enactment of emergency legislation 
and condemnation proceedings which 
will, by its own terms, expire if the 
amendment suggested is adopted, on De- 
cember 31, 1945? 

Mr. SPRINGER. May I say to my 
distinguished friend from Wisconsin that 
this measure was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary in 1943, after it 
had passed the Senate in 1943. 

The matter was not pressed at any 
time. As the bill came to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary from the Senate it 
contained the provision that it should be 
effective only until December 31, 1944. 
In my opinion, of course, the time-when 
this legislation was necessary as an emer- 
gency measure has long since passed. 
It would have been helpful when we were 
condemning land for camps and canton- 
ments and buildings of various kinds and 
descriptions for the war. At that time 
this measure might have had some ap- 
plication, but, as has been said. by the 
distinguished gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Hancock], that time has passed. 
We find we have a surplus of real estate 
on hand today and the problem now is to 
get rid of that surplus real estate, not to 
acquire additional real estate. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; briefly. 

Mr. CASE. The gentleman referred 
to the principle of conformity. Suppose 
we have a State where the right of jury 
trial already exists: Would the provisions 
of this act abrogate that unless the party 
took advantage of this provision to ap- 
peal for a jury trial? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the conform- 
ity act my opinion is that they would 
follow State law, except as this Federal 
law relating only to Federal procedure 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 





DECEMBER 


in cases where the Federal Govern; 
is involved would abrogate that Stat. 
Mr. CASE. That would destr 
present automatic right to trial by 
in the States where it now exists 
Mr.SPRINGER. I think it would: 
I think they would be governed in 
where the Federal Government wa 
rectly involved by the provisions of 
bill if it should be passed. I want to | 


| just a little time, if you will pardor 





to speak of my own home Siate, Ind 

In Indiana under condemnation | 
cedure we have provision for the app 
ment of appraisers or viewers. \ 
the case is filed it comes up on the r¢ 
date and the parties come into cow 
the court appoints the viewers or 
praisers. These are men of exveri 
They go out and make a complete sun 
They survey the premises, they ob 
evidence on the question of the dam 
which may be sustained. They « 
back and make their report to the c 
And may I say that in 50 percent of | 
cases the report which is made by 
viewers or appraisers is accepted by t 
parties to the action, the money is p 
the property is taken, the final d 
is entered, and that is the end of the ca 
If the procedure is adopted which 
sought by the pending measure it \ 
abrogate the method of viewers and - 
praisers, and the payment of the awa: 
in all cases in which the Federal Govern- 
ment is involved and would require tl 
parties to go to trial either befor« 
court, or before a jury, should one of th 
parties file written notice making such 
request for a jury 10 days before the tri 
as provided in this bill. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. 
the genileman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to my frie: 

Mr. GRAHAM. I may say to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that in Pennsy!- 
vania we have the county board of view- 
ers similar to those in Indiana. Ina con- 
demnation case the court appoints i 
viewers, selects those men from th 
county board of viewers. They are ex- 
perienced men. We have had hearij 
acceptance of that procedure. 

Mr. SPR™NGER. I thank the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. I believe that 
is generally true in those States which 
have these viewers or commissioners who 
are appointed to make preliminary sur- 
veys. Their decision is accepted in at 
least 50 percent of the cases, and in some 
States a much larger percentage meeis 
with the approval of the parties, thereby 
eliminating the delays incident to a trial 
by jury. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to my col- 
league. 

Mr. JENNINGS. As a matter of fact 
is not this the practice? Condemnation 
proceedings are filed by the Government 
or by some other party entitled to con- 
demn the land of the citizen and imme- 
diately upon the filing an application of 
the party filing the proceedings the court 
appoints a jury of view or appraisers to 
go upon the premises and fix the value 
of the land sought to be condemned. 

Mr.SPRINGER. That is entirely true. 


Chairman, will 
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Mr. JENNINGS. Andthey donot have | dangerous piece of legislation on that t 5 s dor We are 
it until a regular term of the court; | account t é e man \ inder 
1s if the provisions of this bill are Mr. SPRINGER. That element of the p nt existing circu i een 
d and the landowner demands a danger might well be involved, but the these commissioners f l are 
to fix the value of the property the thought which impresses me and the last pleadin ( f x 
lings would have to wait until the thought I wish to leave here is the con- thousand dollars in } ( e eXx- 
1 cf court, which might be 6 months fusion whicn the variance between the pense of the man whose p! 
n that time procedure when the Federal Government taken, and who are delaying fir | - 
Mr. SPRINGER. The distinguished is involved and when the parties are ment 
eman is precisely correct. If all other than those in which the Federal Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman 
cases were thrown into court for Government is involved, among lawyers gentleman yield 
where the Government is the con- and among the courts generally through- Mr. HOBBS. I am de ted to yield 
ining party, it would result in con- out the country This legislation not to the gentleman from Mai 
court dockets and crowded cal- needed at the present time Mr. HALE. What } m¢ t 
in court and I think more time Mr. JENNINGS. Will the gentleman provision in section 3 of | If 
iid be lost and wasted than under yield? i , 
conditions which exist in the vari- Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentle- should it be limited in poi f time? 
States where they send out the man from Tennessee. Mr. HOBBS That is easily answered 
rs. and they make their report in Mr. JENNINGS. The gentleman from We do not mean this except a \ me 
h ceses, which is practically the end | Indiana |Mr. LAFOLLETTE] has raised a | necessity when thet 48.000 condem- 
he litigation. very serious question. It has been sug- nation cases piled up in the nds of 


Mr. O'HARA. Will the gentleman gested that to expedite these proceedings commissioners; not in the court We 


the various parties in interest may } 


( y have are perfectly sure that we would not ask 
Mir SPRINGER. I vield to the gen- | their property sold without being brought you to change the law and oust the 
il wrruiin muy. yiti l ul 5SCil ; a : 5 . ae 

» from Minnesota before the court under due process of States from one scintilla of their author- 
I 1 ITO! AVLITILICS c a Th hon secdeillt aes. a > tow —_— ane nm TK stime he . eo thos we have 
Mr. O'HARA. If there was some law. That is, the properties will be taken ity in peacetime, because then we |! 

; yee pis F : i ’ le of practice. That lancer slent f time to do the Stat 4 
er in which we could exp dite | by a rule of practice. That is a danger- pienty ol! ime ( ‘ ne ovate pre 
ond mning officers paying the ous thine scribe for these condemnation « 

condemning lice¢ yaying 2 ? sr 
; , Mr. SPRINGER That is a verv dan- rtime when a man com oO} 
ey t ) 1 creativ } ‘Ip 1ap- vil Wa tL NIE lla l < ry lal} \ ¢ 
I it would = ALL x V. a I rerous element and might well become I I pe na pu me Oh 
to have in my own district cases bE u i i @iia likil Well COlll Al } 





; : . 13} : involved in proceedings of this charac- a itely a whole yea 
here there has been long delay, mostly 
1 Se ] the part of the Gov rn. ter. We do not want to confuse this I cannot find another farm to rent I 
_ Th a Ww a a ot ] h a : question and we certainly do not desire cannot build tenant hou on a plant 
iG. 1e SiO ccess ‘la as Te- . , 1 1 . + ; 
r ialeiean sath tate wners | to invite trouble of that character. tion that may be found. I cann do 
wae V b 5° 4 ‘k n 7 Tl : We should follow the Conformity Act anything as freely as I can do in peace- 
e property 1as eY aKen. 11S - ‘ 
ae be t : ad ) mean th oat We do not desire to sit here and abrogate time. So it is manifest that we are do- 
Lt10 S zoiIng é > eX- . . 
: ae ee t a: land as law which has been permanent law and ing for the sake of the war nect y 
ng l pé : ( he ianaowners _ . . ‘ 
eo ' ——t legislation throughout the years and what normally we would never conside1 
we hope it will. which has been helpful to all citz doin 
. lich has been so helpful to all citzens loin 
AT, ~PDPIn Cy wn + , ~ 
Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think this | ¢¢ the country. We have a uniform sys- Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
lation will expedite in any degree tem in condemnation proceedings now. | the gentleman yield? 


tedin: 


payments to landowners. AS 8 | Let us not change it and confuse that Mr. HOBBS. Iam always delighted to 

r of fact, if this bill should be procedure yield to the gentleman from New Yor! 

passed it would delay the settlement for Mr. Chairman, I hope this bill will be fr. HANCOCK. May I direct the 
property condemned until after the Ne bree rine iP ae 

al of the case, and a final judgment "acini ees 


defeated oe : ha 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 10t apply to 40,000 con 
is entered therein. 


ss 





M Chairman, there is one last ene Se eee hich he says are piled 
panics ee, oe . ap pene Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I yield of commissione1 it 
isht I want to leave with the Com- | myself the remainder of the time on this s to new « vhich may be 
ee. By this legislation we are chart- side. here v not be so ma 
a new course in condemnation pro- 


dings where the Federal Government 
involved. All other condemnation 


Mr. Chairman, I want to lay this charge | of those, because the G 
at your door if you defeat this bill. It the land it needs 
is up to you. You can do it if you will, Mr. HOBBES. It applies to all of 
proceedings will remain as they are now | byt when you do you are killing a bill in | cases in the hands of the commissione 
anmaAaar ‘ " aur sic riclatinn * . . ia uw } +7 
nder State law. This legislation, if | the interest of the American people and Mr. HANCOCK. I beg the ge 
passed, will cause endless confusion; it | not hurting the Government one bit. man’s pardon. 
= . — : 7 — } . > . a ——e 
. I} cam ee in a ere x | The Government now can reach out its Mr. HOBBS. I am talking now if tl 
ii cause contusion among tne lawyers, | strong hand and take mv property or committee amendment is adopted, un 
ecause of the variance and the differ- | 


yours if needed for the war effort: go into the commissioners have made a final re- 
ence between the proceeding when the | possessicn immediately upon tendering | port and the matter is in court 
Federal Government is involved and 


whatever they see fit; and do with it as Mr. HANCOCK. May I also ask the 


they pleace. gentleman this question: Why 
porations other than the Federal Gov- Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Chairman. will | assume that a jury 
ernment. 


. a ; < the gentleman yield? dite matters? As it is now, the apprais- 
Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Will the gentle- wi] the 


, om Mr. HOBBS. Iam always glad to yield el nd the comn ioners, t > wh th 
aan atees to the gentleman from Iowa. reentleman refe1 frequently bring about 
. Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gen- Mr. GWYNNE. I was not a mem ettlements without a tri withou 
tleman from Indiana. 


the subcommittee, but I would lik in ! his bil 
Mr. LaFOLLETTE. I do not know know who asked for this bill except the will be a jury trial in al 


where the parties are individuals or cor- 
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hat it is clear. The gentleman will re- | office 





of the Attorney General demnation proceedi! ere ji ) 
call there was some discussion early in | Mr. HOBBS. Noone except the armed other alternative. You take iy from 
‘ the present session in reference to a bill | forces of our Government who are try- | the citizens the rights the States n 
‘ to determine the interest in land with- | ing to ficht this war; no one except those ive them 


who have dealt with the problem. appraise une m 
ion purported to be Federal legislation, As I was saying, the Government dos Mr. HOBBS. Ishal to answer 
0 and with the power in the Federal courts | not need your help and your vote. We | the gentleman 
‘ to make their own rules, I am a little are talking for the individual citizen Mr. HANCOCK I hermore, you 
fearful this bill could be used as a method | whose land has been taken and who has | will have to t the rt is in 
of setting un that procedure under rule | not been paid for it. We are talking for ession 
which this Congress has refused to adopt. the citizen who is being held up in his Mr. HOBBS. I f id to an- 


I am not sure, but I think this is a very | right to get his compensation because we 


out the use of abstracts. This legisla- 
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In the first place, it does apply as I | 


have indicated provided the committee 
amendment is adopted, and without it 
the bill would not be as efficacious. 

In the second place, you do lose some 
benefit by having those cases settled 
which are settled through the interven- 
tion of the commissioner, I grant that. 

So far as expediting the matter is con- 
cerned, you expedite because you cut out 
that intermediate stage of the proceed- 
ings where all of the time is lost. You 
cut out the greatest bottleneck in con- 
demnation work, and you go directly to 
the court, where you inevitably go finally 
in all contested cases. 

As far as that is concerned, these 
cases which are delaying the game and 
preventing the payment to the property 
owner for the most part are being now 
dealt with by commissioners, and there 
were at the time this bill was being con- 
sidered, according to the testimony, 
48,000 of such cases. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Iam glad to yield to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, 

Mr. KEEFE. Is it not a fact that under 
the present practice and procedure 
through the utilization of the commis- 
sioners in condemnation cases the com- 
missioners, who are appointed by the 
court, are subject to the continuous or- 
ders of that court, anc that if they are 
delaying the performance of their func- 
tions and duties suitable and proper ap- 
plication to the court could compel their 
activity or their removal; and aiter all 
that, is not the delay in the work of the 
commissioners traceable directly back 
to the district judge who appoints them? 
If there is unreasonable delay, that delay 
may be cured by a vigorous appeal to the 
district court to comipel these commis- 
sioners to do their duty. 

May I ask this further question: Un- 
der this procedure, if this bill is adopted, 
you will compel a court procedure in 
every single condemnation case, will you 
not? 

Mr. HOBBS. No, sir. 

Mr. KEEFE. You will have to have a 
determination by the court, will you not? 

Mr. HOBBS. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s questions seriatim. The gentle- 
man asked me three questions. The last 
one I have answered categorically; no, 
you do not have to go to court. Ninety 
percent of all the cases are eventually 
settled by compromise, and on the give- 
and-take basis that is so usual. 

In the next place, as I recall the gentle- 
man’s question, the gentleman lays it all 
on the trial judge, and that may be true, 
but let me give the gentleman this pic- 
ture. This bill is an amendment of acts 
that are infinitely worse from the stand- 
point of placing power in the Federal 
Government. Under the War Powers 
Act, you can go immediately and take 
a man’s property when it is necessary 
for the war and if a judge so holds. Then 
he begins to try to get his money, and 
there is where the trouble comes. The 
gentleman says, “If there is dillydally- 
ing and delay on the part of the com- 
missioners, go to the United States judge 
who appointed him.” I have tried that. 
Has the gentleman? 
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Mr. KEEFE. Yes. I have been through 
many of these condemnation proceed- 
ings, and I have not found any difficulty. 

Mr. HOBBS. In peacetime? 

Mr. KEEFE. In peacetime and in war- 
time. The particular State I represent 
allows the highway commission and cer- 
tain other commissions in my State to 
make themselves the determination of 
the necessity for the acquisition of lands 
needed for highway or other purposes. 
My State goes into possession of that 
land inimediately by tendering to the 
county clerk the amount of the’ award 
made by the commission. Then the land- 
owner goes into court and conducts in 
a reverse proceeding the condemnation 
proceedings under the law. I have never 
seen yet that that has impeded or inter- 
fered in any way with the right of the 
landowner to secure just compensation, 
provided you have a court that has con- 
trol of the procedure in its own court. 

Mr. HOBBS. Having enjoyed that 
speech by the distinguished gentleman 
in answer to my question, and I appre- 
ciate it, I congratulate him because he is 
the only man living or dead that I know 
of who has had that happy experience. 
In the 20 States in which this proceeding 
obtains which we are trying to amend for 
the benefit of the little man so that he 
can get his money, there has been no such 
experience vecorded. We are pleading 
with you today, to do something that will 
enable us to provide for people whose 
lands have been taken, not the Govern- 
ment, they have the land which they 
needed for the war effort, they have built 
the plants, they have done their job, they 
have taken the individual’s land, but they 
have not paid him. This is not a bill to 
expedite the taking of land. It is a bill 
to expedite the payment to the former 
private owner for land which the strong 
arm of the Government, under the power 
of eminent domain, has already taken, 
under the law which you wrote—mind 
you, which you wrote, without paying 
therefor. This committee is bringing you 
a bill to provide for that in a simple way, 
possibly not an ideal way, but in a much 
better way than the way we now have, 
where for 2, 3, and sometimes more than 
3 years, the property owner is deprived of 
payment for his land which the Govern- 
ment says it was necessary to take in aid- 
ing the war effort. Now then, I say it is 
time something was done. This is the 
best we have been able to devise. We 
reported it here and it was postponed 
time after time when the consent calen- 
dar was called. We ask you to assume 
full responsibility if you do not want the 
law which you wrote, to apply, which is 
infinitely worse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 
All time is expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of the act of April 26, 1888, 
entitled “An act to facilitate the prosecution 
of works projected for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors” (25 Stat. 94; 33 U.S. C., 
sec. 591); section 2 of the act of August 1, 
1888, entitled “An act to authorize condem- 
nation of land for sites of public buildings, 
and for other purposes” (25 Stat. 357; 40 
U. S. C., sec. 258); the act of July 2, 1917, 
entitled “An act to authorize condemnation 
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proceedings of land fcr military pur; 
(40 Stat. 241; 50 U. S. C., sec.. 171 
amended; section 4 of the act of M 
1928, entitled “An act for the contr 
floods on the Mississippi River and its tr 
taries, and for other purposes” (45 St 

23 U. S. C., sec. 702d), or other provisi 
law, in every case instituted in any « 
the United States in the continental l 
States and Alaska, except the Distr 
Columbia, for the condemnation of pr 
or any interest therein, by the United St 
any department, agency, commissior 
board thereof, or Government-owned 
Government-controlled corporation, ¢ 
the Tennessee Valley Authority, the 
shall be determined only by the « 
Provided, however, That any party may 
mand a trial by jury of the issue of con 
sation by filing with the clerk of the c 
demand therefor in writing at any time 
the commencement of the condemn 
proceeding and not later than 10 days bef 
the trial. In the event that a jury t: 
demanded, the jury shall be selected 
impaneled as in other civil actions. 


With the following committee ame: 
ment: 


On page 1, line 3, strike out “April 26 
insert “April 24.” 


The committee amendment was ag! 
to. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, I off 
an amendment which is at the Cle: 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. JENNID 
On page 2, line 14 after the word “; 
insert the words “shall be entitled to an 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, I of- 
fer this amendment to make certain t 
right of a landowner to a jury trial 
this act should become a law. I 
not vote for the bill, even if the am - 
ment is adopted. I think the title of | 
bill, in fact,isa misnomer. There is: 

a word or syllable in this bil? that w 
expedite the payment to a single lai 
owner of a single dollar due him by t 
Government, for his land that is tak 
Under the law as it now is the Fed 
Government goes into court and t 
procedure that is followed is the | 

the State in which the land is sought t 
be condemned. The Federal Govern- 
ment recently came down in my Stat¢ 
and filed a blanket condemnation pro- 
ceeding against 700 farmers who were th 
owners of 56,000 acres of farm land 
The Government offered these landown- 
ers less than the real value of their farm 
and filed a declaration of taking, payil 
the amount it claims was the value « 
these lands into court. Juries of vir 
were then appointed and a jury of vie" 
is composed of 5in my State. That ju 
goes on the land, views the land a1 
forms its own opinion as to the value, 
and also hears testimony of men w! 
know about the value of land. Then the 
jury makes it report to the court. Ii i 
is not excepted to, by either the Govern- 
ment or the owner of the land, a judg- 
ment is pronounced by the court; but 
either party is dissatisfied, and except 
to the findings of the jury of view, then 
there is a trial before a jury of 12 befo! 
the court. 

This bill, if enacted, will not expedit 
anything. The court can appoint 
jury of view immediately on the filing 
a condemnation proceeding, and 
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mpt action The owner may be sat- legislation which trys to force the will a jury t l. As I understand it, the 
i with what the jury of view Lys of the Federal Government on State pro- Members who are behind t] bill want 
land is worth, and accept the award. cedure. That is true as to poll tax 1 ‘ a I 
But under this bill, if the landowner is | astovotinglaws. Here, for some sti 
tisfied and desires to contest the re n e find these Members : h < ‘ t 
rd. he must wait until the regular that in id of recognizing the §S ! or col 
1 of court and then seek a jury trial. law in condemnation proceedings Cal : 
In many instances the dockets I the up ¢ pattern for tl Federal G n- ‘ Ib ’ 
t are crowded and th lg ne} ment and force it upon all States, a that t ucht to be « 
t, in many instances t for nonths | least where the Federal Government i Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman. w 
i years before he can get a ead b fort taking the property. 
court and a jury. The cas to The re It would be that one m Mr. & INER 7 I j 
1 I have referred have not all been of « lem) ) nes and ¢ - Mr. HAN( K. I ? 
d yet mination of a rd V ld | fol \ t I 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, will the where the State is inv da Cor 
itleman yield? wh the Fed 1G in- 
Mr. JENNIN GS. 7 S. Vv \ 7 Yr ‘ 4 ‘ aif } 
Mr. KEEFE. In every case, with ref- S dards and pr s in | p 
to this law of Tenn e under | S —one which the ps f th arately? ! 
h that condemnation procedure is State have developed either to pr 0 laws of ¢ \ l 
rried forward, does the law provide to expedit 1d t ( c] ( V ( 
the amount of money paid into C y the rd i - |p t af 
may be taken by the landowner, form standard, in many & s ] = ] ) iken 1 l 
1 then that he may contest for a isfactory than what they may hz ( I I d lu J 
r amount? veloped in their own procedure. R LC Act? 
Mr. JENNINGS. That is the prac- That is the best ison, it m m ] HAIRMA t of 
why the bill ought to be defeated tlen 
Mr. KEEFE. That is true under Ten- As I have said, I do not pretend to Mr. SUMNERS of Tex Mr. Cl - 
! e law? know the details of the laws involved in | man, I < unanimous consent to pro- 
Mr. JENNINGS. Yes this matter, but if I have been incorrect ceed for 3 additional minu 
Mr. KEFFE. That is true under the in stating these points I should like to The CHAIRMAD I o} 
law of my State, and the landowner gets be corrected. to ( tien n 
, the amount that is paid into court im- Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balan Texas? 
mediately. of my time. There was no ( 
Mr. JENNINGS. Under the law as it Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- Mr. MICHENER. \V ntl 
now exists? man, I rise in opposition to the pro forma yield? 
Mr KEEFE. Yes. amendment. Mr. SUMNERS of Ti I to 
Mr. JENNINGS. This bill is mori- Mr. Chairman, I cannot prof famil- t ntleman from Mi an 
ind. Its normal period of gestation iarity with the det ails of this bill such a Mr. MICHENER. Inasmuch the 
has long since expired, it died “aborn- is possessed by members of the subcom- State law now obtains, ' prev 
ing,” and I am ready to bury it. } mittee of the Committee on the Judic a State in the Union 1 I 
Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, when legal reporting it which, under our c changes it desire 1 the State law carry- 
questions come before this body, I feel practice, is in first respon ‘sibility ast ] ( t wisl of ie § t 
modest. I am not a lawyer, and I | tails, but it seems to me clea compensation condemn n case 
io not pretend to know the details of | there is a situation here Ww come in | \ 1 I ral 1 
ie condemnation law in my State. I | be corrected. I can appreciate ich would l of all t 
ve observed a few cases, however, and cern and apprehension of gentlemen who other States? 
I know this situation obtains: Where do not want the procedure in their respec- Mr. SUMNERS of Texa We 
1e Government had condemned land | tive States disturbed, and I think perhaps been d Issil t] I . 
f war purposes, when the individual the friends of the bill must try to do tanding tl ( l l - 
ner was not satisfied with the price | something about that control matters and 1! and | 
that was offered, he could ask that it be As I underst: und with reference to matters are themsel out f1 l 
determined in the Federal court, and he | flood-control condemnation the pro- the control of State and § pro- 
S permitted to accept the amount of | cedure in the respective S does not ceaurt 
money the Government offered him with- | now control as in other condemnations. Mr. MICHENER. If 
ut losing his right to proceed and ask | With regard to flood control and rivers | # sol ion, you want to « 
for a better award in court. If this bill and harbors I understand condemnation t] ca ( I : 
oposes that he should lose that right by Federal statutes t 1 out f 1 
nd wait until the matter has been de- | under the gene ral law which makes the Mr. SUMNERS of T 
termined in the Federal court before he | procedure in the States control. Insuch | I am trying t 
ts any money, then instead of expe- | condemnation jury trial is not allowed ‘I CHAIRMAN r} time of 
liting payment it will delay the whole | We all w: nt to do what is right about it man has again ¢ é 
tter, That is one — I suggest that onesie ge bill should Mr. KEEFE. Mr. ¢ an, I 
Second, as I understand, from what consider, if they can do it, an amendment ! rt of t me I é 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | which will not disturb an procedure in gentleman from Tenn 
SPRINGER! said on conformity, the pres- | the States generally with regard to con- Mr. ¢ irn I : 
nt law permits and requires recognition demnation procedure iere, at least in tion of ingui l gentl 
of the procedure prescribed by State most States, juries are allowed to pass Alabama who with hi lal ¢ 
tatutes. It would appear, then, that if | on values and damases. As I under- irony crowned 1 a f n 
anyone be not satisfied with the method | stand it, the main ob) ctive of this bill with an utter and rare distil n. M 
of condemnation followed at the present | is to give that right in a ood-control con- I ask the gentleman whetl 
time, his proper remedy is to get his | demnations. In the particular case questions that h b 
State law changed, so that it establishes | mentioned by the gentleman from Missis- pounded by the d ished irma 
the procedure that he wants, without sippi the property of a private party wa of his committee, 1 y, t n 
destroying what other States have taken be the Government and about $6 to facilitate the pl 
achieved. an ac! is allowed. It has been stated jected for 
On many questions that have come be- in vous pr sence that after thi nd v nd | ors a ol 
fore this body, I have heard gentlemen, | taken the timber on the land \ fo f ( t I 1 it 
particularly those Members th t come twenty-odd dollars an acre. The origi- t 


from the Southern States, object to any | nal owner had no recourse—chance for heret minated Stat 
XC——590 








United Stat 
o that a person whose 


taken pursuant to the provisions of those 


t this leg- 


n for Gov 


slation in here 


» Union from t 


nd would say 


yne of you people in that 10- 
co to court a 


1airman this ques~ 
to the 10 percent where 


board cannot be 
class must 


every person in that 
1e Federal court and have a trial 
is that not true? 
The time of the 
ntleman from Wisconsin has expired. 


before the court; 
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Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
isk unanimous consent that the gentle- 
nan be given 5 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

request of the gentleman from 
*~husetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOBBS. “hat is true, sir, 
as now the requirement is that they do 
two things. They must submit to the 

sioners, Who sometimes draw 
er diem -2 and 3 years and eat 


~ 


+hyg 
LO LIic 


assat 


+? 
where- 


fp 


» the substance, and more than the 
bstance of the total cost, plus finally 
resorting to the courts, 


Mr. KEEFE. Of course, there are sit- 
uations that could be pointed to. Un- 
fortunately there are no hearings avail- 
able here. There is no testimony avail- 
able for a Member to read. He must 
take the word of the gentleman upon 
that score, andIdo. But the gentleman 
knows that as far as the legal proc dure 
is concerned, the fact that the 
sioners do take time and do eat up fee 

and do fail to report is a direct criticism 
of the activities and responsibilities of the 
judge in the district court who appointed 
those commissioners. It seems to me that 
if you have a situation as flagrant as the 
gentleman has described, where the com- 
missioners have deliberately refused to 
D -rform their functions and have de- 
] berately gone out and attempted to build 
up fees and build up great organizations 
in order to get fees rather than to per- 
form their services, that a judge who re- 
fused to take action under those circum- 
stances should be removed as a Federal 
d:strict judge. I think the number of 
r that the gentle- 
cribes would be very few and far 


cases of the charact 
nian ad 


*, Chairman, will 








] SPRIN GER. y I say to the 
gentleman that in many condemnation 
proceecdil when I was serving on the 
bench I swore in the viewers, I fixed by 
order of court when th hoeuld 1 
and view the premises, and the date on 
which they would make their return in 


nA ZEEFE 
ii, LOPE, 


. ee : frm 
le 2g ae irom 


As to the argument of 
Alabama that this 
ke care of the poor individ 
his money under 


> . oo 
nce 1S cCieal 


t 
is a bill to ts 
uel who cannot get 
existing procedure, the € 
om the arguiments now pre: ry 
the floor that under existing State I: 
1 in most of the States—there may be 
some where this does not exist—where 
he Government goes “A and mcer * the 
war powers, the power of cor ide mnation, 
goes into possession of a rty nd pays 
into court the «mount of the award it 
makes, the land owner has the immediate 
benefit of the amount of money that is 
paid into court. He can put that money 
in his pocket. He is immediately paid the 
amount the Government contends he is 
entitled to for his property, and he has 
the right under State law then to go 
into court and contest for what he be- 
lieves to be the proper amount in exce 
of the amount that has been paid into 
court by the Government. 
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If this situation is tr 
cent of them, the gentleman says, 
agree without the necessity of cond 
nation—it seems to me that as to t! 
percent you are going to compel] « 
one of them to go into court and be 
jected to being dragged through th 
peals through all the courts, and u 
this bill they would not have the b 
of a single dime paid under the a 
made by the United States Gove 





we 


as the amount the Government th 
the and owner was entitled to. 
It seems to me upon every basis of t 


argument the bill should be defeat 
an attempt should be made to ame! 
Flood Control Act and the Rive1 
oe Act if, as a matter of fact, t 
are visions in these laws that ars 
crit aie unsere as against the right of 
individual to get speedy and just « . 
pensation for the land taken for | 
purposes 
Mr. HOBBS. Mr. 
entleman yield? 
Mr. KEEFE. I yie 
from Alabama. 
Mr. HOBBS. 


Chairman, will 
eld to the gentl 


That is certainly 
gracious of the gentleman. I j 
wanted to call attention to the fact t! 
the hearings are here subject to the gen- 
tleman’s inspection, the hearings held 
the Senate; also, the statements I 1 

are borne out by the letter of the Attor- 
ney General printed in the report on t 
bill which the gentleman has before him 
The gentleman does no: have to take my 
word for anything. 

Mr. KEEFE. I thank the gentlen 
for that contribution. I am hesita 
voting for this or any other legi * 
upon a mere letter of the Attorney G 
eral, unless it is supported by fur 
evidence 
The CHAIRMAN. The 
gentleman from Wi 





time of t! 
consin has expil 


Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, 
move to strike out tlie last word. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentl 
from Mississippi is 1ecognized if 


minutes. 

Mr. \ want TEN. Mr. 
der to clear up s 
sion in reg: 


insoiar as t 


Chairman, in 
yme cf the mi: ppl - 
d to this mat ak anes 

he taking of land for fi 
control purposes under the authority to 
take land for river and harbc r improve- 
ments is con mak. the statute it f 
fixes the method and the practice 
proced by which this 1 I 
Tiatieraa rent usas S. While It Was St i 
by one or two Members here that ti 

x sippi problem and that we 
e the law of the Siate of 





ind is taken { 





» that the Federal stat- 
so that under the pra e 


and prccedure in the States 
entitled to a trial by jury in flood-control 
matters, either. The law states that in 
cases of property _ en for flood control, 
regardless of the State law, these com- 
missioners shall be 1 .ppointed, and th 

decision insofar as the compensation “is 
concerned is final when conis med by the 
court. That is one thing. Now, insofar 
as our desire, or my own ecm is con- 
cerned, although I am not a member of 
the committee, the bill which is now 
under consideration does correct that 


you are not 





em. That is a problem in which I 
tal terested. I desire to say to 
House that for some time a bill which 
» introduced, correcting that prob- 
1as been pending before the Com- 
on Flood Control. Iam h , 
t when I reintroduce it that commit- 
of which the gertleman from Mis- 
ippi (Mr. WHITTINGTON] is chairman, 
>» Gt to have hearings on it. A I 
rstand the arguments of the gen- 
1en who have spoken today, they 
his bill passes it means that in ever 
in which the Government wants 
erty. there has go. to be litigation. 
9 percent of the cases, or more than 
the Department of Justice, rep- 

ig the particular agency which i 

the land, will make an offer to 

» individual who owns the land. I 
t cases he signs an agreement. In 
cases they go into court on con- 
tion proceedings in order to cor- 
certain defects in title and even 
ere there is some argument between 
parties, that is, between the land- 
ier and the Government, they can 
rtainly enter into an agreement or on 

1 agreed judgment, fixing or setting out 

compensation. There is not any 
ration in those cases. Men practicing 
vy do it every day. For every case 
hich is litigated there are literally 
indreds of cases in which there is no 
cation at all but an agreed sale or 
judgment. If there is to be a trial of an 
ue, as I see it under this bill, then the 
s will be tried by the court unless 
the property owner asks for ajury. In- 
far as the present law is concerned, in- 
far as I know, the only issues tried by 
ny commissioners, is the issue of com- 
pensation, although I may be in error 
with respect to that. But any other 
issues involved in that case are not de- 
termined by the commissioners; is that 
not correct? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under your law, 
which I presume is identical with the 
law in my State, the question of the tak- 
ing and the issues in the case, up to the 
question of damages is determined by 
the courts. 

Mr. WHITTEN. That is right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the question of 
damages is left to the jury. 

Mr. WHITTEN. That is right. Un- 
der the terms of this bill that same pro- 
cedure would prevail except that in the 
case of land taken for flood control and 
for rivers and harbors improvement, the 
individual citizen would have the same 
right to a trial by jury that a man would 
have if his property was taken for war 
purposes. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield. 

Mr. JENNINGS. I can see your reason 
for wanting relief against what might 
appear to be and is a denial of the right 
of jury trial to the people whose lands 
are taken in Mississippi or elsewhere for 
flood-control purposes. But the trouble 
of it is that the relief you seek here 











time bei { the condemnation law of 
the 48 St 

Mr. WHITTEN. I might say to the 
gentleman I, too, regret this is the only 
way I have of correctirz th matt 


however, I have sent to the Clerk’s desk 


Y — 3 + « ‘ 17 . 
an amencment Which Strikes il @ii Dro- 
ViIS1IONS Of thHIS Dll EXC t wioicn 
. . 7 €7 7 ’ 7 7 ‘ 
have to do with flood control and river 


and harbol islation. Now, if it is the 
desire of the Members of this House that 
those individuals who happen to 


their prop 


have 


taken for flo control, 


are entitled to the same trial by Jury as 
a man has when s land is taken for 
some war plant or something of that 
sort, by adopting this amendment, you 


+ 


leave the bill applicable only 
cases in which land is taken for flood 
control and for rivers and harbors im- 
provements. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike out the la 





L VO WOrdas, 

Mr. Chairman, I see no objection to the 
passage of the bi’! recommended by the 
Attorney General. I assume that the 
committee will offer an amendment to 
provide that the bill shall continue ir 
force for 1 year. Frankly, I hazard no 
statement as to what condemnations 
would be affected by the bill because I 
assume that most of the condemnations 
for war purposes have been made. I 
further understand that there will be no 
condemnations for rivers and harbors or 
for flood control until the cessation of 
hostilities. I am sure that the members 
of the committee will understand that I 
imply no criticism of the distinguished 
Committee on the Judiciary but I believe 
that much of the argument this after- 
noon could have been avoided if the com- 
mittee had complied with the rules of 
the House in reporting this bill. This 
bill amends existing law and the report 
should have been complied with the 
Ramseyer rule, setting forth wherein 
existing laws are amended. I say that 
in no spirit of controversy and for this 
reason 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes. 

Mr. HOBBS. To call attention to the 
fact that that omission was noted by the 
committee, and a supplementary report 
has been printed. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I have not seen 
that supplementary report. The report 
that I have here does not comply with 
that rule. I am glad to look at the sup- 
plemental report just handed to me by 
the distinguished gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Hogss]. That supplemental 
report seems to have been filed some 
months after the original. The rule not 
having been complied with in the origi- 
nal report, I undertook to refresh my 
memory as to existing law. However, I 
am obligec to my friend from Alabama 
for calling attention to the supplemental 
report. I observe that the acts amended 
are set forth but without showing the 
parts of the acts amended. 

With respect to river and harbor acts, 
I am a member of the Committee on 





amounts to just a destruction, for the | Flood Control and not the Committee on 
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x V ) Varia OF 
That \ ( 
lu l I 1 fi i no 
di Le « rk: t 
l pr 1 Ur 
t I iC rol Act 1 j t 
bill, of May 15, 1928, t I \ n 
LO] D I ien {i co ] 
by U 1 States d 
The n fi { é 
If t pe l p ved—confi j 
tl ut t AUL Ul I { I { 
ap} Qu 1 Ul ull | t 
cation o1 I the commi 
ers When th act of 1928 \ 
I t applied prima ri ythe M - 
i River, andin M i hat 
I have ci é who deter- 
mir e ¢ of tl j LS-O ior 
le S 1 ta ial 
C from t I of M - 
) th 1 t to ¢ it l 
ri i y for { Mis- 
sissippi River. I call th tte . of 
the me! hip « H e tot ict 
that e thi S ¢ 1928, we. } l 
nati 5 f flood control in 1936 
1938 nd in 1941 id we have 1 le the 
pre 1 of the Ct ¢ May 15, 1938, for 
flood control condemnations along the 
Mississippi River applicable to every 
other flood-control act that has been 
passed since then. So that the provision 
for the appointment of commissioners 
‘to condemn lands now applies to every 


State in the Union where flood-control 
projects are authorized 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that his time be 
extended to 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Irepeat. This 
act of 1928 now applies to every State in 
the Union where flood-control projects 
involving the construction of levees and 
reservoirs are authorized, and that ap- 
plies to the State of Texas, to the State 
of Connecticut, to the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and every other State in the 
Union, so that if there is an amendment 
with respect to condemnation under the 
“lood Control Act of May 15, 1928, it will 
apply to every project whether it be a 
reservoir or be a project for rights-of- 
way for levees or flood walls in ev 
State of the Union where these proj 
are authorized. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi touches the very 


iy 


crux of this matter. He states that un- 
der the procedure applicable all « r the 
United States now, when there is a con- 
demnation for carrying out a flood-con- 
trol project, for instan I 

are appointed and if the landowner d 
not agree, is not willi to accept the 
award of the commissioners, the matter 








0369 


goes to the district judge and if the dis- 
trict judge confirms the determination 
of the commissioners there can be no jury 
trial. Is additional testimony taken? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON No; unless 
there there is a motion with testimony 
to reject the award. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. There is no 
jury, no edditional testimony—— 

WHITTINGTON. Pardonme, I 

ill y this, that the tute is set forth 
in the report—and I do not want to be 
understocd as being critical of the way 
the report was gotten out—if the report 
of the commissioners is confirmed by the 
court that ends the matter. I assume 
that if the court felt the court should 
hear testimony at the time the report 
was submitted the court would take th 
additional testimony because, if the « ae 


were 
er 


not satisfied with the 
’ report then the 


commission- 
additional testimony 


would be of assistance to the court in 
determining whether or not the report 
should be confirmed. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes; but if 
the court confirms the determination of 
the commissioners, then without a trial 
by jury or any other proceedings the citi- 


zen’s property is t 
compensation 
sioners and the 
course. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The gentleman 
is correct. If the person is not satisfied 
with the award of the commissioners he 
should have the right to present testi- 
mony to the court showing that the 
award is utterly insufficient and utterly 
contrary to the testimony. His only 
remedy would be an appeal from the dis- 


aken, and taken on the 
allowed by the commis- 
citizen has no other re- 


trict court, if the court confirms the 
report. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. What record 


would he go up on? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The record on 
which any appellant would go up in tak- 
ing a case from the district court. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleiaan yield? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield 

Mr. WHITTEN. The gentleman does 
know as a matter of practice that addi- 
tional testimony is not taken as far as 
the district courts are concerned with 
which he and I have had experience. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I do not recall 
where the district judge or court has 
declined to hear evidence that the report 
is contrary to, or not supported by the 
facts in Mississippi or elsewhere. I am 
not undertaking to answer it except as 
the matter has been brought to my at- 
tention. I wanted to make this state- 
ment: That the provision in the existing 
Flood Control Act for the appointment 
of commissioners is applicable to every 
State in the Union, including the State 
of New York, including the State of 
Texas, where flood-control projects have 
been authorized since the pas-age of that 
act under the acts of 1936, 1938, and 
1911, 

I extend by saying that while the orig- 
inal report of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, filed on November 30, 1943, did 
not literally comply with the so-called 
Ramseyer rule, the supplemental report, 
by indicating the parts of the statutes 
that would be amended, does set forth 
the statutes that are followed. 


will 


CONGRES 








The Attorney General recommended 
the proposed bill and emphasized in his 
recommendation that it would remain in 
force and effect until December 31, 1944, 


or as the Committee on the Judiciary 
now proposes to amend, until Decembe 

31, 1945. Among other things, he stated 
tl at it ‘would promote uniformity and 
reduce excessive costs of commissioners. 
I shall support the bill, but frankly, as I 
previously pointed out, I doubt if the bill 
will be effective inasmuch as lands ac- 


quired for military purposes have al- 
ready been condemned, and inasmuch as 
ubstantially all flood-control works and 


river and harbor works have been sus- 
pended for the duration. 
As shown by the supplemental report, 


the River and Harbor Act of April! 24, 
888, provides for condemnation in ac- 


cordance with laws relating to suits for 
condemnaiion of property in the States 
where the proceedings may be instituted. 
A similar provision applies in the act fer 
acquiring lands for Federal buildings 
and in the act for acquiring lands for 
military purposes. In the River and 
{arbor Act, in connection with Federal 
buildings, and military installations, 
condemnations conform as nearly as 
may be possible to the practice in the 
States where the property is condemned. 
If the States have jury trials, jury trials 
will obtain. If the States provides for 
commissioners, commissioners will he 
appointed. 

Under the Flood Control Act of May 
15, 1928, at first applicable along the 
lower Mississippi River and now appli- 
cable to all of the States in the Union 
where flood-control works, whether for 
reservoirs, flood walls, or levees, have 
been authorized, the three commissioners 
must be appointed by the district judge, 
and their award, when confirmed by the 
court, is final. There is, therefore, no 
provision in flood-control works and in 
all projects for flood control for a jury 
trial in the first instance. 

I regret that the committee did not 
include in the bill the River and Harbor 
Act of June 18, 1918, inasmuch as sec- 
tions 5 and 6 of this act in the Flood 
Control Act of May 15, 1926, are made 
applicable. This provision of the River 
and Harbor Act authorizes the Govern- 
ment to enter upon the lands and make 
the improvements upon the filing of ap- 
plications for condemnations. 

At the time the flood-control bill was 
passed on May 15, 1928, careful consider- 
ation was given to the method of con- 
demnation. The hearings are available. 
Ye ally, the method of trials that ob- 

tained in the States along the main stem 
of the Mississippi River were commis- 
sioners or appraisers. The term, “com- 
missioner” or “appraiser” was used syn- 
onymously. No provision was made for 
a jury tria Under the constitution and 
laws of Mississippi, commissioners to as- 
sess levee damages with the rights of 
appeal to the courts are authorized in the 
two levee districts in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. The provision, therefore, for 
ondemnation in the Flood Control Act 
of 1928 is substantially in accord with 
the provision for condemnations under 
the laws that obtain in the Yazoo-Mis- 
sissippi Delta levee district and in the 
Mississippi River levee district, the only 


Yr) 
ner 
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two districts along the Mississippi River 
in the State of Mississippi. 
At the time of the passage of the ; 


flood-control improvements were con- 
fined largely to the lower Mississi 


River. A policy of national flood cont 
was first adopted in 1936, and the ; 
visions of the Flood Control Act of M 
15, 1928, with respect to condemnati 
are made applicable not only to 
Flood Control Act of 1936 but to t! 
Flood Control Acts of 1933 and 1941, : 
0.1 yesterday to the Flood Control 
just passed by the Senate and H 
which authorize flood-control improve- 
ments in substantially all of the St 
Whatever amendment is made to 
condemnation section of the Flood C 
trol Act of May 15, 1828, would not ¢ 
affect condemnation in Mississivpi | 
in practically every State of the Un 
In some States there are commissior 

In 


other States there are juries. M 
valued colleague the gentleman f: 
Mississippi [Mr. WHITTEN] introdu 


a bill to provide for jury trials in con- 
demnations under the Flood Control Act 
The Committee on Flood Control 
advised that both the Department of 
Justice and the Chief of Engineers p: 
ferred the pending bill. Without a fa- 
vorable report from them, the Hou 
will appreciate that it would be diffic 
for the Committee on Flood Control 
report the bill. Inasmuch as under the 
fiood-control bill, since the national pol- 
icy was adopted, there will be commis- 
sioners in all of the States and in all 
parts of the States, whether there are 
provisions for juries or commissioners in 
the first instance in those States, speak- 
ing personally, and while I cannot speak 
for the other members of the Committee 
on Flood Control, and while I cannot 
speak for the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, of which I am not a member, 
I believe that the Committee on Flood 
Control could well give consideration to 
amending the act of 1928 so as to provide 
that condemnations shall conform as 
nearly as may be to the forms and prac- 
tices in the States where the lands are 
condemned. 

Under a similar provision in the act 
of July 2, 1917, the Federal district 
courts of Mississippi, as I understand, 
have held that there may be jury trials 
in the first instance in all condemna- 
tions for lands acquired in Mississippi 
for camps and military purposes. If, in 
other States, commissioners without the 
intervention of juries are appointed, the 
procedure in those States would obtain. 
While I therefore Pere favor con- 
demnation upon the award of a jury, in- 
asmuch as such a procedure would obtain 
in the condemnation for a reservoir, for 


either flocd control or for the develop- 
ment of power in Mississippi, at the same 
time I concede that other States are 


entitled to have their condemnatic 

under the proceedings of those States. 
I, therefore, believe that the Flood Con- 
trol Committee would be warranted in 
amending existing law to make condem- 
nation under flscd control substantially 
as is now provided in all the States under 
the river and harbor acts. I repeat 
that the river and harbor ects provide 
of the States 


formity | with the laws 








1944 


ere the lands are condemned. Sucha 
ision should obtain in the flood-con- 














































t to provide for jury trials for 
ervoirs and channelization, except 
nnels and levees along the main 


m of the Mississippi River. While 
f the Committee on Rivers 
Harbors, I believe there should be 
rmity in the condemnation proceed- 
f both flood-control and river and 
r acts. There are many reservoirs 
red for construction under the 
nd harbor acts. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the 


man from Mississippi has again 


( 


he question is on the amendment of- 
d by the gentleman from Tennessee 








lent was agreed to. 
NHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
imendment. 

rk read as follows: 








+ 
4 ndment offered by Mr. Wuirtrn: On 
1. line 6, strike out all after the semi- 
to the sem lon in lit 2; and 
2 e 5, beginr zy with the comma 
worcs “or other prc ol 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 


m Mississippi is recognized for 5 min- 
on his amendment. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, we 

I tting to the point in this matter in 

ich I have been chiefly interested from 

e beginning, and that is to give the 

can citizen, whose property is taken 

r flood control or for rivers and har- 

rs improvement, the sarhe right that is 

n to the citizen whose property is 

f I should like 


for other purposes. 
ve the attention of the Members of 
House because this is not a local 
I tion with me. You have just 
eard the statement of the chairman of 
Committee on Flood Control. The 
1aving to do with flood control ap- 
es to every State in this Union. 
Under that law, in case they take a 
’s property the determination of 
amount of compensation he will re- 
e will be determined by three com- 
ners who are appointed by the 
li If he is dissatisfied with the find- 
I f those commissioners, all he can do 
; file an objection with the Feder: 
rict Judge or any court. He has no 
to trial by jury and the determina- 
by those commissioners in every cne 
ur States is final wl! ynfirmed | 
» Federal judge. Th 
; re three men who hay 
the Federal judge. 1 
. hom he has confidence. In my terri- 
they are people wh Vv 
nother and to d 
findings of those commissioners have 
n confirmed in every case. That is 
present situation that exists in all 
‘s in this Union. The Constitution, 
i I stated earlier, gives the right to a 


il dis- 








1 rial by jury in a suit between individuals 
bs re the rights of the parties are equal 
y i they are entitled to have a trial by 
r ry, if the amount in controversy is $20 
t or more. In criminal cases you have a 
e right to trial by jury. But in a case 


) 
i where the Federal Government uses the 
trong arm of the law, at a time when 
y send out engineers trained as ex- 















perts who can testify, when the Feder 
Government can send appraisers who wil 
testify on the part of the Government 
and they are trying these cases dav afte 
day, when the mmissioner is ¢ \ 
$25 a day from the Federal Governme 
to determine the amount of com} 
tion, there is no right to trial ury.a 
when tl fin yS are ( irmed 
the « t is uinmyS and 
your Sta If you take t land f 
war pur] S ins of ing it to be 
efit the ma I f who es bel 
the dam en ci tot il DV J 

I have sent ar ! ment to 
stl in ( t ol ) ] ap at 
to every othe! ex 
to ver and nh n mer 
flood cont. af the ob ns 
gentlemen on this side are ] 
to tnat part « t { W ( ; 5 
other mat I y 1 mer Y 
leaves the a where 5 t \ 
r ird to tho acts t iding f ( 
demnation of property for flood cor 
and for the condemnation of pr¢ ty fe 
the improvement of rivers and |} 
It will give to that man not nec« rily 
trial by jury but i ives him rigl 


to 


Government gor 


if 


£ Whe 
li fe 


When the strong arm of the Federal 


man his 


American citizen should have the 1 
to a jury trial as to its value A 
may not give him $1 more than he wv 
get from the comm ners Do 
lessly there l ber yc s in 
they will not But he has had his 1 
to a day in court had a1 
to present his tre ih it 
before a jury of | iL 3 t is 
ter than for him hat tl t 
arm of the Government h taken 
property without that right, while he 
in the Army, for instance, serving 
country. The commissioners tried 
case and he could not get a chance t 
heard by jurors from his section of 
State. 

his applies to your State hen 
start this increased flood-control 
gram and I believe a ! f 1 are 
ing to take more inte! in nt 
apparently you ha n nsidera 
of this matter tod 

The CHAIRMAN. The t of 
gentleman ! expired 

Mr. REED of N« York. Mr. C 
man, I move to strike out tl 

Mr. Chairman, I call n 
the Committ something I 
tioned before on this floor. 
when J s W n lect 
the | class of what now U 

Vv ¢ {P 1 ] —of « l 
v ita :a s S l 
d Wi 1 d nt 
one p twec 1 to 
ph siz fr hen | 
this ¢ r is fore t He 
pointed cut in tl lect tha 
ever ( b nt U 
States and a citizen we should k 
mind t f that the entire popul: 
and its resoure a directed < 
an ind | ( course, as time 
gone on, the United States has b 
all-powerful. The United States can 
ploy the finest and the greatest 
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{ ( } ig) 1 ) tn 
, flood ec rol in t ct of 
M », 19 ( ( idered 
Comm on 1 Control at 
I 1 and at the 
ti ed I 
| ) t mend- 
I ld more lik 
l | bo jut I am not 
I e,and I would 
! ; r the Commit- 
( and H 
Ir. RANCOCK. Ido not wish to em- 
i nan, but ¢ he favor 
t} I it « ( coll 
| I de ind, would exclude 
f { of tl bill il ty} of 
] to ired the Fede1 Gov- 
( ( tl 16 ne led ft fi d 
contro] and rivers and harbors? 
I WHITTINGTON. I have ted 
u! I favor this bill for the rea n given 
and that I would support the bill, but I 
am doubtful about the amendment, as it 
would affect all the States, and change 
cx'sting laws in river and harbor work 


Mr. HANCOCK. Then the gentleman 


ae not favor the amendment cffered by 
his colleague from Mississippi? The 
amendment narrows the bill to flood con- 
trol and rive and harbors lands. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I will say to 


the gentleman that I am not a member 

t] rommittee on Rivers and Harbors, 
‘ bill probably involves more leg- 
islation with respect to rivers and har- 
bors than it does flood control. I do 
not undertake to speak with rv nc 
to rivers and h 


control, 1t 1s 


arbors, but as to flood 
and as stated, I 
am doubtful] about the amendment. It 
would satisfy Mississippi, but not satisfy 
many other Stat 

. HANCOCK. Most of us are not 
thinking rivers and harbors and 
fiood control. Weare thinking about the 
land acquired for airports, camp 


too broad, 


about 


end war ammunition nlants, as well as 
housing and a thousand and one other 
thin That is what we are thinking 
about, and that is what the bill is intend- 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. I understand. 
Mr. HANCOCK. There aren 
get the rights of thi 


y 1 l, . cc > t 
under their own Siate laws 


1any who 
citizens 
in order to 
t some advantage in the acquisition 
nd for flocd c 
| nsound attitude. 
] MNERE of Texas. Mr. 
mcn, will the gentleman yield? 

I yield to the gen- 


ntrol, which strikes 





shair- 


Mr. HANCOCK. 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. In condem- 
nation proceedings for airports, and so 
forth, does not the citizen now have an 
opportunity to have a jury trial before 
his property is finally taken? 

Mr. HANCOCK. The law is that the 
Federal Government must ¢ 
condemnation proceedings to the laws of 
the States where the land to be taken is 
located, and that is the law which I wish 
to have continued. These laws vary 
from State to State. There are 48 differ- 
ent laws, and many more, because some 
States have special iaws of condemnation 
for special purposes. 


sites, 


miorm us 


Mr.SUMNERS of Texas. Does not the 

leman believe that in regard to flood 
ntrol there ought to be the same proce- 
far as the riehts of the individ- 
u re concerned, as 1n0W ootains where 


1cendemn land for an 


Guilt Ail 


alrport or any- 


] else? 
Mr. HANCOCK. Iam very greatly in 
npathy with the gentleman from Mis- 


tron I know noth- 
covers much more 
und than the procedure for condemn- 
lands for fiood control on rivers and 
rbors. If the latter is wrong, it should 
corrected by a bill specifically dealing 
lin that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentie- 
man from Mississippi. 

The question was taken; and, the 

} 
s 


Chair being in doubt, the Committee di- 


His is a que 


It This bill 


AVWUUL, 





vided: and there were—ayes 20, noes 53. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

2. This act shall take effect upon its 
and shall apply in all cases here- 
ituted and in all pending cases ex- 

cept those in which the commissioners or 
her persons by wh he amount of com- 
pensation is to be determined shall have been 
pointed and qualified and shall have en- 
ed upon the performance of their duties 
Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 
committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr 
Host On page 2, lines 24 and 25, after the 
i ve’’", where it first occurs in line 24, 
rike out the remainder of line 24 and all 
cf line 25 and insert “filed their report and 

s in court shall have begun.” 

T ‘committee amendment was agrecd 
tO. 


Mr. WHITTEN, Mr 
an amenament. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

by Mr. WHITTEN: 
I ig out the word 


. Chairman, I cffer 


Amendment offer 


ection 2 by 





’, in line 22 1d the remainder of the 
} raph, and substituting the following: 


for ap- 


re com- 


s conc-:uded where the t 
peal has not expired. In all cases wh 











l ners or other persons have fixed the 
ward or compensation, the property owner 
ll be liable for all costs incident to such 
trial had in such cause unless the award 
compensation fixed by such jury is more 


he award or c 


fixed by such c 


mpensation theretofore 


mimissioners or over per- 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, the 
e2mendment speaks for itself. It is only 
an effort to review in many instances 
the commissioner trial in which a citi- 
zon has no right to a review or a new 
trial by a jury. It just provides that 
in those cases where the commissioners 
have made tneir findings and the case 
is closed, then if the time for appeal 
has not expired, by taking the chance of 
being liable for the costs in the event the 
jury does not raise the amount, the prop- 
erty owner shall still have the right to a 
trial by jury. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Is it the gentleman’s 
intention to assess the property owner 
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Pui 


with any costs in these 
It sounds to me as if tha 
gentleman is doing. 

Mr. WHITTEN. 
in an effort to get the votes of sor 
my collea here in the Hou 
may say to the gentleman that 
amendment provides that after the 
missioners have tried the issue und 
present law and have found th 
pensation and completed their 
when the case has proceeded that 
the property can still get a jury tri 

Mr. JENNINGS. I am afraid 
again invading the States and unde : 
ing to set aside the laws of the var 
States. In addition to that, he! 
little fellow, say his property is 
$250 or $£00; it may be all he has, it m 
everything in the world to him, and 
fights because he thinks he has a ri 
fight. He did not start the fight. T 
Government started it. You are fixin 
pitfall there for him that might 
out everything he has on the face of t 
earth. 

Mr. WHITTEN. I will say to the ¢ 
tleman, when it comes to thinking ab 
the little man in the country whose pr 
erty may be worth $250, I have just of- 
fered an amendment which would h 
limited this bill to only those cases in 
which the land would be taken for flood 
control and rivers and harbors and to 
each man who did not vote for tl 
amendment in this House, it means su 
Member is not really inters 


procee 





I am trying to b 


¢ 


gues 


ted in the lt- 
tle man, the individual, because, by votiz 
cown that amendment, you say the Fed- 
ral Government has the right to take his 
property and say to him, “We will send 
our own folks to determine what your 
property is worth, and you have no right 
to a day in court to be heard by a jury 
of your area, to show them what yo 
property is worth, and have them deter- 
mine its value.” 
Mr. JENNINGS. 
yield further? 
Mr. WHITTEN. 
Mr. JENNINGS. Why do you not 
bring a bill in here? I think I will sup- 
port a bill if you come in here with a 
bill remedying this condition which you 
are complaining about and not some- 
thing to get us all into a whirlpool of 
confusion abcut it. Bring that bill in. 
Mr. WHITTEN. I might say to the 
gentleman, I did not bring in the bill 
which is presently before us. I do not 
happen to be on the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. I introduced such a bill and the 
gentleman from my State (Mr. Wuit- 
TINGTON] has it now before his commit- 
tee. I very closely followed his state- 
ment a while ago, to find out what state- 
ment he would make to the House as to 
whether he was in favor of it or not. 
To date we have been unable to get his 
committee to conduct hearings on my 
bill correcting this situation. I did learn 
he was in favor of trial by jury at the 
time the flood-control law was first 
pessed, but he has not vet had any hear- 
ings on my bill, because I understand the 
Department of Justice and the War De- 
partment have refused to give the green 
light on the bill to the committee. I am 


Will the gentleman 


I vield. 


hoping in the future when I introduce 





Q44 CONC 


1) the committee. of wl » the 


eman from Mississippi [Mr 
nl] is chairman, will proces 

sure rear lless of the attitude 
War Department. 


HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
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ma ysCia: 


Mr. WHITTEN. I yield. 
HANCOCK. The effect of the gen- 
n’s amendment in my State and in 
others, would be to invite a 


under a new practice an 








jure, after the com 
‘ded damages and ths 
award and approved it, and 


cause interminable delay and ex- 





with > the bill now 
ng that at all points I am able, I 
offer an amendment which I think 





care of the general condition in 
intry which should be corrected. 
amendments shouid be adopted. 


n the auestion of whether there 
iny chance for this bill to be passed. 
bt whether the gentleman and I 
any difference of opinion. 
I CHAIRMAN. The ti 
man from WN 


ine question 1s on the amendment of- 


ne of the 


sissippi has expired. 





i by the gentleman from Mississippi 
¥ , meas | 
WHITTEN |. 

mendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follow 


Committee amendment: 


M WHITTEN. Mr. Chairmen, I 
off an amendment, which is at thi 
Clerk’s desk. 


} 


The Clerk read as follows: 





ndment offered by Mr WHITTEN: 
, . 
k 


( page 3, line 2, strike out the per‘od 
substitute a conima and dd the 
“Except as to land or property 

mned under the provisions of the act 

May 15, 1928, entitled ‘An act for the 

of floods on the Miss I ver 
tributaries and for other ees 





45 Stat. 536, 33 U. S. C., sec. 702 (d)’ 

t rovisions of the act of April 24, 

8, entitled ‘An act to facilitate the prose- 

n of works projected for the improve- 

ent of rivers and harbors (25 Stat. 94, 33 
U. S. C., sec. 591).’” 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
make the point of order against the 
amendment. This bill by its terms is 
temporary. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTEN] 

ould affect one small section of the 
bill and make it permanent, without con- 
sideration by the committee having ju- 
risdiction thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels 
that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi is germane. It 
properly refers to the section of the bill 
referred to in the amendment. The 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not want to be in the attitude of taking 
p the time of the House, but I think it 


clear what my interest in this bill is, 
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I i 
i ieSk, 
The Clerk read { ) 
A t E t Mr Tar I € 
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ready stated in in I 

p If this is tary 
of legislation, making procedure simpler 
and more expeditious without p! - 
dicing any right that any party in a suit 
brought by the United States may 
then there is no reason why the bene- 
fits of this Ik lation should | h- 
( vn at the end of the calendar 
1945. If it is not a salutary | f 
le lation, then ould n I l 
t all. If I correctly grasp the p 
ef this debate, ther s only < 5 
M mover of th He ise who eX 
enthusiasm for the | in i I 
fo » 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. C rma! 
I move to strike t the last word, t 
say that in my previous statement I said 


that I favored the bill as reported Dy 
the committee with the committee 
mencment. I 
That legislation 


the property « 











chase under the river and harix 

is applicable to all the States ol 
Union, and that existing I lation pro- 
vides generally, as set forth in the p- 
plemental report of the «¢ tt that 
the laws of the States shall be appl 

I think where pr ce f 
trial by t ¢ ¢ 

ho i t Ne I - | i 
provides for : that su 
provision sho As previ 





stated, the Flood Control Act provi 
for only commissioners. I say to the 





gentleman from New k (Mr. H:n- 
cock] and my colleague the gentl 
from Mississippi |[Mr. WHITTEN] that 
my judgment there should be cars 
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because 
1ave had bad 


ike them. 


Speaker, 


neral way. 
iS an important 
is urgent. 


one and, in 
It deals with 
rious problem which all Mem- 
understand 
‘rument under general debate 
much legal 
1 that dces 





thoroughly 


clothed 
because this is a b 
‘quire that kind of explanation in 
all may understand it. 


-< 


n« 


mmittee report explains the necessity 
lation, the purpose of the 
d its cffect on the recent 
yurt decision, which prompts 
3 nember of the 
J ry Committee, I have given much 





to this whole subject and my vie 
pr ed in the following re- 
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1 Court Ur 
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pu nducement ¢ 
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\ r an individual 
had rraigned } 
( confession f 1] 
( da Cet n 
imissik 5 
I t time in |! 
McN ( the Suprem 


rin agetermining 


ns This 








be the duty of the m 
er who may arre 

with any crime or cfiense, to take the de- 
ndant before the United States c - 
s er or the nearest judicial officer having 
ju diction under existing laws, for a hear- 

commitment, or t 

* - @ A m ] r t itut 
»U 1 States Coc 1 
( >» Federal Bureau 





rrested persons imm 
committing chic 

Thus, the Supreme Court has substituted 

rule or law of evidence ritten and adopt- 
ed by a majority of the C , for and instead 
cf the Constitution The Constitution says 
that involuntary confessions must not be 
dmitted as evidence in any criminal case. 























Ther re, by plain implication and on ample 
ithority, voluntary confessions should be 
3 Yet b 





i i as evicence Yet, in the Mc? 
case, the Supreme Court ; 

“Quite apart from the Constitution, there- 
fore, we are constrained to hold that the evi- 
dence elicited from the petitioners in the cir- 
cumstances disclosed here must be excluded 
For in their treatment of the petitioners the 
arresting cfficers assumed functions which 
Congress has explicitly denied them.” 

1e Supreme Court does not say that the 

I ons of the McNabbs were involuntary, 
but “quite apart from the Constitution,” and 
aithcough “Congress has not explicitly forbid- 
den the use of evidence so procured,” because 
the arresting officers failed to compiy with 
the requirement that defendants should be 

romptly arraigned—no matter how volun- 
ary the confessions may have been, no mat- 

r that the trial judge, jury, and the Su- 
yxreme Court of Tennessee had heid them to 
ce voluntary, no matter that Congress had 


















oy tt «tb ot re 


RESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 























the voluntary 


¢ 
i 





irds, in my opi 





ymmitting 
the failure 
opportunity was given to the 


ction to the intro- 





Cflicers to explain. 
Cuction of the confe 
the ground that they were obtained through . 
This was determined against tne 
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ments because « 4 3 
not sh i have 
the adn Sic 





rd does not show 


taken bef« 
point was 
by defendant cr 





© made only oar 
S mace only on 


the fect as to the voluntary character of the 
confession, pre 


te determining the 











McN b decision, and in case after « e de- 
ts were, solely because of the rule 

l ted in the McNabb case, freed by 

ers of the courts nolle pr ing, or re- 
ng, or directing verdicts, in ing 
Many of such cases are cited in the 


ngs on H. R. 3690, pages 21 (ci 

1uthor of the bill), 31, 32, 33 (cited |t 

Attorney General), and 48, 49, 50, 51. 52, 
59, and 60 (cited t 


politan Police Dey 





one of these cases, Mitchell v 
tes, the Court of Appeals of the Di 
Columbia (138 Fed. 2d 426), rever 
victions and upon certiorari granted 


5 ana 





Supreme Court the decision of the court 
appeals was reversed by the Supre1 
urt. April 24, 1944. although the Supreme 


Court said in part: “We adhere to that de- 
1 and to the views on which it was based” 
abb v. United States). 





The hist of the Mitchell case bad 
but that of the Wilborn case is infi- 


While the convictions of 


worse 





ell were reversed by the court of S 
th w been reve y 


Mitchell 
rn case, ncowever, 


navyvin 


may now be 





stitute a “miscarriage < 
must be 
I 1use of the Supreme Court’s decision in 
e McNabb case. So, Judge Pine directed a 
verdict of acquittal, and Wilborn walked out 
court a free man. The Constitution 
prohibits another trial, becaus nd trial 
would constitute double jeopardy, so he is as 
free and clear 1s anyone could be. What wa 
his self-confessed crime? About 1 a. m. of 
March 18, 1943, he broke into the apartment 
occupied by three girls, where he assaulted 


f them, inflicting lacerations requiring 


heless he acquitte 


the 


a 5ec 


One 
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law-ab x, innocent citizens, whose f 
is jeopardized by turning self-confessed 
criminals loose, are pu ed 
A part of the solution should be the enact- 
t nt 1 ; , + 1 
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ure on their part to observe the law would 
make them not only subject t uit t 
are now, but also able to respond in damages 
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rules should be ma by 1 a part of the 
solution of tl prot n 

The bill-of-rights comr e of t eri- 
can Bar Association, under ¢ ‘ f iy 15 
1944 furnished the subcommittee ; 
he t hearings on H. R. 3690 with plen- 
did brief showing clearly and fully the 1 ! 
for protracted nd indefatigable stuc of 
this wh t 


le problem and for the enactmer 
into law of its proper sol I 
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vu é nable t e as defi :s the 

1 ] I } maf evident t t 
( ( Db 1 | 

I € € ul ne 
} } i 
Che effect of that am ime? | 


ame. | 


offered 


in evidence 


t 

} 

It be nec ary for an officer 
to t! priso immediately or 
fo j before a commissioner; and if | 
he ito do , he would be subject 
to ut d ne now provided. 
Hi f he did not do that, and the 

I I le a confession, when he was 

| { dl the district court and 

t 

t 


f 1 < rt would then determine two 
( 1S: First, regardless of the statute 
on arraignm ) he taken before th 
co m or comm ne! 
ina} ible time unde!1 1 t cir- 
cumstans 4 

If the trial court would hold that the 


defendant had been taken within a rea- 
time, that would end it. The 


ion would be admissible, if other- 


wise proper; I mean if voluntarily made. 
If he uld find, however, that the pris- 
oner had been detained an unreasonable 
length of time, that would be prima facie 
evi that the admission or confession 
was not admissible, and it would then be | 
up to the policeman, the officer making 
the arrest, to show that the defendant’s 
rights we not prejudiced by the fact 
t) he had been detained an unreason- 
able ] h of time 


man fi 1 Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GR SM. Would the « rmina- | 
tion « l ipie | 1e be xed pO tn 
court ¢ ir dire examination? 

Mr. GW* I I t is my plan S 
] ( p! it t i 

he SPEAKER. The tir of the gen- 
t n f 1 I 1 I} expired. | 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker,I yield | 
5 ad 1 mini s to the gentleman 
from I] 

h IN Mr. 8S} ker, will the 
gel n n ield? 

Mr. GWY I I yield to the ntle- 


man from Ten se¢ 


Mr. JENNINGS. Would it not more 
nearly accomplish what the gentleman 
h 1 mind instead of that amend- 
ment, where it was found that the ar- 
raignment had not been within a rea- 
sonable time, then, if il court so 


the trix 
burden of proof wouid rest 
Government to show that there 


vas no coercion? 

Mr. GWYNNE. Of course, the Gov- 
ernment must show that all the way | 
along the line. When he offers the con- | 


1e prosecuting attorney must 
show that it is a voluntary confession. 
The present statutes, if we follow the 
McNabb decision, put upon the officers 
a burden that they can hardly bear. You 
cannot follow the practice apparently 
required by the Federal statutes unwit- | 
tingly, I think, that a prisoner must be | 
taken immediately, or forthwith, before 
a committing magistrate. Many times | 
that cannot be done. Many times the | 
magistrate is not available, and many, | 


fession, { 


) 


many times it is not desirable to do it 
for reasons that every prosecutor knows, 


because you have not yet picked up cer- 
tain accomplices, for example. 
Vhat I have in mind is simply this: 


I do not want to make it possible, as the 

N cision does, to let a defendant 
ly guilty and who has ad- 
ater on get out of it by virtue 


of this technicality, nor do I think that 
his confession should be inadmissible in 
every cas@ where he was not taken be- 


fore the court in a reasonable time. 
I have an illustration in a case I hap- 


pen to know about. A man broke intoa 


building and stole a lot of intoxicating 
liquor. He went down to the river and 
pr ded to get very intoxicated. He 


was arrested in the daytime. He could 
have been taken before a committing 
magistrate as far as the court was con- 
cerned, but he was not taken in for a 
day, that is, until the following day. 
The reason was that he was too intoxi- 
cated to appear in court. A court could 
say that he had not been. arraigned 
within a reasonable time, perhaps, and 
there would be a prima facie case built 
up for him when that showing was made; 
yet further showing could be made by 
the Government or by the State that the 
reason for the unreasonable delay was 
that the man himself was intoxicated, 
and it had no connection with any at- 
tempt to coerce the defendant into mak- 
ing a confession. ‘hat is the general 
purpose I have in mind. 

Mr. GRAHAM. If the gentleman will 
yield further, does the gentleman con- 
template a waiver of arraignment 
amendment? 


— A 
DY Uns 


- UTXTATRAIG ant 
Mr. GWYNNE. No: n¢ 
Aly DATIAN 

vil. GRAHAM. 


yt at all. 
So that 


in the event 





there would later be a repudiation of the 
confession, that would not affect it in 
¢ 79 

M GWYNNE. This would be the 
situ n: A man is on trial, John Doe 


is on trial, < 
con 10n. 


vould b 


} 4 


nd the Government coffers a 
The question before the 
» Was he arraigned within 





a re mable time? If the court deter- 
mines that he was arraigned within a 
ré ynable time the confession is admis- 

voluntary. If he was not ar- 
raigned within a reasonable time, the 
confe yn may still be admissible if the 
Go nmment can show that no harm 
Ci > to the defendant. 


Mr. VORYS of Ohio. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GWYNNE. I yield to the genile- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Under the com- 
mittee’s view and under the gentleman’s 
view, the sole purpose in attaching any 
significance to the speed of arraignment 
is as to whether the confession is volun- 
tary; is that not right? 

Mr. GWYNNE. The McNabb decision 
virtually says this, as I understand the 
decision, regardless of the voluntary 
character of the confession, if the de- 
fendant was not arraigned forthwith, it 
could not be used. That is what I un- 
derstand from the decision. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. And the pur- 
pose of the committee is to overrule that, 
with respect to the McNabb case? 

Mr. GWYNNE. That is correct. 


Mr. Speaker, 
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Mr. VORYS of Ohio. My sole qu 
tion was why would not the gentlen 
in his amendment use the word “iny 
untary” rather than “inadmissible.” 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has again expired. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I 
not going to use any more time but 
ask unanimous consent to extend the 
marks I made by including the comn 
tee report. The report is complet 
presents the case exactly and sh 
be in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection | 
the request of the gentleman from Mi 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered 

The SPEAKER. The question is 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE OF 

REPRESENTATIVES 


The SPEAKER laid before the Hou 
the following resignation from th 
House: 

DEceEMBER 13, 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 

Speaker of the House of Representat 
DeaR Mr. SPEAKER: I beg leave to in 
you that I have this day, transmitted to t 
Governor 





cf Washington, 
as a Representative in the Co S 
United States, from the First Distric ( 


Washin 
My resignation is 
date. 


ton. 


to be effective as of t! 





Very truly yours, 
WARREN G. MAGNUSON, 
Member of Co? 
SAFEGUARDING ADMISSION OF EVIDENCI 
IN CERTAIN CASES 











Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I mov 
Committee of the Whole House on tl] 

te of the Union for the consideration 

. 3690) 
admission of evidence in certain cas 
reed to. 

Accordingly f 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
state of the Union for the con- 

sidei 
Mr. WRIGHT in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
ing of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 

Mr. Chairman, the bill we are now 
considering is of far-reaching impor- 
brought up in these closing days of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress. It is entitled 
eration than we are going to give it at 
this late hour. 
decision of the Supreme Court not long 
ago, the prevailing opinion written by 
radical departure from the law of evi- 
dence which has existed for many, many 
Court of Appeals of the District of Co- 
lumbia, said to our committee, “it is 


that the House resolve itself into tl 
of the bill (H. R to safes 

The motion was a 

the House resolved it 

on the 

deration of the bill H. R. 3690, with 

By unanimous consent, the first read- 
yield myself 2 minutes. 
tance. I regret very much it is being 
to a great deal more study and consid- 

The whole Nation was shocked by the 
Mr. Justice Frankfurter, which was a 
years. As Mr. Justice Stephens, of the 
judicial legislation.” 






















































d n held, in eff that the 
ur onfe on of a murderer can- 
dmitted as evidence unless he 
mm ately arraigned before a com- 
ne officer. I think the law oucht 
t und always has been until that 
iz det ym, as stated well by 
J ce Reed in these words: 
I J Reep. I I view, « 
ent is only one 
1 in reaching a conclusion as to 
or not a confession is voluntary. 
theory under which a confes- 
be admitted or barred is bot- 
j the testimonial trustworthiness of 
n. If the confession is freely 
mut inducement or me! e s 
ble. If otherwise made, it is not; for 
ught about by false promises or real 


+ 
no weight as 


proper proof of 
65, decided April 24, 1944). 


322 U.S 


rT + +a 


} Vi t ~rVY tle > 
That I believe correctly stat 
dence with respect to the admi: 


Ol CC ifessions. It should be sus- 
d until this Congress, after full 
eration of the whole question, in- 
the time of arraignment, decides 
rwise. he Hobbs bill merely re- 
the law as it was before the deci- 


he McNabb case. 


,-HAIRMAN. The time of the 


> 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
I yield 10 minutes to the gentl 
n from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER]. 
Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Chairman, Iam 
of the signers of a minority report in 
1ection with this legislation. The Mc- 
Nabb case arose in my district. Iam very 
nk to say I think the decision of the 
ourt in the McNabb case went too far. 
There may have been some circumstances 
which showed that the confessions were 
cured by duress or improper means, 
the decision of the court struck out 
the confessions and made them inadmis- 
purely on the ground that the de- 
ndants were not arraigned before the 
ynfessions were given. If you examine 
1e evidence in the case, you will observe, 
as I say, that there may have been some 
evidence tothe effect that there were 
other elements which made the confes- 
ns inadmissible, but, as I say, the de- 
sion of the court was based solely on 
the ground that the defendants had not 
been arraigned. After this decision was 
handed down there were some miscar- 
riages of justice in this country in the 
lower courts as a result of it. In one case, 
Judge Pine ruled out a confession which 
certainly allowed a man who appeared to 
be guilty to escape without punishment. 
fr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
gentleman yield? 
fr. KEFAUVER. Yes. 

Mr. WALTER. Was there an appeal 
taken by the United States in the case in 
which Judge Pine handed down that 
strange interpretation of the law? 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Apparently there 
was no appeal. I am not fully advised, 
but I do not think there was. After the 
McNabb decision was rendered, Judge 
Hosss, in his usual desire of wanting to 
have something done to remedy an im- 
proper situation, introduced this bill, and 
I say that it is with a great deal of hesi- 
tation that I appear here to take an op- 
posite position from that presented by my 
eminent colleague on the Judiciary Com- 
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DY a majority of the « imitt 1 ~ 
cl lr it be ken into a < ( 

a ng of ind ke 6 « mont! 
he might be kept in 1 without the b - 
fit of Insel ¢ ignment f 1 tre- 
mendously long period of time. and 
conf 1 ¢ ie forth d ng t 

if there e no elements of dure f 
than the long detention, then h - 
sion would be admissible sut It 

is a part of our Constitution or at 

part of the spirit of the Constitution t 
anyone who is arrested should be - 
raigned within a reasonable time, that 
there should be no undue keeping him 
from the privileges and rig! I I 
under the law of arraignment 1 <¢ 
counsel. Somebody before the Commit- 
tee on Rules observed and st 1 i ib- 
stance that— 

The Hobbs bill not o1 repeals the r I 
the McNabb case but it con I rt re- 
pealing certain inten S f 
Constitution which were iven by the Con- 
stitution in order to insure that there 
be proper and just treatment under ‘ 
to persons accused of crimes. 

After the McNabb decision the Su- 
preme Court had the matter before it 
again in the Mitchell case. In the 


Mitchell case the Court said: 

Inexcusable detention for the purp« 
illegally extracting ev 
cused, and the successful 
inculpatory statements or continuous ques- 
tioning for many hours under psychological 
pressure were the decisive features in the 
McNabb case that led to the holding that the 
adoption of such evidence should not st 


idence 


from 


extraction of such 


and 


In other words, in the Mitchell case 
where a confession was made before ar- 
raignment the Supreme Court held that 
notwithstanding the fact the evidence 
was admissible, and the Supreme Court 
interpreted the McNabb decision to mean 
what we aiways thought the rule was, 
that in the event of psychological pres- 
sure, high-handed methods or third de- 
gree tactics the confession should not be 
admissible, but that the mere fact that 
arraignment had not been carried out 
before the confession was made should 
not in and of itself, as we had thought 
was the case by virtue of the McNabb 
decision, render the confession inadmis- 
sible. The law of the Mitchell case 
when you consider the facts of the case 
is fairly satisfactory. The old rule in 
effect is restated. 
So now we have this rule of law enun- 
ciated by the Supreme Court in the 
Mitchell case that if the accused is in 
fact arraigned within a reasonable time 
| considering all the circumstances, the 

fact that a confession is made before ar- 

raignment shall not make the confession 

inadmissible. That is the rule of law by 
| virtue of the Mitchell case. I think that 
| is a sound rule of law; that is the rule 
we always thought was in effect in this 
country. 

Personally I do not see any need for 

r 
| 





his legislation at this time. There may 
lave been a need fo1 me | lation at 
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( 
Coh r « tne } ce 18 
require to brir na I he 
fore a commit r of r immediately 
and without dela N there is no 
reason why in one casé a pel 1 ari d 
must be brought in without ne 
delay. in another case forthwith, and in 
inother case immediately 

I submit that in all of these tances 
dealing with the arraignment of sus- 
pected violator of criminal law we 
should have a uniform rule, and that 


that uniform rule should be that they 
be brought in for arraignment within a 
reasonable time. That has been the 
rule all through our judicial history. 
That is what we have contended for and 


that is what we thought the rule was. 
So at the proper time I am going to offer 
an amendment to amend these four stat- 
utes I have referred to dealing with the 
arraignment of people who have been 
arrested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 


gentleman has expired. 


time of the 


Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield the gentleman 1 additional 
minute. 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Chairman, I 


also have an amendment to make all of 
these statutes uniform to require ar- 
raignment within a reasonable time and 
to protect the Government in any cases 
that might now be pending where the 
contention may be made that the con- 
fession is not admissible. I have another 


amendment, section 5, which is as fol- 
lows: 
EC 5 Failure t or 4 € the rec - 
ment heretofore prescribed by law as 
time within which a per under ¢ t 
be brought before a com tting officer shall 
not render inacm! ble any e' ice nat 
e ac eT wi n 
fact | ight be f l 1 at - 
I he my amendment will be adopted 
by the Committee. 


SUMNERS of 7 


ld myself 5 mi 





reg 


JIVO 


Mr. Chairman, I take th 
der to bring pvefore the 


Ss time 
committee 


in Or- 
the is- 


ue here involved, and that is whether or 

not noncompliance with the law by an 
urresting cfiicer as to time for arraign- 
ment shall deprive the Government of 
the bene of evidence ctherwise admis- 
SiD1 n i to convict a person 
cher vith crin 

M IMi MAN Will the ntle- 
man l? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas I yield to 
t! nileman from Missou1 

Mi Z IMFRM¢ N. The bill is directed 
egainst confession That the only 
ty} of ¢ that th bill aff > £8 
lL not 

SUMNERS of JT Confes- 
Sif \ 

h Z IERMAN. Or ¢ to af- 
fe ) 

Nv SUMNFRS of Tex That is 
right and it pre it the delay in 
bringing a prisoner to a! ynment shall 
not by 1 n of that delay deprive the 
Gover! of the benefit of his confes- 
s.on if it is voluntary 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. In other words, if 
an arresting cfficer puts handcuffs on a 
man, deprives him of his liberty, takes 


him cff to a ro 
him for 48 
and they 


’m somewhere and holds 
hours while he is questioned 


get a confession from him when 


he is in tnat helnoless condition, the gen- 
tleman says the Government shouid have 
the benefit of iti? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Ido not say 
that at all. Here is what I say: The 
court would pass on the question of 
whether or not duress had been used and 


if duress had been used it 
the testimony not the sort 
that shou:d be admitted 


would make 
of testimony 
against him un- 


der any circumstances. This proposed 
legislation is here to correct a condition 
created by a decision of the Supreme 


Court and _ sequent constructions over 


the country to the effect that if an ar- 
resting ofiic er, in the judgment of the 
Supreme Court, does not bring a Man an 


opportunity to ple 
justic 
even 


sad within the time its 
s think he ought to be arraigned 
though there may not have been any 


actual duress, the testimony is not ad- 
missible. Thatis the point. It is, I be- 
lieve, generally ee that later deci- 
sions have modified at least the effect of 
the first decision dis ional in the report 
on this bill and during this debate, but 
the subcommittee of the Committee on 
the Judiciary which hed first responsi- 


bility for this proposed legislation felt 


that such legislation as is proposed by 
this bill is needed, and the full committee 
concurred in that conclusion. 

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlemen yielc ae 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Ivyield tothe 


h Carolina. 

Would the gentleman 

inform me whether the words “must be 

brought before” have any particular legal 

Signilicance? Does that mean for ar- 

raignment or for hear 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 


gentleman trom Nori 
Mr. FOLGER. 


‘ing? 
For arraign- 


ment. 
Mr. FOLGER. A hearing had? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. For arraign- 


ment, 


CONE 


rRESSIONAL 


Mr. WHITE 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 
genileman from Idaho. 

Mr. WHIiE. Is this bill not a direct 
infringement on the constitutional rights 
oi a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. SUMNERS Texas. I do n 


DOUMLNEES OF 


RECOR 


Mr. Chairman, will the 


I yie’d to the 


o% 


tnink so 

Mr. RAMEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Oh’'o. 


Mr. ea 
meant 


I belicve the gentleman 
soners” when he said “crim- 


in : in th first part of his siatement. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes; I 
miant prisoners. Thank you. 

Mr. SPRINGER Mr. Chairman, I 
yieid myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill now before the 
House is intended to clarify and make 
certain the question of the admissibility 


of evidence in criminal cases, especially 
where an arrangement has not been had 
immediately upon arrest. MayI say that 
it is unfortunate that we have written 
into existing law a provision that upon 
arrest the accused shall be immediately, 
or promptly. cr within a reasonable time, 
arraigned. It was never the intention 
of the Congress, I am confident, that the 
accused person should be arraigned im- 
mediately upon his arrest, but in my 
humble cpinieon it was the intent of the 
Congress, at the time of the passage of 
that legislation, that the arraignment 


time. 
ll the 


sonable 
Chairman, wi 


should be had within a rea 
LEWIS. Mr. 
gentleman yield? 


Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. LEWIS. The language of the 
statute as passed by the Congress is to the 
contrary. It says “immediately” does it 
not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It says “immediate- 


lv,” in one act; in another the language is 
“promptly,” and in another “within a 
reasonable time. 

Mr. LEWIS. Then on what theory does 
the gentleman base his statement that 
that was not the intention of the Con- 
gress? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In the first place it 
would be absolutely impossibie to have an 
immediate arraignment in many, many 
cases. Take, for instance, the McNabbs, 
who were arrested about 3 o'clock in the 


morning. There was no committing 
magistrate available. There was no 
court available. There was no court in 


session, and it would have been impossible 
to arraign the men immediately under 
those circumstances. In view of the sit- 
uation which we have before us, in many, 
maily cases, and especially in this partic- 
ular matter which we are speaking of at 
the present moment, it would be impos- 

sible to have had an immediate arraign- 
ment if that language was to be literally 
end strictly construed. But my interpre- 
tation of that statute is that the intent 
of the Congress was that arraignment 
should be had within any reasonable 
length of time, and that suould be deter- 
mined by the circumstances in each case. 

These men were arraigned the next 
morning afier the magistrates were in 
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their offices. One of them confessed « 
in the morning. The others coni 
later. They confessed to the murdez 
a Federal officer in a cemetery where th 
were trying to deliver liquor from an 


licit still which they were ope: 
They admitted that they fired the 
and that they killed the officer. 


case was tried. The court held that 
confessions made by the McNabbs 

voluntarily made. The jury heard 
case. The jury found and so held 


the confessions made by the McNa 
were voluntarily made. 

Then the case went to the C 
Court of Appeals fer the Sixth Ci 


The Circuit Court considered that q 


> 
a 
, 


‘ 


tion and held, like the trial court ; 
like the jury had found and determi: 
that the confessions made by the | 
Nabbs were voluntarily made. He 

fore the only question involved in | 
admissibility ef confessions has b 

first, whether or not the confes 

was voluntarily obtained and, seco: 
wi 


ther or not the confession was in- 
voluntarily obtained by duress, force, ©1 
coercion. If the confession was volu 
tarily made, then it has ever been held t 
be admissible in ev dence. 

But in these cases all the courts ur 
the Supreme Court of the United § 
have held that these confessions v 
untarily made. There has never been any 
case which has been decided on the qu:es- 
tion of the admissibility of a confes 
or the admissibility ot evidence, ba-ed 
upon the time when the arraignment cf 
the accused was had. Regardless of wh 
the arraignment was had, the evidenc 
still admissible. The time of arraignment 
certainly has no bearing upon the edmis- 
sib‘lity of a confession, or an admission 
by the accused. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana 

Mr. SPRINGER. That question of th 
admissibility of a confession was neve! 
considered by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and was never decided as 
it was decided in this case until the deci- 
sion was rendered in the McNabb case. 
It startled the judiciary of the country 
It confused the lawyers of the Nation. 
The court held that because the McNoabbs 
were not arra:gned immediately, the vol- 
untary confession they made, that they 
had killed a Federal officer 2 cold biood, 
was not admissibie. Since that dec 
there has been confusion in the courts. 
Many cases were pending where there a ‘d 
not been an immediate arraignment, 
though there was no doubt about the gu uilt 
of the accused persons, and the courts 
have bcen permitting such defendants .v 
go without day. This decision has cre- 
ated confusion and consternation among 
our courts, which should not obtain. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. If I understood the 
gentleman correctly, he just said that 


YAU 
sC \V 


the 


1001, 


where there was no doubt that a dcfend- 
ant had murdered someone, 


because of 




























































s decision the accused was discharged 
uld that be if there was no doubt 

from the confession? 

SPRINGER. There was no doubt 

three McNabbs confessed 

had fired the shots and killed the 


A fy 


: the 
iu uit 


Mr. HOFFMAN. I understood the gen- 
man to say that where there was no 
to the guilt of the defendant 
confession, because of this 
defendant was discharged. 
SPRINGER. I did not make that 

t, or, at least, I did not so intend 


n tne 


fendants in this case, because of 
helding of the Supreme Court, were 
i to go free and without delay. 


1 , 
, > 


a travesty upon justice shoul 
and this bill is intended 


d never 
to cor- 


that situation, and I am confident it 
correct this rule announced by the 
eme Court Which is now creating 


ision. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen 
n from Indiana has again expired. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. r 
n, I yield 5 minutes the § 
m Alabama [Mr. Hosss]. 
Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
to make a speech at this time 
e I made one of an hour's length 


Mfr 


Chi 


to entieman 


Monday on this same subject and 
1 you to read it in the Recorp. I 


ome of you did. SoI have covered 
r conceivable point I could think of 
th regard to this matter except those 
its that are coming up way of 
ndment, and any who are interested 
y read my discussion of any point at 
ie on pages 9197 to $206 of Decem- 
11. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
UVER! is offering an amendment out 
oodness of his heart. He believes 
I do not, and I will tell you why, 
ought to give a reason for 
faith that isin us. He would follow 
Attorney General of the United 
tes in his testimony before our com- 
I have the highest regard for 
centleman from Tennessee and for 
Attorney General and I am in hearty 
rd with the proposition that there 
uld be not four standards of admeas- 
ment for prompt arraignment but 
there should be one. But when law 
being written it should be made clear, 
nd the words used should eliminate the 
eed of interpretation. Only so can the 
w be made certain. There are several 
reasons why the amendment should be 
defeated, but the one I gave the commit- 
i tee on the day of the Attorney General's 
estion is, to my mind, sufficient: 


by 


ise we 


e. 


e pending bill would immediately upon 
g law do away with the rule of 


) f nce promulgated by the McNabb 
1 and thereby stop the flood of acquit- 


le- 


caused by the McNabb decision, while 
z the law exactly as it was before that 
on, with its ample safeguards of all 


i I ts of every prisoner 
The enactment of the bill proposed by tl! 
ttorney General would make necessary 








rs 
interpretation by the courts, in many 

o different cases, to reach a working con- 
; ision as to what would constitute reason- 
: le time, since each court decision would 
cepend upon the facts of the particular case, 

f nd would apply only to the case in which 


the decision was rendered, 
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Aft 1, the C iti ) 
pers shall be c ed ] 
case be a W n 10 
in c ess C in 
eviden and this stanc e 
law f e id no ma 
Cc ess mig € Cc 


Now, may I 


ntleman f 
l 


answer the 
rom Michigan 


question tne 


(Mr. Horr- 








MAN] propounded to tl distinguished 
gentleman who preceded me? It hap- 
right here in Washington, almost 

it the shad of the Capitol dom«: 
“he vere two 1 s living in Wash- 
1g ho were d to have been raped 
within 24 hours by the same mal He 
was arrested at 1:30 | in the morn. 
ing and taken ou nd there he en- 

acted the crime in t r nce of thi 
ladies who occupied the apa 1ent where 
the second rape is said to have « irred. 
He confessed on his way out there i 
perfectly voluntary confession. But af- 
ter he signed his tten confession, 


about 5 o'clock in the morning, and 
] imine > ) nilaad +17 , ‘ » ler 
claiming to he a Juvenile delinquent, only 


17 years of age, there w no ju 
court open until 3 o'clock that aftern 
So the horrible detention was until court 
opened at 3 o’clock thet afternoon 
same afternoon of the day of his arrest 
In due time he was put to trial in a court 
of justice presided over by a fine, up- 
standing judge, Judge Pine. He was 
tried before a jury in the city of Wash- 
ington, the Capital of this Nation. When 
the trial was over, Judge Pine turned to 
the jury and said, “Gentlemen of the 
jury, I charge you if you believe the evi- 
dence in this case, you must find the de- 
fendant not guilty.” Of course, the 
charge had to be obeyed, and so, very re- 
luctantly, the jury returned a verdict of 
not guilty. That defendant walked out 
just as free as a bird. That has been the 
story ever since the McNabb decision in 
hundreds of cases the Nation over. Jus- 
tice Pine, in ordering the jury to turn 
that self-confessed rapist loose, called it 
a miscarriage of justice, but cited the 
McNabb decision of the Supreme Court, 
which, as a judge of a subordinate court 
he was bound to follow. 

ifr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Of course 
to yield 

Mr. HOFFMAN. What 
ment here in the District 
must be arraigned? 

Mr. HOBBS. There are four statutes, 
and I am glad the gentleman asked that 
question. There are three or four stat- 
utes; one requiring immediate arraign- 
ment, another requiring arraig 
forthwith, another arraignment without 
delay, and so forth. But in the McNabb 
decision these statutes are treated as 
meaning the same reqtiirement: That 
persons charged with crime should be 
arraigned with “reasonable promptness 

Mr. HOFFMAN. If the gentleman 
trying to explain some difficulty of mine 
he has already explained it. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Under our State 
practice defendants have to be arraigned 
within a reasonable time. That may 


} 
as 


’ 


sir; Iam glad 


is the require- 


as to when they 


n nt 
nmen 











3 or 4 da a ling 
f The fau he gentle- 
Li¢ with th lifferer - 
actments, in the different S é 1 
ne W h the Sur Cc . i 
Why do they not cha } D t 
rule as when pri be 
a : 1ed? 
Mr. HOBBS. In M a 
d | the § ¢ 1 
¢ +} } vy ‘ 
prom 
Mr. HOFFMAN. JT l 
meal t I - 
‘ 
1 re e time 
m ( ‘ ) 

h HOBBS Tl I a 
I cy lit I 

L'/ 1 f é 
ul ( Irts to ¢ € 1 ( 

1 t “within a re le tim ! 

Mr. JENNINGS. JT IcN ) : 
siol b 1 upon t - 
ute tnat 1 lil . ] I I 
That was a hek \ 1 e 
in my State, in t lL’ I 1 I 
Caseé 

Mr. HOBBS. Intl Anderson ca it 


x 


ssee Ol l vi were 


MICHENFR. Is not that one of 


was Tenn 





the troubles, that tl McN ( 
) far as to place an inte! 
ighest court of the 1 ( 
all those i nme f 
hwith within a! I le tin 
tera, and a tne Yr 1 i 
ose of t bill 
wn by p > ¢ f t 
care of the matter until the tute ig- 
gested by the gentleman from Micl n 


\Mr., 
play. 
Mr HOBBS I th nk the o 


HOFFMAN! might be brought into 


man 
for that contribution i ex V 
the situation I bill, if v] 
becomes law, will a! 1 tl e m 
by the Supreme Court and lea } \ 
} just as it was from 1791 wy the Mc- 
| Nabb decision: then we ¢ t 
whole subject and } ] l n 
as we find to be warranted and! \ 
But in the meantime the awful 1 
| of the McNabb decision will have been 


stopped 
The CHAIRMAN 

gentleman from Alab 

pired. 
Mr. HANCC 


CK. M1 


yield myself 1 minute in wi ) - 
duce the next speaker, tl gentl i 
from Pennsy] 1 (Mr, GRAHAM 
I devoted | l { 
criminal p I 
torney in P de} 
t I il oO! \ ] 
Sta d I 
Gi ; r 7 
tris in 7 } 
Fed l cases in I 
: (Se 
| Mr. MICHENER. |! 
D cratic a 
M HANCOCK 
fr Michigan su i 
under a D ) 
p! cu e! I 
Ther M mou i 
} qu lified d in| h 
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in this legislation as the gentleman from 
Pe lv: 1. I venture to say that he 
k more about the criminal law than 
al membDer of the Supreme Court, and 
I ! without disparagement to the 
members of the Supreme Court. 

I yield tl remainder of my time to 
th } from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
C I 

‘TJ CHAIRMAD The frentleman 

P nia is recognized for 19 

Ir. ¢ SHAM. Mr. Chairman, really, 

T ! by the introduction of the 
m New York, the ranki 

! ber of the Commi . Bu 

I you in all riety and ear- 

! { I | had a long expe- 

! p ! or nd trial of 

Some of the new Mem- 

| e not familiar with our’ back- 

{ ind Af years ago in the discus- 

i bill then before the House I 

I l ent that I had made a 

of t membership of the House 

and at t t time found that of the 435 

Memb '25 were members of the bar, 

d, cf course, the remainder were from 
( \ of lift 

In | opening remarks in this debate 
th nileman from Michigan I[Mr. 

I NER] stated that he hoped the dis- 
cussion would be in r lain terms without 
undue emphasis on le gal parlance and 
pil logy. With that in mind I 
Should like to } eed fi rst of all to tell 
you that when I try one more murder 
( I ll have tried exactly 309 murder 
r My present record is 299. I have 
} 1 on both 's of the counsel table: 
I ve prosecuted, and I have defended, 
As to the experience mentioned by the 

itleman from New York |Mr. HAn- 
COCK] in the preparation, in the actual 
t l and hat ndling of ¢ bin She vi 1rious 
cf in | 1 Tha ve served, I have been 
connected ‘dit tly and sadirectly with 
a imately 38,800 cases. I have 
{ n hundreds of statements, confes- 
si ;, dcath-bed statements, and the like. 
Y can therefore imagine my amaze- 
ment as a practicing lawyer of almost 49 
ycars’ experience to read the McNabb 
a and I wondered, in all frank- 
n nd with all due respect to the 
I nbers of that august court, how many 
of them had ever teken part in the prep- 
1 and trial of a criminal case and 

’ from actual experience the diffi- 
Cl ndant upon the procuring of 
( } nd the preparation and pres- 
( 1 of it, the interrogation of wit- 
} : a the final summing up of the 
( n court. In a criminal case you 
have many things to contend with. At 
the very outset, crime tcday is highly 


] and well or; zed; it is not 


rani 


i havhaz re thing. Police efficiency, on 

e other hand er been brought up to 
meet this | condition. The modus oper- 

ndi of the police is not only the imme- 
diate arrest of the person charged with 
crime ‘but to deal with every bit of evi- 
dence and the testimony marks that en- 
ter into that crime. Upon learning that 


a 


cused has 


file 
the 


crime has been committed and the ac- 
been apprehended, the experi- 
officer immediately goes to his 
to sec k Similar cases and compare 
evi e of those cases with that of 


iced 


denc 


CONGRES 


the current one to see if this particular 


ever has figured in other cases of a 


lik nature, and whether the telltale 
identical markings appear. So you see, 
t the very start, the police officer must 


} 


) to his files to cher 
and » if 
coincide Ww 


k other similar 
any of the facts of those ceases 


ith the in the immediate 


cases 


iacts 


case. In the meantime the prisoner is 
under arrest. Having done that, the 
next step’of the pclice is to recognize in 

particular case similar features that 
have entered into another case but which 

not yet fully disclosed in the imme- 
ciate case. In consequence they will 


man plac 

purpose of ide tion. 
» lined un in front of a screen and 
Wi ;in other cases of a similar na- 
ture are called to see if they can identify 
tne individual as the person who as- 
ulted or raped or robbed them; or com- 


1 in a line-up for the 
Arrested per- 


ntilca 


mitted the cffiense charged. All this is 
proceeding along in a cumulative chain 
working up to the actual arraignment of 
the prisoner, and it requires time. In 
the State courts and the Federal courts 
the is a marked Similarity in the course 
of preeedure. You have a justice of the 
peace in the State court, an alderman, or 
a committing magistrate. In the Fed- 
eral court you have the United States 
commissioner. And now, if Members 


will pardon a personal allusion, in the 
Pittsburgh district we have a very fine 
Unit ed States commissioner, but while he 
maintains his office in the same place 
where the office of the United States at- 
torney is located, he is also a practicing 
attorney and is freauently absent on nec- 
essary business. Some days we were 
compelled to wait until we could reach 
him, particularly if he was out of town or 
ill, end that is an element of time that 
the Supreme Ccurt has utterly ignored in 


its decision. Your committing magis- 
trate may not be available at the mo- 
ment and the accused cannot be ar- 
raigned at once, or within a short time. 

After the commissioner is located, the 
1ext step is this: The accused is ar- 


I 

raigned and given a preliminary hearing. 
In ny, Many cases, the prisoner will 
immediately say in substance, “You have 


mé 


oas 


on me, I am guilty. I am 
ready to enter a plea right now, I am 
willing to waive the finding of an indict- 
ment by the grand jury and go before 
the court and enter my plea.” But he 
may be doing that for several reasons, 
First, to get it over with quickly, this in 


od faith and in good conscience; sec- 
ondly, he may be a member of a group or 
gang and his purpose being to shield the 
others not yet apprehended. Nearly all 
crime today is carried on by groups and 
gangs. It is not the work of an individ- 
ualalone. If the McNabb rule were to be 
enforce d strictlygand it must be under 
the decision, and you have four menina 
gang, if one is arrested and he is imme- 
Ciately discharged because of insufficient 
evidence, it is entirely probable you will 
never arrest the other three or succeed in 
getting a conviction because they will 
have disappeared or have had time to 
destroy the evidences of the crime. 
These cases have actually been tried 
where it was found that the alibi was set 
up and prepared beforehand in robberics 
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end the like, where hospital rec¢ 
been prt pared, where men had en 
alleged hospitals and produced d 
end nurses to prove an alibi, all this d 
in advance of the commission of 
crime. Iamstating this to illu 
show you that crime today is not a « 
play or anything of the kind. Iti 
well-planned, well-determined, 
heduled scheme with a preceter! 
method of car: out the plans of 
conspirators or those who enter int 
crime. 

Your next step is this: If a 
has been taken, particularly 
courts, and that confe 
before it can be 
court will exclude > jury; the 
counsel on each side, representing 
Government and the defense, in thi 
amination the court will take testim 
as to the hee nag yr s of the conf 
sion and whether it was given volunt 
or involuntarily, on also inquire 
the circumstances surrounding ; 
ing. The rule has always been that tl 
confession must be free, it must ce vol- 
untary, without coercion, coripulsion, « 
any inducement of any kind. After t 
court has heard these facis and deter- 
mined from their reasonableness, includ- 
ing the time element and all the facto! 
that entered into it, the jury is called 
back; then the court very carefully « 
lines to the jury the conditions under 
which it must accept that confession, 
eiving it such weight as they shall see fit 
under all the facts and circumstan 
and the law as laid down by the court 

A transcript of the testimony as of- 
fered in court, including all cffers and 
objections, and the court’s ruling there- 
on, together with the exhibits and the 
charge of the court is prepared. 
conciudes the trial in the distr.ct 

If the accused is convicitec 
tenced, and an appeal taken, a record 
must be prepared and this includes all of 
the foregoing, together with 2!l motion 


oO 
y ing 


co 

a 
lil a 
sion is chall 
admitted and read 


til 


int 
lis 1 


fh tt 


made, the sentence of the court, and all 
papers, including the indictment, which 


heve been used in the case. 

He is now in position to take his appeal 
to the circuit court of appeals. After the 
case reaches the circuit court of appeals 

and has been decided by that court, he 
still has another opportunity, and that 
is to have his case brought up on a writ 
of certiorari to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and if his petition is 
granted the Supreme Court will then re- 
view the whole transaction. If the peti- 
tion is denied the opinion of the circuit 
court of appeals stands and the sentence 
is carried into effect. 

Do you not see the important steps 
that have been taken? First, the finding 
of the committing magistrate or United 
States commissioner, next the presenta- 
tion of the case to the grand jury, the 
hearing before the court on the question 
of the reasonableness or unreasonable- 
ness of the taking of the confession, the 
actual trial in the United States district 
court, the appeal to the circuit court of 
appeals, and finally an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. All 
of those steps must be carried out. I say, 


Mr. Chairman, that in all my experience 
seen few miscarriages of justice, 


I have 








», because there are so many safe- 


< 
; thrown about a prisoner. 
In addition to the above, there is avail- 
to the a sed the writ of habeas 
t return of which must be made 
. Ul pe yn to t district 


ation request 


rnish the inform 





Un e rules of criminal procedure 
1 of § y or verdict or finding 
e rights of the convicted per- 





completely safeguarded. 
ng is applied, the next thing 


the lower courts will handle the 








{ intend to follow strictly the ruli 
Supreme Court, and that is, unless 
prisoner has been immediately ar- 
ned, to throw out the element of the 
onableness of the securing of the 
n, utterly disregarding the fact 
to whetherit wasvoluntary or involun- 
and determining its admission sole- 
on the question or elements of the 
elapsing from the time of arrest 
l the prisoner is arraigned before the 

l States commissioner. 

A pr iting attorney, either State or 
Federal, is confronted with many per- 
problems. I am not speaking of 
I ing officer at all, but I am 
king of the man charged with the 
tion of the case, the adducing of 
t testimony and submitting it to 
court and the jury for final deter- 
May I speak of another phase for just 
a mon ? Your arresting officer is a 
} in. He has raised his hand to 
d the Constitution. Your prisoner 
be of any type or walk of life. He 
a sworn man. His only concern 
Constitution is to invoke its safe- 
ds for his own protection. You im- 
mediately look to the arresting ofiicer 
your protection. If your home is 
ybed, your wife is assaulted or your 
daughter attacked, you want immediate 


quick action, and you turn at once 
the officer. You want all technicali- 
brushed aside. You want speedy 
tion in the arrest and prompt justice. 

I grant you at this point that too many 
officers are only concerned with the im- 

liate arrest. They do not the 

through to the presentation in 
on through the grand jury and 
successive But I do say to 

u that the distinguishing criterion 
here is that the officer is under oath, 

ng his duty, which he has sworn to 
» and which you expect him to do, and 

the performance of which his life is 
often imperiled, 

I can tell you this, that in my public 
career either 10 or 11 men, peace officers 
ho were associated with me, have been 
hot down in the performance of their 
uties. I have stood at some of their 
open graves, seen their bodies lowered, 

t as any other body is lowered, and I 
often thought how little sympathy there 
vas for those men. They went out in 
he performance of their duties. They 
serformed their duties to the best of 
their ability. They were shot down in 
protecting their fellow citizens. 

Often there are attempts made to de- 
.ay the trial of the case and have it con- 


see 


stage 


CONGRESSIONAL 











t i, this ne in the I > that t 
1 disay r. N € 

inds j t { the departec - 
ce It é at for t 1, 
, Kir } my hy of tl Lo 
prev ; ( 
\ re j iras 
i I ‘ MM) n £ 
I ( n I b n ted 
\ i I lr I [ S a \ 
lilty man I f 

Wi ] l] in I! ] ] . 
d n ) ] l 
th W it be imm i 
WW ve ‘ easoné m 
C hout a dela ( W the cir 1- 

ances of the « n You canr 

1 unreas nd 

ca Sa dela of weeks I b - 
able 

The next thins thi I ref to 
what I said a moment a that tl 
courts are hk to cept this opinion 
of the Supreme u That is the 
binding iaw, not only here in the Dis- 
trict but all over the United St: 
Here in the District your police f 
confronted | a very diff tua 
for in m« nstances, locally, after t 
cfiicer has made the rest and a « - 
fession has keen secured, he can pl 
the individual arrested in a county 

nd if the prisoner is willing have access 


o him, check wit 


t h him, take 
the 


rime and 


him out to 


re-enact it 





and ; Ly ssing links and gradu- 
ally build up his case. In the jurisdic- 
tion here, the prisoner is turned over to 
another branch of the Depar nt of 
Justice, passing out of the con f tl 

police cfficer. As a matter th 
activities of the arresting r are 





practically ended at tha 

That is the story I bring to you with 
no hardness with no thought of 
a prosecutor making a record, for prob- 
ably my days aS a prosecutor are over. 
I simply speak out of a wealth of 


t point. 


of heart, 


expe- 
rience to you men who are laymen and 
not familiar with 
I heard the gentleman 
this afternoon speak of a handcuffed 
prisoner makin itement. I can sa} 
to you that in my 27 years of experience 
Ticer I never 


r saw third-de: 


criminal 


procedure. 


from Missouri 
ya stl 


as a pl 


osecuting ¢ 


ray 1 "< 
athing. Inev 


saw sucn 


ree 


metn- 


ods resorted to to secure a confession 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 


Mr. GRAHAM. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Did the gentleman 
ever read the Supreme Court decision 
about the Chinaman who was placed 
under a light and held there? 

Mr. GRAHAM. I did. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is an illustra- 
tion of a confession obtained under co- 
ercion, under brutality. 

Mr.GRAHAM. Yes; and on the other 
hand I cite the gentleman nearly 38,000 
cases that I have known where it was 
never done, and the gentleman cites me 
one case where it was done. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does the gentleman 
believe in that maxim of law that it were 
better that 99 guilty go free than that 
one innocent man be convicted? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The t p of t 
lem n from Pennsylvania has ex- 
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Mr. SUMNERS Mr, (¢ r- 
I i4r 1 
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N >AHAM I vie + + " 
Sua. 7 
‘ a4 .' 4 
GWYNNI V I 
McNabb 
i ld 
; 
id 
) d ‘ 
, 
Can Dé 
Mr. GRAHAM } I 
In G RnR : + 
Ki Be! 11 i I 
I 1a I l 
I ¢ 1 I I e we 
I a m 1912 
I te 19 ©, t ed l 
1926 Li I ( 
do in i i 
es ( ] } * 
( t i i- 
{ \ ud le! I - 
( Lie i i 
n yl ( { the 
Cll It int : I ( t 
I Ss a l ( 1 tne 
l I < I am cor- 
1 I am 
y oF 4in 
Mr. KEFAL t Mr. ¢ n l 
{ { i : 
Mr. GRAHAM I yield 
Mr. KEFAUVER Does not th en- 
t feel i I \ e an C ) 
in hi i na l l 
four ar ment { 1 
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isly tne n ‘ mat- 
ter for the benefi f cou I 
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M GRAHAM Fra aa I 
I with the ger nan 
Mi ROBSION f Kent cy Mr. 


Mr. GRAHAM. I yield 


} RC SIC Y Ul >» I W 
p i t i dil- 
ferent atu VWhici I n ¢ l 
others have mentioned; would it? 


Mr. GRAHAM. It is not my thou 


that 1 be repealed by the 
of this bill. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Then I 
oppose the pa A of this b ll 
not aff these tutes on \ t 
Supren C { a | aa 
opinions in t McNabb < I t I 
he de Lint i 
tnere too n h consi I 
riven to criminals. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The ntleman, of 
course, reauz LMIs 1S oni tempo! 
measure » that f tl 1 

tudy n t be 1 I 
is very inv ! ] ( f 

entel! into 1 1 ) ed 
( W I Many fa rs 
enter 1 I 1 As I und nd this bill, 





ary 


Je) b aa 


A s 4 = 
ther t can be had on 
t i I 

Mr. ROESION of Kentuc I am op- 
I , i ivi ‘ > « 
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. ( TIARMT That . to be tl 
ol I t 1 | ¢ ! ed it 
{ Ti is my opinion of it 

ine (¢ IRMAN ine time or tl 
‘ } qa 

Mr. Sl RS of T is. Mr. Chair- 

man, I y 1 the remaining time of 1 
; +4 } 
] ute t e gentleman from Alabama 

ir. 3 


k fc minu in order to ar 
updacu 1 that is kothering the Mem- 
} \ ] isked 1 wbout i They 

‘ nes me¢ y there was no arraign- 
ment in the McNabb cas There was 
in arra el nthat case. There was 
an al itely prompt and proper ar- 
raiz nd the records of the United 
S ( ! ioners & Ch 1 
Tenn ) \ T) were arra 





e morn- 


1d 10 o’clock on th 
cs re arraigned 


i of I 1€) 

then on the distilling charge. They 
were | 1 and committed to jail 
in ad t of furnishing a bail bond. 
But t I t mornire the arra’gnment 
was on the mu charge Thr Mc- 
N 1 then ar 1 and pled 
gu I were then cemmitied to 
j2i] thout bail, of course. Both ar- 


rag! ; were within 48 hours and 

nfession. Ther 
| Nabb case 
lutely 


fore 





IIRMAN. The time of the 
g leman has expired. All time has 
€2 re 

i Cle read es follows: 

I é That no failure to ob- 
serve t} 1 nent of law as to the time 
With \ } nu * arrest must be 
brou”! bef n trat commissioner 
or court, s 1] render inadinissible any evi- 
dence that is otherwise admissible. 

With following committee amend- 


Line 3, strike cut the word “no” and in- 
sert in thereof “the.” 


out the word “not.” 


o 
. CHAIRMAN. 


strike 


The question is on 


aie re to the committee amendments. 
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The committee amendments were 
ed to 
M Mr. Chairman, I of- 
foll ng amendment which I 
1 le dé 
i ( t c re 1 ¢ f llov Pe 
t 1 by Mr. Keravuver 
r é ( is¢ a 
of A 18, 1894 351 
4 ( C 


- 
~ 
' 











( i 
lu t - 
l I ( 
¢ ! , 
u il 
( ! had I be- 
d i 
Tine t of M 1, 1879, « er 
9, 20 Sia l ‘1 «tI C t e 
JID) ea i ( 
V I G A I l 
S t C 
s ll be } i 1 find y 
I t o1 f ( n 
distillery, it shall lawiul 1 uch 
mar l « deput n 1al to ar 
} 1 or p I it nim ¢ t 1 
1 I e time | ¢ me ad l 
( I il n 591 i this t € 0 
I h the c¢ in ol < i 1 
nearest to tne p ot ; T De 
r V n ad t t p! ol 
1 f d 597 °-< 
3. The act of June 1 1934, « ter 
amended by the act of March 22, 1925, 
C r 39, title 2 (49 S i7, U. Ss. C 
sec 300 (A)), is amended to read 
1¢ 
The Director, Assist t Directors, agent 
2 yectors of the 1 Bure of In- 
\ the D n¢ of Ju are 
€ erve war S 1G 
the authority of tl Ur d 
to make seizul under warral for 
1 1 of the law ft t Un 1 § 
t I e ari 5 Wit u V rant 1 
f which have t n coOmmiited d 
> coz? e ul r ti ] s of t 
1 d § in ¢ s where the f n 
n y le ar th reas¢ ble unt ) 
I e that person m esc b ea 
\ nt can be obtained f bu 
the { hn arrested shall be on- 
ne I re a com t oilicer 
1! b f Federal Burcau of In- 
vestigation cf the Department of Justic ¢ 
é d and emrowerecd to carry firearms.’ 
Ec. 4 Section 397 of the Re ds ites 
cf t District of Columbia (D. C Code, tite 
: 4-140) is am d to read as follow 
ane veral mem 3; of the p lice force 
g 1 have power ¢ hority to immedi- 
= nt to > 





ito cu tody al person 
or threaten or empt to commit, 
preseuce of such member, or wi I 
y breach of the peace or offense cli} 
ohibited by act of Congress, or by any law 


who sl 


att in the 





nesonmn 


r ordinance in force in the District, but such 
mber of the police force shall, within a rea- 
sonable time, upon such arrest, convey in 
rson such offender before the proper court, 


per 
that he may be dcalt with according to law.’ 


“Sec. 5. Failure to observe the require- 


ment heretofore prescribed by law as to the 
time within which a person under arrest must 
be brought before a committing officer shall 
10t render inadmissible any evidence that is 
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first fou 
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AT) ‘7 — 
~%. Mr. Chairm 
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r sections of 


amendment merely makc uniforr 
these four arraignment siaiutes lr 
case of the F. B. 1. as 1} ou 
! re, the ace d must be bri 
fore the committing officer imm«e 
in th of illicit distilleries 
fendant must be b l t before 
] ting ofiicer “foril no”6 (CF 
are under duty to ari n an 
“without unnet ary delay.” 7 
by court int retation, and in 
of the D ct of Columb { 
be bro it in for arraignment 
ately and \ it delay.” ‘she c 
the United Stat prio? to t 
in the M bbe and all of t 
courts have generally ruled t 
} nn t must be within a1 
me That has always been t 
That is the jer common lay 





imply make all of th 
Ths shou 
and differences of interp: 


observed, } 


ment s 
form. 
fusion 
Section 5, as will b 
that the evidence sh 
le if in fac arr 
sonabie time. 
to cpen the door an 
courege arresting ofiic 
cus' -d persons a — 
I , With knowledge of the law th 
matter what er do 
Cetention, it will 
quettion of whether 






thea 


~ 


1U t 
admissible or not. Tl 
ing with the spirit of 
iryested are t 
reason: 
of the circumstances. 
the Constitutional pro 
ven. If we pass this rigid rule sayi 
no matter long they 
teined it does not affect the adimi L 
of their co ion, we are liable to en- 
courage officers of the law to keep th 
from counsel and hide them <¢ 
and use third-degree methods 
we would do that if we 
t is. 
Mr 


avi 


how mey be ue- 


re 


away 
away 


~ 


. MICHENER. 


lemon vie ld? 


Mr. 


ay 
tne gen 
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Mr. KEFAUVER. Yes 

Mr. MI CHENE} %. That is, if all tl > 
facts are f y to 
jury, then tl ll itt 
pass cn t or not 
this und : a? 

Mr. EKEFAUVER ll ps 





the a 


on whether 


within a 1 onabie tir 

ule that we oucht to have. Ii takes into 
consideration all the facts end circum- 
stances. In conclusicn, when this Mc- 
Nabb decision was first rendered the 
Washington Post editorially Was one cs 


the most vigorous proponcnts 
something about it. They advocat 
sage of a bill to remedy the rule of the 
McNabb case. I notice in the hearings 
we have an editorial] from the Washing- 
ton Post 

The other day en editoriel appeared 
in the Washington Post in which it was 
stated that the Mitcnell case seems to 


d pas- 





M GWYNNE. 














I iW YNI Mr. Chairman, I offer 
ament. 
I Clerk read as fe Ws: 
é ered by Mr. Gwynne to the 
ffered b M KEFAUVEI ( 
+ fter th I dm é 
n 5 < the Kef I mendment 
bal e cit i i tl 
But tl tc bring such per- 
eam te, « sione r 
a nable tin f mined 
t, shall be pri facie evi- 
Sten fe me 
1 aul e ti v < 
y ae eda 1 l i 
if GW Mr. Chairman, ' 
1 situations bet u First 
IcNabb cast I do not approve of 
ym and real t! ymethir 
be done about i The Hobbs bill 
ed. Let me 1} r attention 
f that som ry distinguished 
! it country do not think the 
ill is ¢ } For exampl! 
a Statement from a report of tl 
ttee on civil rights of the N 
i . e Bar Asset t } 
l ! That the <¢ nr e of ( 
i to e t Fobbs biil (H. R 
) I ther me ure 1 simll r imy t 
c is a statement by the committ 
{ bill of rights of the American 
Lar Association of which the chairman 
Mr. Burton W. Musser and the other 
mbers very well-known, distinguished 
| vers. They go over this whole prob- 


icem and 


tinn 





gress could do: 
Cor 
we have 


xC 591 





rirst ress 





that 
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talking about the various solu- 
ns, have this to 


ay as to what Con- 


may 


IT 


evil 


H. R. 3690. 
d shows why 


t Lion 1no I ra ior t 
aZzalnst t Ll se ( lr 

, ; ) rn 
has been going on and wh t W 





not think Cor ( it t 
record as sayin ill | e! 
it We will put the law | : 

a ; As much e alsa ( 
McNabb d l 2 ( 
the attention of the country 














Mr. SPRINGER Mr. C 
th ntleman yield? 
Ni I yield t 
YY » Fy : 
My I Ur t 
mer! ntler ( 
tot t ¢ I 
man trom ler f ! 
whet] or ! the « I | I 
\ ] nt rily Oo! t vol ] A I 
Mr. GW TI i 
t! fact he | 
prima fa evid t t 
pl rly sé l 
Mr. KEFAU R. Will 
t ad? 
Mr. GWYNNE. I yield to tl 


man from Tenne 


i 
Mr FITMATIUIYT 
avai. aba ouva 


man and I have pretty much the 


I have studied ti 


iim in mind. 


man’s amendment and as far ¢ 
concerned 1 am willing to a 
amendment to my amendment 


Does 


unar 


ical 


The CHAIRMAN. 
man desire to ask 
that the amendinent offered by 
tleman from Iowa |[Mr. GwyNne 
amendment be incorporated 


the 
imous ¢ 
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Court of the United States he walked out 


of the court, guilty but free. 
Take the McNabb case. 
he facts of that ca 


I have read 
t Those fellows 
were well Known moonshiners, and they 
killed an officer from ambush, shooting 
him from a cemetery. They were ar- 
raigned cn the mroonshining charge and 
1 coni ed the next day. The con- 
, 


d on that confession, was 


set aside by the highest court of the 
land The next time they were tried 
they t cff with a light sentence. 

j ( r my people to know, and 
so fai I am concerned, I want every- 
body to know that Iam on record in this 


Congress as against the assassin and 
against the rapist and on the side ol 
inhood and the law-abiding people 


oi tnis country, 


The first question always to be deter- 
mine whether cr not the trial judge 
will treat the confession as admissible 


TH first determines the admissibility of 
the confession. He hears testimony with 
respect to the question in the absence of 
the jury. Even if he admits it and al- 
lows it to be heard by the jury, any claim 
on the part of the defendant that there 
was coercion, that he was intimidated, 
hat he was browbeaten, can be made 


a om cb 


known to the jury and then weighed 
long with all the other’ testimony. 
When you weigh this question in the 
light of what is best for the public, the 


decent people of this country, we ought 
to outlaw this McNabb decision, and we 
vucht to do it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thc time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. ROESION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be given one additional 
minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to the request of 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENNINGS. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROESION of Kentucky. I agree 
with the gentleman. I think the Mc- 
Nabb decision is very bad, and some- 
thing ought to be done about it. But 
does not the gentleman believe that the 
persons arrested, whether innocent or 
guilty, should be arraigned within a rea- 
sonable time, considering all the circum- 
stances? 

Mr. JENNINGS. The law requires it. 
We are not repealing these statutes, re- 
quiring arraignment, but we are saying 
that even though he should not be imme- 
diately arraigned, yet if his confession is 
otherwise admissible, the violation of 
these statutes by the arresting officer 
shall not deprive the Government or the 
State of the benefit of the confession. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I think 
the gentleman from Tennessee is hitting 
at the root of the evil and modifying 
and making uniform all these statutes. 

Mr. JENNINGS. I think the bill as 
sought to be amended should have been 
brought in here from the committee. 
The real test of the admissibility of the 
confession is whether or not it was vol- 


Is there objection 
the gentleman from 


CONC 


untarily made. And that is a question 
to be determined in the first instance by 
the trial judge and finally by the jury 
under proper instructions from the court. 

Mr. Chairman, there is too much 
maudlin sympathy with crime in this 
country. The concern of large numbers 
of people readily turns from the victim to 
the perpetrator of the offenses. They 
want to fondie and some of them fawn 
over theenemies of society. They tell us 
that— 


When the burglar is not occupied with his 
burgling 
And the cutthroat is not busy with his 


crimes, 
They love to watch the little brook agur- 
eline 


And listen to the merry village chimes. 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

We all agree with the judge, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee |Mr. JENNIZIGS]. 
We are all against crime and criminals 
and want to see the guiity punished. 
The judge merely states the position of 
each of us when he says he wants to 
go on record as being on the side of law 
end order, but some do not believe this 
bill is the answer to the McNabb adeci- 
sicn. Wo one is on the side of crime. 
I agree, tco, with the gentleman who 
said a while ago that we do not want 
any criminals to escape. Neither do we 
want the innecent coerced into false 
confessions. The criminals who ere 
escaping punishment are those who are 
gangsters, and those who have money 
and influence. It is the poor devil down 
at the bottom who may be unjustly ac- 
cused, unjustly confined until he signs 
a false confession. What this bill does 
is to invite the officers to keep the poor 
man, the man who has neither gangster 
connections, political influence, nor 
money, in custody, away. from his family 
and friends and his counsel, until the 
officers get the desired confession. 

I cannot speak with the wisdom and 
from the experience of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I cannot speak as 
an ex-United States district attorney. I 
did have 4 years as a prosecuting attor- 
ney, in a community where we did not 
have gangsters nor organized crime ex- 
cept violators of the liquor laws, hence 
my experience may not justify the ex- 
pression of an opinion contrary to the one 
he gave. Never in my life did I find it 
necessary as a prosecuting officer to use 
a confession. A _ prosecuting official, 
whether county, State, or Federal, has 
back of him the power of the municipal- 
ity, the sheriff's force, and all the power 
of the State; the aid of the judge in the 
court where the case is tried, and the 
presumption is contrary to law in almost 
every trial that the man accused is guilty 
until he proves his innocence. I say, 
we should not take from the innocent 
the safeguards the law has thrown 
around him and which experience has 
shown to be necessary. he fact that 


these statutes requiring prompt arraign- 
ment are on the books is evidence that 
persons accused of crime were unjustly 
confined, that officers were abusing their 
power. 
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When the gentleman from Pen 
vania says he can cite 38 020 cases, \ 
there was no abuse of power by p: 
cuting officials, I call his attention 
Wickersham report, which sets fo. 
detail the facts showing that pros: 
Officials do take unlawful advant 
their official position and their aut! 

This bill provides that the faily 
observe the requirement of law as t 
time within which the accused 
be brcught before a magistrate s| 
not make a confession inadmi 
How long will it be before the comm 
brings in a bill saying that the fail 
observe proper treatment of the pri 
aces not bar a confession? That th 
cers May use a little force to obt 
confession? A lack of ability or | 
verance on the part of an official 
excuse for denying a constitutional 
which was guaranteed an accused 
cause it was found necessary foi 
protection of the innocent. The 
preme Court put on record the « 
where the officer had a Chinaman in 
used all sorts of cruelty to make him « 
fess, and he finally did confess to a c1 
of which he was not guilty. The § 
preme Court said, “You cannot do t 
here in America.” 

This bill is not the proper solution 
the wrong result which has followed t 
Supreme Court decision. The props - 
lution is the repeal of the law, the n 
observance of which brought about t! 
decision or the amendment offered 
the gentleman from Tennessee 
amended by the amendment cf the ; 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. GwYNneE] wh 
leaves it to the trial judge or jury to « 
termine whether the prisoner has b 
detained an unreasonable length of tim 
Remember, if that is written into t 
law, the court, the judges, determi 
whether the confession was obtain: 
properly or improperly. Can we n 
trust the judges? 

Now something about confessions. I 

ne read you from yesterday’s issue ol 
newspaper from Detroit. I read: 

Joyce Raulston was killed the night of 1 
March 27 on a city dump on West Warr 
near Telegraph. She had left her home 
12204 Monica on the preceding Friday morn- 
ing, March 24, apparently to go to the Dur- 
fee Intermediate School where she was a stu- 
dent. But the following morning her sch 
books were found on the front porch of her 
home. 

Subsequent investigation revealed that th: 
girl, exceptionally mature for her age, | 
spent the ensuing week end in a touri 
camp hardly a half block from where s 
was Slain. Her companion, police said, ¥ 
Edward Golema, a IV-F war worker. 

The early investigation centered on t 
camp and particularly on an attendant, Rich- 
ard Vincent, 23, who admitted renting a cab 
to Joyce and Golema. On April 4 Vince 
confessed that he killed the girl but la 
repudiated this confession, claiming it hi 
been made under duress. 

He was brought to trial, however, and ! 
trial was in progress when on June 27 Mis 
Zella Gross, of 734 Junction, found Joyc 
purse in a suitcase owned by one of her 
roomers, Robert Turner. 


Then Vincent, whose confession was 
false, whose confession had been ob- 
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to say what a reasonable time for his 
arraignment is. If you want to violate 
the Constitution and repeal the Bill of 
Rights, this is a good way to do it. I 
am opposed to the bill and to the amend- 


ment Surely we have the responsibil- 
ity to uphold the Constitution and pro- 
tect the liberty and freedom of our 
citiz 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the pro forma amend- 
ment 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CURTIS. Ye 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate upon 
th amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I think 
we have an eminent and an able Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. In fact, I think 
so much of them that I think they ought 
to study this bill a little longer and that 
the bill should be recommitted. The 


innocent can be convicted in this coun- 
try, and sometimes they are convicted. 
This bill cannot become law this session. 


The Senate has not passed upon it. 
This very committee is divided upon it, 


and I don’t think it ought to pass the 
House. Unless the Kefauver amend- 
ment is adopted as amended, I shall vote 
to recommit the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the Kefauver amendment as amended 
by the Gwynne amendment. 

The amendment as amended 
agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Committee rises. 

Acccordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Wricnt, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3690) to safeguard the admission 
of evidence in certain cases, pursuant to 
House Resolution 662, he reported the 
bill back to the House with an amend- 
ment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table, 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MERROW. {r. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include 
therein a speech on treaty ratification 
delivered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. KEFAUVER] over the Colum- 
bia Broadcasting System on December 12, 
1944, 


was 


Under the rule, the 











he SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. WHITE asked and was given per- 
nission to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND 

FOREIGN COMMERCE 


Mr. CHAPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


have until midnight tonight to file 
report on the bill (S. 1159) creating 
he City of Clinton Bridge Commission 
ind authorizing said commission and its 
uccessors to acquire by purchase or con- 
demnation and to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge or bridges across 
the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, 
Iowa, and at or near Fulton, Ill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that in revising and 
extending the remarks I made on a bill 
today I may include a newspaper article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Day] is recognized for 1 
hour. 


mav 
slid y 


ph As et AS 


WE FACE A GREAT DECISION 


Mr. DAY. Mr. Speaker, I present to 
you today a state of facts which chal- 
lenges the very foundation of representa- 
tive government. In the United States 
we hold what are known as free elections 
to choose every 2 years the 435 Members 
of this House. The integrity and the 
worth of the Congress of the United 
States depend upon the purity of this 
freedom of choice. 

We are all familiar with legitimate 
criticism and readily recognize that as 

fembers of Congress we are rightfully 
subject to fair and honest attacks upon 
our records. We are also familiar with 
the decisions of our courts, that so far 
as libel is actionable as it affects a Mem- 
ber of Congress, there can be no recovery 
if the plaintiff Member of Congress be 
not charged with a crime or gross im- 
morality. This lays us wide open to a 
vast amount of political attack. If the 
state of facts which I am about to reveal 
were limited to this species of political 
attack, I would not be here today ad- 
dressing you. 

I have refrained from rising on a point 
of personal privilege in spite of all the 
vicious and malevolent attacks that have 
been made upon me from coast to coast, 
extending for a period of over 3 years, 
It is only because I am convinced that 
there is a thoroughly organized and 
powerfully financed group of character 
assassins in the United States, deter- 
mined to destroy the confidence of the 
people in patriotic Americans who have 
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opposed them, that I take your tim 

day. This group Knows no party 

and has no regard for the Congr: 

the United States and the Constit 
under which it was established. 

This group is sometimes charact 
as “‘Communist,” but it is more than 
A man need not be a Communist 
come a member of this group. Thi 
band of character assassins and I 
times feel that we give them an \ 
advantage when we refer to th 
Communists. The American peop! 
not ready to believe that there 
great many in the United States wl 
lieve in the doctrines of Lenin. 
Moscow variety of communism 
pagan and oriental to ever take ds 
in American soil. I think it was a 
take in the last campaign to sp 
Sidney Hillman as a foreign-born C 
munist and certainly it was equa 
mistake to charge that Earl Browd 
a foreign-born Communist, when 
matter of fact he was born in Kansas. 

At the outset I want to make it 
fectly clear that I am a true friend « 
good Americans no matter what may 
their origin. I have voted to sustain 
opposition to discrimination against 
man or woman because of their 1 
creed, color, or national origin. I 
not and never have been anti-Sem 
As a firm believer in our Bill of Right 
accord to all the full protection that 
guaranteed by our Bill of Rights. Free- 
dom of religion, freedom of speech, free- 
dom cf the press, freedom of petiti 
and freedom of assembly are forey 
guaranteed by our written Constituti 
and safeguarded from defilement 
abuse by any branch of our Governme: 
whether it be legislative, executive, o: 
judicial. These great enduring cove- 
nants are engraved upon tablets of st 
far beyond the reach of anyone no mat- 
ter how powerful he may be. 

The vicious group in our midst ft 
which I have referred will stop at noth- 
ing to gain its ends. Fortified by th 
tremendous power of the Governm 
itself, they use the radio and the print 
word with millions upon millions o! 
pamphlets to create in the minds of t 
people the impression which they wa 
to sell. They have borrowed from t! 
despised Hitler the very technique whi 
he advocates. Hitler stated that a li 
should be a big lie, not a little one, and 
if this lie be repeated often enough, mo: 
and more people will begin to believe i! 
Under the guise of aiding the war ef- 
fort, the brain power of hundreds of al 
writers have been gathered togeth 
with Government sanction to carry < 
a vicious and malevolent attack on Men 
bers of Congress designated for tl 
purge. A common scheme runs throu 
all these attacks. The method utiliz 
is to seize upon some act or statement « 
a Member of Congress, innocent standin 
by itself, and then by association and th: 
utilization of half-truths, to create an 
atmosphere of suspicion preparatory to 
the labeling of the accused Member 0! 
Congress as a Nazi or Fascist or even as 
a traitor to his country. 





Character assassination cannot be suc- 
ful without the cultivation of class 
red and class antagonism. The man 
acked would be inconsequential if he 

i not be connected with someone or 
thing Pe was already an object of 

d. All good Americ ans hate Hitler 
roup knows that if their object of 

k can be associated in the public 

nd with Hitler then their job is half 
and thereafter their object of at- 
hare a part of the hatred which 

ll have for Hitler. With this definite 

in mind, the clever brains of 

roup search out ¢ 

: t o1 atement of the Member of 
( é which can be distorted to the 

where they can say that the object 
of their attack is a stooge for Hitle: 

This method of apprceach was rendered 
simple because of the known oppo- 
n of many Members of Congress to 
involvement of the United States in 
present World War turally 
er, for reasons of his 

ed to the entrance 
: es into the present : Li 

ip immediately made an alinement 





these patriotic Members of Con- 


ess and Hitler. They claimed that such 
Members of Congress and Hitler were 
fichting for the same ends and that they 
re pals and associates. Prior to Pear] 
Harbor, 80 percent of the American peo- 
I were opposed to our entrance into 
t pr esent World War and, quite nat- 
urally, when meetings of America First 
e held to protest against our involve- 
nt in war, many persons of all descrip- 
tions attended these meetings. 
It is also quite natura] that various 
iblications and writers, who may have 
een actually friendly to Hitler as op- 
posed to Britain, would speak in praise 
of the patriotic speakers appearing on 
he platforms over the country to protest 
a sia our entrance into the present 
war. But can anyone honestly say that 
ti 


— 


{ 


here was any association or confedera- 
n between the speaker on the platform 
and those in his audience who might have 
a dfferent reason for approving the ob- 
ject of the meeting? Can it be possible 
that we have reached the point where a 
Iember of Congress must engage a de- 
> bureau to weed out of his audience 
all those who cannot qualify as 100-per- 
cent Americans? Can it be possible that 
have reached the point where a Mem- 
ber of Congress is himself rightfully 
charged with being a subversive if some 
bversive element in our comp!ex society 
ill take it upon itself to speak or write 


l 





approvingly of the utterances of the 
¥ 


Member of Congress who is honestly do- 
tr his best to keep his pledge } 

constituents and honestly trying 

his Nation out of war when he fe 

has the right to feel, that it is 


best interests of his Nation to k 
of foreign wars? No honest 
can differ on these pone and 

differ. There are legitimate differ- 
f s of opinion among ight thinking 
people and these d fferences create issues 
which can be justly settled in an election, 1. 

The point I am making is simply this 

Fiee elections are destroyed when the 


CONC 





‘T) 


minds of the voters are poisoned with 
vicious attacks of character assassins that 
place the Member of Congress at such 
a great disadvantage that he cannot 


uc- 
cessfully defend himself because he does 
not possess the opportunity of meeting 
the attacks. Congress wrt nto the law 
overn radio broadcasting the prt - 
sion that equal time must be afforded 
to the candid of both political parties 
thus rec Zz the fairness and justice 


of the principle for which I am contend- 
t 


can We Say Ol a Campaign 





where independent groups of character 
assassins are organized, having no eafiilia- 
tion, at least open with an es hed 
pr ical party, and this indeper nt 
group purchases r time running into 
thousands of dollars and fills air 
waves from morni night with usivV 
statements that reflect upon the i: ty 
1 en the patriotism of the Memb 

( ress under attack? 

camp nin Illinois, where I wa 
rl for 1 on as C ressman- 
at from that great State, there 





thousands upon thousands « 
vicious radio attacks and new 
vertising directed against me, ar 
my oppone nt nor this eToul 
one cent of these expenses wi 
of the House. They issued : 
maliciously attributing to me state mi 
vhich I have never made. On page 4, of 

{ 

t 





a pamphlet issued by that organiza 
on September 20, 1944, it is charged 
the following is an excerpt from a spe 
which I delivered on September 4, 1941, 

Detroit, Mich. This so-called excerpt 
is absolutely untrue and cannot be found 
in the speech which I actually delivered 
and which was placed by me in the Con 
GRESSIONAL RECORD on September 8, 19 41, 
appearing in the Appendix, volume 87, 
part 13, page A4175, Seventy-seventh 
Congress, first session. So that you can 
appreciate how malicious this so-called 
excerpt actually is, I quote the following 
words from the pamphlet issued by the 
Independent Voters of Illinois, Inc., on 
September 20, 1944: 





Have we the simon-pure progeny of the 
founding fathers in suffi ient numbers to 
sugport these two d neé (the D . 
tion of Independence i the @onstitut ) 
with their blood if need be, assu 
pern ice of ti em of ¢£ er? 
which British Jews would destr The evi- 
del of Amer is e | é 


Bearing in mind that this pamphlet 
was widely circulated in my district, 


which is the State of Illinois, I leave i 
for you to determine the unjust nature 
of this attack. The words which I have 


t quoted clearly imply that I have been 
ed rebellion and 








t religious preju- 
dices. have never made a speech in my 
life ioned the word 
“J have never in the remotest 
degree ever even insinuated that British 
Jews were seeking to destroy our system 


of government. This is a damnable and 
foul lie and known to be such when ut- 


1 


his same e pamphlet of the Indepent 





7 
nt Voters of Illinois, Inc., also refers to 


mntESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


maliciously f: 
me, includir in 
I sent to Hitler I 
T + 
Ol i I i) e ¢ I 
+ ad ‘ + Ie ¥ 
» pr I 
n and I favored H 
. WY ¥ ; 
> aA ING k 
i POL 
[ é e outline 
Y that I 1 
n Iilir M 1930 


? 
‘ . ; 
‘ + +) ‘ ; 
f ( YY ry) 
t ; Yn + 
Y ; 


W 1 has me t 


ft > i t 
c ec n I 
1 1924 | ( 
( ed é t Sur 
i ‘ f f 
P ‘ 
e ¢ { 

uv , 

Mr. Day ext 1 
V I I i 
he , HAMILTON 

} 1 e the 1 








the of t 
r j ¢ 
elected all-R 
Th 
i den 
$y p! , 
1917, by tl I 
This 1 I l 
Lenin and Tr 


C i against 
d cablegram that 
l it e State 
H on | 
I the pres- 
r’'sn and 
rh foul 
Is me iw 
T + ‘ +) 
I I 
f re ot a 
A key 1) +} 
‘ A » ai » ‘ 
y League; that 
y tay ? I 
i ¢ 
dad to 
Y 
( iG 
UW ) { ce 
} f 
p teste 
n of eoviet 
T ‘ { 
8, 1933, t ( 
» new ner ar 
§ N A. Day 
Y 
y T T 


of att 
e batt 
ns, 
ears I 
comm 
ol those 
hin 
I! e | 
, ¢ 









9377 


vid 

























































ho con- 
of Josei 
rr a ? = 
time I 
inalyzed 
m - 


nme 

i OL 

rnr ryt 

bilil Li 
ty far 
y AUL 








9378 


the country and in the active army, call- 
ing the soldiers to disobey their officers, 


and to desert the front in order to con- 
quer the land from the landlords and 
the factories from their owners. The 
treacherous ones deserted the front and 


about 100,00 of them gathered in Petro- 
grad and probably as many in Moscow. 


Of these deserters, as well as of the ideal- 
istic but deceived young workingmen, 
the Bolsheviks organized their original 


Red Guard and with its help succeeded 
in overthrowing, in October, 1917, the in- 
active democratic provisional govern- 
ment headed by Kerensky. Meanwhile, 
the elections were completed and the 
members of the constitutional assembly 
arrived in Petrograd to begin the ses- 
sions. The assembly was overwhelmingly 
liberal and radical, but the majority be- 
longed to the party of the socialist revo- 
lutionaries which had more support from 
the peasants, while the Bolsheviks were 
supported mainly by the extreme radical 
labor groups and were in the minority. 
The sessions of the constitutional as- 
sembly were started and continued a 
few days until the Bolsheviks ordered 
their Red Guard to disperse the consti- 
tutional assembly. 

It was the dispersal of the constitu- 
tional assembly which destroyed the 
chances of democracy in Russia, and sent 
the unfortunate nation on the road to 
oppression, violence, terror, and immense 
suffering. We are familiar with the hor- 
rible cruelty that followed, and running 
through it all was the scheme that one- 
tenth of the people should be given all 
rights, liberty, and unbounded power 
over the remaining nine-tenths. This 
nine-tenths was compelled to work and 
it was determined that the program of 
action should make use of slander, spy- 
ing, and the stifling of every genius in 
its infancy. These Bolsheviks had one 
aspiration—the murder of human per- 
sonality. There was an insatiable lust 
for power. There followed a wave of 
immorality that destroyed the family 
with widespread vice, sexual immodera- 
tion, self-will, and lawlessness. A deter- 
mined fight was made against religion 
and there existed a most intense hatred 
against the clergy and the fundamental 
principles of Christianity. To make the 
work successful there came a flood of 
mockery and a tremendous number of 
periodicals and books were printed at 
Government expense. In numerous so- 
cieties, subsidized by the Government, 
atheism was energetically introduced 
and spread among school children. Un- 
der the Communist dictatorship, mass 
murder and torture were the normal 
methods of administration introduced 
and applied by the ruling class of Marx- 
ian Communists, who were neither poor 
nor illiterate, but were godless, immoral, 
and inhuman. If the United States 
should become an active partner of the 
Soviet Union, we would be parties to all 
of these outrages against Christian civi- 
lization. 

Several years ago I made the predic- 
tion that the military success of the So- 
viet Union would result in the reoccupa- 
tion and sovietization of several small, 
mostly democratic countries, namely, 
Latvia, Estonia, Finland, Poland, and 





Bessarabia; that cruel mass murders 
would follow these reoccupations and 
that thereafter the Soviet Union would 
move further into Europe, probably into 
the Balkans and Scandinavia, organiz- 
ing and utilizing the scum of the local 
populations to set up governments 
friendly to Stalin. 

Josef Stalin took an active part in the 
recent campaign and made it perfectly 
clear that he preferred the reelection of 
Presidént Roosevelt and did not want 
Governor Dewey. Much of the New Deal 
propaganda was devoted to the selling of 
the proposition that only President 
Roosevelt could do business with Stalin. 
By a strange coincidence, the twenty- 
seventh anniversary of the “red” revolu- 
tion in Russia and our national election 
fell on November 7, 1944. Stalin took 
this occasion to indicate his strong pref- 
erence for President Roosevelt. In his 
speech at Boston on November 1, Gov- 
ernor Dewey had this to say of commu- 
nism and doubtless his words were not 
pleasing to Josef Stalin: 


Throughout the ages man’s greatest strug- 
gle is the struggle to be free—free to worship 
God; to have a family and family life; free to 
educate his children; to live in economic se- 
curity in his own home; to be able to have 
work of his own choosing; and to have a 
government which is a servant, not a master, 

Our Nation was founded by men and women 
who came here to athieve those things. They 
built their institutions in a deeply religious 
pattern and, by the Bill of Rights, they bound 
their Government to respect freedom of re- 
ligion and the dignity of the individual. Be- 
cause of what they did, we call America “the 
land of the free and the home of the brave,” 
but we cannot take our freedom for granted, 
nor can we afford to stop being brave. There 
always have been and always will be those 
who seek to destroy our freedoms. 

Nazi-ism and fascism are dying in the 
world. But the totalitarian idea is very much 
alive and we must not slip to its other form— 
communism. 

All of these concepts are enemies of free- 
dom and we must equally reject all of them. 
They would make the state supreme, give 
political power only to those who deny the 
supremacy of God and use that power to force 
all men to become cogs in a great material- 
istic machine. 

Under these systems, the individual cannot 
worship, vote, or think as he would, or con- 
duct his life as his own. Slavish obedience 
to the will gf the state is the first great Com- 
mand and the price of nonconformity is liqui- 
dation, either through violence or slow eco- 
nomic strangulation. 

Today that pagan philosophy is sweeping 
through much of the world. As we look 
abroad we see that in country after country 
its advocates are making a bid for power. 
We would be fools not to look for that same 
danger here. We have not far to look. Even 
Mr. Roosevelt has felt he must say that he 
does not welcome the support of any person 
or group committed to communism. 

This is as may be. The important facts are, 
first, that Mr. Roosevelt has so weakened and 
corrupted the Democratic Party that it is 
readily subject to capture and, second, that 
the forces of communism are, in fact, now 
engaged in capturing it. 

That danger can be surely met only by 
ending a situation which leaves vast power 
in tired hands. The Republican Party is not 
perfect. But one thing, at least, is sure: 
Neither the Communist group which Mr. 
Roosevelt professes to repudiate nor any 
other totalitarian group is making an effort 
to capture the Republican Party. They 
know how useless it would be. 
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To show how closely Governor D 
was calling a spade a spade, let me q 
in this connection from the spex 
Winston Churchill delivered on D 
ber 8, 1944, in the British Parliamen: 


Certainly the British Government 
be unworthy of confidence if His M 
forces were being used by them to disa 
friends of democracy in Greece and 
parts of Europe. 

The question, however, arises, and ons 
be permitted to dwell on it for a m 
Who are the friends of democracy, a: 
how is the word democracy to be inter; 

My idea of it is that the plain, h 
common man—Just the ordinary m 
Keeps a wife and family; who goes off t 
for his country when it is in trouble, a1 
to the poll at the appropriate time 
puts his cross on the ballot paper sh 
the candidate he wishes to be ele: 
Parliament—that is the foundation 
mocraty * ° *. 

We stand upon the foundation of 
free elections based on universal servic 
suffrage. That is what we consider the ! 
dation of democracy. I feel quite diff 
about a swindle democracy—a dem 
which calls itself a democracy, Decau 
is left wing. * * * The last thing t 
represents democracy is mob law that 
tempts to introduce a totalitarian regime 
clamors to shoot everyone who is polit 
inconvenient as part of a purge of those \ 
are very often said to be—but often have 
been—collaborators with the Germans dur- 
ing the occupation. 

Do not let us rate democracy so low as 
it were merely grabbing power and shor 
those who do not agree with us. That i 
democracy. That is the antithesis of den 
racy. * * * Democracy is not a harlot to 
be picked up in the street by a man with a 
tommygun. 


In the United States we have not yet 
reached the point of actual shooting 
We use the smear as a substitute tor 
bullets. If this sort of thing be not 
stopped as so eloquently expressed by 
Governor Dewey and Winston Churchill, 
the day is not far distant when democ- 
racy will have totally failed in the United 
States. 

I was marked by my political enemies 
soon after I came to Congress. Shortly 
atter I entered the House there was in- 
troduced on February 3, 1941, the Lend- 
Lease bill, H. R. 1776, reportedly to pro- 
mote the defense of the United States but 
which was in reality and has since been 
recognized by many as a bill to declare 
war. This violent departure from 
thoroughly established constitutional 
law was labeled by its proponents as a 
measure short of war. On the first day 
of the debate I took the floor to make 
the following comments: 

The Constitution has vested the Congress 
with specific powers to provide for the com- 
mon defense and general welfare by way o! 
taxation, to declare war, to raise and support 
armies, to provide and maintaim a navy, anc 
to make rules for the government and regu- 
lation of the land and naval forces. If the 
additional powers be granted to the Presi- 
dent, the Congress would clearly be guilt; 
of the abdication of these powers in favor 
of the President and to have delegated them 
to him. Both of these steps are clearly un- 
constitutional. * * * 

Is it not clear, then, that we must ap- 
proach the consideration of this bill 
though it were an act to declare war? The 
people will hold each and every Member of 
Congress responsible for his vote in this 
critical time. How many are ready to vote 


uo 
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rec 
liament questioning the 
the word “democracy” to 
and Communist governments 
me now confident that if Presi- 
Roosevelt had answered my letter 
him of August 22, 1941, in the spirit 
which it was written this great Nation 
uld never have become involved in the | future peace can 
ent World War. or air armament 








93809 





] arranging for con- 
feret with the Soviet Union to aid in 
defense 

Can anyone doubt what was in the 
President's mind en he made these 
statements? Why did he not answer my 
le r and inform the Congress and the 
American } ye what he was doing? If 
we 1 mere ( enal of democracy 

nd furnishing the t and not the 
nen, why did not the President take us 
1! »h confider ? 

It is perfe plain that the President 
had ¢ 1 toi re the Congress We 
I t bear in mind that the Axis Powe: 
( dofcC any, Italy, and Japan. 
W n the President made it Known that 
} aiding the Soviet Union, in con- 
junction with Br in, the war must } ; 
to the Pacific and that it ' only a ques- 
t of time until we would be involved 
in a war with both Germany and Jap 
It | be written in a recent book that 
following the conferences at sea in Au- 
gust, 1841, the President felt that he 
could baby Japan along for 3 or 4 
mont! Che result of such a course was 
the attack on Pearl Harbor on Decem- 
ber 7, 1941. It has recently been stated 
that Secretary of War Stimson and Sec- 
retary of the Navy Knox protested to the 
President against the ultimatum that 
was delivered to Japan on November 27, 
1241, because we were not prepared. I 
have no means of kni — that this is so. 


tr tT 


I do know that 
wered my letter 


But if the President had 


n the spirit in which 


it was written, the Congress would never 
have permitted the dastardly sneak at- 
tack on Pear! Harbor to occur. 

The smear artists have taken a great 
deal of satisfaction in charging that a 
great many Members of Congress were 
“cunderheads” because they did not 


know what was 
the President. 


going on in the mind of 
He did not take the Con- 


gress and the American people into his 
confidence, so we were working in the 
dark. With what fairness then can 
these smear artists refer to our speeches 
and utterances before Pearl Harbor to 
lay the foundation of the charge that 


we were ostriches? 

The old arguments—the ones we heard 
at the time of the passage of the Lend- 
Lease Act, becam dly shop-worn and 
obviously threadbare. New arguments 
must be contrived. Senator BarkKtLev, 
who had assured us on February 17, 1941, 
that the Lend- Act was a measure 
to avoid participation in war, said: 


e bs 


Lease 


This measure does not surrender the right 
of Congress to declare war. It not only pre- 
serves that constitutional right, which can- 
not be abrogated, but it requires the Presi- 
dent to come to Congress for the appropria- 
tion necessary to administer it, and also the 
authority to make contra for future execu- 
tion. This me: e does not confer upon the 
President the right to convoy ships across the 
ocean. It does not confer upon him the right 


to send American troops to Europe. 


Thereafter, the Senator came to Phila- 
delphia and speaks of “a little coterie of 
American ostriches.” He has taken up- 
on himself the task of preparing the 
American people for a close alliance with 


the Soviet Union, while he pauses to 
State: 
Neither the United States nor Great Britain 


thereby espouses the internal policies or the 


CONGRES 


litical philosophy which since the 


| l World 
War has guided the Soviet Republic. 


In answer to Senator BarKLey, I de- 
livered a radio address in which I stated: 
Exercising this type of sincerity and frank- 





I I state with confidence that when the 
permanent record of history is written of 
t period through which we are now passing, 
it will be stated that Hitler misjudged the 
rength of the Soviet armed forces, and the 
world underestimated the power of com- 
munisth. It is now 11 weeks since Hitler 
nvaded the land of the Soviets, and it will 
t mat months before he can expect 
any ching a victory. The siege 
of Ls 5¢ the siege of | Ma 
Wit! yn proachi1 Li cease 
l suppl: d by heavy artillery 
to 1 what ¥ once the mighty 
( rsburg. The front is 1,800 
r d no part of tl vast line 
aal i ed atalnst a counterat- 
t t Soviet fcrces This means 
t t hole ive of the war has been al- 
tere I tl t of an invasion by Hitler 
of our own soil or any part of the Western 
Hemisphere has vanished into thin air. 
What then could we expect? Hitler 


has been made to realize that he has a 
tremendous if not insurmountable task 
before him. He must now call upon his 

lily in the Pacific to cripple the United 
‘ss of America, which through Presi- 
ent Roosevelt, is furnishing vast aid to 
the Soviet Union. If the United States 
can become involved in a terrible war in 
he Pacific, then the chances of victory 


< 
Ca 
Oval 
a 


or the Axis Powers grows brighter. 
litler pursues his attack against the 
viet forces up to the very gates of 


scow where cruel and unrelenting 
inter freezes his mechanized units stiil 
hort of their goal. 
Can ‘anyone doubt that we have been 
ed Can anyone doubt that 
Hitler long before Pearl Harbor had 
passed the word to Japan to attack us? 
The Lend-Lease Act did not justify 
the President of the United States in his 
refusal to take the American people and 
the Congress into his confidence. You 
will note that I stated in my letter to the 
President under date of August 22, 1941, 
that the Lend-Lease Act was only per- 
missive in character and that its specific 
reservations prevented it from establish- 
ine a national policy. 
In my opinion, all of the future tragedy 

and suffering which will come to the 
world by the tremendous building of the 
power of the Soviet Union could have 
been avoided had the President taken 
the American people into his confidence, 
The words of Winston Churchill so re- 
cently uttered indicate the course of 
coming events. The dictatorship of the 
Soviet Union, with all of its class antag- 
onism and with all of its atheism, is on 
the march. Forces have been developed 
that perhaps cannot be controlled and 
none of this need have happened had the 
President taken the American people and 
the Congress into his confidence. In my 
opinion, Hitler would never have at- 
tacked the Soviet Union if he had not 
persuaded himself that we were not pre- 
pared to fight on two oceans. I opposed 
our entrance into the World War with 
all the power at my command but I am 
frank to say that had the President, in 
answer to my letter, called me to the 
White House and told me just what he 


cn 2 2?nreo 


~Y 
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had been doing and intended t I 
would have been the first one t 
advocated an aggressive program « 
magnitude that Hitler would hay 
stopped in his tracks. 

At this hour, we find our boy 
ing the brunt of the war on th 
ern front with a terrific struggle 
for the complete defeat of 
Britain and the Soviet Union are 
fving their gains for future exp] 
The Atlantic Charter is forgott 
the small nations are becoming t 
tlezrounds of guerrilla warfare. I 
Gifficult to conjecture how our b 
feel when they return. The | 

States — fights for a great id 
tl 1e slaughter must not be in vain 
st ontine Brown writing in the S 
Star, ishington, summarized th 
ent sil os on: 


Our major allies, it is obvious to 
those who want to blind themse 
lefinite political reasons in this war 
their desire and pressure to or 
peace of the world by zones of influe1 
United States, having no such obj 
mind as far as Europe is concerned, 
made the fighting itself—that is to 
military defeat of Germany—its sole \ 


jective. The major objective, the e 
ment of a durable peace in Europe | 
justice and high principles, has beer 
the shuffles which have come about s 
Moscow and Teheran parleys. 

The latent conflict of interests betwe 
U. S. S. R. and Great Britain in Iran, ( 
and Italy apparently has been so uns 
by the policy framers of this count 
they have given up if not officially, at 
in fact, the charter which guarantes 
sovereignty to all the oppressed nation 


The recent clashes in Europe, 
especially in Greece and Italy, con' 
us that the time has come for the Ll 
States to make a decision on the } : 
mount issue as to whether capitalis 
communism is going to be dominar 
the world of the future. Wendell Wil 
gave us his endorsement of One W 
but he assumed that there could b 
frierdly basis of cooperation and t! 
there would be no clash between nat 
or peoples. It is now quite evident | 
Winston Churchill is determined to dx 
utmost to see that it will not be a Com- 
munist One World. Mr. Willkie wa 
appointed when Winston Churchill fi 
announced that he did not intend tc 
uidate the British Empire. In his | 
One World, Mr. Wilikie wrote: 

That was one of the reasons why I w 
greatly distressed when Mr. Churchill s 
quently made his world-disturbing r 
“We mean to hold our own. I did not be 
His Majesty’s first Minister in order t 
side over the liquidation of the British | 
pire.” 


The internal ferment and open viole: 
attending the removal of the Nazi h 
on the peoples of the smal! nations < 
for quick action and there is no time ! 
idealistic plans. We are all forced 
admit that our failure to demand the k 
of a world we desired, before we got in 
the war up to our necks and gave av 
billions upon billions of dollars, render it 
impossible to obtain many of the ideali - 


tic objectives that have been cherished 
by so many internationally minded 
Americans, 
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‘RESS 


and sufferin dt ar To the 
admit that all Ol is And to God 








CON 


'TED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
FE} f Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee 1 on this dey present to the 
Preside for his approval, bills of t 
H ( e i I { 

tT I A } ct I t e eftec e 
7 x emerge y 
( td n ¢ l , 

H.R. 2644 A t to grant additic l pow- 
€ to e Cx 1 ners of the Dis ct of 
C i ther purp 

iR $27. An a to regulz boxing con- 
te d ¢ it ns in the District of Co- 
lumt! i for other Irpos¢ 

H.R. 4€67. A act extend the h 2 
regu 1 ( the D of C mbia 
G ent re ural W lin the District 
of ¢ i 

H.R. 5498. An act to amend the Mustcring- 
Oo I t Act of 1944, to provide a 
method for accomplishing certain mustering- 
out payments on behall ol mentally ais- 
abled veterans, and for other purposes; and 

H.R i3 n act extending the time for 


for the purpoce 
ns of the Internal Revenue 


other purposes, 


> of appointment 


Code, and for 
ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 38 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
tomorro'vy, Thursday, December 14, 1944, 
12 o'clock noon, 


at 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
2096. A from the Acting Cr 


letter 


airman, 








Civil Aeronautics Board, transmitting a 
quest that the time limit provided for by; 
Public Law No. 416 of the Seventy-eighth 
Congress be extended to December 30, 1944; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commer 

2097. A ym the Secretary of War, 


transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United St Army, dated April 11, 
1944, submitting a report, together with ac- 
companying } and illustrations, on a 
review of reports on Agate Bay Harbor, Minn., 
requested by a resolution of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, House of Representa- 
tives, adopted on August 8, 1941 (H. Doc. 
No. 805); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed with three 
illustrations 

2098. A letter from 
Office Contract 


letter fr¢ 
t 
ates 


apers 


the Deputy Director, 
Settlement, transmitting 
an estimate of personnel requirements for 
the quarter en March $1, 1945; to the 
Cx on the Civil Service. 

2099. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Ec mic Stabilization, transmitting a copy 
of the quarterly estimate of personnel re- 
quirements for the Office of Economic Stabi- 
lization for the quarter ending March 31, 
1945; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 


of 


ing 


mmittee 


2100. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Defense Transportation, transmitting a copy 


of the quarterly estimate of personnel re- 
quirements during the quarter ending March 
31, 1945; to the Committee on the Civil 
Service. 

2101. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
ran: ing a copy of the quarterly estimate 
of personnel requirements, setting forth the 
estimate of the number of employees required 
for the proper and efficient exercise of the 


t 
mitt 


G 


4 


Dn 
Av bud 
functions of the War Department, 
g March 31, 1945; 


the Civil Service. 


for the 
quarter to the Com- 


miilttee on 


enain 


REPORTS OF 
BILLS 


COMMITTEES ON 
AND RESOLUTIONS 


UBLIC 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing «nd reference to the proper 

landoar 
Ca ft ) 


pl 


ti 
ndar, as follows: 





Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Printing 
H Resolution 676. Resolution author- 
1; the printing of additional copies ol 
H e Report No. 1855, current session, en- 
titled “Economic Problems of the Reconver- 
sion Period,” for the use of the Special Com- 
mittee on Post-war Ec mic Policy and 
Planning; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2058). Referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 


House Joint Resolution 194. Joint resolu- 
tion designating November 19, the anniver- 
sary of Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address, as Dedi- 
cation Day; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2059). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida: Committee on 
he Public Lands. S. 1819. An act to repeal 
1e acts of August 15, 1935, and January 29, 


40, relating to the establishment of the 
atrick Henry National Monument and the 
acquisition of the estate of Patrick Henry, in 


Charlotte County, Va.; without amendment 





(Rept. No. 2060). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KEFAUVER: Committee on the Judi- 
ci House Joint Resolution 320. Joint 
resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States relative to 
the makir treaties; without amendment 
(Rep 0. 2061) Referred to the House 
Calendar 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on the Dis- 


position of Executive Papers. House Report 
No. 2062. Report on the disposition of cer- 
tain papers of sundry executive departments. 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on the Dis- 
position of Executive Papers. House Report 
No. 2063. Report on the disposition of cer- 
tain papers of sundry executive departments. 
Ordered to be printed 

Mr. HOWELL: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. S. 1159. An act creat- 
ing the City of Clinton Bridge Commission 
and authorizing said commission and its suc- 
cessors to acquire by purchase or condemna- 
tion and to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi 
River at or near Clinton, Iowa, and at or near 
Fulton, I1l.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2064). Referred to the House Calendar. 








PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mrs. BOLTON: 

H.R. 5618. A bill to provide additional pay 
for enlisted men of the Army assigned to the 
Medical Corps who are awarded the Medical 

‘ps valor badge; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs 

By Mr. CANNON of Missouri: 

H.R. 5619. A bill to amend section 8 of the 
entitled “An act to amend the act en- 
titled ‘An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construction 
of rural post roads, and for other purposes, 
approved July 11, 1916, amended and 
supplemented, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 13, 1943; to the Committee or 
Roads. 

By Mr. DIRKSEN: 

H. Con. Res. 104. Concurrent resolution ex- 

pressing the thanks of Congress for the con- 





act 


as 
as 
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r 
tribution to the victory effort b 
by the Nation’s children; to the C 
on the Library 
By Mr O'TOOLE: 

H. Res. 677. Resolution to in 
meat situation in the city of N 
the Committee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII 
morials were presented and ref 
follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorials 
Legislature of the Dominican Re 
affirming the solidarity of the Dom 
public with the United States of A 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIi« 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, | 
bills and resclutions were introcu 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREWS of Alabama: 

H.R.5620. A bill for the relief 
Clara M. Fortner; to the Commit 
Claims. 

By Mr. HERTER: 

H.R. 5621. A bill for the relief of ¢ 

Reed; to the Committee on Claim 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, peti 
and papers were laid on the Cierk’: 
and referred as follows: 

6245. By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of § 
Bondurant and 24 other citizens of Tor 
ton, Fort Laramie, and Yoder, Wyo., t 
support of the Bryson dry enabling an 
ment, House Joint Resolution 143; t 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

6246. By Mr. GWYNNE: Petition s 
by 66 residents of Marshall County, | 
urging the enactment of House bill 20:2 
prohibit the manufacture, sale, or trans} - 


tion of alcoholic liquors in the United St 
for the duration of the war; to the Comm.t- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


6247. By Mr. ROLPH: Resolution of.¢ 
fornia Society, Sons of the American R 
olution, dated November 13, 1944, end 
House bill 5081; to the Committee on 


Judiciary. 

6248 By the SPEAKER: Petition of vari- 
ous employees of Grand Central Annex 
office, New York, N. Y., petitioning consid 
tion of their resolution with reference 
urging immediate passage of House bill 47! 
to the Committee on the Post Office and I 
Roads. 





SENATE 
Tuurspay, DECEMBER 14, 19144 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, Novem 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridi: 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brov 
Harris, D. D., offered the followil 
prayer: 

Our Father God, in bewilderment and 
deep need we come, bitterly conscio! 
that what the world prepares to ¢ 
brate with merriment and light is 
largely as yeta memory andahope. W 


confess that this birthday of the Chi! 
finds more children orphaned and home- 








LAX 1 


JO 


were referred for examination and rec- 
ommendation two lists of records trans- 
mitted to the Senate by the Archivist of 
the United States that appeared to have 


no permanent value or historical inter- 
est, submitted reports thereon pursuant 
to law. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


RAWAY, from the Committee 
1 








( Enrolled Bills, reported that on De- 
cember 13, 1944, that committee pre- 
d to the President of the United 
i es the following enrolled bills: 
S ). Al 1 I I conveyanc 
( I pe 1e S e of North Da- 
I 
I A ac p é hat the t - 
I Col ] ain ¢ 1t n 
\ ss -I Thom} I 
be k Alva B. Adar un- 
i ). An t to ¢ horize t 
I t dispose of ¢ 
nere ( a the n¢ l 
In be I I kn ) Sherman 
I itute, Cali I 
Bk 7 ict to amend section 1, act of 
June 29, 1940 (545 703), for the acquisi- 
tion of Indian lands for the Grand Coules 
D i Reservoi d for other purposes; 
5.1 3. Al t to authorize the Secretary 
( Agriculture com nise ju oI 
cancel cert 1 indebtedne and for othe 
J 
S.1 1. Al t uth 
ot he N convey t< 
\ ¢ a ¢ poratk for 


servation at Norfolk, Va.; 


amend section 99 of 


amended, so as te 


_ 
the 





» change 














1e te f the district court, for the District 
of N Dakota at Minot, N. Dak.; 

S. 19 An act to regulate in the District 
of Col dia the transfer of shares of stock 
in ( tions .nd to make uniform the 
law with reference thereto; 

S. 2019. An act to establish the grade of 
Fieet Admiral of the United States Navy; t 
é blish the grade of General of the Army, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 2105. An act to amend and supplement 
the Fec i Act, approved July 11, 
1916 nd and supplemented, to 

uthorize r ions for the post-war 
c 1c 1 of highways and bridges, to 
eliminat hazards at railroad grade cross- 
ings, to provide for the immediate prepara- 
t p s, and for other es; and 


purpo 
rize the dissolution 
Associa 


the transfer of its 


S. 2205. An act to auth 
Women’s Christian 


I trict of Cx 


tion of the 


lumbia and 
JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 

ir. CLARK of Missouri, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a joint resolution ‘S. 
164) to extend for 90 days the time 
or filing a report by the Civil Aeronau- 
to multiple taxation 
which was read twice by 
to the Committee 


~ 


f 

t Board relating 
of air commerce 

its title and referred 
on Commerce. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 3690) to safeguard the 
admission of evidence in certain casé 


Qo 
was read twice by its title and referred 
t Committee on the Judiciary. 
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CONTINUATION OF WAR CONTRACTS SUB- 
COMMITTEE OF COMMITTEE ON MILI- 
TARY AFFAIRS 


Mr. MURRAY submitted the following 









ré ution (S. Res. 354), which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Af- 
lalrs: 
R lved, That the authority conferred by | 
Senate Resolution 198, Seventy-eighth Con- | 
gress, agreed to February 8, 1944, and Senate | 
R lution 288, Seventy-eighth Congres | 
agreed to May 25, 1944 (authorizing the War | 
Contracts Subcommittee of the Committee 
on Militar rs to investigate war con- 
t lation of war contracts, and re- | 
] yroblems), is hereby continued through 
M , 1945 


STATE DEPARTMENT 
EDITORIAL FROM 
RECORD 


NOMINATIONS— 
THE PHILADELPHIA 


Mr. GUFFEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the REcorRp an editorial en- 
titl “Red-Blooded War for Blue-Bloocded 
Peace published in the Philadelphia Rec- 
ord of December 14, 1944, dealing with the 


the State 


appears in the Appendix. ] 

THE LAND ODOGRAPH—ARTICLE BY 

ARTHUR SYLVESTER 

{Mr. HAWKES asked and obtained leave to | 
have printed in the REcorp an article on the 
subject of the land odograph, written by Mr. 
Arthur Sylvester, chief of the Washington 
bureau of the Newark (N. J.) Evening News 
and published in the August 30, 1944, edi- 
tion of the Newark Evening News, which ap- 
pears in the Appendix.] 
CROP INSURANCE 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4911) to amend the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the senior Senator from 
South Carolina (Mr. Maysanx], which 
will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed 
to insert at the proper place in the bill 
the following: 

Sec. —. The first sentence of the twelfth 
paragraph of section 19 of the Federal Re- 
serve Act, as amended (relating to the pay- 


ntments to Department, 











ment of interest by member banks on de- 
mand deposits), is amended by inserting 
before the period at the end thereof a colon 
and the following: “Provided further, That 
this paragraph shall not be deenied to pro- 
hibit the absorption of exchange or collec- 
tion charges by member Danks.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will also state the unanimous-consent 
agreement entered into yesterday. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, by unanimous consent, That on 
Thursday, December 14, 1944, at not later 
than 2 o’clock p. m., the Senate shall proceed 
to vote upon the pending amendment and 


all amendments thereto. The time to be 
equally divided and controlled by the Sena- | 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. Maysanx] 
for the proponents, and the Senator from | 





New York [Mr. WaGner] for the cpponents. 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, the pro- 
posed amendment, the so-called Brown- 
Maybank bill, has been pending before 
he Committee on Banking and Cur- 


4ic 
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rency, and that committee is now 
midst of hearings. The hearing 
ceeded this morning. I myself 
waiting until I could get opportu 
examine the members of the I 
Reserve Board and the Federal! I 
Insurance Corporation before 
making up my mind. 

In view of the fact that the S 
proceeding with the bill as an ; 
ment to the pending crop-insuran 
I asked Mr. Eccles to submit an: 
ment he might care to make. H 
already prepared the statement 
he was scheduled to make b 
committee on Friday mornings 
furnished me a copy of the sta 
which I ask to have printed in t 
of the Recorp as part of my rer 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the 
jection? 

There being no objection, the 
ment was ordered to be printed 
Recorp, as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, y after Mr 
intrcduced his bill, the Board, in re 
the committee’s request, made a f 
port. If it is agreeable to the comm 
suggest that the Board’s general 
Mr. Dreibelbis, read the Board's rep< 
on. He will undertake to answer suc! 
tions as the members of the committ 
wish to ask concerning the contents 
report or any of the details involved 

I would like also to suggest that 
the correspondence on the subject 
committee's files, pro and con, be in 
in the record. In the House it was 
you know, that no one was opposed 
bill except the Beard. This is really tl 
time opponents, other than the Board 
had an opportunity to be heard. For 
sons beyond anyone’s control and 
everyone understands, it has been p 
for only a few members of the committ 
hear the testimony which has been offer 
hope that members of the committe: 
have time to see what the many banks 
sociations, trade associations, banker 
businessmen have to say about the pe: 
propesal. It is for these reasons th 
suggestion is made 

I shall try to confine my statement t 
broader implications of the proposed k 
tion and to certain matters which s 
tinent in the light of developments since 
Board's report. 

First, I understand that the question 
been asked why, if this law has been i 
books since 1933, was it not enforced u 
September 1943? I understand also th 
has been said, with all the innuendos ¥ 
such a statement implies, that the B 
action was taken only after the sudden « 
of Representative Steagall in the latter 
of November 1943. 

Let me say that there never has be 
time since I have been on the Board wh 
of the Board have not believed that 
absorption of exchange by a member bank 
der the circumstances outlined in its 
lished ruling of September 1943 was a \ 
tion of the statute Congress enacted. In 
cember 1935, the Board prcposed to inc 
rate in its regulation Q language which 
many words, would so provide. The F. D.I 
refused to go along in its corresponding 1 
lation applicable to nonmember insi 
banks, so the Board postponed the effex 
date of its proposed amendment. The B 
did so because it seemed extremely ut: 
tunate that member banks should o} 
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D. 1. C. and the Board’s regulation | abolish the dual banking system and to make | WOW 
nended to provide that, for the pur- it easy for the extension of branch banking t l 
h regulations, “interest” should | by striking at the existence of banks = 
ny payment to or for the account of “Absurd charges, such as these, illustrate : 
itor as compensation for the use of } ng o which the proponents have to reé 
tituting a deposit.” The regula- . ich t Federal Re- that 
both agencies thereupon erned to the dual 
in this respect. At the same time d} t bu 
i and the F. D. I. C. issued a Joint the law de ed t t 
t for the press in which it was I e it ] e for more § ks t : : 
ye me membée There ‘ ¢ time ( t 
over 1.700 1 mber State bar , the M 
Board and ¢€ I ral Reserve bank v . 
there- were 1 Stra € I 1e ( I 
t of the very same ¢ ! ' he t r 
I d ut to de roy the t . I 
( r oc e€ eq r f 
+ e 2 + ( ic - i C + r 
banks to | ! ! ! 
On the er of the Syster in | } 
> def e program which | t t] b I point to t t t t 
huge G ment finan pro- of t l me ! ‘ip of pr r 6,700 
opportunity for investment in banks, over 5,000 had dey D . 
t obligat 5; on a le 1 one I 1943, « than § peach. Ove! 
t e thou t of The | ¢ 7 200 f had der ts of less t mn 62- I iit 
i been one in which n ney 1 - 00 ) ¢ I C pare t} \ it : = t 
sa dr on market Some par t At ed to tl t t 
ise of the assessment for dey it some very interesting statistics « nar , 
d the lack of investment oppor- par and nor : nks as t t nt . f 
re even trying to decrease their de- and size. It is apparent that if this bill i unre 
Board had hoped the problem of enacted, it will be to favor a very small 
rption would solve itself but it y of | holding a st smaller pro- ] 
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Nevada 


New Hampshire__- 


New Jersey = 
New Mexico 
N vy ¥ h 


North Carolina. ..- 


North Dakota 
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Pennsylvania 
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! Includes (a) 102 private banks that do not report to 
State banking departments, in Georgia, lowa, Michigan, 


Arkansas, 


Excludes (a) all nonmember mutual! savings banks, on a 


and ‘Texas, (4) 13 ° 
few of which some cl 
industrial banks 

I es 3 mutual 


trust ¢ panies, 


! 51 nonmember 
‘4 nonmember nondeposit trust 
con: panies on which no checks are drawn 


ndeposit 
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t Ineludes (a) 102 private banks that do not report to State banking departments in Georgia, Iowa, M ic 





Ks are drawn 


13 “cooperative’’ banks in Arkansas. Excludes (a) all nonmember motual! savings banks, on a { 
becks are drawn, (U) 51 nonmember industria) banks and 4 nonmember nondeposit trust companies 


Comprises all member banks, including 3 mutua! savings banks and 5 nondeposit trust companies 


Note.—T his table does not include deposits of industrial banks and “trust balances’’ of nondeposit trust « 
on which no checks are drawn; also, deposit figures in this table are aggregates of December 1943 figures r 
banks that were in existence in June i144. Consequently they differ from total deposits in December 1943 
then in existence. The member bank figures include, and the nonmember bank figures exclude. deposit: 


that became members between December 1943 and June 1944. 


Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, there are 
on file with the Committee on Banking 
and Currency some 3,695 communica- 
tions relating to the Brown-Maybank 
bill, and, of those, 3,081 are from persons 
or organizations opposed to the bill. 

I might say further that the State 
banking associations in some 25 States 
have acted in opposition to the Maybank 
bill and submitted resolutions to the 
committee; namely, the State banking 
associations of Colorado, Connecticut, 
the District of Columbia, Idaho, Dlinois, 
Indiana, Kansas, Maine, Maryland, Mas- 
sachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, Montana, New Hampshire. New 
Jersey, New Mexico, New York, Ohio, 
Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Utah, Vermont, 
West Virginia, and Wyoming. 

Mr. President, the Maybank bill at- 
tempts to amend the section of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Act which provides: 

The Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System is authorized * * * to de- 


termine what shall be deemed to be a | 
ment of interest, and to prescribe such : 
and regulations as it may deem necessa 
effectuate the purposes of this section 


prevent evasions thereof. 


The Pederal Reserve Act provide 


section 12: 


No member bank shall, directly or 
rectly, by any device whatsoever, pay any 
terest on any deposit which is payable 
demand. 


The practice which exists among 
par banks, affecting a very small 
centage of the total deposits of this c: 
try, is to charge exchange on ch 


drawn on those banks. 


For instanc: 
I am living in @ small town, and I ha 
@ deposit in a non-par bank, I can 
course go to that bank with my ch 
and draw out the money without p 
ment of exchange, but if Isend my chi 
to Chicago in payment of a bill, we will 
say, and the Chicago man deposits 

check in his bank, the Chicago bank 








object to accepting less than 
amount of a check In States 
ca or South Dakcta t se e@X- 
( rges are not absorbed. The 
bank do not absorb them 





individual who received the 
pre heck to the bank | 
i yi y 
J ly the depositors do not partic- 
such a practi and in some | 
has gradually driven av | 
rs from the nonpar banks. V 
I f from Nebras} 1b ore 
> who testified t t f 


} lias a a i+ n . 
peen oni il make it 1n n- 


¢ 1 non Of 
€ no 1 } \ 
; 
( } { 
n ¢ ) 
t C y T 
9) ) ¢ = 
} 
} 7 


( t 1t 1s } } 
’ 
( i i i ( - 
I in \ m 
_ 
0 
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( 
e> I IS p - 
it tnem C 
( lr ] illy t n argu- 
3 | yment of cor } 
but Conere has t ! 
t here s! ild b ho ¢ l- 
a7 1 for < land ¢ ts in 
Un iz s. That has been re- 


I ral Reserve Act. We prohibit the 
nt of interest. We say in effect 

to permit the payment of any com- 

ion for demand deposits creates 

n unfortunate condition in the banking 
iness, and that it tends to draw the 
hey away from local districts, where | 

















] LO y { ( co - 
n in the form of t absorption of 

ex inge cha 

terms of t F¢ ral Rese 1 The 


No 1 t t 
( € y ( I uecy v - 
t 

Certainly that is an indication to Con- 
gress that they intend a broad definition 
of these terms. As a matter of fact, the 
F¢ R ¥ board i Ss ne oe ied 
a regulation ying that ex 
CI > ¢ I i ) « JE ¢ 7: I U- 


a" 
4 

_ 

~ 


f a c f f 
. 5 at . : 
So t Board and the F. D. I. C. are in 
+ ? ¥ 
é men s lar a Oill ul Ie l 


are concerned that exchange cha 
may be absorbed unless the payment of 
those charges is used as a device for the 
payment of interest. 

The particular case which the Federal 
Reserve Board ruled on was a case of this 
sort. The bank had absorbed exchange 
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cted before this time. As I have pointed 
out, the Board has ruled on a particular 
case. Incidentally, any bank can dispute 
the validity of the regulation. I do not 
think it would be done, because the regu- 
latic is clearly valid. Any bank to 
which the Federal Reserve Board says, 
“You cannot absorb exchange charges” 
may cooperate with its depositing bank 
to take the to court for a deter- 


case 


mination of what the law actually is, or 
whether in its particular case it has been 
using exchange charges as a device to 
pay interest on demand deposits. That 


qu ion can be taken to court. 
It seems to me that it would probably 
be better to leave the question to be de- 


termined in each indivi 


jual case, and let 
the courts permit interest to be paid in 
( in which it the customary prac- 
tice, with no relation to the mon on 
der t in compensating balances. 
T re would still be the threat against 
the extension of the practice. That 
would remain in the law as it is today. 
I no re n why we should attempt, 
by a sweeping regulation, to authorize a 


practice which, if extended, would cer- 
tainly break down the whole prohibition 
against the payment of interest, and 
would break down the effort to obtain 
par clearance throughout the United 


state 


Mr. 


First, I understand that the questic n has 
been asked, Why, if this law has been in the 
books since 1933, was it not enforced until 
September 1943? * * * 

Let me say that never has been a 
time since I have been on the Board when 
the Board have not believed that the 
absorption of exchange by a member bank 
under the circumstances outlined in its pub- 
lished ruling of September 1943 was a vio- 
lation of the statute Congress enacted. In 
December 1935 the Board proposed to in- 


Eccles says in his report: 


there 


all of 


corporate in its Regulation @Q@ language 
which, in so many words, would so pro- 
vide. The F. D. I. C. refused to go along 
in its corresponding regulation applicable 


to nonmember insured banks so the Board 
postponed the effective date of its proposed 
amendment. The Board did so because it 
seemed extremely unfortunate that member 
banks should operate under one rule and 
nonmember banks under another. It hoped 
to be able to find some basis for agreement 
between the two viewpoints and to avoid 
he very situation which now exists. 

In December of 1936 the Board again pro- 
posed an amendment to its Regulation Q 
along the lines of the 1935 proposal. It was 
at that time that Chairman Steagall, of the 
House Banking and Currency Committee, and 
the chairman of this committee asked the 
Board ain to defer the effective date of 
the proposed amendment. Some Members 
of Congress indicated that they had in mind 
proposing an amendment to the statute. 
The Board acceded to the request for a de- 
ferment, but it did not recede from its posi- 
tion. 


He then quotes from a letter which he 
wrote to Chairman Steagall on January 
30, 1937, stating that the Board would 
defer further action because of the re- 
quest of Congress, and the proposal that 
legislation would be brought before Con- 
gress to clarify the situation. 

Continuing with Mr. Eccles’ 
ment: 

Before May 1, 1937, the Board conceived 
the idea and suggested to Mr. Crowley that 
the lawyers of the two agencies get together 


state- 


nd write a definition 
uld merely res 
said in defining 


of interest which 
tate what the courts have 
the term. This was done 
nd on February 12, 1937, the applicable reg- 


i] n of the F. D. I. C. and the Board’s 
egulation Q, were amended to provide that, 
the purposes of both regulations, “in- 


terest” should mean “any payment to or for 
the account of any depositor a; compensa- 
tion for the use of funds constituting a 

I " The regulations of both 


ceposit agencies 





upon became uniform in this respect. 

the same time the Board and the 
F. D. I. C. issued a joint statement for the 
pre in which it was pointed out that the 
effect of the amendments was to declar 
existing law 1 ti to interpret and 
pply the law articular practices. 





Mr. President, I do not think it is nec- 
essary for me to read all of Mr. Eccles’ 
history of the actions of the Board; 
but I think it is perfectly clear that the 
Board has always maintained that this 
practice could become, and was becom- 
ing, a payment of interest; that it was 
breaking down the Board’s rules; and 
that the Board only waited until a par- 
ticular case could come before it, in 
which the facts clearly showed that it 
was being used as a payment of inter- 
est, to make the ruling of September 
1943. 

Furthermore, no rule has ever been 
made which absolutely prohibits the ab- 
sorption of exchange charges. The 
Board is merely interpreting the statute. 
The courts are free to interpret the stat- 
ute in some other way. 

Mr. President, I believe that it is most 
unfortunate for the Senate to counte- 
nance the practice of taking a bill away 
from a committee, by means of attach- 
ing it as an amendment to another bill, 
with which it has nothing whatever to do. 
It is obvious to me in this case that there 
is at least some prospect, if we consider 
the proposed amendments, of arriving at 
an agreement in the committee. I do not 
see how it can be done on the floor of 
the Senate. That is a further reason 
why these matters should be considered 
carefully by the committee. Until the 
committee has shown an unwillingness 
to act, or its opposition to the bill, there 
seems to be no reason why it should be 
offered as an amendment to the pending 
bill. I know that the chairman of the 
committee feels strongly that the com- 
mittee should not be deprived of juris- 
diction. I feel very confident that the 
measure proposed is of such a sweeping 
character that it would not only protect 
the existing practice where iit already 
exists, regardless of its merits, but would 
also open the door much wider than at 
present to the general extension of this 
practice to States in which it does not 
exist. Probably in a good many more 
than a majority of the States the prac- 
tice does not exist; and certainly we 
have the right to ask that no change in 
the law be made which would introduce 
that practice into other States, regard- 
less of what its merits may be in the 
States in which it now exists. 

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, 
yesterday I discussed certain points 
which have arisen in the course of this 
debate on the pending amendment. To- 
day I have before me an article written 
by Walter Wyatt, who is a distinguished 
lawyer of Washington, and also general 
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counsel for the Federal Reserve §) 
It is especially to be noted that th 
expressed by him are not stated 
official capacity as counsel for th 
eral Reserve System; yet we 
he speaks with authority on this 

he title of the article is “The Par ¢ 
ance Controversy.” It was publi 
the Virginia Law Review for Jur 
I ask unanimous consent to have 
in the Recorp at this point as a | 
my remarks certain excerpts f: 
Wyatt's article. I ask that the f 
showing the authorities cited be « 
The statement given here is a ; 
of the history of this controv 
the conclusions of this authority 
the subject. 

There being no objection, the « 
were ordered to be printed in the ! 
as follows: 


rr) 
Ai 


THE Par CLEARANCE CONTROV! 

The par clearance controversy, wh 
in Congress during the considerat 
original Federal Reserve Act in 1 
revised by the so-called Hardwick 
ment in 1917, and was fought ou 
courts during the 1920's, has rec 
reopened by the introduction of Cer 
in Congress. It is essentially a « 
between banks and commercial int¢ 
the one hand which wish to have cl 
culate freely at full face value and 
minority of banks on the other ha 
wish to derive a profit from the obsol« 
tice of deducting so-called exchang: 
when remitting to out-of-town poi 
checks drawn upon themselves. 

This controversy originated when 
Carter Guass, of Virginia, incorporat 
original Federal Reserve Act, of which ! 
the author, provisions designed to pr« 
the collection of checks at par by the 
eral Reserve banks. It was revived 
when a committee of bankers sought t 
a rider for the purpose of restoring t 
ber banks of the Federal Reserve System 
preserving to nonmember banks 
to exact exchange charges attached t 
containing important wartime amend 
to the Federal Reserve Act. This efi 
resisted successfully, but the resulti 
lation was so ambiguous and self-c 
dictory that the battle was continued in 
courts. It resulted in several decis 
national importance by the Supreme C 
of the United States. 

It appeared that this controve! 
settled by these decisions and by cert 
ifications in the check collection p 
of the Federal Reserve system. How 
it has been reopened by certain bills i 
duced in Congress in January 1944, w! 
involve the question only indirectly but 
enactment of which would have unfortu 
effects upon our banking system. 


th 
Alf 


HOW PRESENT CONTROVERSY AROSE 

Competition between banks for th 
posits of other banks and large corp 
resulted during the 1920's in the undue 
centration of such deposits in banks \ 
were willing to engage in unsound c 
tion for them, usually by paying exc 
rates of interest. The banking difficult 
1932 and 1933 were accentuated and incr 
by the sudden withdrawal of such dep 
especially by large corporations having | 
balances in numerous different banks. 1 
precipitated the failure of several large b 
in piaces like Detroit, Baltimore, and C! 
land. The failure of these banks pu 
down numerous other banks which had ¢ 
trusted their reserves to them, precipit: 
State-wide “banking holidays” in States 
Michigan, Maryland, and Ohio, and ¢ 
uting very largely to the Nation-wide sus; 
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a\ with the autocratic, bureaucratic 
ruling of the Federal Reserve Board than 
they are in their support of the crop- 
Insurance bi So, Mr. President, if the 
pen amendment be adopted to the 
crop-in ! bill, Iam sure it will heip 
t! L e of that bill in the House of 
R est Ir offer that as 
a su tion to the Senator from Okla- 
h 
ir.. F the } nt lation j 
oO! t I boys are lined up 
{ eb It i ( e of 
bal ‘ nst the large city 








} Ym J U0 « tne ‘ 
Mr. ¢ is very ! y in favor of 
the } of the Mayl k bill 

Mr. | dent, I < unanimous .con- 
sent to have printed at this point in the 
REcORD, aS a part of my remarks, two 
statements made by Mr. Crowley in sup- 
port of the bill. One of them begins on 
pa 112 oft House hearings. At that 
time Mr. Crowley pointed out the im- 


ry n 
UT Lali 


! the bill, and 
he al 


out the ul- 
bill, and he 
erve Sys- 
really after, 

oy the 2,400 or 2,700 small 
enjoying the right and 
their exchange fees 
pondent bar 
my time is very 
limited, I ask unanimous consent to have 
ed in the Recorp Mr. Crowley’ 


sins on page 


ol 


save 


e of the pa 
o teok oce 
timate effect of 
intimated what 
tem or those behir 
namely, to de 





orbed by their corre 


since 





ing and also his state- 
ment which begins on page 669 of those 
heari! { Mr. Crowley was called be- 


ee a second time, and 
atement he emphasized 
out in his first 


state- 


ments were ordered to be vrinted in the 

Recorp, as follows: 

ABSORPT ANGE CHARGES—-STATEMENT 
( LEO T. ¢ VLEY, CHAIRMAN, FEDERAL DE- 
POSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 

(I vy, December 17, 1943) 


Mr. Chairman and members 
( I ¢ [ have a \ tten atement 
present later, but I 
W Id like to say a few words first 

] Ransom, Mr. McKee, 





and their associates have made a very thor- 
( h u of this question and have gone 
into § t de 1 and I might say they are 
all dea riends of mine and I hate to be in 
d eement with them, especially on bank- 
ing matter 1] of the time; but, funda- 
me! lly, t re i 1 difference between us 

dweh little difficulty in agreeing on 
s e things. Ff n administrative stand- 
point, we get along very nicely 

: a ; unfortunate hat this has 
col up ji t th time hen the Con- 
gress, apparently, is thinking about recessing 
for a whil I would like to have an op- 
portunity to spend some time with this com- 
mittee on this regulation and I am sure it 
cannot be done in half an hour's time. or an 
hou hat we might have this morning 

Iam also sorry that Mr -agall is not here. 





through this regulation several 
years ago and it v.as indicated then that this 
many Members of Congress 
matter deferred he matter of 
interpreted by the Federal Re- 




















g e | been on the books since 1933. I 
appreciate Mr. Ransom is a very conscien- 
t dividual and wants to carry cut the 
es of Congress 
We, t want to carry out the wishes of 
C f but I fail to find anywhere in the 
direction from Conzress it ever indicated a 
( ( 
i e oY 
1 I 
( 
! , 
I 
I 
} 
a A ed ut 4 u 
( el Clg r¢ I 
( t has inc I 
1 ¢ a i t th Feds R e 
I have the ithority to do 
He n the que n of absor a 
f ( e, or the question of 1 f 
by sorbing exchange, what is the 
ciffe In a practical sense, if you € 
f y to talk about payirg intere when 
s -I C carries an account with a 
I it clears all of their checks and han- 
cle them for them without the service 
( rge, where they maintain a balance of 
$1 00. hat is the difference whether 
the | credit for that balance by way 
of free service in clearing checks or by way 
f al ng exchange? Now, they do that 
1 tl h the banking system. If you have 
an C iual checking account and maintain 
a tk of three, four, or five thousand dol- 
lars, you will find you do not pay the service 
charge that the housewife, who has only $100 
t ) doe on the items that she sends 
throuch Now, if tha much of an 
é payment of int absorption of 
€ I do not knov yvcu would call 
i It k that C € 





intended, in 
ange any more tl 


{ 
I certainly have 











fo d no evidence that Congress intended 
ri t the Federal Reserve or the Federal 
Derosit would ¢ law th ex ze charges 

Now, tl net result of this indirect action 
is you have some two or thi or four 
t d banks that may be material 
{ d The amount of exchange that 
] > nks are absorbing is very, very nomi- 
nal in the whole banking system 

] matter has been grossly exa¢ 
to tl i el and effect that i 
} king stem. Furthermore, I h 
I 1 believer in free enterprise in 

stem; tl banks ought to 
upervise themselves on certain p 


10n the Government to mans 
institutions and to determine what practices 
hould pursue and what practices they 
ot pursue. 
ainly if we were up here to urge Con- 
some regulation that might 
ct the interest rates that banks could 
charge on loans, you would hear a cry in holy 
horror that we were interfering with free 





cress to pass 





enterprise, but people apparently seem to be 
v 1g, re it is financially to their ad- 
vantage, not to object to interference. 


net result of the Federal Re- 
ruling is this: First, it forces 
par clearance; secondly, it very definitely 

tects irnings of a lot of little banks. 
he next step, in my judgment, is that you 
eak your little banker: you eliminate him 
from your banking picture, and the advo- 
branch banking immediately will 
along and say, “Now, this little com- 
munity is in need of a bank and cannot sup- 
an independent bank, so that we have 
ye a branch bank to serve that com- 








cates of 











munity 
Now, I do not think this ruling relates to 
1 the matter of exchange in these little 
banks; I think a very fundamental issue is 
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to take plenty of time to understand 
the elements that may be involved, b 
I think that, as you go along, you vy 
there are fundamental differences in | 






ciple between the Federal Reserve 
Federal Deposit Insurance Idc not 
Federal Reserve are opposed to t 


bank as such, but my experience 
State banks versus your national 














¢ we have had ; t of exy 
t r ttitude toward small bar 
nection with war cor t advanc ( 
ernment dep nd the late ru 
that every move h been made to di 
nate nst t I s of the } > 1 
ber bank. And when the D sit I 
system was set 1 it ¥ ery ¢ 
understood tl deposit insu ce 
be used as that type of vehicle 
Ss I to you, I think there 
‘ ] is thir ae ry) ft 
e large ban! 
these fell 
illion dol 3. 
they are rl 
e is a lot more 1 


the Supreme (¢ 


should construe the definition of i 





the Federal Reserve Board to be 
unsound; then, of course, the Federal 
serve Board would be ] x tl ] 
reference to their inter a n of tl 





























“interest”; is that true? 

Mr. Crow.ey. That is right 

Mr. Crawrorp. Could I ask Mr. Cr« 
question on the statement he just m 
Would you include in your general « 
tion there, where you ment ed < 
and the absorption of exchange and 
other matters that you did specifically 1 
tion, all of which tend to operate < 
the operation of the small banks, the ¢ 
of the Government lending agencies on 
earning? I notice you did not n 
and I wondered if you would care to in 
that in your remarks 

Mr. Crow Ley. Congre iz 
position is very well know v 
very definite letters to x e 
ulso to the Senate committee, where I 


agreed with the small bank on the efi 
those things on the smal I 

Mr. CrawFrorbD. Well, which is the 
sum involved—this eight or nine mill ( 
lars that you mentioned or the Ik 





small country banks incidental to G 
ment lending? 

Mr. Crow.ey. Let me say this to you: If 
you ask me which arm I want to have cut 


my right or my left, I would raise the 
tion whether you ought to cut either 
them off. I agree with you on that, th 
does affect the little banks 
Let me say this to you: We do an 
lot of talking all time out what 
are going to do for the small business! 
what we are going to do for the small b 
The small banks just do not have the 
vocates to come befcre you men and p! 
their viewpoint. They are scattered all 
the United States, and one reason why 
are small is because they are weaker tl 
the larger group. And many, many of 
larger banks are giving the small 
service on this regulation here; 
indicating to them they are all I 
with them, but they do not care about 
thing, although at any time there is 
legislation here which affects the 
banks’ interests they will use the 
lows to come in and do the fronting; but I 
notice every time the small bank is \ 
they are the ones who ; 
on the limb by themselves 
Mr. CRAwWForRD. I have b 








the 


} 
ah 
apd 








in sy! 





small tel- 





such a close 


en 
follower of yours and of your philosophy on 


maintaining the capital structure of the 
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rhe subject matter of th lett dise- te l t ( 
cussec by representatives of tl rpora- ul e of f i t t - , i ” 














ove 
9392 
re the Fec 1 Deposit Insurance 
Cor 
The ] 1 De t Insurance Corporation 
rece . aan ber of es 
I ] a cor I whet the 
d nor eI ¢ t of 
¢ ( 1 | ot! bank 
( ( F ( f i c er I ece- 
t Cit t a | nent of 
j ( n of the ¢ ns in- 
te ‘ ( cs 1 Regula- 
t t part + | t 
Th l ng this 
c t ‘be I i by rec 
} to a ruling of e Board of 
( e F Re e & em 
} ( I rez. - 





v { I Q i plicable only 
m t I t it & l 
he (¢ t - 
V et n exce} re 
{ l ( » insured nor nk 
ld or indirectly, y ice 
wl y interest on any demand 
de} j t in paym to or for 
the ( unt of ny depositor ¢ compensa- 
tion for 1 \ of funds constituting a de- 
pos shall be considered interest.” The 
que n presented is whether the absorp- 
t of excl charges c titutes a “pay- 
! t to « f the account” of the insured 
bank custome and if so, whether such 




















} ment i cK ation for the u of 
funds « uting a deposit If both of 
these qu I e answered in the affirma- 
tive, the act ¢ I rbing the exchange charge 
would | } bited payment of in est; 
otherwise, it would not be a violation of the 
rX 1 I 
The ion of exchange charges aris 
out of the collection of checks drawn on out- 
of-t banks which are not cleared through 
the Federal I ( banks and for which the 
drawee bank mak i charge against the col- 
lecting bank. 17 e checks are deposited by 
the paye or endorsees in other insured 
banks vy h forward them for collection to 
the drawe ank The latter remit the face 
nt t checks less their charges for 
cleani ori the checks. The collect- 
i b rb the difference between the 
face of t ( ( d the amount remitted, 
vhicl the Y nt of the exchange so de- 
a i. More t n 2,100 insured commercial 
banks n of the Federal Reserve 
£ em do not ¢ r such checks at par and 
thu | d by the Federal Reserve banks 


In addition, many other 


















both ers and nonmembers of the 
if ‘ tem whi clear at par 
igh tl I ral Reserve make a 
of « rging exchange on so-called 
dire i. e., items forwarded by cor- 
respondent banks’ directly r than 
through t I eral Reserve bank 
It is our opinion that the absorption of 
exch h s by an insured n¢ nmember 
ba in ¢ tion with its routine collec- 
tion for its depositors of che drawn on 
other | t be considered a payment 
of it within the terms of the interest 
reculat of the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Cor} 1, In the absence of facts or cir- 
cum ! establishing that the practice is 
resorted to as a device for the payment of 
interest 
The reasons for this opinion are as follows: 
(1) The absorption of expenses in connec- 
tion with handling a depositor’s account un- 
der the law is not ordinarily a payment to or 
for the account of the depositor. Banks cus- 


tomarily absorb many expenses in connection 
With the handling of customers’ accounts 
which the law recognizes to be investments 
in customer good will. Therefore these are 
expended for the account of the bank rather 
1an for the account of its depositors, even 
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though the depositors may derive 
¢ I Thus for valued customers 
€ absorb expenses such as tel 
1 h cl ree p t cl 
r i the cost of printir 
1 t have installed schedules of 
I t de levied upon de] it - 
While numerous differences of d l 
t ( ! rule under y such 
th t d ( t vu } - 
b d the v ab b 
e un t > 
1 € count 1 the | of 
e of return on } nent 
( l 
I ( es, a t c charge is n e ft 
hich is not k al e a cer- 
m balance For h ¢ rge, or 
I ce of such minimum balance 
I I of iter i. € C Ks or 
C ndled. Items ex s of the 
im a d, if not compensated for 
r bi ( are cha d fo pub- 
lished or ¢ b ed rate In a large pro- 
I of the banks which use 1is meas- 
ured tem of service charges, the larger ac- 
( nts, ¢ e more active accounts, are aiso 
d to analysis to determine the cost 
( | » the bank of handling C- 
counts, and the customer is ch rd- 
i I many other banks ; vice 
charges are based upon acccunt analysis re- 
rdl of size of the account. Approxi- 
I 70 percent of the clearing hou par- 


in a survey conducted by the 



































Al ( Bankers Association in 1938 re- 
p ed use of account analysis in levying 
ervic cl upon depositors (S ce 
Charge Survey, 1938, Bulletin 77, January 
1939 in Bankers Association.) Un- 
der this latter system, charges are made 

iinst the account for all costs incurred 
k the bank in handling the account and 
credit is given for the amount which the 

1 e: for the bank. These costs 

i ide € ange and collection costs ab- 
sorbed, bookkeeping and transit costs of han- 
dlir items deposited or checks or drafts 
a! and charges for miscellaneous serv- 
ice ich collecting notes, handling out- 
of- n ¢ transferring mor by 
wi or otherwise, or providing credit in- 
for? n. So iong as the worth of the ac- 
count to the bank exceeds the cx of per- 
forming services, no charge is levied against 
t mer 

WwW e exchange charges are absorbed with- 
in t framework of schedules of Service 
cl and the motive is only to estab] 
n n, or strengthen customer good-vwv 
I r than to attract funds for m« y con- 
s ration, such absorption cannot be dif- 
ferentiated from the absorption of other 
( nary items of expense, including internal 
ex s (such as rents, clerk hire, and so 
forth) connected with handling a customer's 
account 

(2) Exchange charges are expenses of col- 


ms 


drawn against banks wh 
ke a practice of imposing 


h 


le ng it 
ly such 

















chat thus are comparable to the costs 
of 1 ing clearing houses, hiring mes- 
senge and other expenses of like char- 

er connected with normal check-clearing 

iv s which are customarily absorbed as 
part of the operating expenses of banks, even 
though these charges may enter into com- 
putations forming the basis for service 
charges which when collected constitute op- 


erating income of the bank 
(3) The feature of progressive competitive 
ding characteristics of interest is lacking 
the case of absorption of exchange charges, 
as the amount of the exchange charge is fixed 
not by the depository bank but by the nonpar 
drawee bank and would not vary as between 
depositories regardless of the bank selected 
as the collecting medium. 

(4) Although the practice of absorbing 
exchange charges antedated the legislation 
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n which the Corporation’s interest 1 
ns are predicated, no 


sucg tlon r 

















und in the legislative record or |} 
his provision to indicate ; pu 

e part of Congress to p 

of the practic f charg ( 

connection with the regul ‘ f 
A re tion ainst abs 
change < € would natu y 
direct d nt to the imp » « 
c I t many banks which 
post 1em. In view of the well-k 
tur u th ry of the jy -clear 

i the ab > of ¢ cifle cong 
mal 1 seem e\ ent t ¢ 
cid not authorf&e the Corpor 
t t the ; ption of ¢ nge <¢ 
tl ordinary c of business co1 
payment of int t 

This opinion will not ap to ec 
the particular circumstanc are ( 
€ blish th e practice has been r 
to delibe s a device for the p 
of compensation to a depositor fo~ th 


his funds 
FRANCIS C. Brown, General Co 


KUNKEL. Could I Mr. 
yn, Mr. Chairman? 
CHAIRMAN. Mr. Kunkel. 
KUNKEL. In the second p: 
your letter of August 20, 1943, to Mr. S 
it ys: 

“The Board of Governors holds that 
absorption of exchange charges by a1 

itutes a payment of interest.’ 
te banks are involved in this, al: 
y not? 

Mr. CRowLEY. The member State ban! 

Mr the member {& 

banks? 

Mr. CROWLEY 
| Mr. KUNKE 
Mr 
| R 
Mr. KuNKEL. But nonmember Siate ban 
would not be involved in this ruling? 

Mr. CROWLEY hat is right. They are 1 
subject to the ruling although they are a 
| versely affected by it. 

Mr. KunKet. Thank you. 

| The CuHatRMAN. Do you want to concl 
your statement without interruption, a 
|} then answer any questions, or do you mil 
being asked questions as you proceed? 

. CROWLEY. I would be glad to answer a 


questic 
The 


ask 


Cri 





K cons 








That is right. 

Members of the F. D.I.C 
CROWLEY. No; members of the Fede 
erve 











| questions now, and then if we could go ¢ 
| and finish, I think we could perhaps do 
better job 
Mr. CrawForp. I was going to ask you 
question, Mr relating to the 1 





. Bi 


paragraph wn’s memorandum, 
see if we can tie this up somewhat. l 
know that you can answer this question; bu 
if Mr. Brown were here, I would submit 

him this question, as to whether or not I 
closing language there would cause him 
construe the September 1943 bulletin ca 











a 


| one where a practice has been res 

| deliberately as a device for the payment ol 

| interest to the depositor for the use of | 
funds. The reason I submit the quest 


! 
that way is because I find this statement 


that such charges have been absorbed 
amounts ranging from 10 cents to $200, a1 
that in some instances the exc! ze 





r 








banks amounted to ¢ 
2 or 3 percent of their balances wi 
such banks 

Mr. CROWLEY 


|} sorbed for particul 
| 
| 
| Thompson? 
| 
| 
| 
| 


much as 








Can you that, M 


answer 

Mr. THompson. I am afraid I cannc 
it, because I don’t Know what Mr 
would rule in those circumstances. 
he might want to look 
termine not 


t answe 


into the facts to d 
whether or this 
| 10 cents to something else was 
determined by the amount of the balanc 
| held by the bank, or whether it was det¢ 
mined by the amount of items which wen 


I think 


a 


variation from 


a variation 


e 





rance 
t in that regard 
s that, regardless of the Board's pur- 
the effect of its ruling is to enforce par 
ance. Because of thi would like to 
the committee's attenti briefly to the 
ry of par clearance, which I believe can 
be done by quoting from the opin f 
United States Supreme Court, writt 
tice Brandeis, in the case 
ints Bank of Monroe, 
Reserve Bank of Rich 
United St 
une 11, 1923). 
s what 
legisla 


ance, and interprets 


1s of the Federal Reserve 

rd’s powers and limitati 

‘his case arose out of a suit bri 

a North Carolina statute, 

ed in the opinion, by} rme 

hents Bank of Monroe, N , to er 
1 


Act and 
ns thereunder. 
une 
dis- 
and 
join 


n 
Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond from 


exchange, 
the ii re 
bank the Federal Reserve B 
eliminate and, in sod t 


the 12 Fede 


remitt 


nce 


bal 


necessari 


System; 
s qualific l 
members the Board h yep 
as influence 
of c 


wers 
e first step in the camry 
\ 


mpulsion s ta n the 























, i . 
( I ( ( r the 
« I nter he Re- 
ne rily 
1 é 
( i I T = 
c A A 
1 u dt by 
( it in 
( t rt u s 
1 i l mu re- 
l I the Federal 
R | ed tl I ernative 
\ I t f y had to 
« 1 el I ] 1 t I y 
eX ( i . e ft ks denied 
t the Fec I e | \ vere obliged 
t e ¢ for col I and 
j l I Reserve | } should 
r¢ { ( tion checks 
« I t par ciear- 
a 
It y t State banks from 
th t ( V ch might ad ble 
them t I re of North Caro- 
lina ¢ i tl tatute here in question. 
It made 1 empt to compel the Federal 
Re \ bank.t pay an exchange charge. 
It made 1 ipt to depositor 
t t ( in pay- 
me L < adray merely 
] ded 1 ul l 
by a notat 1 on t » face of tI check 
he required payment in cash, the drawee 
bank v to pay the check by ex- 
ch \ s reserve dep Thus, 
the s u I ht to remove (when 
the ¢ wer { u ed) the absolute require- 
ment e ( law t t a check pre- 
sented at tl bank nter must be paid in 
cash, It gave the drawee bank the option to 
] \ by ex i ( V in certain cases; 
name when the check was “presented by or 
throu Federal Reserve bank, post office, 
or expre com} y, Of! any respective 
rents thereof rhe option was so limited, 
be ise e only purpose of the statute was 
to reliey banks from the pressure 
Which, by of the common-law fre- 
qu I 1 Reserve | ks were in a 


compel submis- 


as € Xpe ected that 











tatam f prit l¢ \ 
re i e Fed Reserve Bulle for 
D a | t d was in el.et i 
t I I } Act 1 1935 
er t mended gs ion 
the B of Gove f 
I I e Sy f pt 
I to det e ‘what be 
‘ ' , ext 
. i e Banking 
A rovides, in part no member 
I directly or i y, by any de- 
\ ve I alr nterest on any de- 
] wl 1 is payable on demand * * *; 
Su juent thereto, the Federal Reserve 
B published ruling, Federal Reserve 
I I Ju 1924, which, among other 
thir ¢ ed that the absorption or payer 
ment of exchange or collection charges in 
amounts which did not vary with or bear a 
1 l relation to the amount of the de- 
} l e was not within the prohibi- 
t of the act This ruling was in effect 
t e of the en ment of *he ng 
Act f 1935 which ath d t R¢ f 
G I for the purpose of sectio to 
ae what shall be ¢ ned to be pay- 
ces f interest.’ 





present position of the Board of 


ernors appears to be that the absorption 
of exchange or collection charges are pro- 
hibited by the act whether or not they vary 
with or bear a substantially direct rela- 
tion to the depositor’s balance. I am un- 
able to reconcile the Board's present posi- 


former ruling because, if the 


With its 


absorption of such charges did not consti- 
tute a direct or indirect payment of the 
interest under the Banking Act of 1933, then 
it does not constitute a direct or indirect 
payment of interest under the Banking Act 
of 1935 since the law was not changed in that 


espect The 1935 act merely authorizes the 
to determine what constitutes a pay- 


nent of interest. The Board, however, in- 

ar as the absorption of exchange was 
concerned, had already made its interpreta- 
tion of the law in that regard. Of this 


s had knowledge. With such knowl- 
on the part of Congress, I am unable 
with the contention of the Board 
C vernors that the authority placed in 
i the 1935 act compelled it to change its 
ruling. On the contrary, it would appear 
that, in the absence of express direction so 


ree 





| light of the trials and tribulations we have 


such a ruling is untenable 






































The CHAmrMAN. Is that the conclu 
your statemen 

Mr. CROWLEY. Yes, sir. Mr n wi 
vailable Monday morni Mr. Chairn 





you would like to talk over this qu 
him. Mr. Crawford said he would like 
talk to him 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there y qu 

ntlemen? 

Mr. Crawrorp. Yes, Mr. Chai 

Mr. Brown. Could I ask one questi M 
Crawford? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Yes, go ahead. 

Mr. Brown. Mr. Crowley, do you s¢ 


reason why the Federal Reserve Board ¢ 

not postpone action or defer enforcement 

this regulation Q for 60 days or 90 days? 
Mr. CRowLey. Of course, that is their busi- 


ness, but I do not see where the thing 
more acute now than it was 6 months ago « 
2 years ago 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Crowley, on the basis of 
your statement, especially the concludir 
paragraph on page 24, I would like to ask you 
this question: If their position is untenab 


why would you take the position they could 
defer for 60 days or 90 days then to put 
into operation? 

Mr. CrowLey. What I meant by that w 
that it has been on the books for almost 10 
years, and it has not been enforced in the last 
10 years, and I do not think any delay, until 
this committee has a chance to study condi- 
tions further or the Senate committee |! 
had a chance to look at it, does any particular 
damage. That is what I meant. 

Mr. CrawrorpD. The only damage it would 
do, in my mind, is if I were running a bank, 
and if they deferred it, I wou!d, for all prac- 
tical purposes, simply assume that I-had a 
legal right to proceed to do as I pleased 

Mr. Crow ey. If they had that legal right, 
why did they wait 10 years? 

Mr. Crawrorp. Let us go back to the effort 
before the 1935 act, and the effort that was 
made in 1935 and in 1937, and the great diffi- 
culty that arose as between the F. D.I1.C., tl 
Comptroller of the Currency, the Feder 
Reserve Board, and the State examining au- 
thorities which led to what I think was a 
rather substantial agreement as between the 
supervising agencies as to how these exam- 
inations should be conducted, and all in the 


is 











1 Rese 


n tha t 


he Harding a 


in this 

shall be c 

iber or m 
nable char 
iyment of ch 
refor by exch 

‘hat is the only specifi 
d in the Federal Reserve 
1 this question of exchange. 
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M Tt 1 N. I pre ' you me 

tn t te 

M TA rhat is right. 

Mi Tl HOMPS« Well, speakil personally 
I have not given any consideration to it; I 

not k1 My offhand guess would b 
N I will say that, perhaps, some of the 
b vould undertake to charge perhap 
what the trafl would bear, but I do not 
know whether they would change or not. 

M rati£. If we opened up the term “in- 
tere to the } ible definitions which have 
} been ¢ idered before, would service 
charges exacted by banks against their cus- 
tomers be considered negative interest? 

Mr. THomprson. I think that is our posi- 
t I might erpolate at that point that 
the banks used to be required to report on 
their earnings statements the interest paid 
on demand balances, and they would differ- 
c e between bankers’ balances and oth- 
ers, and so far as I know from the instruc- 
1 t the banks in reporting that item 
they were never instructed to include ex- 
change absor d as part of the interest item 
whi they re rted on their earnings state- 
mit 

Mr. Tate. D your agency make any dis- 


tincti between interest and 
No. 
Mr. Crowley 


discount? 


some of 


my 


») misconstrue what I said 

v ( I said that this matter ought to 
be reterred to the courts. As it is a public 
r nd there is a differe of opin- 





the law 








on the interpretation of ] between 
ae} 1 I think the matter ought to 
remain in ; quo until the courts decide 
i That w I uggestion, that no action 
I taken until the courts act and legally 
( de a qi 1 that the departments are 
} competent 
If t f questions, we will 
adjourn until day morning If Con- 
1 adjour and the legislative program is 
fin 1ed, I « t Know whether we can meet 
then, but we 1 adjourn now to mect Mon- 
day n i t 10 o'clock. 
Mr. Ra 1. Mr. Chairman, will I get a 
chance to answer some of the legal argu- 
) 


ments that have 


HAIR 


been presented | 
MAN. You will have that 


ere; 


oppor- 


50 p. m., the committee 
Monday, December 20, 


upon, at 12 
adjourned to meet 
10 o'clock.) 
(Monday 1943) 


December 20, 


; 





Mr. Crow.ey. Might I say this: As I said 
the otl day. I just do not understand this 
queeze play that comes along here in the 


last 2 weeks before Congress adjourned. 
w has been on the books for years and 


ycars and years, and there has been no emer- 


R 


ESSIONAL 





week or 10d 
the committee 





in of 




















( » Was also chairman of the commit- 

e t time the Fed 1 Reserve B i 
V d to deft t, and he is 1 onge! 
I e new ¢ i n has just beer 
ele I vy the c é y here nd 

: I it | n to n nt 
f ce It ur lr ( i€ 
{ e l ] I I Janu 1 
ne W ild like to uss 
t B ciz and Cur y 
( ee ¢ the & b this ru 
eft nd sir t has been delayed 
me we would lke to request tha 
held up until ter the hol ys— 
can get an opp unity to pre 
to the § if this committee 
C nt to ¢ I y positi 
The ¢ 7. W action would you 
Mr. CROWLEY k this committee here 
ul t least } t the Federal Reserve 
to defe for another S50 or 60 day they 
have deferred it now for several years 
it is coming to a head now to get 
me definite legislation drawn. 

Mr. PaTMAN. Mr. Crowley, I want t kK 
you a question about interest. I can 
sce a b difference in way these banks 
handle the situation there would be 
no need for additional legislation with re- 





spect to this law, or the p 


stponement of it 


engaged in 











enforcement, if these banks now 

tk , remove the restrictions of requiring 

a « n balance to take care of a certain 
unt of exchange. Would not that be 

pi y easy for them to handle? 

Mr. CrowLeEy. I do not think there is 
uncerstanding as to the balance, Congress- 
m 

Mr. PatMAN. I say if that should be done 


Mr. CRow.ey. I think it is kind of a mutual 








arrangement, but I do not think there is any 
de e understanding es to the balance, in 
dollars and cent 

Mr. Forp. Can they do it even then, the 
way the law reads? 

Mr. PaTMAN. I do not Know whether they 
ran or not You see, the way it is, it locks 





Cc 
like it is an interest payment to me in the 
i 





rm of what might be called a secret rebate 
in trade practices, where they require them 
to carry a certain amount of depcsit in 
order for the correspondent bank to pay a 


amount of exchange chaiges. 
a definite sum in the form of com- 
for a defi purpose. For that 
looks to me like that could be con- 


1 and would be construed as a device to 











pensation 


I i i 


evade the law against the payment of in- 
terest And if these banks, instead of t ing 








ge in the law 





stponement or any c! 
uld just say “Hereafter we are having no 
rstanding with pecple who do 
with us that we are going to pay their 
and if they will do that, no law i 
But do not you agree, Mr. Crowley, 
hat it looks like a device if they require a 
lance in order for the correspond 

pay a certain amount cf exchange 





business 
ex- 








cal bank? Does not that look iike 

a device to get around the law to you, Mr 
Crowley? 

Mr. Crowtey. Let me say this to you: As 


os 


r aS we are concerned, we have an interest 
in these insured banks and, if this committee 
will not ask that this be deferred, I am dis- 
posed to ask the Attorney General of the 
United States to 
I 

} 





give us an opinion on it; 
yecause we feel, being the insurer of these 
banks, it is going to put many, many of 


them cut of business. 

Mr. PaTMAN. That is all right; I think you 
should do it. 

Mr. CRowLEY. Secondly, when it gets to 
positive legislation, we are going to raise the 
question of service charges where, in the 
depositors’ accounts, credits are given for 
taining certain balances in that they 


maint 
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rvice charges. Sp tl a 
are not going to let this just happen th: 
this device little bank with 


into the whole question of serv 








ice C 





Mr. PaTMAN. That is right; I think 
should. And as I have brought out 
before, the same law applies to the 1 
in its dealings with local deposi 
to the correspondent S ¢ 
with the local bank. me pt 
exactiy prevaiis 


You know, wken that w 
was put in there by 
and our confe i 
hink the F. D. I. C. was considered the 


is put in t 
Senate comn 


ded At that 


the 


rees 











t 

mount question. and the other q 
were subordinated. But, Mr. Crowle; 
will, please, answer me this one que 
Do not you think where a cCorresy 
bank requires the Iccal bank to keep 
t t 





in deposit in crder for that local ! 
have the exchange charge absorbed uy 


certain definite amount—do not you t 
that is interest; do not you think that 4 
cevice to evade the law? 

Mr. Crow_ey. I me say I would 
you on that, provided you will go just 
further and apply that to service charg l- 


lowances on the customers’ balances, t 

Mr. PatMaNn. I will go with you; I will d 
that, but why—— 

Mr. Cnowtey. But do 
on this service-charge 
change 

Mr. PatMAN. But I asked you somethi1 
else; I asked you a positive question 
I hope you will answer it without referé 
to the other. [ agree with you on that; 
is no difference of opinion between us 
that, but I hope you will just answer th 
cne question. Suppose, now, the Memph 
bank tells the Texarkana bank “Now, we 
will absorb chargcs of a thousand dollars a 
month for you if you wi!l carry a deposit in a 





not get 
} lo 
thing 


me separated 


and this ex- 


LHnere 


certain amount in our bank. If you d 
carry but half that deposit, we will 
absorb $500, but we will al sorb cha: in 
direct relation or in direct prceportion to 
the deposit carried.” Do not you consider 


that a device to get arcund the payment of 
interest? 

Mr. Crow ey. In the first place, I do not 
think that matter of paying exchange has 
anything to do with balances. 

Mr. PAtMAN. You mean in their ¢ - 


ments with the banks? 
Mr. Crow ey. Yes. 
Mr. PATMAN. You are 
question, Mr. Crowley. I 


1ot answe 


am talki 





a case where it can be shown there is such 
an agreement. 

Mr. Crow.Ley. Let me say this: The Fed- 
eral Deposit will go with the Federal Re- 
erve on a regulation which will include a 


( 
in the matter of exchang 
exchange can be ahsorbed provided ther 
no understanding as to balances, providi 
in that same regulation they deal with cus- 
tomers’ balances as well. 


provision that, 





Mr. Patman. But, Mr. Crowley, you have 
not answered my question. I think it is a 


very simple one. Do not you think tl 
would be violation of law, if it c d 
shown the bank was doing what I said? 

Mr. Fotcer. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Parman. Wait a minute. I hope the 
gentleman |Mr. FOLGER] won't interiere. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I am not so sure it is. 

Mr. PATMAN. You are not so sure it is? 

Mr. CrowLey sir. 

Mr. PatMan. in other words, suppose, then 
that the Memphis bank says “If you will 
carry a deposit of a certain amount in our 
bank here in Mcmphis, Tenn., we will pay 
any bills you have”—not necessarily ex- 
change, but clectric light, water, telephone, 
or any other kind of a bill—up to $1,000 4 
month, if you will carry a deposit of a certain 


be 


No, 


| 
| 
j 
| 


amount in our bank, would not that be a 
violation of the law? 











CON 


CROWLEY. Let me ask 


iS my 


unde! ding it is your 


V 1 Sear E ick 

I ( if u 

( with the bank and had 
as a m 





a 


Ulé 


adol 


l 





Mr. Patrman. I 


WLEY. F 


at t 


do 


qu 


i+ 


irst, I personally do n 
the absorption ol these exchange chal 


Iv 


+} 

eve! 

{ 

he 
ne 

tl 
Ar 

+ 

a 
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Mr. PatMan. If you were writing the 
change in this law would you accept lan- 
guage that would permit a bank to do what 
I said awhile ago in the hypothetical case? 

Mr. ¢ EY. Ithinkl vy ong with 
you on tl change 

M PAt nN. You would? 

M ( EY. Y¢ 

M I I ( er W you would 
I t e < € where there 
\ f 1y kind? 

( ¥ i 
h - All 1 
I t As 11 é nd, Mr. C Vy, 
t I 1 | 3 p n is that they 
v } law to corporations like 
£ ! it idual depositors 
é I pp i rict ilnst 
t] : ) 
I ( As I und tand, this par- 
tic l are ¢ l ng ne a 
c t x 
Iu st e- 
I 1 Fe 2 repre- 
G I Rat m nd ¢ ernor 
I \ i to corporations, in a 
I iber they out, that car- 
I 2 I in New York, Chi- 
< Fy ( 1 the ne { it 
\ 1 por nt bar Is not that cor- 
re 

Mr. Ra c. I lly exactly. 

Mr. Forp. Let me ask, since the question of 
ext a on the face of it, lend itself 
to an ¢ } t the law that ex on the 
ba l od many people feel if 
you t t W of the books, you would 
bi y I { tuation that existed prior 
to bei enacted not there some way 
that a na 1 clearing hou might be ese 
t ished that would handle all checks and 
exch e f a very tiny fee, drawn on all 
l l i Y ate that “par” thing that 
1 I ul R ve has, and apply it to all 
of ust make itas ight-out fee? 

WLEY. Of cou that would bring 
al par cl nce, Which you want. 

I Forp. TI t would do wh , 

N € W That would bring about par 
c! V h you want to do 

Mr. I ) 

Mr. Crow.Ley. It would not make much dif. 
ference which body was doing it; it woulc 
hi t me effect cn the littie banks ° 

Mr. I » Why would i There would be 
no incentive to send deposits to another bank, 
and. if the exchange was taken care of, they 
would be n ing that much anyhow; would 
t) I : 

h ( LEY. Not unless someone absorbed 
it r tl 1, they wouid not 

Mr. Patm In view of the situation that 
} developed here, would it be all right with 
ycu if Iasked Mr. Ransom a question? 

Mr. Crow.ey. Sureiy; I would be glad to 
yield 

Mr. PatmMan. Now what is your idea about 
that? If there were no understanding at all 
f ut the payment of any amount; just say, 
for ne if you carry a deposit with me, 
or with my bank, we will say, and there is no 
unt ding about it, what is your idea of 
th 4 

Mr. Ransom. Mr. Patman, let us take this 
illu on. One of the correspondent banks 
announces that it will absorb all exchange or 
any other out-of-pocket charges for any cus- 
tomer regardless of whether they have an 
account of any si far as I am con- 
cerned, I can say that we have nothing what- 


ever to do with it as related to this law. Now 
the mere fact io not do that I think 
completely proves the case 

The CHAIRMAN. Could that bank say to 
Montgomery Ward or any other particular 
depositor they would absorb all exchange and 
not be violating the law? 

Mr. Ransom. That question cannot be an- 
“Yes” “No.” ‘There must be some 
relationship as we explained in our Septem- 








swered or 





ber bulletin, between the balance carried in 
the account and the amount absorbed. 

Mr. PATMAN. You made public some release 
in order to show the device for avoiding the 
payment of interest? 
































Mr. Ransom. We thought, in the Septem- 
ber bulletin ruling, in that particular case, 
the facts supported our conclusion 

Now I w like to join Mr. Crowley on 
the record saying that we would welcome 
an opi! 1 from the Attorney General. I go 
one ep further—the Comptroller is not here 
but the Deputy Comptroller is—and I think 
I v in me in that request There is 

( 1 difficulty in our asking the Attor- 

ney G for an opinion, but certainly the 

Ire can k it and I assume the F. D. 

a: 4 ind if they can we can <¢ ainly 

ng his opinion, because we would 

( to know what he inks about 

d ion we made in the September bul- 

i we would welcome anything they 

A ) hi on on our interpre- 

ot t law. 

CrRowLey. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. 
Ranson question? 

Mr. PaTMAN. I am sure that would be all 
I ill it not, Mr. Chairman? 

CroWLEY. Do I understand Mr. Ransom 

) take the position that the Federal Reserve 
3oard or the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration really took issue with a regulation 
or a statement to the effect that as long as 
the rption of exchange was not related 
to ny understanding regarding balances 
I could construe the absorption of ex- 

ige not as an interest Charge? 

Mr. RANsom. Mr. Chairman, in answering 
Mr. Crowley’s question, I would like it to be 
ré mbered that in 1937 we agreed on uni- 
fi regulations which would result in both 
the F. D. I. C. and ourselves passing on the 
specific facts of any case that came belore 
u properly came before us—and then de- 


cide the case under the general law and the 


particular law we are discussing. 





Now I do not think we could have gone 
any further in showing our disposition to 
do everything to cooperate completely. We 
just happened to have been the first of the 
two ncies that got a request for an opin- 
ion proper form. If it had been a non- 


member bank and had come to the F. D.I. C. 
under the same situation, I would be inter- 
ested to know whether the F. D. I. C. would 
have answered it in the same way. Now in 
time they might get identically a similar case 
to be decided. I do not see, Mr. Crowley, that 
the two agencies can go further than say they 
will decide specific cases. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Ransom, may I Offer this 


suggestion, and it is in accordance with 
what I consider to be your testimony? It 
seems to me that some people might say 
that if there is no relationship between the 
balances carried by the local bank and the 


amount of exchange charged and absorbed 
with the correspondent bank that there is 
no violation of the regulation at all 

Mr. Ransom. May I ask the general attorney 
for the Board to answer that question? 

Mr. CROWLEY. May I ask a question there 
before the answer is given? 


Mr. PaTMAN. Let us get the answer. 
Mr. CrRowLEy. My understanding of Mr. 


Ransom’'s statement of a few moments ago 
was that if there was no understanding or 
if the bank was to say to a customer they 
would continue to absorb exchange charges 
without any relation or connection with bal- 
ances that they would determine that is not 
a charge the same as interest? 

Mr. Ransom. That is not what I said. 

Mr. PaTMAN. If there were no relationship, 
of course, we could actually say whether you 
would let them absorb it; you would have 
some understanding in some way; if there 
is no direct relationship between the bal- 
ance and interest payment that would be 
shown over a period of time and would be 
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evidence of a conspiracy and evidence 
there was a relationship. 


Mr. Ransom. That was not exactly w! 
I said, Mr. Chairman I said, for ex 
if a bank did absorb all exchange f 
customers, regardless of other items in 


account, and regardless of any payment 
I would like, as a specific answer to M 
Crowley's question, to ask the general 


ney for the Board if he will answer tl 
Mr. PatMAN. Let us hear from the ger 

attorney; may we have his statement? 
Mr. Dreise.eis. Mr. Chairman, I would 


to say that where the absorption of e 
is not related to compensation for the u 
somebcdy funds it is not inte 


elses 


Mr. Patman. It is not interest and is n 
device 

Mr. Drersevsis. It is not a device. 

Mr. Patman. And it would not be a \ ‘ 
tion 

Mr. Drerseieis. Where it does not 


compensating someone for the use of 
funds 

Mr. KUNKEL. If you establish a system | 
that, and I am not saying whether you 
or cannot, is that not putfi 
of par clearance? 

Mr. CROWLEY. Let me say this: What t 
is doing getting right back to a ser 
charge again. They are already doing 
If you send a thousand checks to a n 
bank and you do not have a hundred-d 
balance you have got to pay for the clear 
of those items. But, if you have $200,000 
$250,000 they likely will not charge you ai 
thing for clearing the checks, and I th 
that is being done right today. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Yes. But if you have tl! 
making no charge, and have no relation 
between the balance and the amount - 
sorbed and have them doing it whether tl 
is a $50 balance or a $100 balance, the sen 
for the man who has a $100,000 b 
you not coming right back to the point t 
was so strongly opposed, that is, par clear- 
ance? 

Mr. CrowteY. I think so; I think that is t! 
practical situation. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I am speaking of the practi 
effect. 

Mr. Crow.tey. If I were running a bank I 
would undoubtedly write to all my customers 


ng it ona 


iS 





ulance 


and tell them that I was going to continue 
to carry their exchange item without ré 1 
to their balances, and I would also write them 


that I would not take on any new correspond- 
ent banking business because I did not w 

to carry on a lot of free business. But un- 
doubtedly you do get the same effect on } 
clearance balance you get with the national 
bank, that by a gentleman’s agreement the 
balance would be maintained and the ex- 
change would be absorbed. 

Mr. KUNKEL. The gentleman’s agreement 
is a violation of the law, is it not? 

Mr. CROWLEY. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. KUNKEL. If you do not have the gen- 
tleman’s agreement and apply the law 
stated in here the practical effect comes back 
to par clearance, I think. 

Mr. Crow.ey. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Getting back to the answer 
given a moment ago about the absorption of 
these charges where you have got an agree- 
ment to maintain a certain balance the pur- 
pose is the same I think whether you have 
an agreement or whether you do not have 
an agreement. 

Mr. CRowLeEY. Yes. 

Mr. Forp. I would like to ask this ques- 
tion: Would it be in order, or would the 
Federal Reserve be disposed to let this go 
along, say, for 60 days, in the application of 
this rule, until such time as either legislation 
can be enacted or an agreement can be 
reached or an opinion could be obtained 
from the Attorney General? 

Mr. RotpH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask Mr, Crowley this question with reference 





LPH. A 
the Federal R 
ise certain banks 
g interest on cr 


Ks who are absorbilr 


ed, and I cant 
een a collection ch 


ze. As a matter 

ment over very 

uld not be here whet 

I understand your st 
inion that a collection 
est charge is the same 
[ looked up in Webster’ 

ry the definition of I 

ing the dictionary over, but I bi 

is language, which reads as 


Me et et at ot 


~ 
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Late ! e year the Board's letter of 
Ss ber 2 ] ), replying to office letter 
of iber 4 action had not 
t th » the situation 
p d Nati 1 Bat of ~ 
for reé ( h which this 
c ed, but that previ ly 
itec l would be ad in event 
t I c Ss i ny 
At ! v felt that th office 
§) ld r lly bring up the subject 
but she d the Board interpretation 
of \ 1 suc determination 
I ht I ever, it see ; to involve 
qu i whit vill not rest, and a practice 
which 1 y to the detriment of bank- 
j ! vell as one tI when once 
é i I difficult to discontinue 
I t f t follows an outline of 

) eq if me 

“On D », 1941 he president of the 
~ Cl House A ‘iation stated 
that mem! of tl association had been 
carefully ¢ y the provisions of reg- 
1 i Q it the Board of Governors 
of the Federal f System, but fourid that 
seve! banks in competing territory did not 
ob ( ich regulation, which developed 
ri ! ition to the disadvantage of the ——— 
banks; that the examiners had consistently 
ch ed to observance of this regulation 
and had discouraged any departure from its 
pre ns, but that the matter of competi- 
tion had developed to a point where some 
members of the clearing house desired to re- 
open the discussion as to its procedure under 
this regulation, and requesting this office to 
advise what relief could be expected through 
the enforcement of the regulation. 

“On December 15, 1941, the president of 
the Clearing House Association was 
advised of the efforts made to obtain the 
Board's interpretation of regulation Q with 
respect to out-of-pocket charges, and that 
a specific case had been submitted and the 
B d had stated this office would be advised 
of any action taken. He was further advised 
that the practice of absorbing out-of-pocket 
charg appeared to be an unnecessary éx- 


penditure of a bank's funds and was regarded 
unfavorably. It was suggested that if it re- 
sulted in a competition detrimental to the 
clearing ho banks of they ascer- 


tain from the Federal Reserve bank of 
whether or not an interpretation of regula- 
tion Q had been made. He was requested to 





advise of ’ developments. 
ly 13, 1942, in reply to an inquiry 


3 office, the former president of the 


- Clearing House Association, 
having expired, stated that they 
satisfaction from their request 
from the Federal Reserve bank 
ment of regulation Q; that their 


was cordial and sympathetic, but 
lacking and that, despite that 





i ment five of the six clearing 
house banks were willing to continue to 
abide by the full intent of that regulation, 
but the — - National Bank of ——— elect- 
ed to resign from the clearing house and pur- 
sue its own methods of handling exchange 
costs. He further stated that this precip- 


itated a ni competitive situation in our 
own front yard, and to meet this the banks 
that remai) in the clearing house inaug- 
urated a system of complete analysis, includ- 
ing out-of-pocket expense in the analysis, 
rather than consider it as a separate, charge- 
able item, as had been the practice. He 
stated they regretted that this change be- 
came necessary, but there apparently was no 
alternative.” 

I would like this to apply to Mr 
recent question, 


ed 


RoLPH’s 


The ordinary service charge does not in- 
volve an actual out-of-pocket expense; it 
involves overhead. The collection aspect of 
the matter is that in the process of collecting 
many items exchange is involved—somebody 
has to pay it; in the instant case it was ab- 
sorbed. 








Mr. Ro.pH. Is not that an arbitrary 
ch rge 
M Ransom. No, because the bank on 


h the check is drawn makes a charge for 





m ng its depositors’ funds available else- 

It may be arbitrary, if you want to consider 
it that on the part of the charging bank, 
but your bank would not be expected to pay 
it; the drawer of the check in question, not 
the recipient of the check or some bank along 
tl iif 

Mr. RotpH. I put checks in my bank and 


receive a credit for check deposits, but I do 
not pay for it 

Ir. Ransom. Probably your che 
involve an exchange charge 
PATMAN. Let me say a point was raised 


elec 
CKS 


cdo not 









here the other day about the sergeant at 
bsorbing these charges. I asked the 
eant at arms about it, and he said if I 
were to draw a check on a bank where ex- 
change was carried that when they found 
that out he would bring me a bill for that 
ch and have me pay it; he personally 
would not pay it; he would send a statement 
to me 

Mr. RotpH. Has anyone had that experi- 
ence? 

Mr. Ransom. Mr. Chairman, with your per- 
mission, I would like to read the rest of this 
letter to us from the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency to complete the record: 


“On June 26, 1942, the president of the 


—— National Bank of : , ad- 
vised that under date of June 23, the 
Clearing House Association changed their 


form of policy and were now absorbing ex- 
change provided the account, from an analy- 
sis standpoint, shows an earning capacity, 
f that he was afraid this was going to 
be far reaching, and instead of banks being 
able to reduce overhead, the item will in- 
crease materially 

“While this office obtains only the view- 
point of national bankers and it would appear 
that they do not like the practice mentioned, 
even though certain of them feel that they 
must engage in it for their own protection, 
the question likewise involves and will affect 
the member State banks and nonmember 
bank 

“While it is our inclination to press na- 
tional banks not to resort to this practice, 
we are reluctant to take too dogmatic a posi- 
tion on a controversial matter falling within 
a province delegated to the Board of Gover- 
nors, in the absence of a determination 
the question by them. Such a determination 
is highly advisable from a supervisory stand- 
point, and, we believe, from the standpoint 
of better banking generally. We would urge 
upon the Board the desirability of prompt 
ruling. 

“Because of the implications to all banks, 
a copy of this letter is being sent to the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

“Very truly yours, 
“C. B. UPHAM, 
“Deputy Comptroller.” 

The point I am trying to make, and | think 
Mr. Crowley will agree with this, is that this 
whole subject has been under constant dis- 
cussion between agencies, between the banks, 
and often between Members of Congress, so 
that, Mr. Crowley, it is not a new position 
that we have suddenly taken, and I think 
when you said that you were doing us an 
injustice in a very difficult problem. 

Mr. Crow.ey. Let me say this to you: I 
agree that it has been under discussicn. 
This first letter from the Comptroller of the 
Currency was dated in June, sometime, 1938. 
The next one was dated July 1942. 

We first started to discuss this thing, I 
think, back in 1935. I am not a lawyer and 
Mr. Ransom is; but if I were a lawyer I 
would accept Mr. Ransom’s facts and figures 
and dates, and rest my case because there is 
no more emergency existing now, so that this 
thing cannot be delayed for 60 or 90 days, 
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than existed last September, October, or N 
vember, except that, and I wan. t 
about the thing, the Federal 
already notified their Federal Reserve t 
that on January 1 they are to notify t 
banks that they are going to Start to ; 
cute violations of this regulation. Tl 
what I am advised by the banks that h 
to be in the Richmond area. 

Now, what happens in this case, asI vy 
is we come along here about the Ist 
cember, and we have this conference 
this committee. It put this committ 
this position: That if you are going t 
anything about this to settle it in a 
way you have to have legislation. Now 
humanly impossible to get legislation by 
uary 1, because you cannot get it throu 


be 


Reserve 








House or through the Senate. So the F 
eral Reserve Board says to you men 1 
We have a law we have to carry out | 


and we cannot postpone it any longer 
must put it into effect and start to prose 
violations thereof by January 1. 

Mr. PATMAN. But, Mr. Crowley, there i 
difference of opinion between you gentle 
on this. The material thing, if I view it cor- 
rectly, is that you gentlemen agree 
right; if you agree, why suspend it? N 
here is what you agree on: You agree t 
it is absolutely wrong, a violation of the law 
for them to conduct this business in a y 
that shows a direct relationship betwee1 
payment made and the balance which is car- 
ried. You both agree to that. All ri 
instead of suspending the law, then, v 
can’t you just say that that is your rule i 
regulation? The Federal Reserve Board, M 
Ransom, speaking for them, states that 
his view. That being true, they will « 
have to refrain from engaging in one |] 
of their activity, and that is the part wi 
comes within the ban as defined by you ¢ 
tlemen 

Mr. Crow.LeEy. The part which requires 
Offsetting deposit. 

Mr. PATMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CrowLey. We are willing to join 
Federal Reserve in a regulation to the eff 
that the absorption of exchange is not a 
violation unless it appears that there is a 
uniform relationship between the balan 
maintained and the amount of the excha! 
charged. 

Mr. Ransom. Any statement as to a uni- 
form relationship would be wholly ineffe 
tive, in my opinion. 

Mr. PaTMAN. I think it would be ineffect 
anyway, because it would require proof 
uniformity. 

Mr. Ransom. If we could agree to that lan- 
guage as just read by Mr. Crowley, which 
I see it, we cannot, we would find oursel\ 
in this dilemma: We would have this wh 
question to decide all over again on a 
of facts that might develop tomorrow. 
Mr. Crowley knows that over a period, wi 
the Comptroller first asked us for an opinion 
to-the day when we issued the September 
Bulletin opinion, we were in a constant stat 
of trying to find some solution that wo1 
be acceptable to all three agencies that c 
be enforced. We have never failed to 
diligent at all times. 

Mr. PaATMAN. I agree that that phrase, “unt- 
form relationship,” is bad; but can you 1 
agree on some other phrase that would be 
acceptable to both of you? 

Mr. Ransom. I will say, Mr. Patman, that 
we had already agreed in 1937 with the 
F. D. I. C. on a form of regulation which we 
both issued, and.which does nothing more 
than raise a question to be decided on the 
law and on the facts in the particular case. 

Mr. Brown. You issued a bulletin in June 
1934, did you not? 

Mr. Ransom. I am sorry; I did not hear 
you, Mr. Brown. 

Mr. Brown. I say you issued a bulletin in 
1934, did you not? 
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( i 3 ! I é e 1 
M Brown. T 1 > can d le whether 
} en 1 la 
Mr. PatTMAN. There is no difference of 
} e 
Mr. KUNKEL. When you t the Attorney 
( Ss < 1, that wv not settie it 
it urt’s detern tion 
Mr. Brow You do not want to i ke it 
u l > can get the court’s dec i 
ae 9 
Mr. Kt Lt. I think we wou to take 
t he courts decide it iz y event 
Mr. RANsom. Let me point out to } 
I und Mr. Crowley, that nowhere 
ledge, has the Federal Reserve B 
ingle Federal Reserve bank ever use 





on which a 
ccome effective, 
Hutu. I would ask you this question, 
i : 
e 





tansom: What you ve before you and 
what you are trying to enforce is your con- 





struction of the law? 
Mr. Ransom. That is corres 
Mr. Hutu. That is what you intend to en- 


force 


+ 


Ransom. Correct. 
Mr. Hutu. Then, if you are wrong what is 
ing to happen to this $2,000,000 or $3,000,- 
0 exchange you 


' will get in 
irt can decide otherwise? 
Mr. Ransom. I cannot answer that because 
I do not know, because I assume the banks 
know the law and obey it. As to 
estion that we are responsible in any way 
for the date of January 1, that is wholly in- 
correct. What happened in this, and it 
might throw some light on the discussion: 
After the banks read our September bulle- 
tin many of them concluded we were right, 
that they had been violating the law and 
they wanted to desist. So they sent out the 
tices that as of a certain day they would 
tart observing the lav. January 1, I be- 
lieve, happens to be the date which Mr. 
Brown tells me some of the banks in his dis- 


tri 


trict received as the deadline from the banks 


before some 


the sug- 
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court t} ht the ‘ a 1 
of it wv Id ¢ n € t f 
t e pend ce n of th 
I ems to me neither d I it | 
ul é t to make a de nu there 3 
a A n bet 4 t n s t 
the lav Attorney General is t 
chief law f t United States It 
Ss ms to aque 1 could be sub- 
m t uld be a pr 
submis t is a sub t 
cite ice n between two depart- 
y 


Mr. KuNKEL. What d would it do after 


Vy“ had done th 





The CHAIRMAN. The urt would take this 
under ad ment for a I time l con- 
sider it I do not tl he committee 








e 
inal of the Government 


this rather than the come 





Mr. Foucer. All of Mr 
upon an answer has 


hypothetical state of 





differ on as lawyers, but d v know 
facts, and is it just iz t 
the A rney General t hypo- 
thetical state of facts? 

I have a letter—and I am not going to give 
the name of the sender—from a banker who 


hat his bank has been notified 
nuary 1 they will absorb only 50 per- 
cent of the exchange charges, but it does not 
refer to any consideration as to interest 
noninterest or 


“ 


the amount of demand de- 
posits, or anything of that kind, but it ju 
states that after that time they would n 
absorb more than 50 percent of the exchange 
We are just hypothetically consid- 
ring this matter. The banks that write me 
simply ask that this matter be deferred in 
some way until April 1—until it can be set- 
tled. We should take some time to see what 
has been going on. Here is one case upon 
which this ruling is based, but if you get 
a hypothetical opinion which is based upon 
estion, I do not think it will 
answer the question. 
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( 1 use i ver I y a tech- 
I will u t t the 
l i tl V that 
q 
Mr Brown. At this point may I ask permis- 
n t 1 I rd th bulletin 
ed Ju 34, pag 594 to 396, inclu- 
1 KUNKEL. H nybody sub ted the 
£ 1 i f the bulletin for tl rec- 
4 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the 
} refe d nay be inse d in the 
( e | erred to are as follows:) 
I t f 1 F eral Reserve Bulletin for 
J , 4, pp. 392-39 
’ N IAN OR ¢ ECTION 
CHARGES BY MEMBER BANKS 
“Sect 19 of tl Federal Reserve Act, as 
nend by the Banking Act of 1933, ap- 
} ed June 16, 1933, provides, in part, that: 
“*No member bank shall, directly or indi- 
rectly by any device whatsoever, pay any 
interest 1 any deposit which is payable on 
c 
ne complied with by member 
I t ! of law would reduce 
one of items of expense, and it 


wn interest for member banks to 


( perate i btaining complete compliance 
\ 1 | 1 iirit and the letter of the 
JW n 1 t 

nee the ¢ ctment of this provision 
r June 1 19 the I ird | frequently 
} l OC l to consider the question 
whether the payment or absorption of ex- 
( nge or < ‘ n charges by a member 


‘ceived on 
acp ! customers or correspondents 


ment of interest 
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f ible value of e account the 

I rest is paid to the extent th uch 

of out-of-pocket expenses ab- 

bed by the bank; and any such payment 

v ! ect to a de} ts ble on demand 

\ 1 of law 
4 If exchan C s and other cut- 
é ex nse e omitted entireiy I n 
of an count, credit for the 
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I ; application of these 


“In order that the 


nore clearly understood, 








the 1 ngs in which they were established 
e reviewed below 
“In one of the earliest ru by the Board, 
the question presented was whether a mem- 


rb ex 
n with 


ght lawfully at 


arges in connec 


d other items received by such bank for 


checks 


credit to the account of the correspondent 
bank. From the statement of facts submit- 
ted, it appeared that a charge would be 
made and assessed against the correspondent 
I less a sufficient balance was main- 
tai) 





that bank to ret 


for 


mpense the mem- 
the absorption of such charges; 
appear that there was a sub- 





but it did not 






tanti direct relation between the amount 
of e charges so absorbed by the member 
bank and the amount of the balance main- 
tained by the correspondent. For the pur- 
pr s of the ruling, it was assumed that the 
amount of the charges so absorbed would not 
vary directly with the amount of the depcsit 
balance, but would depend rather upon the 
number of items received in the correspond- 
ent’s sccount, the time necessary to collect 
them, and the manner cf collection neces- 


was further assumed that, although 
service charges might be made 
pondent bank if it failed to maintain a 
sufficient to recompense the mem- 
for the absorption of such charges, 

, if the amount of the deposit 
e exceeded the minimum required for 
the absorption of such charges, there would 
be no corresponding incres in the cost of 
rccount to the member bank or in the 


against the 


ce 









heless 
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i , the member banks were not prohibit 
from 


absorbing charges on such 
with 


tion 











hand, in another case pre- 

St rd, it appe that it w 
the custom or practice of certain mem! 
banks, in conne 1 with deposits rec 
from correspodents and payable on dé nd 
to absorb exchange or collection charges 1! 
an amount equivalent to 2 percent of the - 
lected b ] nce of the cor bark 
On the basis of such facts d ex- 
pressed the view that the or ab- 
sorption of exchange or collectio1 lars 
by any such member bank mount 
equivalent to a certain sp nt 

I lance of 


of the amount of the collected b 
or customer 


intercst 


the corresponden 


f 
t was an In- 
direct payment of 


in contr: 











of the provisions of said section 19 

“In yet another case, the facts were stated 
to the Board substantially as follows: Tl 
potential earning power of the de tor 
balance is arrived at on the basis of ar - 
bitrary rate representing in theory the ap- 





proximate average earning rate of the bank’s 
loans and investments. This amount is set 
up és an analysis credit account which will 
offset service charges for checks collected, 
checks paid, etc. If the total amount of such 
service charges is less than the analysis credit, 


no service charge is assessed against the de- 
positor; but, if such charges exceed the 
amount of the credit, the depositor called 
on to pay the difference. The bank dot 


not aciually pay any part of the analysis 
credit to the depositor, regardless of the 
amount of such credit or the amount of the 
service charges. It was stated that the serv- 
ice charges themselves did not represent ac- 
tual payments made by the bank for ex- 
change, collection, other similar charges, 
but it appeared that such items, represe1 
ing actual expenditures by the bank on be- 
half of specific depositors, would actually be 
included in computing the amount to be off- 
set by the analysis credit, which apparently 
represented a fixed percentage of the dep 
tor’s balance. On the basis of such informa- 
tion, the Board expressed the view that the 
deduction from the f 


or 


ente- 


Sie 





amount of service charges 
to be imposed upon a depositor of an amount 
equivalent to a certain percentage of his bal- 
ance is an indirect payment of interest with- 
in the meaning of section 19 of the Federal 
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Mr. Crowley, you may 
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Mr. Crow.ey. Mr. Chairman and members 
of > committee we had worked on a writ- 
tement which I wanted to present to 

€ mmi e, but I felt this thing had been 
nged so long that you men certainly 





had had enough opportunity 
all about, and I did 


to visualize 
not want to 














bu n you with a lot of unnecessary detail. 
I appreciate the friendship this committee 

h lways” had for the Federal Depo: In- 
Corporation. It has been a non- 
partisan committee in support ol : of the 
legislation and things to heip us. I also want 
O y, insofar as my associates in the Fed- 
eral Rese are concerned, that I am sorry 
t e has always been between us that 
n ced difference of opinion regarding the 
banki system. I do not take that as a 
pers il difference, because they are all good 
friends of mine; but I do disagree with them 


very emphatically upon this exchange charge 
nd I want to go on record as saying that I 
1 the Frown bill. I think, in favoring 
own bill, that 1 am making a very 


definite contribution to the continuance of 


the B 








the dual banking system in this country— 
the right of directors and management to 
use ordinary discretion in the conduct and 
affairs of their business. I do not believe 
that any group of men, no matter how wise 
they may be or hov honest they may be, 
should have the power so that they might 
regulate the life and the death, the thought 


and the actions of the banking system to the 
extent that they attempt to do in this regu- 
lation, or in this determination of their reg- 
ulation 

The amount involved in this, as I under- 


is about €8,000.000. In a banking 





of $100,000,C09,000, you would have 
t retch your imagination a long way to 
t effect of that would destroy the 


soundness of a 
000,000,000 in deposits 


I think, inevitat 


ig system with $100,- 


involved in this is 






the question of branch banking; the question 
of State rights. And as you know from my 
past testimony here, my attitude on that has 

; been that the matter should be leit 


to the States to determing 


the kind of bank- 








ing stem they want; and the thing I have 
opposed was the extension of branch 
banking over State lines by any direct or 
indi t method. I think also involved in 
t! the question of correspondent bank 
‘ s. All of t e things, in my mind, 
W the Federal Reserve not to 
injec tion at this time, in the 
mid hen everyone is busy. When 
they addressed these ietters to the chairmen 
of the Banking and Currency Committees of 
both Houses, which was done on August 6, I 
think it was just about the tire everyone was 


} 


truggling with subsidy and adout the tim 
were getting ready to go awuy on thei 
vacation. 

I think, 


hing has 


too, the manner in which this 
been handled has put this com- 
the defensive, because My under- 

nding, in the beginning, was that they 
would not do this without first notifying the 
merhbers of this committee and the members 
of the Senate committee. My understanding 
is that they went to Mr. Spence and said they 
would like to have a short hearing in order 
to discuss this matter, and then it developed 
nto a lengthy hearing here. But the imprves- 
sion I from the Federal Reserve Board 
was that this was brought up at the request 
of this committee. I also now understand 
that this hearing was started at the request 
of the Federal Reserve Board. 

Now this law was enacted in 1933 and 1935. 
It has been on the statute books for a great 
many years. Personally, I think it is very 
unfortunate that we have all had to waste 
our time during a war to discuss a thing of 
this nature. There has been discussed here 


m.tte on 


nto 


got 





ATE 


the question of | 
credit k 














‘oducticn credit loans, coep- 
ans, whether we would 


erative 


better off to do this, cr to do that, and « 
regard this remulation. I do not thir 
wrongs make a right I feel whatever 
the banking system has under this 8; 


here, if they have any rights coming to 
they should have them. 

I have always rejected and deeply res 
regulation by legal interpretations of adr 
istrative laws, and I think that 
is, and I want 


ns ¢ 





is what 


to put myself on re 


being in favor of the Brown bill Ai 
think you men, if you vote this bill 
will be making a very, very definite 


bution to free enterprise and to the 
of management, and you definitely will 
the necessities of the banking system su; 
visors of this country; for they have n¢ 
to step over the foul line by interpret 
legislation in an administrative way. w 
ss and letting th 
discuss this thing its merits. 

In the beginning, they said the thing in- 
volved in this was the question of absorpt 
of exchange. Later, as you men went 
you could see that definitely linked to t 
is the question of par clearance Now f 
25 years they have been trying to get ; 

throurch this committee 


on 


clearance 
through the courts; in some way, to f 
par clearance on the banks of this count! 
but neither your committee nor any oth 
} committee has ever been willing to d 
I have no objection to coming up h 
a par clearance bill and meeting it heac 
| if they let us know what it is; but I 
object trying to link that in and gettiz 
in some indirect way, and I feel very defi- 
nitely that is what is involved here. 
In our State bank system, I have 
| been a strong believer in respecting the ri 
of the State supervisors, and I have aly 
| believed that you cannot regulate to the p! 
where you are going to do the thinking f 
management; that management must n 
| backfire on their responsibility for their op- 
|} erations. And I think it is time waste 
this thing here, in comparison to the am 


ere 
ad 


. ] 








involved, as it is perfectly silly to talk at 
that being an unsound practice in a ban! 

system of $100,000.000,000. I think it h 

|} been exaggerated terribly. 

| 


I am not going to take a lot of your time 
You men know my philosophy as to a sou! 
and unsound banking system You me 
have been kind to Federal Dep : 
you have been kind to me personally I 
could go on and elaborate 
to why I th 





believe thes 
stopped, but I want to finish and will ar t 
any questions you ask me. _ I think what 1! 
involved here is something a whole lot deey 
|} than this question of $8,000,000. 
I will very happy, Mr. Ch 
answer any questions you wa to ask m 
| Mr. Forp. I would like to ask one quest 
Mr. Crowley. I have a tremendous amount 
respect for your opinion. You have done 
| magnificent job in the F. D. I. C., but you 
|} would not say that you could not tell a bank 
it would have to cancel a loan that they 
made, would you? 
Mr. Crow Ley. You 
them to cancel a loan? 
Mr. Forp. If you went into their port! 
| and found their judgment was bad, you 
would not want to be deprived of the right 
| of telling them that was a bad loan and they 
| would have to take it out? 
Mr. Crow ey. I think all the right we have 
| on that is the right to take such informa- 
| tion as the bank may be able to give us and, 
if we feel the loan cannot be paid, we would 
simply make a report to the board of direc- 


qa will ns 
4 Al A 





be lirman, t 











mean we would tell 

















tors and suggest that they charge that loan 

off out of their profits. We do not tell them 

they have to call that loan, or that they 

should not have made that loan; it is Just 

a matter of whether it should be carried ag 
| @ good asset or not. 
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regulation nd it be Mr. Crow.rey. No. I do not w 4 bar I ( 
I holding y back me i ec w of I tively, but I v < r i I ; 
( untry, and it is not what it should be officially before th e law ( but e ¢ f < 
me of the small communities, and that was enacted, except in inofii l t t et 


a lot of the restrictions we passed then, be- | the time we a 





use we were faced with th 

, + , . ~-* + v. r T 
i9 and 1935, are not r iry RoirH. Right along the line of Wh Mr. F H. I 
is no reason why we should not take a look happened in 1935, Congressman DOUGHTON, } 


f YO! I ttee M i ae Cad iis 
at this thing again. chairman of the Ways and Means Committee | @ question, Mr. ¢ y, 8 S 
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Mr. PATMAN. We f 4 re well 
t ( oe € well p ad 
for t won the banks will 
be in a very vulne | on, when the | 
! t is reached, : d Mtless will be 
ré ed, that they will d many Govern- 
ment securti hi the interest on those | 
Government securi will amount to as | 
n h as their ¢ ire l ck is And 
when they reach t point they are in a very 
vulnerable p tion, and me fellow—might 
get up over here n the floor of the House 
nd iy Ww pay these fellows a billion 
and a half or two billicn dollars of interest; 
v ! buy them up and buy the stock, | 
and this interest every year? And | 
the banks £ in a very é 
pe ion hey are doir it for a patriotic 
reé I admit, and they are » be com- 
mended for the work they are doin 
Mr. Rotpy. They are doing a fine jcb 
Mr. PatTMAN. But we cannot give them 
everytl g, you know 
Now, I y much impress ith the 











I ded for it in its reserves, not only | 
in ee-eigh percent, but seven-eighths, | 
and ») in 2 percent and even 2% percent | 
I in cert » it nee and can eet their 
mo! back in y, if they need it, I can- 
not understand why the correspondent bank | 
would accept an account from the local bank | 
unless the correspondent bank in some way, 
directly or indirectly, msde money on that | 
account. Can you explain why they would? 
Mr. CROWLEY. Let me say this to you, Mr, 


PaATMAN, in answer to that question. As far 
as I am concerned, my principal objection is 
I do not think you can satisfy the rights of 
those 2,100 banks by giving them a lollypop. 

Mr. Parman. What do you mean by “giv- 
ing them a lollypop’’? 


) 











Mr. Crow.Ley. They very definitely have 
some rights as citizens of this country and 
as managers of this banking system, and 
whether we pay them three-eighths of 1 


percent or 5 percent 
not believe 


for their money, I do 


that ordinarily you have any | 
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in t from them their | 
s t use you ing to 
s hing to pay for that right. 
Ye jut, Mr. ¢ viey, all e 
I pass that law to make it 
interest to be paid on demand 
I then ves asked f 
ntertere 
( EY. I think we ar y ine 
‘ t hey ao v ] t 4 y 1 
corr dent do ¥ their 
f I > are in i in 
ct t 3 s be e & l 
ir T I do not think so. Let e 
x e plain H is a bank in 
Tex, my home t n. That bank 
l funds, we ll say, to a Dallas 
t 1 St. Louis t K; take s reserves 
‘ nv them in Government 
but 1 them to St. Louis, we will sa 
N u t k that St. Louis bank 
V i e3 t to make a little profit out of 
tl otherwise, they would not absorb the 
exe ch es for the Texarkana bank? 

Mr. Crow ey. I think that any bank, when 
it ce] a deposit from you, or when any 
man s¢ you something they ex t to 
n e a prcefit out of you. And I have some 
evide t show that on y i 
charges, they figure your balances 
like that in determining your service charge 
Ye are not in here telling the banking 
system: “You cannot make a service charge; 
yi cannot do this; you cannot do that” 

Mr. PatMaAN. But that is not answering 
my question. Suppose we confine it to just 
that one case, if you please. That is a re 
sonable illustration, one that is likely 
occur any place in this country. Do not you 
think the correspondent bank would expect 
to make a profit out of that account, or it 
would not carry it? 

Mr. CrRow.eyY. I assume that any man in 
business, in any of his operations, wants it 
to be profitable 

Mr. PaTtTMAN. Yes, sir; and if you were a 
correspondent bank, you would not take an 
account unless you could make a little 
money out of it, would you? 

Mr. Crow ey. I think in every business 
there are certain things which are done and 
where you cannot say every move is prof- 
itable. 

Mr. PatMAN. That is not the question, 


though, Mr. Crowley; you have not answered 
my quest With all due to you, 


ion. respect 





you have not answered my question. I ask 
you Ss question: Will the correspondent 
bank handle the account for this local bank 
unless the correspondent bank normally ex- 
pects to make a profit? 

Mr. Crow.ey. I think that all depends on 
how keen the competition is. I have seen 


many times when business was willing to do 
a lot of things for good will and things like 
that. 

Mr. Patman. But that is an exceptional 
case. I am talking about normally. Will 
a correspondent bank take an account of a 
local bank and handle it in the wey that has 
been described here, unless the correspond- 
ent bank can make a profit out of it? You 
would not do it, would you, as a normal, gen- 
eral, rule; as a normal procedure and a gen- 
eral rule, you would not do it, would you? 

Mr. CrowLeEyY. I presume a man in business 
would naturally try to operate all of his de- 
partments at a profit. 

Mr. PaTMAN. Well, am I assuming correctly 
in saying your answer to it is “Yes,” that 
they would normally expect to make a profit? 

Mr. Crowtey. Yes; but I want to add this 
to my answer. I do not think that is in- 
volved in Kis question; whether a corre- 
spondent bank is operating at a profit or a 
loss, I do not think, has anything to do with 
this bill before us. 

Mr. ParmMaNn. Well, I am all haywire on this 
bill before us. Now, then, if that bank in 
Texarkana sends an account to St. Louis and 
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le the correspondent bank make a 
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or they would not t tr 
wou'd it not be better to keep 1 
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n notice, alm and ju 
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much or more profit? Now you 
v that would n lp t I 
I k, and that will help me pa 
ti thing 

Mr. Crowrey. I do not set myself u; 
al rity to tell the fellow in T 
where he may be, what he ou 
with his fund If he wants to pu 
correspondent bank, in place of b 
ernment securities, or wants to inve 
in any other way, that is the resp 
in my opinion, of management 

Mr. Patman. Gut you are in favor 
manegement and local control 

Mr. Crow ey. I am in favor of 
agement local control 

Mr ‘hat being true, you 
favor of keeping local funds at home 

Now. do not you know, if this m 
sent to St. L s, there will be less in 

for the Texarkana bank to make | 
Texarkana? 

Mr. CrowLey. No; I do not agree wv 
That money, even if it is sent to St. L 
the correspondent bank, still would be 
able if they could get any loans in thei: 
district 

Mr. PatMANn. But if they are req 
keep a certain balance in St. Louis, that w 
stop them from meking loans in Texark 

Mr. Crow.Ley. With the liquidity of 


banks, by investing in Government s 
and things like that, it would be a lor 


time before they would draw their bal 


down so that they could not loan mon 
the local communities. 
Mr. Patman. Eut is it not a fact, Mr. C1 


ley, that the local bank, as a general : 
can get more profit by investing its 
funds, as now provided by law, than it \ 


if it to send these 


were funds to a c 
spondent bank? 
Mr. Crowtey. I am going on the the 


that all local banks have a very definit 
sponsibility to take care of the need 
local communities and the more fur 
can employ in their local communit 
more profitable it is and the more th 
tribution they are making to their 
community 

Mr. PatmMan. That being true, would 
be better to keep those funds right thers 
that locality? 

Mr. Crowtrey. I do not know what 
mean by “that locality.” They have 
some correspondent accounts 

Mr. PatMAN. Evidently they mu 
them, unquestionably; but Iam talki 
generally having the major part of their 
serves in those accounts. I am not 
vinced; in fact, the way it looks from 
from the testimony I have heard, the ¢ 
spondent bank would be better off if 
vested the money itself. And this qu 
of interference does not appeal to me 

the banks have asked for too 
interference from the Government to 
plain about that. 

Mr. Crow.LeEy. Wait a minute. 
of interference have they asked fcr? I 
not seen any interferer which the 
fellow comes for here that heiped him \ 
much. 

Mr. PATMAN. Well, you take those 
deposits: The little bank asked for that, ¢ 
the American Bankers Association. And, 
the way, how do the American Bankers 
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sociation stand on this bill: do you kno’ 
Mr. Di_wec. Right at that point, a number 
of bankers testified here that they did not 
ask that interest be removed on demand ce- 
posits, but subsequently thought that Con- 
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« up ! ¢ i 1935 id asked for 15 
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Mr. PaTMAN. I d recall an but you 
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vou 1 

but, like all these fel- 

] could have een run- 
ni wanted more power 
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ar ; 

we ¢ use some 1 e 

\ in > ample I ‘ z 
h 

LEY nk ess i p 
I ran ha t 1 e «< i 1 Ww n 
Ss e ¢ 1 ind l I 

v 1 the FE ! ( t 
Vv ( e“had a } 1 1a i ces 
we 1} been able to work it out with the 
indiv 1 bark 

M I tAN. Another t t t bothers 

n this thin Mr C ley, fs the argu- 
1 t made that it is invalid, illega 
order. I cannot understand why a 
did not go into court and contest it. 
been in little towns and I know the s1 
t town the smaller the lawyer's fee; 
€ y town and with every bank youc 
W t a case brought into cx urt, and ata 


price that is not prohibitive. I just 


canno 


understand why somebody did not contest 
this thing in the courts, where an interpre- 
tation could be made by court 


Mr. CROWLEY 
the fear the av 


I think you pretty well know 


erage citizen has about com- 


ing to Washington or getting into the Fed- 
eral courts. I was 30 years old before I knew 
they gave us anything but an income tax. 

Mr. PatTMAN. You don’t insist that they 
would } me to Washington, do ycu? 

Mr. CROWLEY. Congressman, you don’t 
want legislation that is going to force a lot 
of little fellows into the courts to try Out 
the legality. 

Mr. PaTMAN. All right; lot us start on an- 
other approach. What about declaratory 
judgments? Why haven't you gone into 
court and gotten a declaratory judgment? 


minute. You have 


Mr. CROWLEY. Wait a 
1 other side, I am a part 


gotten me on the 





of the Government here. 

Mr. PATMAN. All right 

Mr. CROWLEY. You have me up here in the 
position of one of the little bankers 


Mr 
the 


serve Sys 


PATMAN 
banks not 
tem, are 
4,500 and 5,000? 

Mr. CrowLey. Somewhere around that. 

Mr. PaTMAN. And about half of them are 
affected by this bill? 

Mr. CRowLeEY. Yes 

Mr. PaTMAN. And the other half are not. 

Mr. CROWLEY. We want the other half on 
something we can find a regulation on. 

Mr. PATMAN. Why doesn’t your counsel 
join the counsel of the Federal Reserve 
Board in asking the Attorney General to 
get a declaratory judgment? That would 
not involve the prestige Or the standing or 


Well, there 
members 
there 


are about 5,000 of 
of the Federal Re- 
not? Just between 











ESSIONA 


relations of any bank in the 
That would be right here in Wash- 
Ca i just go in the court 

j k the c t te e you & de ira- 





} C EY. N I think conrmitte 
é t to vote this bill out or \ “ 
As far as I am concerned, ¢ - 
I think I have fulfilled my public 
I bility when I have made my views 
} » this tl y here You have had a 
I this thin and if the committee 
f ey want to turn this bill down, then 
t! have to take the responsibility for it; 
r as I am concerned, I am not 
r to the Attorney General or play 
ind with the thing any more. I am go- 
ing t my position publicly Known, 

id that ll there is to it. 

Mr. Patman. I have asked for information 
t instances, which has not up until now 
k furnished. As to one of those, I just 
mat the request yesterday and, of course, 
I} er had an opportunity to get it, even 
i been pr ired One is as to the 
I i , about 2,600, I believe. 


e size of the 


about th 
1 each bank, 


qown 
available. 


ill get it for you. 


as to 





ble now? 
ve been preparing 
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, and 


e this week. 
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Mr. PaATMAN. Have you broken it down as to 
each bank, or just in classes and groups? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir. By arrangement 
wi the Federal Reserve, it was decided we 
would answer both sides of your request. 

Mr. Patman. That is fair. 

Mr. THompson. That is, prepare the data 
for the par and the nonpar banks, grouping 


them by size 
Mr. PatmMaNn. And are 
them on this? 


you working with 


Mr. THompson. The Federal Reserve has 
left it to us to get up the data because we 


have it in our files, and we have not had time 
to turn it over to the Federal Reserve. 

Mr. PatmMaNn. Then it will be a joint prepa- 
ration agreed upon by both of you? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No, sir. We will submit 
the tables and the data to the committee, 
and the Federal Reserve will also have an 
opportunity to look at it. 

You know, the uses of statistics are rather 
strange, and you can pick people of the 
utmost probity and good will and technical 
skill dnd give them the same data, and they 
will come out with different conclusions. 

Mr. PaTMAN. I think everyone on this com- 
mittee realizes that. 

Mr. THompson. So we would not think of 
introducing this material as coming jointly 
from the Federal Reserve and ourselves, until 
the Federal Reserve has had an opportunity 
thoroughly to go over it. 

Mr. PatMAN. I certainly don’t want you to 
understand me as saying I want you to do 
it without their approval. Of course, if they 
approve it that is all right. 

(The tables referred to may be found in 
the appendix to this volume, pp. 720 to 736.) 

Mr. PaTMAN. Then the other request was 
about the chain banks in this group, and the 
holding-company banks. One thing that 
appealed to me at the very beginning, Mr. 
Crowley, was that if we did pass this bill, 
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to me very much. But I was very n 
turbed when the first witness coming 
was a holding-company man, ¥ 
lot of banks down in'’N 1 ¢ 
ne thing as to other wit! 
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rmation on the hol 
and we have prepared 
tion on the branch banks, of which 


are about 195 
Mr. PaTMAN. In this group? 
Mr. TuHompson. Out of this group of 
to 2,400 nonpar banks. 
Mr. PATMAN. There are about 195 
which are branch banks 
Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir 
Mr. PaATMAN. And how many of th 
be holding-company banks? 
Mr. THOMPSON. The Federal Reserve i 
paring that. 
Mr. PaATMAN. You have no estimate 
Mr. THompson. No, sir 





(The statement on branch banks r 
to follows:) 
Insured State mnonpar banks 0} 

branches, June 30, 1942 
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ce: Division of Research and S 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporati 

Mr. RoitpH. Did I understand 
man to say he is making this analysis : 
ing to each individual bank? 

Mr. THOMPSON: No, sir; we took them 
grouped them by size, because a differe1 
size affects the figures quite materially. 

Mr. Barry. Mr. Crowley, referring t 
Patman’s question about going into ¢ 
this ruling was not actually in force u 
just recently, December, was it? 

Mr. Crow.Ley. That is right. 

Mr. Barry. And it is obvious to you 
think to most members of this comn 
that when the act was passed to prohibit 
payment of interest on demand deposits, C 
gress never intended that exchange would 
interest? 

Mr. Crow_ey. I think that is correct 

Mr. Barry. So why should we sit back 
compel the small bankers to go into ¢ 
to have the courts decide what Congres 
thinking of at the time, when we Know 
selves we never considered the problem? 

Mr. CROWLEY. I agree with you. 

Mr. Barry. We are faced with the issue 
the first time, directly, now 

Mr. CROWLEY. That is right. 

Mr. DitwecG. Not only that, but there is t 
question of the burden of proof; when 
small banker goes before the Board, he 
sumes the burden of proof. 

Mr. Barry. The examiner, in effect, tells t 
banker that he is guilty, and then the B 
puts the burden of proof upon the banker 
prove that he is innocent. 

Mr. Crow ey. That is right. 

Mr. Barry. So that the banker still mu 
be the moving party. 

Mr. Patman. My contention is that if t! 
local bank should go into the local cou 
that would place the burden upon the Fed- 
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Mr. Crowtey. That 
Mr. Crav ». That const the present : 
board of ¢ rs of the F. D. I. ¢ t I 
Mr. Cr E Th I . . 
Mr. Crawrorp. 1 to know per- Mr. Crowtey. Le t 
« lv if you are r r ‘ , y c D I 
not y r view € If ] i t \ l f 
m< ng. are : on 1 ¢ 4 y , 51 I . 
pe ' H ; 
l Congr be- i I thir l 
i ] I t ta re ( ay ( 
own vie Ir f s I € t 1 the ex- 
is cor i, Senator ( e. I kK it a f t 
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t ) I ) ir tf ce \ 1 < t 
v } rf c t of that dis- 
c I e I I I 
B ¢ :.2% c we t bout one 
e th t A W 
c 1 at different mes 
\ 1 the I 1 | rve 
( \WE » And F D. I. C. joined 
Bb d of Governors in a pu 
s m of Friday, February 12, 1 
wn ) mor c rer thoughts expre 
th statemel we find this language 
Mr. SmitrH. What are you reading from? 
Mr. Crawrorp. A joint statement issued by 
the Fed 1 Deposit Insurance Corporation 
i the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Rest System, printed in the December 
he I It s 3 


spread differences of 


the law-n ing 


pinion in and administra- 
tive branches of the Government as to the 
intent of the law, and as a result of further 
col t ms between the Federal Deposit 
I ance Corporation and the Board of Gov- 
er rs of the Federal Reserve System, their 


respective regulations 
ment of interest on d 
been brought into uniformity by ag 
adopted by Board and by the Corpora- 
tion, the definition of ‘nterest has been elim- 
inated from regulation Q of the Board and 
from regulation 4 of the Federal Deposit In- 
surance Corporation, and paragraph (a) of 

sulation has been amended 


relating to the pa 


emand deposits hav 


V- 
ng 
reementus 


the 


section 2 of each re 
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t fter tl fir sentence the 
V regulation, any payment to 
I int of any depositor or com- 
I he constituting a 
d it } » Cc nr r ct 
I I f iment to de- 
, han to i - 
I y the law to particular prac- 
ll permit the general applica- 
t ency of a uniform right t 
dete! I fic cases based upon the facts 
ll also permit each agency t 
d h respect to cases coming be- 
fore er or not any practice involved 
e is a device within the mean- 
itute employed by the bank to 
f bition of the law 
I Gover! in its « l 
a oy ter al ter ct st 
uid includ e p 
exchar r col 
( 1 involved out-of-pock 
I e pI t action of 5B 1 of 
Cc Vv h fil y yr t 4 C - 
regulati 
Be ) u ler b h re Tul t y the 
c v sat iY a p Y 7 Y c c the 
t f terest upon a den 1 dey t 
I 
» the prohil } , + 
5 u r est, becom for b i 
r of administrat C - 
i er 11 1 i if 
€ d S} i ( r 
C 
n nd the ‘ ¢ 
read, 1 - 
of E y 12, 1937, 1 
vy t t} ( ( 1 in the 
] Fed 1 R e Bu n 
1 nd «c ; + _ 
I t ur ¢ { 1 
i I viol 1 of t 
( re I v t n- 
for u, if I¢ It | 
I and I}! l } 
I wou u 
M Brown or M Th | i 
you 
C t v. M Cr ) 
t< hat v not viol 1 of 
] C ( nd correspondence as 
‘ opinion. It ik Mr. Dre l- 


M Cra c ) it w not viola yn? 
Mr. I s C. Brown. We t the posi- 
t n r opinion bsor} n of ex- 


and also, 


f f the Lincoln case as outlined to us 





set forth in their ruling, that 
in our opi! that was not a violatio f tl 
] . 
M ee, what confu me 


CRAWFORD. You s 


if it is confusion, is when I take that joint 
> tement ~ 
Mr. Barry (interposing). Will Mr. Craw- 


r one question? 
Mr. CRAWFORD. 





Wait just a m 
V I ke that joi s 
then > to the stater i 
ge Oe ee - 
Mr. F ; C. Brown (interpos ). Ican 
1a copy of that, Mr. Crawrorp |hand- 
i paper |] 


ig to the F. D. 
in which 


Mr. Crawrorp. And then goir 
I. C. statement of December 6, 1943, 
‘The Board is of the view that the absorp- 
tion of exch e by an insured mn 





nmemober 





k in connection with its routine collec- 
tir for its depositors of checks drawn on 
other banks cannot be considered a payment 
of il within the terms of the interest 





regulations of the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, in the absence”—and here is the 
important language—“in the absence of facts 
or circumstances establishing that the prac- 
ted to as a device for the payment 


of interest 


INATE 









1y, when you take the lai 





joint statement, and the l 
have 

your reaction on it—the qu 

( not you are in a position, s} 


F. D. I. C., to enlighten this ¢ 

what would be required in the 

tionable practices to ma 

support, through the F. D. I. C 

circumstances establishing a \ 
WwW 


r. Francis C. Brown. Mr. Cra 
don't think you can have a 

out of a routine collection tr 
might frame up a situation where 


two banks and you w t 





ent bai 





ik and said “We will a | 
each of our banks with y 
we will run through some ju 
abnormal transactions for tl 
creating exchange”’—and that 1 





ition. 

sut I did not have any al 
ical case in mind, at the t 

in my opinion. And that 

v put in the B mem 

on, simply because we did 


the 


ird’s 


to say that people could not de\ 

f paying interest thr h > 

But I don't think you can hav ! 
ply y out of the al r 1 of 
on a erfectly normal, ¢ 

t that i whe sor 

t y and ues a cl k on 

v 1 Cc d and exc 
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Mr. Barry. Mr. Brown, if I 
serve 1 and the F. D. I. ¢ 

C d the 
i} © } ce Vv ( 
» + l I rT n > 

( I 1] e3 b 
rul \ Id still t s ? 
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wou.d have the 1 t to < 1 
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FrANcYIs C. Brown. I tl 

an you will read the opi! 
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I t out in my opinio1 u cal C 
\ > exch e ch or the 
é e, from fre f ce. If ¢ 
thousand dollar balance ar ! 
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tion of this fixe 
e) neve 
Pp cet expenses. 

And I would like to 
CRAWFORD, while - 
PaTMAN (interposing). You sa} 
I h out-of-pocket expense? 

Mr. Francis C. Brown. Yes. 
Mr. Patman. Is that correct? 

FrANciIs C. Brown. Why not? An) 
pense is out-of-p 
Mr. PaTMAN. Well, why is it distin 

by being called out-of-pocket? 

Mr. Francis C. Brown. I have not been 
to define an out-of-pocket expen 


ch 


point out a 


on this point 


cket. 





Mr. Patman. I thought that was some 
aside from normal operating expense 

Mr. FRANCIS C. Brown. This is a 1 
operating expense. The bank has 


postage, and the bank has to pay ex 
charges. They have to pay 
charges Nhy should they not h 
service charges which the other ba 
on that collection? 

In other words, your correspondent 
sets itself up as the institution wh 
takes to coliect the checks 
goes to his bank and his 
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I f{ < i to i 
{ ‘ i W | 
Y € t C W 1 
4 
i l t C vab t t 
( Wi dey ul i 
c de - 
e ¢ if Cl ulation 
currenc na 
D ur i of cash 
I Z 1 recogni that e bank- 
n I i ( earnings 
be n ned in a t condi- 
WV hav never < 4 A 
r ‘ Ss dis- 
1 fre exch e ¢ S We do 
1 ll of ervic 
law of « on com into 
I busi in tl nse i 
c bu My t there must 
I 1 fe the in 1 land a 
( for 1 rvices It cannot € pe 
C of V 1 
Vy, we ¢ e to en ze that al- 
t I deal « y with the 
n ¢ n rpretat f n 19 
rel aanger is int cor qu ( 
i p ’ 1 that ti rption of 
Cc iS I tar iount to in- 
S la hy 1 will tend to de- 
1 ol Our nat nal currency, 
. ) 
I r p y interest is in a 
1 1t I I I ce 
ind 1 lc j Ti h been 
t 1 i n € y 5 
to | t Fec il R s 1. 
, tod A viously 
V if 1 d, m 
I :¢ to e of our 
i | W i e to be 
' f mit fo r cor lera- 
’ I r best 
I 50 ye ( ce in 
of t ! and crec 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CrEpIT MEN 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President 
ral Reserve boys apparent! 
Henry H 


the Fed- 
Vv hypnot zed 
mann, executive mana r 


t! National Assoc on of C1 


i dl ng the asso tion into a 
V which really concerns only 
ress and the small busine 1en who 
commu y banks, on the one side, 
he F 1R rve Board and a few 

} > city bankers, on the other. 
order to stir up the members of his 


hem the same 
y arguments which have been 
y advanced by the bureaucrats in 
» Federal Reserve Board who are defy- 

Congress in their attempt to force 
90 small banking concerns, scattered 


97 a 





over 27 States, into the Federal Reserve 
System where they can be further regi- 
mented. 


The Federal Reserve crowd 


ATE 


I do not think many S 































m out of business; bu 
you are the one 
Governm 


this ch 


to encourage our 
to make rules of 
House of Repre 


that they did not, by their ovez 


entatives m 


A few business concerns 1: 
l n although the bu 








er Govern 
W d 
s has never aut] 
‘ h it has several tim 
I y refused to authorize. 


The opposition talks about de} 
dollars, because, like sin, \ 
egainst them. But defeating t 
which he urges, means depre¢ 
lars which are now worth a full lf 
Here is how it works. 

Say you run a business and y 
Sells goods over a wide territ 
che ; on banks in a nu I 

s and you deposit tl 
nk. You are credi 
it of those checks—l( 
liar—and there the 
osed on your books. Bi 
s deal with you 
al with your c\ 
ur bank has to ct 
ck various p 5 

y are drawn. Your bank is 
usiness and it has to incur n 
penses in order to carry on 
other expenses, it pay 
banks for the service which t! 


for it in the collection ¢ 


erent ota 
our local | 
ace amou 


i 
5 
i 
for the d 
t 
I 
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ions are C 


Aa nIlr’s 
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Among 


re 


9 at the end of x 
and at the end of the m a l 
ce charge to your bank, ¢ 

+l, > , , e °1T ‘ 
tne activity OL your a 
] t 


es from your balance 


en large enough 


, * } 1 1 
+ < , } . 
ill tO your Dank, you a I 
pay a service charge. Y 
S lart enol 1 not to try to ¢ 
Yu l are a §s od custom > 
J r account just the l 
your own Cl mer's 


and says in 
Say your bank is paying 
cause it fails 
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yor a 197 _ 
AViCC MalScs 


‘al Reserve Board objects to 


‘ 
4 
d exchange charges, and ther 








story which does no credit to 0 











it in running their business, such a 
clerk hire, postage, telephone, and 


raph expen . All cf these would 
dressed up under Federal Reserve 
nee as additional service charges, 
you would be required to pay re- 
f the size cf the balance you 
ow would you like to see that 


nt 
~ - 


vou have to pay a service 
our bank which you never had 
vy before. Why? Because the Fed- 

eral bureaucrats say it is a bad practice. 
rress said it is bad? No. Is it 
» No. The Federal Deposit Insur- 
Corporation, another Government 

vhich has a pritmary interest in 


ng the depositors of this 


il ui 


“a 


*¢ n 


count 
t it is not only perfectly legal 
ink to pay these expenses, but t 
perfectly sound for ittodoso. That 
j reason I wanted to present Mr. 
( y’s philosophy of the banking 
ness at the beginning of my remarks, 
The Federal Deposit Insur 
! tion is responsible for : 
ovements in Federal 
occulrl 


h have 


Cil 
99 . : * We rir y 
( lin 1£33, after our banking system 
Ian! MWe 1 . 
eniyvy coians 1in the I na ol 





isly supposed to ep our banks 
ng. In other words, the Federal 
] e System had 4 very severe break- 
in 1933, and it is with bad grace on 
part that they now speak in defi- 


of Mr. Crowley concern 
: what sho 


Depcsit Insurance Corpo- 

] 1 point cut that the bar 
hout the country have been ab- 
these expenses for the past 100 
including the past 10 years during 
1 the statute prohibiting the pay- 
ment of interest has been in full effect. 
» Federal Reserve bases its ruling on 
10-year-old interest law, but the rul- 
has been made effective only since 


nuary 1, 1944. The Maybank-Brown 
bills permit banks to continue paying 
t e expenses as part of their cperating 
costs, just as they have always done. It 
does not compel banks to absorb these 
expenses, but it lets them do so, as most 
of them wish to do. It frees them from 
& ruling which the banks cannot get rid 
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he future wellare of approximat 
small banks which 
l bus concerns 
and the people 1 
throughout the Nat 

It can easily be 
seid that 


accommoad 


small iness 


of the count 





ing in inland towns 
ion, 

een from what I have 
if you now find your out-of- 


id 
Csida 


town customer's dollar check worth only 
99 cents in your bank, it is because of 
the Federal Reserve ruling requiring 


your bank to charge you 


the l-cent c 


which they have heretofore been will - 
ing to pay as an operating expense. Until 
the Federal Reserve put the heat on the 
banks these checks were generally worth 
par becau the banks which are in the 
business of collect the checks s j 
the cost of those char 
If you want to ha your customers’ 
checks still handled at par—160 cer 
sh uld vot for 





defeat If the b the bar 
will pay the cting your 
cheeks. If the d, you will 
pay those exper ] iation 
l ust the reve pict 
which the opp ed, usin 
th tuff fed to Dy l 
Fede l Reser job to 
Sugar-( Ul 1 the pud- 
lic ] n for 

Behind of this i ry 3 I ld 
! 10 Ii ] isto y f£ the n 
the small, independently owned count! 
bar ha been waging for « 25 irs 
to keep from being brought under the 
cdcmination of the Federal Reserve Board 
It is a fight by independent busin to 
keep from being federalized. The Fed- 
eral Reserve System primarily is meant 
for t city bankers. Country bs e) 
for many years have preferred to | the 
privately owned and operated city banks 
as their correspondents rather than the 


G 


banks. 


vernment-controlled Federal 


The Federal Reserve Board has 


attempted many a squeeze play against 
the small bankers to force them into this 
System since th failed to succumb to 


i 
their blandishments to join the System 
voluntarily. Twenty-five years ago the 
fight was the same as it is today. Once 
before, at that time the Reserve Boar 
put pressure on the smaller bankers by 


-SEN 


dara 
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i re a me pe 
Rese \ \ ild | to the st 3 
yste out nd su ite a Na- 
tion-w ral banking s em oper- 
ated Federal « te! I t would 
be national tion l i ion cf 
our banki! ystem It ild be the 
kind of t that took place first in 
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bankin tem with man I nt 

uni locally owned t! t prac | 

buffer the busine men I ( try 

have nst the planne of national 
lis? 

Some of t bo. the Federal Re- 
‘ ( never § e Ol D - 
ing ! bankers i l, 
final ( ip tot of using 
the i est pronibitior \ a 
meal o! nz ou ex I ( 
the { ipal urt of i of n y 
mall banke I | 
t m into t Fe il R f 

So or of their | ] 
are p an opinion | f 1 
I I rb to | f 
4 t ( e | 
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ol ! l 

) { it 1 t har ) 
v 1 nme! 

( te it is te 1 

( De- 

ra ilor-n hand 

i \ I a il the ¢ r in 

t ) ( ry | ! d to 

T ( ( h Ww e de t- them 
I ( d from a cold deck 

Evel vould have been th 

f for tl Fed 1 Reserve Board’s 


plan had it not been for three circum- 
: i s that the small 


smart, as 


— 
— 


bankers were 


: 
well as coura- 


reo and many of the larger bankers 
were sympathetic to their position. 
They refused to take the Reserve Board’s 
ruling lying down. The second was that 
Congress protested the arbitrary ruling 


bankers into line. 
d not authorized it, and re- 
ed to uphold the Reserve Board in a 


to force the small 

C 

j 

ruling really regulat hange charges 
l 

f 

T 

t 


ngress hi 
ig exc 
inder the pretense of regulating inter- 
t, and the third circumst 
he Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- 
ion, which hes the direct financial re- 
of keeping those small banks 
in sound condition, and is the only Fed- 


nce was that 


pons bility 


é ney which supervises those insti- 
tutions, held that the Reserve Board 
ruling was not only unauthorized by law, 
but that undermined the banking 
structure of the country. 

The deral Deposit Insurance Cor- 
portion knew the small banks would not 
be able to operate without these ex- 


that 


customer 


charges. It knew 
e their 
customers 


change service 
Id not incre: 
their 


ervice charges, as are 


lready paying service charges as high 
h'gher than the standard service 
hal in vogue throughout the country. 
} th 
f Lae 


at these banks have different 
yr from those of the 
something that 


rently did not 


y 


‘Iblems 
banks—and this is 
Reserve Board 
did not The prob- 
these banks is simply that of 
lly owned public service institutions, 
rving communities which otherwise in 
any i es would not have banking 
rvice. They hat 


apr 


cnow unie it care. 


wT hi Oe Ae Oe 8 Om 
<“ 


~ 


immobilized in their 


On 
> % 
5 


vaults or 


as a ts in city banks to take care of 
their customers’ city needs—larger sums 
than the city banks which have ready 


access to security markets and money 
centers are required to keep. The city 
dweller who can get his check cashed at 
any hour of the day does not have to 
carry as much cash in his pocket as the 
man who has to drive 30 miles to town to 
get his check cashed. It is the same 
thing with banks. Furthermore, these 
country bankers could not shift their cus- 
tomers’ cash day by day into short-term 
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STON 
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governments as the city bankers readily 


do. The Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 


tudied these 


pol ion has banks ever 
since it was created in 1933. It has mad 
ly ress in bank supervisory methods 

1 in led lifeblood into ow 
( ank supervisor} em which 
\ ed in 1933 because of ni ct 
of understanding on the pal 

of the F ral Reserve Board. 
Conaert ped in and the H 

of I itatives passed the Brown b 
H. R. 3956, which simply reversed the 
Fed 1 Reserve Board’s ruling. This 
d by a wide margin—about 
one, It was SO wid that 
ion to the b’ll couldn’t even 
I enou votes to get a roll call 
na i tl tL re on ther W t an 
official count of the vo . The issue 
was not whether par clearance was de- 
sirab! or undesirable. The Reserve 


Iways contended that its ruling 
for the purpose of enforcing par 
clearance, but to enforce the interest 
ute. But Congress knew d'fferentiy 
and letters such as that sent out by Mr. 
Heimann clearly show that the real ob- 
jective is par clearance and not interest 
regulation. Thus, the issue before Con- 
gress wasS whether the bureaucrats 
should usurpate or Congress should 
legislate 

Now tne issue is not currency deprecia- 
tion against 10)-cent dollars. The issue 
is solvent banking with exchange charges 
against no banking for many communi- 
ties if exchange charges are outlawed. 
Exchange charges are not growing as 
a few cpponents of this bill have claimed. 
They have steadily decreased for over 


ac 


+a4 
Sta 


25 years because of natural economic 
fore I believe that until all bank serv- 


ice charges are brought under Govern- 
ment regulation, the natural forces 
should be allowed to deal with exchange 
service charges as they do with all other 
forms of service charges, without bureau- 
cratic interference. The total amount 
of exchange charged in this country is 
not over $8,000,000 to $10,600,000 a year. 
This is a small fraction of the $2,000,009,- 
009 annual operating revenue of our Na- 
tion’s banking system which teday has 
deposits over $100,000,006,000. The 
banking system in the future as in the 
past can well absorb the cost of collecting 
these checks and in so doing it is not 
subsidizing the small bankers because the 
small bankers are forced to keep over 
$700,000,000 of their funds on deposit 
in big city banks which invest this money 
and at an average investment return of 
1 percent, receive $7,000,000 annually as 
income, which is more than the amount 
of exchange they have ever absorbed. 
Furthermore, some of those who op- 
posed this bill are ignorant of the law 
when they state that national banks or 
member banks of the Federal Reserve 
System be they State or National, are 
not permitted these (exchange) charges. 
This statement of the law is wrong. 
Ever since 1917 both National banks and 
State banks, members of the Federal Re- 
serve System, have been authorized by 
Section 13 of the Federal Reserve Act to 
collect exchange charges on all remit- 
tances or clearings through the private 
banking system and many of these banks 
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have collected and now coll 
charges. The only restriction 
these charges may no co 
the 12 Govern nt- | 
R rve ba ; which do 1 
serve the }j ej a 
i ment uu { l 
over private busin I} 
gu of the law on this qu 
fol!) . 

s 13. Any Federal R t 
C m C m 
f n the United S d 
f ( lawtul 1 € I it 
Fec I es, or ch 
! i I ( 

t 1, m ring 1 1d b 
for purp s of e e or 
I receiv from other Fed 
banks deposits of current func 
money, national bank n or ch 
other Federal Reserve banks, and ¢ 
draits, payable upon presentation wit 
district, and maturing notes and bi 
able within its district; or, solely 
purposes of exchange or of collecti 
receive from any nonmember bank 


company deposits of current fund 

ful money, national-bank notes, Fed 
serve notes, checks and drafts paya 
presentation, or maturing notes 
Provided, Such nonmember bank < 
company maintains with the Federal I 
bank of its district a balance suffi 
offset the items in transit held for 
count by the Federal Reserve bank 
vided further, That nothirg in this o1 
other section of this act shall be co: 
as prohibiting a member or nonm« 
be frcm making reasonable charges 
determined and regulated by the B 
Governors of the Federal Res 
in no case to exceed 10 cents per $100 or I 
tion thereof, based on the total of checks 
drafts presented at any one time, for « 
tion or payment of checks and drafts 
remission therefor by exchange or othe! 
but no such charges shall be made a 
the Federal Reserve banks. 





rve Syste 


Practically every member bank in t 
country charges exchange for remitt 
in settlement of out-of-town clea: 
sent in direct to the bank. The cha 
is frequently omitted as « matter of r¢ 
procity between banks having frequen 
clearings between one another. 

Time and again it has been char; 
by the opponents of the Maybank 
that it discriminates against mem! 
banks of the Federal Reserve System, | 
cause it is said they cannot charge ex 
change while nonpar banks can and d 
so. This is the rankest sort of misr¢ 
resentation and the answer is plain 
anyone who can read the English | 
guage and who will take a minute to 1 
the Federal Reserve Act. 

Section 13 of the Federal Reserve A 
specifically, expressly, and in plain E: 
lish words authorizes Federal R 
member banks to charge exchange. H 
are the exact words of the statute: 

Nothing in this or any other section 
this act shall be construed as prohibit 
member or non-member tank from n 
reasonable charges * * * for colle 
or payment of checks and drafts and re! 
sion therefor by exchange or otherwise. 


The statute goes on to say that th 
Board of Governors shall determine and 


regulate the charges and also says thal 


the charges shall not exceed 10 cer 


per $100 or a fraction thereof bascd on 
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President, regulation Q 


I think, Mr. 
me 


iS a spec n of arbitrary action on the 
part of th responsible for it, the same 
type OI action as we Nave seen evidence 
of in various department 


; of the Govern- 


ment within the past few years. It is 





aln the equivalent of legislation it- 

sel I m to say that the Federal 

Reserve B which is responsible for 

this arbit action or ruling, is vir- 

tually entering the field of legislation. 
i 


hat Board was fully aware that the 
Congress has in the past been opposed 
to the passage of such legislation as 
would declare the charging of exchange 
on checks to be an item of interest within 
the purview of the pertinent provision of 
the Federal Reserve Act. 

passage of the Maybank bill or 
the adoption of the pending amendment 
will, I presume, prevent the enforcement 
of regulation Q. I say “I presume”; I 
thought before the regulation was adopt- 
ed that the Federal Reserve Board had 
sufficient respect for Congress to justify 
the belief that they would follow the 
policies which Congress had laid down, 
and not undertake to make such a 
strained construction of the law as they 
appear to have tried to do in this case. 
I think it will be made somewhat plainer 
if the pending amendment can be adopt- 
ed, that Congress does not intend that 
regulation Q shall be put into effect and 
many of the smaller banks of the coun- 
try destroyed and the existence of others 
jeopardized. 

As to Tennessee, I should like to read 
an excerpt from the testimony the other 
day before the Banking and Currency 
Committee by Mr. Clark, the superin- 
tendent of banks of my State: 

Tennessee has 222 State-chartered banking 
institutions, 161 of which charge exchange 
by the 


mr 
1he 


under the authority granted them 

law of Tennessee. These institutions are 
known as nonpar, nonmember banks. They 
are located in the small towns of the 


State and they serve the communities along 
with their churches and schools. Approxi- 
mately 95 percent of these banks afford the 
only banking service available in their re- 
spective towns and villages. An analysis 
of the earnings reports of these banks shows 
that 84 percent of the net income of the 
Tennessee nonpar country banks for the 
year 1943 was represented by exchange and 
service charges. Without this source of in- 
come, 33 of these institutions would have 
had an operating deficit or a loss for that 
year, and a greater number would have 
shown earnings in an amount less than 
$1,000 for the entire year. 


So, Mr. President, this is a very seri- 
ous matter. It is an effort to change the 
system which has been built up through- 
out the years; it is an effort completely 
to turn around and face about, so to 
speak. 

I could say more on the subject: a 
great deal has already been said and 
much more will be said, but with these 
observations I think I shall content my- 
self, and say that I hope the Maybank 
amendment will be agreed to by the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to address myself very briefly to the 
pending question. From having listened 
to the discussion on this floor yesterday 
by those who are opposed to the so- 
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called Maybank amendment one would 
think that something entirely new was 
being thrust upon the banking system of 
the country which endangered the fu- 
ture soundness of our banks. 

The distinguished senior Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. VANDENBERG], with much 
more heat and vehemence than 
curacy, went so far as to designate the 
exchange system and the absorption of 
exchange as a new device, and then he 
proceeded to indict himself for being an 
expert in banking and plead guilty to 
the charge. I cannot accept expert tes- 
timony of that type, even though I do 
not pretend to be an expert, when I know 
as an historical fact that the charging 
of exchange or the absorption of ex- 
change are banking practices which are 
as old as commercial banking itself. 
The issue here is not as to whether some- 
thing new is being engrafted on to the 
banking system of this country. The 
question which is being presented here 
in benalf of a group of small banks is 
as to whether they are to be crucified 
and federalized by an edict issued by the 
Federal Reserve Bank Board. That is 
the issue. 

It has been said that this is a contro- 
versial question. It is a controversial 
question; it is a controversy which has 
raged in the United States for almost 
half a century. Since I have been a 
Member of this body, which is not so long 
a time, there have been two big banking 
fights here as to whether or not we should 
enforce par clearance on all the banks 
in the United States, and this is a part 
of that fight. The Federal Reserve 
Board having failed to persuade the Con- 
gress to give them these powers, comes 
here now under what I view as a wholiy 
unwarranted construction of law, and 
attempts by an interpretation of a con- 
gressional act to enforce the powers 
which the Congress denied them. 

Exchange was charged and exchange 
was absorbed by the banks a long time 
prior to 1933. It was the custom and 
practice from 1933 down to 1943, and the 
Federal Reserve Board, despairing of get- 

ing congressional action which would 
be damaging to an infinitesimal number 
of banks of this country, so far as de- 
posits are concerned, and in a way still 
further to promulgate their desire to in- 
corporate all banks into a federalized 
system, and to break down the dual sys- 
tem of banks, are now undertaking to en- 
force this order. The question is not as 
to something new we are going to do to 
the banking interests, the question is 
whether or not Congress is going to pro- 
ceed in an orderly manner to control the 
question of par clearance, or whether 
we are going to let the Federal Reserve 
Board do it by this regulation they have 
issued. 

Mr. President, in this country we have 
two great divisions of government which 
have to do with banks. We have our 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
which organization is interested in every 
public bank in the United States, whether 
it be State or whether it be National. 
That Corporation is presided over by 
Hon. Leo Crowley, an able administra- 
tor, and, for a bureaucrat, a man who 
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has shown an intense recognition 

he Congress does exist, and wh 

to be willing to let Congress k 

vital matters like that before u 

other division is the Federal } 
Board, which has control of and 1 a 
sibility for the members of its « ‘ 
tem, and this Board is constantly 

ing out for power, and seeking to 
influence over all the banks in thi 

try. 

Senators need not mistake 
that the question of the dual 
system, the question whether the 
banks ought to be permitted to ex 
question of branch banking, as 
the question of the life and deat! 
number of smaller banks, are all w! 
up in the issue which is presented 
here today. For my part, I am 
to accept the statement of the Hon: 

Leo Crowley that no law conferred 
the Federal Reserve Board any |; 
such as that they attempt to ex 
because I can find no such law, and | 
find no custom or practice of the Fe 
Reserve System in the pasf, which y 
justify them at the late date of Se; i 
ber 1943 undertaking to change th 
tem, and impose, indirectly by f 
attack on the smaller banks, what 
Congress had twice denied when bar 
legislation was pending in these Ha 

The smaller banks are merely a 
that the system as it obtained p! 
September 1943 be allowed to conti 
to operate until the Congress of ’ 
United States—the people’s representa- 
tive—themselves see fit to address them- 
selves to this subject, and to pass 
law which would regulate the syster 
the absorption of exchange and the ques- 
tion of charging exchange. 

We hear much about the small bi 
nessmen in this country. Senators 
the floor and pour out gushing word 
sympathy for small business. In 
matter which is pending before us t! 
is involved the true segment of 
businessmen of our country—the sma 
banks—who ask that they be not re- 
quired to change their methods 
practice in banking—the operation 
their business—unless it be done at 
behest of the Congress of the Uni 
States. 

I say, Mr. President, that there is every se 
justification for approving the Maybank ‘ 
bill, now pending as an amendment 
Instead of striking down or endangeri! 
the entire economic system, as has been 
charged by some of those who are op- 
posing the pending amendment, it mere- 
ly leaves the banking system in the status 
and in the condition in which it has been 
since the beginning of the operation di 
commercial banking. 

These little banks are entitled to t! t} 
relief sought; they are entitled to an op- a] 
portunity to present their cause to the 
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Congress of the United States. I vw 

amazed to hear the argument made th Cr 
because only 2 percent of the banks were a 
involved it did not make any difference Ww 
whether we legislated for them or not. e) 
Where have the rights of minorities in Si 
this country gone, where have the rights t} 
of small business in this country gone, al 








98 percent of the business is to be per- 




















{ of small business 
proposition. The re - 
, 1Z ] 
it we t in cruc - 
r b hich are de- 
I nan 1 for 
upon t absorption of 
( la! 
it has been 1 d by tl 
LiOiil Ohi a ft I i \ 
he measure s ud n 
of the hands of the Banking 
C y Comm in y 1 
I ner. I ) nd ¢ \ 
ol nate Kr t | { 
1othing unusual int a 
is pV ym Se and 
5 ) cSomeé 
tt { 
t this 
1 ter that custom and that 
] ha been followed in- 


times. A legislative proposal 

nd of a distinct character has 
pending in a committee, but when 
considered 

he Senate, it has been of- 
amendment on the floor of 
j > 


It may not be a good prac- 
would certainly not be a great 

( ) the little banks whose lives 
esses are involved in the pend- 





Committee had cone d 

heir b lj ta the seventy- 
th C was d 

le and diligent Senator from 

¢ olina has made every effort, 

out of season, and some of us who 

d in the measure have sup- 

is earnestly as we could, to 

the Committ on Banking and 
Currency did have a hearin 


y and finally 
S We are get- 
Oo aajourn ana return to our 
; cause that hearing has 
n called, we are told the pending 
should be defeated. I appeal 
interested in the dual system 
nd those who believe in 

usir , to help us do justice by 
l quo of September 











RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Et 
LED 2 in the chair). Ti 

{ $ expired. 

Mr. President, will the 
tor from Georgia answer a ques- 


? 1 mv ft me? 


1e Senator's 


fy > 


tUSSELL. 
TAFT. Does the Senator 

circumstances can the 
be a payment of 


— 


cchange 


Mr, RUSSELL. Oh, no. Of course it 
could be drawn out to where it would 
mount to that; but the Senator is not 
ing to define the absorption of 
and what exchange is. The 
rr from Ohio is taking the position 
he Federal Reserve Board, in the 
absence of legislation from Congress, 
he right to declare a practice of 
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of interest n the Con i 
OprX I ( to o 
l u n l ect 
don ‘ 
M TAFT. I do not ur d the 
Fed Rest e B ] ( 
Id I i na é , 
n nt P. on ae Ged ( 
l m € ] I t 
pl IS re e( ( I 
n ol m I on a ¢ 
for the { } l t ! 1 
of iina 
} ( I at - 
d : i 
a It I l fir 
( rm I 1 ( 
rhe1 oO ré ls 1 | ! I 
thev + ) C n + ‘ | 
y \ h } ; | y ] » j 
I I bank f l ) i 
is a | d It m 
mendn prop in I - 
nt of ¢ han legal u I - 
u tan n tl I l a 
de for t! payl nt ol 
) RUSSELL M P it, t 
1mendme S proposed pernaps ll 
circumstances might | t t 1 lit, 
but Congress can cure t m - 
out perm ig the deral R rve Board 
to stifie tl life of a number of small 
bat hich impo! t to th - 
cultural life of tl country. 
Mr. TAF I I should like to y that I 
aq tion the Senator's tement ll 
i ird Al é i, ( S 1 me Ol 
chal I the ¢ itol i ( chal 
and it seems to me f more reas i 
to chal tl depositors dil ly t t 
service chal and raise tl m ou 
of money than it i charge, in effect, 
the man who gets the che 
Mr. RUSSELL. Y course, the 
Senator from Ohio kno that rvic 
on ( m Or n¢ ner are mM e 
1} including the Fed ] 
Len r novel 





ure of an interest charge But 

x from Ohio and the Federal 

em are not con ed ith 

of se} e ch ( ich op- 

erat wholiy within the bank W t 

they e doing to pursue a course 

wh h i caicu ted to fede € tne 

banking s} n by bringing all bank 
into the Federal R ve S em 

Mr. TAFI I do not ee th that 

statement at all. I do no 

tends to bring the ban! into t I - 

eral Re ve System. It might « - 

ably have some effect in forcing a par 

cle rance em, | tt it does r I a 

essarily bring them into the Federal Re- 

serve System. In fat mat ( the 


creation to endeavor to bring all the 
benks of this country who are eligible 
within the control of the Federal Re- 
serve System, and if this is not a move- 
nent in that direction, by eliminating 
one of the reasons why the banks have 
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of the State banking ( O nd 
( ( fl i their Senators’ of 3 
tf ran 
\ to late ere on a f mn 
t { 1 t ri of a mi ol 
of tl ( } é 1 €X- 
clusi y on t nl 
1 the oppo 1 
‘ m 1pe ( the Fe 
t . OF t are unde! 
] R rve Systet 
on the 1 s of 





con 
e not under 
Reserve S} 


the conti 
stem 


( esmen al 
Federal 


M TAFT. The most effective wit- 
I I | rd was a small banker from 
Beat Nebr., who w not a member 
( Federal R rve S} 1, who wa 
( a ! wh argument 
lt \ 1 ( pl er. y ) 
: re 
( i f I u he did ri a 
I ( ik, ¢ 1 had given up 
t 10n ( 1 which 
f I ra the usl 
\ most eff e witness I 
t ! m ? 
i Y th tT n r ¢ ¢ = 
) ] ( i 
} b : 
as I ( I 1 ) Op- 
} t u I 
Il LO 
I LI I I t 
1 ( Py s rl 
ee 
r T I 1 
l t) lin I 
itot 1! n ol 
é  & v l uN) ed 
nA PANIZUT ) Mr. P t of 
( Loi l it 1S li! 
! ») unde! 1 thorough d 1S- 
f the u 1volved in t ! - 
l Is ( fi my mal to one 
p ( the n I ll ¢ l a 
\ ct hich has been talked ut so 
I 1 iin the last f years, but 
anou which lit } S D qaone 
and that is rule by bureau 
Since 1935—at least that far back— 
the I ral R rve& eve been en- 
deavoring to establish > rule laid down 
in regulation Q. They h ave known dur- 
ing all that time that the smaller banks 
and their friends resisted their right to 
put into effect any such _ regulation. 
What have they done about it? Have 
they ever come to the Congress of the 
United States and asked to be allowed 
to do that which the opponents said 


they had no power to do? No. They 
hy been here when other measures 
have been under consideration during 
that t . They could have put this 
program into numerous bills they have 
presented to Congress, and secured its 


adoption 


and ask in 


ared not come here 
an n aboveboard way for 
this power to oppress the smaller banks. 

What is interest, Mr. President? This 
measure, as can be seen, merely pro- 
vides that the presi law shall not be 
deemed to prohibit the absorption of ex- 
change or collection charges by member 
banks. It is proposed to establish that 
rule by regulation Q, as follows: 


But they d 
ope 


nt 
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p r er bank shall directly or indi- 

ré yY DV &é Vy aevice whatsoever ft yY any ine 
1 any deposit which I on 

a 

T Board says it has the right to 
define what is interest under th 
ection, and that is the section from 
which it claims to obtain authority for 
the regulation promulgated by it. 


What is interest, Mr. President? Who 


does not know the common understand- 
ing andeacceptation of the word “inter- 
est”? Is interest a service charge mad 
in the regular course of events, not made 
ten arily, not made because of some 
e} iency, but made over 100 years in 
t due cou! of banking business? Is 
it t something which has always 
been classified and termed and recog- 
! 1 as a service chal n exchange 
charge, a charge for doing th work 
I y to collect an item, a check, we 
will say, for some other banker or ne 
( ! or perhaps a charge for send- 
l Ol an € r, the payment ol 
p the use o ionery? 

I tl late date, afraid to come 

> 


Board 


] c I t— n ¢ t it el Li — 
t th ) tice shall t iL, 
it 1S to be l » the 
I t of ix est In i end 
I the F R ird ¢ 
] I I Ci I oe Tl n an- 
in t I 1 of al 
i 1 r man > country 
I E 1 ¢€ in a to 
( I r h it ¢ I ess, 
1 ¥ 1 it ¢ d not u until now, 
pre 1 had | n ¢ yn 
t rs d afte 1 t ty 
¢ t B 1 has on t l ct we 
ve in 1t mai years ¢ 


mit, Mr, Presider 


I n lent, that the Fed- 
el I rve Board should not be per- 
mitted to affect the very lives of so many 
Ss banks, endanger their credit, and 
t ten the security of many depositors. 
\ n Congress is in session most of the 


10uld 
! on of 
Congress by issuing decrees. It Id 
be required to do as othe encies must 
do under the orderly proce esses of govern- 
ment. 
_ As has been stated in this debate, the 
rd has a ark ndly comm ittee in the 
Senate. Long ago it could have brought 
to the atte ntion of Coneres ss what it de- 
sired to do. Instead, the Bee ird has as- 
d its own power to do something 
which Congress has not been willing to 
do. When the Board first attempted to 
put its rule in effect, it was bitterly re- 
sisted by Members of the Senate and of 
the House, indeed, so strongly resisted 
that the effort, made in 1935, 9 long years 


Reserve Board s! 


nitted to usurp the funct 


time, the Federal 
I 


snou 


sert 


ago, was abandoned. A great man in 
the House of Representatives, who was 
an outstanding friend of the small bank- 
ers of the country, made the fight 


against the effort in 1935, and the Fed- 
eral Reserve Board backed down in the 
face of his opposition. I refer to the 
late chairman of the House Committee 
on Banking and Currency, Henry Stea- 
gall. The effort to put into effect an un- 
lawful rule was not renewed until that 
great man had passed away. Then, 
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section 51! 


no objection, 
; ordered to be ; 
ECORD, as follows: 
DEFINITION OF IN 
iw Dic ry, third 
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‘ANKHEA 
This nendment w 
a practice whic 
he small country 
x” more than 100 yea 
1uec 1 without inter? 
he 10 years that the int 
has been in the sta 

at last, the Federal oe 


hh 


banks of 


al 


i 
it 
10 


has lai id dow n this prohibiti 


Mr. President, approxi 
try ba oe are affected by 
the Federal 
2,700 country banks 

l communities, which are 
areas of the Natio 
Surely if we were to do any 

igre: 
f this country, 


se 


we should do 


strength, and protection to 
banks of the country. We all k 
in the opinion of SC me, 


grocery ‘store. 
lieve that we should hav 
structure, out of which 
entirely the country banks. 
those who believe that the w 
ing structure of the som 
centered in the great cit 
that wherever there are 
they should have thetr exist 


a part of a great chain of bank 


e printed in the Rr: 
this point as a of my re 
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an 


time, 


DING 


is V 
Senator 
pi. Iunder 
and votins 
If permitte 


REED (when his n 


e a general pair with 








or from New York [Mr. Wacner] 


rstand that if he were pre it he 
vo is lam about to vote. There- 


m at liberty to vote I vote 


I a 


M VILEY (when his name was 
Mr. President, for reasons 
appear adequate to me I ask that 
excused from voting on this ques- 


PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thet 


n to the request of the Sen 
1 Wisconsin that he be excused from 
on the pending qu n? The 
hears no objection, and the Sena- 
xcused. 
yl call was concluded. 
HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
m Kentucky (Mr. Barkley nd 
tor from Virginia {Mr. Gr 
bsent from the Senate | of 
Senator from Utah Mr. Mv 
is absent on official | I for 
nate 
e Senator from Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE] 
e Senator from Pennsylvania |Mr 
re detained in Government de- 
ments on matters pertaining to tl 
ive States. 
Senator from New York [M1 
ind the Senator from Montana 


MurrAY]! are detained in committee 
‘om Florida [iMr. 
tor from Idaho 


rom Missi 





, the S ator from We 
\ nia CILCORE |}, t S r from 
I ng VERTON |, t Senator 
i N ScRUGHAM|!, the Sen- 


om New York 
from Wash 
EN], and the 


WaGneER], tl 
ing 
Senator from Montana 


Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily absent. 
I am advised that if present and vot- 
he Senator from Idaho [Mr. CiarkK], 
t Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
I RE], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
I pocK!], the Senator from Nevada 


[Mr. ScrucHam], and the Senators from 
New York [Mr. MEap and Mr. WacneErR] 
\ d vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. AN- 
DREWS] is paired with the Senator from 
ntana (Mr. WHEELER]. I am advised 
that if present and voting, the Sen: 
m Florida would vote “yea,” and the 
Senator from Montana would vote “nay.” 

Mr. THOMAS of UTAH. I have a 
f ral pair with the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Brinces}]. I transfer 
that pair to the S t from Virginia 
Gtass]!, who, I am advised, if pres 
nd voting, would vote “nay.” Iam 
not advised how the Senator from New 
Harnpshire would vote. I v y. 
Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 

xesota (Mr. Batt], the Senator from 

10 [Mr. THomAs], and the 

n New Hampshire [Mr. Torry! are 
necessaril absent. If pre these 
Senators would vote “nay.” 


K 


c itor 


nator 


ste “nav.” 


— 


~ hm 


Uv nt 


e 


The Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Bripces}, the Senator from Okla- 
homa (Mr. Moore], and the Senator 


from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] are neces- 
sarily absent. 
xXC—594 
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to make 


period in presiding ove1 
committee I heard the 
dicated that the roll wa 


in 


ascert 


immediately prepared to 
mittee room and come 
Chambe!1 I wish to say 


the m rail car in t 
tween the Senate Offi B 
Senate Chamber the 1 


was 3 rt my Ai 


against the amendment. 
Mr HOMAS of Ol; 
that the Senate insist 


ann 
c I 
» ry t ie & Ta 
The 1 a 
Yn q) , ¥ 


HEAD, Mr. ELLENDER, Mr. 
Capper, Mr. SHIPSTEAD 


conierees on tne part ol 
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Mr. HAYDEN. It merely provides for 


1 I 1,000 additional copies of 
} 3 of 1 hearings before the Spe- 
( Com: e on Post-war Economic 
Policy and Flanning. The Resolution 
Vv mi Vv the Senator from Geor- 
{ GE E], and the cost will be 
+00) 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER Is there 
objeciior p nt consideration of 
ul | 
b no objection, the resolu- 
tion } 353) ubmitted by Mr. 
GEO on cember 13 1944, Wa con- 
§ re ito f llo 
I 1 para- 
2 the |! Act )- 
I I l i he ( ittee 
( I I P a ning 
( { I t € d reby, 
| f ] printed 
1 ) il of irt 3 
( ! I ! i com- 
I e « id n of the 
( é I it t the 
lu i I 102) creating a Special 
Committee on Post-war Economic Policy and 


DURATION OF SPECIAL COMMITTEES 
Mr. McCARRAN Mr President, 
there appears to be an indefinite policy 


in the Senate with reference to what is 
going to happen to special cemmittees. 


I should like to have the policy stated 
so that some of us who are conducting 
hearings through special committees 
may know what course to pursue in the 


future. We understand that it is the 
policy of the leadership to do away with 
all special committees Some of the 
special committ —and I refer particu- 
larly to t pecial committee having to 
do with the invest tion of the decen- 
tralization of business, another one hav- 
ing to do with the public lands of the 
West, and another having to do with 
silver—will, by reason of the language 
of the 1 lu 1 creating them, go out 
of existence 1 1 the expiration of the 
pre t-S ess. I will take, for in- 
stance, the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys. 
That subcon e has hearings set in 
the W for the latter part of January 
and the fi part of February. In those 
h J rior Department is 
\ n those |} ‘ings the 

I the open public do- 
main and all of them vitally 
into. those | ngs the 
people « » State of Utah have been 
( months, but, due to the fact 
th: chairman, the senior Senator 
from Ney has | nen d in trying 


to perpetuate hil lf in this body, he was 
unable to hold the hearings. The hear- 
i \ been set, nevertheless; but, 


ul we can have an understanding 
now with those who are interested in the 
policy of doing away with the special 
committees, we are at a loss to know what 


to do. Again, with reference to the 
special committee having to do with the 
dece! ilization of industry, some hear- 
ings have been held, other hearings are 
called for, and we have promised hear- 
ings in various sections of the country. 
Ve would like to know whether we will 
be permitted to go forward with those 
hearings, whether we will be financed by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the 
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ent Expenses of the Senate, so | I propose to get the information and 
» may advise the people who are submit it to my committee the mom 

interested, and advise the members of the next Congress convenes. We will 

the committee as well. have a meeting and go over the special 
Then, regarding the committee on sil- | committees, and ascertain whether 
1t committee has been almost a | not we believe they should be continu 
committee. It has been in | and how much money they are entit 


-Lr 


e nce since long before I became a to in order to continue, and then m 
Member of this body. I think it was cre- | a report to the Senate, as we have alw 
ated as a result of the efforts of my late | done. 

b ed colleague, Senator Pittman. It When I discussed this matter with t] 

i and working committee. The | minority leader, the late Senator f) 
chairman of the Committee to Audit and Oregon, Mr. McNary, and the majori 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the | leader, the senior Senator from Kentuc 

S is present, and the leaders on | [Mr. Barkley], 2 years ago, it seemed 
both sides are here. and I should like to | that time that the thing to do would | 
k vy, rezarding the three committees I to adopt an over-all resolution which 
h named—and I suppose other Sen- | would continue al] committees until Jan- 
ators are interested in other commit- | uary 31, 1943, and that would give 

t - exactly what we may look forward | committees opportunity to resubmit 

to. because, if we are to be permitted to | have agreed to resolutions covering th 
eo forward, some of us may utilize the | expenses for the pending session, wh 

] vacation to proceed with hear- | would expire 2 years from that tim 
ines. Otherwise we may stand still and | That is the crux of the situation. 

not know what we are going todo. Iam | Mr. HILL. In other words, the n 


asking this question in all seriousness | Senate then could determine which of th 
and sincerity, with the hope that the | committees, if any, it desired to con- 
whole atmosphere may be cleared. tinue? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I will say | Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. T 
to the distinguished Senator that I have | Senate has the right to determine wheth- 
only briefly discussed this matter with | er or not these committees shall continu: 
he able chairman of the Committee to | and that is the point Iam making. Thi 
\udit and Control, the Senator from newly elected coming into the Senate 
with all the other Members of the Senat 


— hy, 


llin (Mr. Lucas]. It is my under- 
standing, from what he said about the | are the only ones who can say whether 
resolution, which I believe his committee | any committee should continue for a pe- 
is now ready to report, that the com- | riod of 2 years. That is all there is to 
mittees to which the Senator from Ne- | the matter. 

vada has referred, and all such commit- | No one need feel alarmed about the 
t 


. would continue their life until the 


situation. The committees which a1 
end of January next, which would mean | now operating will continue to operat 
we would have about 30 days at the be- | yntil January 31 next, and if the Sena 
ginning of the next Congress in which | pelieves these committees are necessary 


determination could be made as to | and that the continuation of the spend- 
whether those committees should con- | ing of the taxpayers’ money is necessai 
tinue during the next Congress. I will | jn the hope that legislation may follow as 
ask the Senator from Illinois if I am | g result of the investigations they 
correct in this statement. making, of course the S 








rate will mal 
Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Ala- | that decision, and it is perfectly pro} 
bama is correct. I have not conferred | it should do so. No one is going to 
nmittee | cut off; no one is going to be hurt. T 
th respect to the resolution which has | committees will continue to functi: 
been prepared, which would continue all | with the power of spending money j 
the standing and special committees un- | as they have been spending it over a pe 
til January 31, 1945. A similar resolu- | riod of time. The Silver Committee will 
tion was offered 2 years ago, and there is | continue—I understand it is practically 
no reason I can see why a resolution of | an institution—until January 31, 194 


I 


J 








~ 


a character should not be offered | and if the Senate wants the Silver Com 

mittee to continue after that, the dis- 
There are a great number of special | tinguished Senator from Nevada will 
mmittees, a great number of commit- have his opportunity to be heard at that 
which are in existence and active in | time. If the resolution shall be as 


) 


reea 

Senate, which have been in exist- | to, all the committees will be continued 

nce for many, many years, and at the | yntil January 31. I think that is an or 

juest of some Members of the Senate | gerly and busines like way to present th 
am having the financial clerk prepare | matter before the Senate. 

or my committee a statement of the time Mr. WHITE. Mr. President. I shall 

n these committees were started, 7 z , ee 


yw long they have been in operation, | °*PFeSS ™y Own views about the situa- 
atin Pgs te ere ce ax, | tion now being discussed, and I believe 
what they have accomplished in the way what f have in mind to sax for mveclf 
of legislation, the amount of money that eae eee aoe a aces 
has been spent, and also the number of largely reflects the vaews of the one 
employees now working in connection | °f Senators on the minority side. 

with the committees. At the beginning Anyone with any experience knows 
of the next session of Congress, when | What happens when we authorize the 
new Members will come into the Senate | Creation of special committees. They 
to participate in the deliberations, I | are created, clerical help is employed, 
think they will have a right to know | they continue day after day and week 
exactly where the Senate stands with re- | after week, and sometimes month after 
spect to all these committees, month and even year after year, to drag 


© 
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nator from Illinois has in mind to 
it meets every possible objection 
and I should very gladly join in 
way I could in securing the adop- 
f such a resolution. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I wish to 
a further observation. As chair- 
yf the Committee to Audit and Con- 
1e Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 

} have to approve every voucher 
chis written. Approval of a voucher 
; considerable responsibility on the 
irman. It is the purpose of that 
mmittee to know exactly how the 
ney is going to be spent, who are the 
iployees of the committees, and what 
employees are doing in respect to 
rning the money provided for them by 
respective committees. That is 
it the Committee to Audit and Con- 
| the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
will endeavor to find out when the 
resolutions providing money for 
mmittees are resubmitted. 
Mr. President, I do not say that any 
mmittee is spending money in a way 
ought not to be spent, but I do think 
Senate of the United States is en- 
d to know how it is being spent, and 
receive a complete and full report 
om the Committee to Audit and Con- 
| the Contingent Expenses of the 
ate in respect to all these matters. 
t is exactly what I propose to do 
1 the new Congress convenes. I 
nk the Senate and the taxpayers of 
country are entitled to have that 
rmation. That is the way I hope to 
idle the situation. I may be wrong, 
[ think perhaps I am right. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
tor yield? 
Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. I think the Senator from 
llinois will have the wholehearted ap- 
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f veys esStablishe ubcommittee on 
Public Lands. That subcommittee has 
been holding hearings in the West, and 
today the people of Utah are calling 
upon it to hold hearings in Salt Lake 
City with respect to the withdrawal of 
some 3,000,000 acres of land. 

Mr. LUCAS. How long has the sub- 
committee been holding hearings? 

Mr. McCARRAN. 
probably 4 years. 

Mr. LUCAS. Four years? 

Mr. McCARRAN. I think that is cor- 
rect. Changing conditions have made it 
necessary to hold those hearings. The 
Department of the Interior is interested 
in the hearings; every stock raiser in the 
11 Western States is interested in the 
hearings; everyone who lives in the open 
oublic-domain States is interested in 
them. Reports of the committee have 
been filed from time to time. That sub- 
committee is not like one which has been 
dormant, or has held no hearings, or has 
filed no reports. The subcommitt 
filed reports, and is now read} 
another report. Whether that is done 
depends on whether the subcommittee is 
permitted to continue. 

Mr. President, if it now be said that 
the subcommittee can go forward only 
until the last of January, then I would 
not only be wasting time in preparing a 
report, but I would not know whether 
there will be any further action taken by 
the subcommittee, and I must advise the 
people of the West accordingly, Those 
are serious considerations. 


My recollection is 
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I i j es a 
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\ HATCH. If - 
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That isc t, except 





not quite sure as to tn 

Mr. McCARRAN. Th ibcommittee 
is appointed from among the members of 
the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 


Mr. HATCH. Yes; but the funds are 


provided by separate resolution 
Mr. McCARRAN Aut n wa 
given to the Commit on Pu Land 
and Surveys to a t 
Mr. LUCAS. If t ) i u 
spe l committ 
Mr. McCARRAN. I t is 
a special comm I )= 
committee of t Com! ( 
Lands and Sur ) y 
of a resolution ad ed byt 
Mr. President I I 1 in 
knowing is whether t ( 
and I refer to t ( 
going to die. If t 
will be in rather a 1 < 
are in the c e I 
by one committe nd ! c 
for additional f to - 


| Audit and Control t Contir t Ex- 
1 penses of the Senate should approve an 
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application for funds when made in good 
faith, and when a good showing is made, 
instead of simply holding the committee 
over until the last of January, and mean- 
while we wil] not know wl to do. 


WilaAl 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I submit 
a resolution which I send to the desk, and 
I ask unanimous consent, out of order, 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
resolution will be stated. 

The L lative Clerk read the resolu- 
tio foll 

I I ill resolutior heretofore 

i l iZ Z tandl > or & ect 
( y clerical ints, hold 
I l conduct inve ons during 
1 = Cr é hereby are 
r 1 fi ce and effect until Janu- 
ary 31, 1! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
ol n ») the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the S or yield? 

Mr. LUCAS Yes. 

Mr. MALONEY. I should like to ask 
a question. Will the resolution, if 
adopted, provice for the continuation of 
the existing funds in these committees 
until January 31? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator is correct. 


Mr. MALONEY. I thank the Senator. 


Mr. McCARRAN and Mr. LUCAS 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
have not yielded the floor. The Senator 
from Illinois submitted a _ resolution, 


which it was proper for him to do. 

The -RESIDING OFFICER. 
Senate has 
The Chair 
who de 
Chair. 

Mr. I did address the 
Chair. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry? Who has the floor? 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair does not know. The Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, if 
the resolution is agreed to the very 
dilemma to which I have made reference 
will face us. The committees will be in 
existence until the 31st of January. 
Suppose we are unable to do anything 
between now and the 3lst of January? 
What are we to tell those who are inter- 
ested in the work of these committees? 
Many persons in various parts of the 
United States will want to know about 
the meetings. Perhaps they have al- 
ready been notified about certain meet- 
ings. 

I use as an illustration the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys, to which 
reference was made a little while ago. 
The people of Utah and the officers of 
the In ior Department have been ad- 
vised of a hearing which is to take place 
in the West on certain dates in the lat- 

January. Shall we say to 


The 
not been proceeding in order. 
suggests that any Senator 
recognition address the 


res 


McCARRAN. 


‘} 
i1e 


ter part of 
them, “We do not know whether we are 
going to be there; we cannot tell you 
whether we are going to be able to pro- 
ceed with the he because of a 
resolution which has been adopted by 
the Senate.” 
Mr. HAYDEN. 
Senator yield? 


Mr. McCARRAN. 


arings 


Mr. President, will the 


I yield. 
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Mr. HAYDEN. I sympathize with the 
predicament in which the Senator finds 
himself. Nevertheless, I believe that the 
next Congress should determine the 
question. If we try to determine it to- 
day in this particular instance, or in the 
case of other committees, then this Con- 
gress will be acting for the next Con- 
PTE >. 
Two years ago we adopted the prin- 
ciple that at the end of a Congress all 
the committees should be discontinued, 
and new resolutions should be intro- 
duced to continue them. The commit- 
tee of which I am a member met, and 
we did continue them. If the committee 
which the Senator from Nevada is in- 
ted is performing a function such 
s he has described, I have no doubt that 
t will be continued; but I do not 

we can change the rule. It seems 
me to be a perfectly sound rule. When 
we looked into the matter we found com- 
mittees which had been in existence for 
10 or 12 years. 
Mr. LUCAS. One of them had been 
in existence for 29 years. 

Mr. HAYDEN. There were many old 
accounts, from which no expenditures 

made. Two years ago we 


r¢ 
see 


had been 
cleaned the slate and started anew. I 
anticipate no trouble next January. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me ask the Sen- 
ator a question while he is on his feet. 
Take the committee to which I refer, 
a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. As I have 
stated, notices have been sent out for 
hearings in the West in the latter part 
of January. How can I be sure that I 
can go ahead with those hearings? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator can only 
be sure that he has been conducting a 
very valuable series of hearings, which 
are highly desirable. He must assume 
that being the case, the Senate will au- 
thorize him to carry on. If the Senate 
does not do so, he will simply have to 
notify those interested in the hearings 
that he cannot come. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. There is no certainty of 
the Senate adopting such a resolution 
today. In fact, I should be compelled to 
oppose it today, because of the principle 
established. 

The Senator has hearings set for the 
latter part of January. The resolution 
would continue the committee in force 
and effect until January 31. In the mean- 
time, when*the new Congress mects, the 
Senator can present a resolution for the 
continuation of the committee. 

Mr. McCARRAN. In the early part of 
January? 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Will the Senator 
kindly give me his word that he will give 
such a resolution consideration early in 
January? 

Mr. LUCAS. Along with my commit- 
tee, I always give consideration to every 
resolution which comes before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield so that I may ask a 
question? 

Mr. LUCAS. Please let me finish my 
statement. 
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As I said in the beginning, I must 
prove or disapprove every voucher whi 
comes before the Committee to A 
and Control the Contingent Expen 
the Senate, irrespective of what 
money is spent for. Without the ap- 
proval of the chairman of the com: 
tee, no one can collect for any se 
which are rendered. That becom 
pretty vital matter to the Senator f 
Illinois. I hope that when a resolutj 
is presented for an investigation of 
kind, and the resolution is referred ti 
proper committee, the committee 
seriously consider it, and not merely h 
Members sign the report and then h 
the resolution referred to the Committ 
to Audit and Control the Contingent | 
penses of the Senate to take the respon- 
sibility of authorizing the expenditur: 
money by reporting it favorably to 
Senate. 

I am constrained to say that un 
committees to which such resolutions a 
referred for appropriate action can 
to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senat: 
some kind of a report, our commit 
if it follows my suggestion, will h 
hearings in order that we may intelli- 
gently report to the Senate as to th 
proper amount of money that should b 
spent upon a particular investigation. 

Mr. President, my experience as chair- 
man of this important committee con- 
vinces me there are too many special 
committees in the Senate. In my humb| 
opinion, the standing committees are al- 
most @ifficient, if they will appoint sub- 
committees, to carry on all the neces- 
sary investigations. I do not say th 
that statement is entirely correct. Cer- 
tain special committees are absolutely 
essential. However, I make this observa- 
tion for whatever it is worth. I am stat- 
ing only my own opinion. I believe that 
in the interest of good business, in 75 
percent of the cases the standing com- 
mittees could carry on the work of the 
special committees which are being ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield so that I may ask the 
senior Senator from Illinois a question? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHERRY. I believe the Senator 
anticipated the question I am about to 
ask. I wish to inquire what, if anything, 
the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate has 
done with reference to Senate Resolution 
309, and whether or not it may be acted 
upon at this session of the Congress. 

Mr. LUCAS. What is Senate Resolu- 
tion 309? ‘There are so many resolutions 
that I can not keep track of them all, 

Mr. WHERRY. I believe the Senator 
will remember this one. 

Mr. LUCAS. Now that the Senator is 
on his feet, I believe I remember it. 

Mr. WHERRY. Senate Resolution 309 
was sponsored by 24 Members of thi 
Senate. It was first referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
later to the Committee to Audit and Con- 


trol the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. That was on June 20 of this 
year. 


I wish to preface my remarks by com- 
mending the chairman of the Commit- 





























mittee could be appointed be- 

now and the first of January, and 

bly could do all the work that is 
ary. I wonder if the Senator 

res to make a statement as to whether 


t action may be expected on the 
ition between now and the end of 
Coneress. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President—— 
McCARRAN. I yield to the Sen- 
from Alabama, 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I 
ud like to have an answer to my 
iestion. The Senator from Nevada 
i to me to ask the Senator from 
Li is a question. 
Mr. McCARRAN, I yield to the Sen- 
from Illinois. 
Mr. LUCAS. I am delighted to an- 
the question of my distinguished 
lieague from Nebraska with regard to | 
he resolution in which he is so vitally | 
terested. This is the first time I have 
of it since the election. Neverthe- 
it is still very serious so far as the | 
itor from Nebraska is concerned. 
hing has b said about it since No- 


, and this is the middle of 


svil 


~ 


It seems to me that any special com- 
I > which might be appointed at this 

‘ular hour would not be for the best | 
ts of the Senate, because whatever 


e might be appointed would | 





until January 31 nd then i 
id ber ry for the Sena and 
( r 23 Senators 1 to < 1€ to 
g > and agair it ay . 
. or the rpose of continuir 
f ft » oO yr Sey y 
i ¢ 1 in spe l resol h 
I ndlI d f 
until t n C 
i oC ) \ I 
We will be away from here in 
N on ) ‘ + Yn 
y T ] v 1 at 
) } . > » + +h 
i s 
t >t Sen- 
- né Cong! At that tim 
l be r n s of ¢ t- 
se In m ( yy oY ( TY) TY ; 
1 hav he right to de rmine W Au | 
i be done in the regular committees 
ny new committees which might | 





n be created by the Senate. 
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mittee on Agriculture d ( 
t June. It was favor - S 
1at commi with only two S 
t it, according to the 1 ‘ S 
and those votes were the votes of the | t 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas] and fie 


the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. an 


HAatTcH}. am 


siti 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I should } 
like to ask the Senator a question. liz 
Mr. WHERRY. I will yield in a mo- fa 
ment. 
The resolution was considered to be one 
of the most I 
which Senators could deal, because 24 va 
Senators—some of them from my side a 
of the aisle and some of them from the 
other side of the aisle—voluntarily joined to 





Nartant at ; . +} { 
ny in matters witn 


in offering it and supporting it. A year | ™x 





ago this January, 17 Senators from both 
sides of the aisle voluntarily joined to- sp 
gether to help work out orders, restric- 
tions, and limitations in the production, ne 
the feeding, and the marketing of live- | 
stock. If they had not done so, and if 


we had not worked hard to correct the | f 
Co! 


situation in connection with the market- | 
ing of hogs and corn, we would not have in 
been able to increase the weight of hogs 

to 330 pounds and to have ration points n 
taken off of pork. cl 


In 


same ¥ ? 





i. 


to the feeding and marketing of cattle 


were deplorable. ( 


After repeated requests were made by | A 





farmers i « South, the W ind th ] 
East, ¥ ible to a eg it d i 
of § for them. Of cou nething 
I t | done to heln them int f I 
of t situation ¢ 1 | the variou 
£ mental < s, restrict and 
li ( h ht Sena fri 
; ’ 
time ; i 
IL quain 1 L 
am I th kt 2 417 ) } 
i 4 ‘ ad 
I in tl u lasIat I 
I l 
, , , fy 7 4 ¥ 
s 4 “Vv = s ‘ s 
it ; 
i r ha j t] I | ve n 
; } + ¥ 
I 1 LO S nim at u ti re ] ) 
\ vy M1 Pp dent the Ser fror 
brn ~ + Tr * l- 
I KI ; tna ve h 2 a d t 
; < 
and ne ¢ 1 to have the 1 lution oe 
brought up on the floor of the Senate. 
— : Saw ¢ » + ye + r Y } } 
The junior Sen r from Kansas [M1 t 


REED] just before the commencement of ; 8 


a. ' 
J A 
ar 
a. 
a. 
avi 
A Ad 





zation } 
‘ t 
} n t 
or |} we 
1 ( ild 
ount of t 
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But as t 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. P ent—— 

Mr. WHERI Y I yield to the Senator 
from A n 

M BANKHEAD. Mr. P dent, I 
1 n present when tl discussion 

but I have a resolution which 

p ly cor within the influence of 
t ( t 1 submitted by th senator 
from Illin The resolution in which 
I am interested wa ubmitted 5 or 565 
months ego. It calls for an investiga- 
tion of tl n industry, particularly 
as it affec t cotton and wool indus- 
Lr 

The resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forest 
The resolu 1 requested an appropria- 
tion of $10.090. The committee recom- 
mended 1 appropriation of that 
amount. ‘Xhe resolution then was re- 
ferred to th Committee to Audit and 
Control] the Contingent Expenses of the 
fenat There it was held up for some 
time, not by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Illincis, but by 
the maiority leader. Finally it w: 


greed that an appropriation of $5,009 
vol > approved. 
I have been loo! 
I find that I cann¢e 


cing into the subject. 
tt employ a competent, 


capa le investigator for that amount of 
money. 

This subject is of tremendous im- 
portence. I have not spent a cent of 
that money. I do not want , spend a 
cent of it unless we can go iho ugh with 
the investigation. I know that a great 
many Senators are concerned about the 

tuation. They often speak to me 
avout it 

I have hesitated to make a request fer 
en additional appropriation, but I say 
frankiy to the Senator from Illinois that 
I do not wish to have the investigation 
commence until we can obtain a sub- 


tantiel increase in the appropriation. 
So, I wish to ask the Senator if his 
resolution applies to the resolution call- 


ing for an investigation of the rayon in- 
Cust? 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, let me say 
to the £ tor from Alabama that in the 
cvent my resolution is adopted, it will 
be necessary for the Senator to resub- 
mit his resolution at the next session of 
Cr ress, because we have not passed on 
the resolution, as I recall. 

Mr. BAN™HEAD. Oh, yes, we did so. 

Mr. LUCAS. I am mistaken; I believe 


$5,000 was allowed for the investigation. 


Mr. BANKHE AD. Yes. 

Mr. LUCAS. That resolution will con- 
tinue in force and effect until January 
ol. 1945. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Why does the Sen- 
ator say January 31? ‘The new Con- 
gress will convene on January 3. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct, of course. 
But in order to keep all the committees 
rong, so that there will be no hiatus or 


interregnum in their activities between 
sessions, we have made the same arrange- 
ment which was made 2 years ago, name- 
ly, that appropriations for committees 
Shall continue in effect until hairs 31, 
1945. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam not complain- 
ing to the Senator, because he knows the 
problem which confronts us. But now 
the resolution has been reported unani- 
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mously by the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, and it has been referred 
ymmittee to Audit and Control 


to the C 
the Contingent Expenses of the 
and that committee has reported it fa- 


Senate 


Vi 1 . 

The only question now arising is as to 
the amount of money to be made avail- 
able to the committee. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I am try- 


ing to say 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 

Nebraska has the floor. Does 

id, and if so, to whom? 

WHERRY. I yie'!ded to the Sen- 

om Alabama, and then yielded to 





atar fram 
« a Ai asi 


ne y 


the Senator from Illincis. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, let me 
ay to the Senator that under the Sen- 


ate rules any money remaining unspent 
under an apprepriation cannot be spent 
next session of Congress because 
ppropriation will expire with the 
end of the present session of Congress. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I doubt that, be- 
cause when I was chairman of a sub- 
cominittee of the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation it continued in 


operation over a period of 2 years, and 
we neve, spent any of the money. 

Mr. LUCAS. I donot know about that 
but our committee has limited every sp 


cial resolution to the Congress in cuaats 
it was adopted. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. 
rtain our status 
Mr. LUCAS. The 


I mercly wished tz 


regular committees 


request, through the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, See in certain 
emount ; to enable them to carry on, dur- 


ing 


the "partic 
ir invé 


ular session =r Congress, 
stigations, hearings, and other 
activities. If the resolution now being 
discussed is adopted, the Senator’: 
cial | committee will remain in “4 force 
and effect until January 31, 194 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Does the henatee 
mean that I will not be able to submit a 
new resolution on the subject until the 
3lst of January? I have been postponing 
this matter for 4 or 5 months, in order 
to have an opportunity to take it up at 
an appropriate time. Now I wish to go 
to work on the Ist of January. 

Mr. LUCAS. At any time in January 
the Senator may resubmit the resolution 
requesting additional funds, change it, 
or modify it any way he mpy see fit. The 
resolution will in due course, I presume, 
be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It would first be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

ir. LUCAS. Yes; the Senator is cor- 
rect. 
Mr. REED and J 

eG hair e 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield, and if so to 
whom? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield first to the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, nothing in 
connection with agriculture in this coun- 
try during approximately 12 months, be- 
ginning with about the middle of last 
year, was in such serious trouble as corn 





; spe- 


ir. HATCH addressed 
th 


SENATE 





DECEMBER 


The problem was a n 
one and a grave one. Twenty-four 
ators joined in submitting a resol 
providing that a committee be appoi1 
to consider the situation. The plar 
to make the Senator from Iowa | Mr ( 
LETTE] the chairman of the commit 
For the information of the Senator f: 
Illinois, I may state that I requested 1 
I not serve on the committee. 
in connection with agriculture re 

such rough treatment as did the corn 

hoz farmers of the country from al 
Juiyv 1, 1943, up to approximately May 
or July 1 of _— year. So, as I have 
ready said, certain Senators submitt 
resolution. I was one of the 24 Senat 
joining in the submission of the re a 
tion. 

Mr. President, the Senate has ne 
had an opportunity to consider the reso- 
lutior It was referred to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contin 
Expenses of the Senate, and that wa 
end of it. 

The resolution 


and hogs. 


RT 
INO 


was reported unani- 
mously, I believe, by the Committes 

Agriculture and Forestry. Ii it was r 

reported unanimously, it was report 

almost unanimously. But notwithstand- 

ing that fact, and also the fact that 24 

Senators from the Middle West corn- 

hog States asked for an investigati 

the Senate never had an opportunity to 
act on the matter. 
I do not believe it is within the provi 

of a committee, such as the Committ 

to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 

penses of the Senate, to settle a question 
of the kind to which I have referr 

witnout first affording an opportunity f 

Senators to express their views. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
| Senator yield? 
Mr. WHERRY. 
from New Mex:co. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I wish to 
ask a question merely for the purpose « 
clearing up a situation which, perhaps, 
| Goes not need clearing up. One of the 
ablest lawyers of this body has suggested 
to me that the resolution which would 
continue the special committee contains 
nothing with reference to continuing the 
appropriation. Ihave conferred with the 
Parliamentarian and he has informed me 
that in his opinion the resolution con- 
tinuing the committee also would con- 
tinue the appropriation now existing for 
the use of the committee. Is that the 
view of the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. LUCAS. That is my poy ae 
ing. I do not believe there can be 
question about it. 

Mr. HATCH. I merely wanted to mak 
it clear in the Recorp, that is all. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. Pres‘dent, 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY 
from Nevada. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
wish to propound a question to the Sen- 
| ator from Illinois. Will the Senator 
| from Illinois Eindiy state any good rea- 
| son for the selection of the 3lst of 
| January? 

Mr. LUCAS. I was a member of the 
committee which discussed the matter 
| 2 years ago, and we thought that dy al- 


I yield to the 


Senator 


ne 


will 


I yield to the Senator 


| lowing the Senate a period of time of 
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ally 30 days after 


ic January 3, the | the bill (S. 1782) to amend sections 4 i 
rious committees would have ample | 7, and 17 of the Reclamation Project Act 
portunity to determine the amount | of 1939 (53 Stat. 1187) for the purpose reof - 
f money each may need. This seems to | of extending the time in which amenda- | '“% ®} 
orderly and businesslike method | tory contracts may be made. and fo! TEMPORARY APPOINT) I CY IN 
f | other re! ted pur s, d g i | E S NEL OF THE NA 1 vi 
Mr. McCARRAN. There are commit- tl Senate: agreed to tl conferen CORPS 
one of which I may mention, which | asked by the Senate on the disagreeir ia ere 4 
i conclude their hearings, and con- | votes of the two Houses thereon, and Pe eee ye 7 Bigeye 
le the functions for which they were that Mr. Wuite. Mr. Re NSON of Utah : ‘ z é 
l, if there were available funds. | Mr. O'Connor, Mr. RockweEL.t, and M ‘ 
he Senator from Illinois call a LEMK im sont : aixiade 


ting of his commiitee and provide part of the House at the conference rine Col li 











is f t . a I July 24, 1941 . and 
lent funds for the committee to go THE CALENDAR f : . » : a ° 
rd with its hearings between now | , i to om - 
= . T) y ; " L- ea i I 
i the lst of January? I refer espe- | — HILL. Mr. President, I ask | | ' third 4 
y to the Special Committee to In- | U22an!mous consent that the Senate pro- | (5: *' 
ate the Effects of the Centraliza- | ceed to the « nsidet 1 Of Dills on th ; 
. of Heavy Industry, of which I have | C@lendar to which there is no objection, + : Ste. «51 
mention | beginning with Calendar No. 1230, ai - eee 
itl i li, } : . lids : pi . al I nt } l nent x 4 
Mr LI CAS. Mr. President. the Sena- | Which point we « 1ded consider on of ; ; “? 
al. u é ° 4 i AUCTIL, _ ‘ bdae ville a a ae il . ai a L | A 
from Nevada has spoken of the Spe- | bills on — 1 - ll of th uenaal ‘ } 1 1 
7 ‘ | he PRESININ Er > Tc ther : 
Ci auantiten to Investigate the Ef Th PRESIDIN } OFFICER. Is there aw "Ith ¢ , 
the Centralization of Heavy “a cbjection? he Chair hears none, and | €03; 34 U.S. C., Su ri! - 


. 1A lork will nroceed t rq ee Ne } : 
I think it is a very important | = peer Ree pie ee yoke mm en a a gem petae. 
mmittee. But we have gone along for | ©!) beginning with Calendar No. 1230. before the pe lat end i 11 


nths and have never heard much | REIMBURSEMENT Ft 


‘R PERSONAL PROP- | , " 
it the committee. ERTY LOST AT YORKTOWN, VA. stavel Mee n 
Mr. McCARRAN. Perhaps the Sena- | The bill (S. 2180) to provide reimburse- of the é \ 





I 
tor from Illinois has not read the report | ment for persona! property lost, dam- | ®PP*¢P! for 
f the committee, which is perhaps one | aced, or destroyed as the result of at f l rt J 1919 t 
the most elaborate reports ever filed | explosion at the naval mine depot, York- | PoPOS*S: SPP! — I, 19 
1 the caatem town, Va., on November 16, 1943, was 
Mr LUCAS. How much investigating | considered, ordered to be engrossed for 


Awa € 


~ 


; the committee done during the past a third reading, read the third time, and f this act without f pre 


3 or 4 months? passed, as follows: any rights, bencfi 
Mr. McCARRAN. It has done 4s Be it enacted. etc.. That the Secretary of | CmJoved by them by virtu t i 














much as it had time to do. The com- | the Treasury be thorized i 
mittee has not been idle. and directed to } f money I tSEMENT TO ¢ } 
Mr. LUCAS. Iam not trying to ham- Treasury not otl appropriated, such EL FOR PERS PROPERTY 
the Senator’s investigation. I an : eo hag a - g = the age re é ite n r ASTORIA. O ( 
ld like to see the Senator investi- | oo etary of the ities tet esis aaeines aes The bill (S. 2179) to re tain 
te everything he wants to investigate those of naval and civilian pe : onnel of the Navy personnel for ] I riy 
from now until doomsday. What I | naval Establishment. for private owned | Jost aaa maged as th ; . fire 
want to do is to present an orderly course | property lost, damaged, cr destroyed as the in mene’ an oak dalle 4 a ne 
for the United States Senate to follow. result of an explosion at the naval mine te ; oo € aa dienes 12 1944 ens “ 
If the Senator does not like the resolu- depot, Yorktown, Va., on November 16, 1943: “a 4 ak “} - oe ie 
tion I will withdraw it and then the | Provided, That no part of the amount ap- | *@* oe ae ; ; ne ; 
Senator may submit his resolution and | Pr°P 1 in this act in excess of 10 percent as som os , ; 





of shall be paid or delivere ) or re- passed, as follov 

» whether he can have his committee a cof shall b r ¢ ed t r p OW 
¢ } : rived DY any agent or attorney On account 0 if ed f ° t the S tary 

ntinued for the next 2 years following | ~ a ; ; CB enacted, ¢ I ry of 


of services rendered in connection with this 


January 3. That is what it means, and | ciaim and the same shall be unlawful. anv |. a an See mt ae ; 
that is what the Senator apparently | eontract to the contrary notwithstanding = ste aie : ee ’ 
wants to do. Any person violating the provisions of this 

Mr. President, I withdraw my resolu- act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor a mean ting ont 2) ; : ' 
tion. and upon conviction thereof shall be fined by the Secretary of the } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | 1 4ny sum not exceeding $1,00 under such regulation e 1 


Senator from Illinois withdraws his res- | ENSIGN FREDERICK MATTHEWS McCORD | certain Navy personnel for t value of per- 


olution. The bill (S. 2192) for the relief of En- | °"*! Property lost or damaged as the teas 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE sign Frederick Matthews McCord, United pated co rs , 

A message from the House of Repre- | States Naval Reserve, was considered, | phat no part of 
sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its ordered to be engrossed for a third read- in this act in e: : t thereof 
clerks, announced that the House had ing, read the third time, and passed, shall be paid delivered t by 
passed without amendment the following follows: | any agent or attorney o1 ; 
bills of the Senate: Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of rendered in ¢ n n Vv 1 t l 





§.1159. An act creating the City of Clinton the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized the same be u . 
Bridge Commission and authorizing said and directed to pay, out of any money in the the contr : y notwitnstan A 
commission and its successors to acquire by Treasury not otherwise appropri te d, the sum violating the pl 

‘hase or condemnation and to construct, of $187.90, to Ensign sree caeellicagg eonpinas ane gay & 8 2 : 
maintain, and operate a bridge or bridges | McCord, United States Naval Reserve, for the | conviction thereof shall be fined 2 
across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- | Value of personal property destroyed as the not exceeding $1,000. 
ton, Iowa, and at or near Fulton, Ml.: and result of a fire in officers’ quarters, Ferry 


1 Ini 3+ lay AUTHORIZATION OF EXCHANGE CF 
S.1819. An act to repeal the acts of August Inn Annex, at United States Naval Base 


15. 1935. and Januarv 29. 1940. relating to | No. 2, om December 14, 1943: Provided, That LANDS AT EASTPORT, MA 
the establishment of the Patrick Henry Na- no part of the amount appropriated in this The bill (S. 2067) to auth ‘ eXN- 
tional Monument and the acquisition of the | @¢t in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be | ehange of lands between the city of E ‘ 
tate of Patrick Henry, in Charlotte County, | Paid or delivered to or received by any agent port, Maine, and the 1 c ind 
Va. or attorney on account of services rendered ; oa ea ces : - : i aad 
in connection with this claim, and the same | the conveyance of a roadway ¢ Ment 





The message also announced that the | shall be unlawful, any contract to the con- | to the city of Eastport, Maine, was con- 
House insisted upon its amendment to | trary nothwithstanding. Any person violat- | sidered, ordered to be engrc d for a 


' 











third reading, read the third time, and 
passed follows: 

Be i etc., That t é tary of 
War } et auth t - 
fer, 1 u condition t I p- 
} é I t d Sccretary, t e city « 
I ! M ut cost city of 
I right, title i intere 

nz pi l and - 
i < M e Island, Washington Count 
Maine m i bounds descriptions of 
which file 1 the War Dep 

Pp l cf land ccntaining 894 
rere I ys adjacent to and lying 

ith iiherly shore line of Carryi: 
P ( y that parcel of 1 d in 
ov i 4 w J M nd b 
} f uth by tl t rly right- 
ri Cove ¢ Bar! t Road, on 

‘ cel of land f rly owned 
j 1 E. I I isend and or he we by 
ap formcrly owned by David C 
hi-cNich 

Parcel 2. A parcel of land coniaining 9.81 
£ more or le cdjacent to and lying 
sou‘h of the utherly shore line of Carrying 
I e Cove, being that parcel of land formerly 
ri ed | M E B Townsend and being 
bounded on th uth by the northerly right- 
01 yl of Deep Cove or Barrett Road, 
on the east by the westerly right-of-way line 
c iid d, and on the west by the easterly 
line cf a porcel cf land formerly cwned by 
Andrew J. Malloy 

Parcel 3. A parcel of land containing 9.58 
acres, more or less, adjacent to and lying be- 
tween th uthwesterly right-of-way line of 
the Meine Central Railroad Company and 
Maine State Highway No. 190, being bounded 


cn the northeast by said right-of-way line 
end cn the northwest by two parcels of land 
I r formerly owned by C. H. Bishop and 
W’. J. Murphy, respectively. 





Src. 2. The Secretary of War, in consider- 
tion of the transfer hereinabove authorized, 
is furth uthorized. on behalf of the United 
Siates, t pt from the city of Eastport, 
Maine, withcut cost to the United States, all 
right, title, and interest of the city in and 
to the following-described parcels of land 


Island, Washington Coun- 
tr, State cf Maine, metes and bounds de- 


ecripticn f which are on file in the War 
Departmen 

Parcel 1. A parcel of land containing 5 
acres, more or less, adjacent to the northerly 
£1 line of Carrying Place Cove, being 
bounded on the east by a tract of land now 
or former owned by R. C. Emery and on 
tle west by a tract of land now or formerly 
owned by Melinda Taylor 

Parcel 2. A parcel of land containing 15.25 

i r le adjacent to and lying 
Vv of the westerly right-of-way line of the 
M e Ce 1 kailroad Company and east 
uth ¢ large parcel of land now 

C i by the United States of America. 

Parcel 3. A parcel of land containing 4 

! ! > or less, lying between the easterly 
rig? -way Ine of the Maine Central Rail- 
road ¢ 1nd the westerly right-cf-way 
] 1 or Carlow Island Road 

Part 4. A parcel of land containing 9.5 
acr more or less, adjacent to and lying 
of that parcel of land described in 
f n 3 hereof as parcel 1, being bounded 
cl n h by the southerly shore line of 
I 1nacuocdy Bay, on the west by a parcel 
cf 1 i belenging to the United States of 


i cn the southwest by the north- 
eht-of-way liae of Indian or Carlow 
ad 
Si The Secretary of War is further au- 
thorized to transfer, under such conditions 
fs may be approved by the said Secretary, to 
the cicy of Eastport, Maine, without cost to 
the city, a permanent easement for roadway 
purposes, in, over, and across the following- 
described parcel of land situated on Moose 





, Washington County, Maine, a metes 
ounds description of which is on file 
War Department: 
Percel 1. A parcel of land containing 12.83 
acre more or less, lying in the north-west- 
ner of Moose Is!and, and being 
owned by h Anderson. 
The right to alter, amend, or rcepzal 


Act is hereby expressly reserved. 
EXTENS'tON OF TIME FOR 
Cr MONTHLY ACCOUNTS 


ernmost ¢ 


EXAMINATION 
OF DISI 


TIPS. 
bul - 


ING OCFFICERS CF THE MARINE CORFS 

The bill (S. 2058) to amend an act en- 
i “An act to extend the time for ex- 
amination of monthly accounts cover- 
ing expenditures by disbursing cfficers of 
the United States Marine Corps,” ap- 
pi d December 26, 1941, so as to extend 
the time for cxaminaiion of monthly 


cccunts of disbursing officers and spe- 
cial dsbursing agents of the Navy and 
Coast Guard, Was announced as next in 
crder. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, Heuse 

bill 5248, which is on the calendar, deals 
with identically the same subject matter 
as Senate bill 2063. 
I ask unanimous consent that the 
suse bill be substituted for the Senate 
bill, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 5248. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objeciion to the request of the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 
5248) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to extend the time for examination of 
monthly accounts covering expenditures 


TT 


by disbursing officers of the United States 
Marine Corps”, approved December 25, 


1941, so as to extend the time for exami- 
nation of monthly accounts of disbursing 
Cflicers and special disbursing agents of 
the Navy and Coast Guard, was consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senate bill 20658 
be indejinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, Senate bill 2068 will be indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

The clerk will state the next business 
on the calendar. 


LEASE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN SAN DIZCO 
COUNTY, CALIF. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2056) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to lease certain lands situa- 
ated in San Diego County, State of Cali- 
fornia, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment on page 2, line 1, after the 
word “thousandths” to insert “(0.253)” 
so as to make the bill read: 

3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to lease for a period not to exceed 25 years, 
upon such terms and conditions as may be 
approved by the Secretary of the Navy, to 
the Southern California Telephone Co., a 
corporation, organized under the laws of the 
State of California, a parcel of land situated 
in section 32, township 9 south, range 6 west, 
San Bernardino base and meridian, consist- 
ing of two hundred and fifty-eight one- 
thousandths (0.258) of an acre, more or less, 
comprising a part of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps training area, Camp Joseph H. 
Pendleton, San Diego County, Calif., and a 
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parcel of land situated in Pueblo lot 1311 of 
the Pueblo Lands of San Diego County, C 
consisting of an acre, more or less, compr 
ing a part of the United States Marine ¢ 
rifle range, Camp Matthews, in said « 

and State, the tes and bcunds d 

is of which said lands are on fil 

Navy Department, for the construction 





ti 
tic 





tenance, and operation of repeater 

facilities: Provided, That wien the 

shall cease to be used for said purp 
ally terminate 


lease shall be automatic 
the lands shall revert to the United § 
SEc > Secretary of the N 


2 TT ¢ 


and he is hereby auth 





d to execute I - 





ha‘f of the United § s all instrurient . 
essary to accomplish the aforcsaid pur 
. 


he amendment was egreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engri 

r a third reading, 
and passed. 
EASEMENTS FOR RAILWAY PURFOSES IN 
HAWAL 


2073 


read the third tin 


The bill (S. ’ to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to convey to Oahu 
Railway & Land Co. an easement 
railway purposes in certain lands situ- 
ated et Halawa, Ewa, Oahu, T. H., \ 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary ctf 
the Navy ke, and is hereby, authorized 
convey to Oahu Railway & Land Co 
easement for railway purposes in and 
a 49-foot strip of land at Pearl Harbor Navy 
Yerd in Halawa, Ewa, Oahu, T. H., contain- 
ing approximately two and two huncred and 
seventy-eight one-thousandths acres, mete 
and bounds description of which is on file 1 
the Navy Department, in consideration ¢ 
that company’s waiving and relinquishing 
any and all claim to compensation for the 
taking by the United States of the company’s 
ght-of-way easement over and across ap- 
proximately two and five hundred and 
cnty-seven one-thousandths acres of land de- 
scribed in condemnation proceedings pend- 
ing in the District Court of the United States 
for the Territory of Hawaii entit’ed “United 
States of America, petitioner, against Certain 
Lands at Halawa, Ewa, Oahu, T. H., and Oahu 
Pailway & Land Co., a corpcration defend- 
ant”, being civil No. 493. 

GRANT OF USE OF CERTAIN LAND TO 
THE CITY OF CANTON, OHIO 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2181) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to grant to the city of Can- 
ton, Ohio, for highway purposes only, a 
strip of land situated within the United 
States Naval Ordnance Plant at Canton, 
Ohio. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the clerk please read the last line on 
page 1, and the first line on raze 2, of 
Calendar No. 1238, Senate bill 2181? 

The Chief Clerk read cs follows: 
“95 feet in width off the north side of 
the northwest quarter, section 18, town- 
ship 10, range 3, Canton, Stark.” 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I ex- 
tend my thanks for the courtesy per- 
mitted me. In the bill on my file there 
are four more lines on the first page, and 
I merely wondered if the bill at the des 
is the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is informed that the bill is the 
same. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 
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‘NSFER OF CERTAIN LANDS WITHIN 
INIAL NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK 
The bill (S. 2133) to authorize the 
fer of certain lands within the 
nial National Historical Park, York- 
1, Va., to the Secretary of the Navy 
unnounced as next in order. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, there is 
the calendar a House bill which is 
al with the Senate bill. I move 
the House bill be substituted for the 
te bill and be now considered. The 
r of the House bill is H. R. 5331. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
tion? The Chair hears none, and 
House bill will be considered. 
rhe bill (H. R. 5331) to authorize the 
fer of certain lands within the Co- 
il National Historical Park, York- 
n, Va., to the Secretary of the Navy, 
considered, ordered to a third read- 
, read the third time, and passed. 
>» PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
‘tion, Senate bill 2133 will be in- 
ly postponed. 
\ALS FOR UNITED STATES ANTARCTIC 
EXPEDITION, 1939-41 
bill (S. 1910) to provide for the 
ntation of medals to members of 
United States Antarctic Expedition 
1939-41 was considered, ordered to be 
ssed for a third reading, read the 
i time, and passed, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secret 
Navy is authorized and directed to 


, 














made at the United States mint ich 
r of gold, silver, and bronze medals of 
ate design as I Nn ay pri- 
1 neces iry, to b l to n i- 
f the United S rctic E li- 
f 1939-41, in ret of their val- 
rvices to the N 1 in tl f i of 
ex Oo! I i scienc 
.. = e 1s at zea » be 
ted s h n be 
urry out the provisions of this 


The title was amended so as to read: 
A bill to provide for the presentation of 
ls to members of the United States 
Antarctic Expedition of 1939-41.” 
YAVAL RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRA 
CORPS 


INING 





The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2195) to further amend section 
22 of the act approved March 4, 1925, 
entitled “An act providing for sundry 
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DANAHER. 


en printed 


Yes; there were. 


from the hearings the 
the number of 14,000 peacetime student 
S arrived at? 


; upon whi 


Stanas, oI course, a 


; to do with tl 


programs. 
elimination 

as the V-12 unit in tl ' 
ubstitution after July 1 of the R. O. 
as the student body, 
body outside 
into which young 


for the purpos 


post-war 


and the only 
Naval Acad 
be inducted 
1g trained a 


The figures 14,000 are a 





ermination of the war. 
now is 24.000 
until the end of the v 
men who finish at 


the number v 
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in mentioning 


It is only an 


been made tims 
But it is believe 


heard made, 
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Officers’ 7 * Corps have distinguished 
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V-12 1 cl ed Und tl C 
par 1 the com ment t pres¢ t 
Naval I ve O Tr 1ing Corps college 
Vv d | d and new Naval Reserve 
oO I Cor} ul € b d at 
cel n univ t ind col rt e in- 
u I t eive new N I erve Off 
c I I ( I ul I I I ected 
aau i et i I both to Ww m 
( ti i i] I cont and fall 
ji wo cla 
(a) I u with enrollmer suffi- 
ciently 1 hat a p me N 1 Re- 
serve Officer I ning Corps can be sup- 
p ted 
(b) Sn colleges which have no com- 
I ent to the Army f Reserve Offic 
I ( ul ul ch have been 
€ 1 a ce ering 





If i d into law, Naval Reserve 
Of I ! ( ps un will be estab- 
lished in x y 23 ditio r eges 
or univ I ng a total ¢ ) 

THE ¢ I Al DMENTS 
T t ced removed entirely the 
Y l I ! ¢ of uaents \ ) 


tee eH Om ee 
' 


t I ! oo l f 24 ) 
( c C of 
for ly I 
dur ne 
1 i l L ¢ eea 
]4 5 
1 T s 4 n tl t it 
v na ree Navy 
i? } ‘ 1 tha ditional 
c I 1d e the I 1 € 
r } y, can be be obtained 
fr . 1R rve Officers 


I j + he re rt t of 
t} N 1 1 been cleared 
bv the I t Buc 

Mr. WAI I. Mr. President, this new 


plan will permit young men who want 
to make a naval career to go to the Naval 
Academy in the usual way by appoint- 
m by other methods now existing 
and also permit them to enter the R. O. 
a. ©; and ts 4 years’ college training 
and then apply for the regular naval 
service. There are now 27 colleges desig- 
nated to give such training, and that 


or 


Ail 


CONC 


‘ 
I 





. Mr Pre nt, I 

bke ) ¢ one other qu on of 

( nan ¢ t Comr » on 
Affairs. Is there y pre on in 
n \ icn tne committee 1 n- 

| 1 ¢ ed for taking from 

i services and permittir hem 

in the benefit of the projected 


. WALSH. Yes, sir; in fact the only 
persons now being taken int : 
R. O. T. C., are enlisted men, because 
pel s between 18 and 
are ibject to the selective service. The 
V-12 unit, which is shortly to terminate, 

taking in only enlisted men, as it 
ld, because, as the Senator knows, 
many enlisted men are not ily high 

hool graduates but college graduates. 
I might say to the distinguished Sena- 
from Connecticut that this plan af- 
fords a very good solution to the prob- 
l 
? 


6 1N C1V1l 





m of training future officers, and will 
possibly a move for a s¢ 
such the 


ent cond 


naval academy as at 

Annapolis. 

The Navy is very much interested and 

xious to secure action on the bill dur- 

i this sé on of Congress, and I 
that, if the bill it wil! 


roved by the House of Representa- 


one 


as- 
passes, be 


app 
Mr. DANAHER. 


WALSH. 
tor from 


I thank the Senator. 
I may say to the Sena- 
Connecticut that I think his 


questions were very timely, because the 
Navy sought to have unlimited authority 
without any restrictions as to the num- 
ber of students, but, after going into the 
matter in detail, the committee decided, 
after consultation, to 1 rict the number 
provided in this bill. In the event they 
! uire more, they 1 co be- 
the committee and make the re- 

au There has been a tendency, as 
Sen r will appreciate, both on the 

I of the Army and the Navy to ob- 
t unlimited authority and power to 
I as many schools as they think 
may be necessary and as many students 
hey think may be necessary; but the 


( mittee has restricted the m 
can have now and the number 
afterw Therefore, ) 
raised are very timely in view 
itude the commit ok in the 


shall have rds. 
au inne 


of the at 


ee 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ion is on to the first 
1dment reported by the committee, 
which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment will be stated. 
The next amendment was on page 3, 
after the words “Naval Reserve” 
and the semicolon to strike out “And pro- 
vided” and insert “Provided further’, and 
on the same page, after line 9, to insert 


acreeing 
agreelr 


9. 


t¢ 
The next 


ine i, 
1 
i 


| “And provided further, That until the 


lmper 
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} b to be increased, I understand, | expiration of 1 year after the « tt 
approximately 50, but the total num- | of hostilities in the present war 

| nts ¢ ed be in training | clared by the President or by ¢ 
ul termination of the war will | resolution of Congress, the to i 
| oximat 14,000. Mar of the | nel of the Naval Reserve Officers’ T ‘ 
of the R. O. T. C. who LV ing Corps shall not at any one tir ‘ 
1 go with the N Re- ceed 24,000 and thereafter the tot ‘ 

‘ number se ed for sonnel of s 1 corps shall 1 





amendment was agreed to 
1 was ordered to be ¢ 
for a third reading, read the third 
and } ed sl OV 
E t r <a 22 
1a 4, 1925 R § 
ed, is 1 vy fl 
t ( a) ! 
I é approved Ju SS 
33 a 4 (41 § I 776-779) 
C i last } of su 1 
» read lo’ ind 
I t ur e e: 1 ! 
C i t es the } 
d I l I id ( Dd ( 
r 1 of ¢ ! t ly 
of the N LR I Officer I ( 
shall 1 t any one ne exceed 24 
thereafter th l personnel ¢ 
shall n¢ at I one time exce 114 


f al Reserve (€ 
Training Corps is hereby authorized 


established and operated under 
tions as the President may prest 
regulations shall, so far as may be 
conform to the provisions of 


Defense 
40 53, 
amended: 
ferred the 
with 


Cor 


Act approved June 3, 
inclusive (39 Stat. L 
Provided, That the powers < 
rein upon t ? v 
regard to the Reserve Officers’ " 
s are hereby conferred upon the & 
of the Navy with re 
rve Officers’ Training Corps: 
further, That all expenditures in conn 

1 and operati 





to 


with the establishme 














Naval Reserve Officers iining C 
be specifically appropriated there I 
vided further, Th ? the I - 
erve Officers’ Tr all be 
for appointment e « 
der the same co! ided 
for the appointment erve 
from other citi d St 
when so appointed shall have the same s 
and |} e i to t 
ré as pr d t for « 
b r t y 1R rve P 
That the word ‘naval’ wher r i 
sectior 1 be construed to h 
Cor And ( urth I . 
ext t n ¢ 1 \ I r e ¢ 

: t s in the p1 + y c 
the Pr da t o7 WW ¢ ‘ + ul 
Co s, the t il p 1 of 1 I 
I ve Officers’ Tr Cc l 

y one tir € 4 Yand tl 
t l pers l < i ps l 1 


any one time exceed 


The title 


“A bill 


was amended so as to re 
to further amend ; on 

the act approved March 4, 1925, enti 
‘An act providi r sundry ma 
fecting the naval service, and fc 
purposes,’ by chan: 
the total personnel of the N R 


ival Res 
Officers’ Training Corps, and for oth 
purposes.” 


r 
t 


sect 


ng ters al- 
r ¢ 


ing the limitation « 


DISPOSAL OF CERTAIN MAIL MATTER 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1971) to provide for the dispo 
of certain mail matter condemned by the 
Director of Censorship, which had b 
reported from the Committee on Px 
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and Post Roads with amendments, | § $7 ial] 1 the Gov- : 
, after the word “Allies”, rn is receiving no return 
itter SI ] I ] 7 } ( 
. + meth of 4 i - ' 
A 4 the £ 1 of Cer > and by t a 4 
~ r t . BP + O D a I y S ) ( 
‘ y aseC- | sta i eport i 2 
th make tl n 
re y aTtTITOT 
es Mr. DANAHER. Itl Cc . w 
é I é I } } ) , +} ¢ 
im , : ably yu I 
( and the ( 2 
V ai y - , . 
efi i 
E T t S 
! it er! ed by « ) Mr. McKELLAR I 
7 2 I l } ) i + 
il f « I d Na- ines 
ae as . M D HER It ’ } . 
( ne y t 
Ss Dil 
| . . rT , 7 
1 ed S the +: ution of | M McK LAR I t 
ch mail m r 1 ¢ - £6 I I ma 
C mi l V e ( ft ¢ o I he Ss tor wi 
I _ I ‘ i I ID ‘(rT OF r iCI I 
l < te c t i 
. que 1a I ) 
United States « s A but = 
r si be « ed unc m 
the « ( t 90 j Y ien 
he ds f conde I } s l | ( ¢ j ‘ 
> may ft mu e such é l for a ] l i } 
™ Hercciny Y | and passed 
prov ons of thi t 
2. This act shall expire upon the ex- DUAL EMPLOYMENT IN THE I 
6 months after the date of the SERVICE I ; | ! j 
n of hostilities in the present wa ry : ‘ ; 
. : ; il Oli i . a relating to ¢ L ‘ » 4 
med by the President or declared : =. B } , . 1a ‘ 
J y) mow? nt i =) Ser 
rrent resolution of the Congre empioyment in the £ ths a“ 
for other purposes, w: Ce iered _ 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, I | dered to a third readin read the third : 
ld like to ask the Senator from | time and d : . 


iessee if he would give us an illus- , aie . 
n—and undoubtediy the commit- : os 
had evidence before it—of what are The bill 
red to be “small packets con- | 321, ti Ill, part Il, Transport 
ng articles of no monetary value | Of 1940 with respect to the movement 
rticles which may be used by the | Gov 
d States in the prosecution of the | next In orcer. : , 
rt SEVERAL SENATORS. Over ; ae 
Mr. McKELLAR. I cannot say, but The PRESIDING OFFICER. The t : nine ane a 
; developed, both by the Post Office | will be passed over. t 
Department and the Bureau of Censor- 
hip, that there was a great deal of mail 
d by the bill. I cail the Sena- 
; attention to the report, as follows: | designating ere —s 
mail in question consists mostly of Day to Christmas of each year for Na- 


i 
. . ion-wide Bible readin r ; } \ e 
i matter, the circulation of which tion-wide Bible reading, was consid “ , 


NATION-WIDE BIBLE READING . 


=) 


he joint resolution (S. J. Res. 139) 
‘ 
I 


yeriod from Tha 


deemed disadvantageous to the war ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
. — hoa 1h in nea | 
f the United States Included are ing, read the third time, and passed, a 
us kinds of pro-Axis propaganda. Also | follows: weenaitan' at = nee \ 
ed by the bill would be a large col- Resolved, etc.. That the period from t f t urt 
: I 


n of parcels sent by or addressed to Thanksgivil Dav to Christma f each ¥ 


iy territory or enemy nationals Some is especially designated for Nat ‘ 

the parcels are without value, consisting | piple read orde hat God ‘ : ‘ 

uch things as sales samples, fancy cal- | ¢ruct” as an e ur nat f P ) 
rs which are out of date, and so on mav hold new al me ne f 





‘ r parcels contain goods of value It citizens j 
be said with respect to such good ' 


all of it is of enemy interest and | The preamble was rejected. 
1 of it was on its way out of the coun- | 


hout permit and in violation of the itieiintia na ettiees ae eae ‘ t s 
when intercepted by Censorship. APPROPRIATIONS TO REPORT URGENT east progral i r 
Although the Office of Censorship has | DEFICIENCY BILL ther le I rat » i r 
ity to detain such mail, there is no Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a indire y paid or pl i t i 


ite under whic ay make derly sid ieanennd | Cetesiniias a ae : v t) , - 
: uch it may make orderly | Senators know, in the Committee on Ap- y the | 
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al t. le print latte as § : : ‘ a 
= = 2 The printed matter has @ | }ropriations we have under considera- in 
rable salvage value and the pack- . . t | r 


in some instances contain materials | tion the urgent deficiency bill. Thesub- | “°” Re ree 
would be of value to the Army and | committee having charge of the bill hav- ' eadme: 
ing already agreed upon its report, the ne 

Aitogether Censorship is detaining more will be a meeting of the full « i 
Saat ae aay pS pg | this afternoon at 4 o'clock, when we | _ 7° conspire, tor & ee 
pying in excess of 10,000 square feet | he pe te cares — cae report. I do not ] 11 t r the 

storage space either in post offices or in | Know when the Senate will adjourn, | to ¢ action e! f a r 
buildings rented by the Government. The | therefore I ask unanimous consent that | pi 


cost of storage in rented premises alone if we agree upon the report before 12 1 radio plant, or to write c 


} 


OmMmMm + 
Jad LALA 








dire 

to ing 

gre 

to nat 

in ora 
M1 

re ] 
The 

joint re 


ESTATE OF 
» bill 


The 


Ollie 
ered, 


The 


Francis 
orcered to a third cine 


ill (H.R 


ordered 
third time, and 


CONGRESSIONAL 


¢ ¢ r ) rd of 
‘ irpose 
f 
amenanient Was agreed to. 
] ordered to t engrossed 
d reading, read t rd time 
ost 
Tr f LUTION PASSED OVER 
nt 1 lution (S. J. Res. 92) 
the Federal Power Commission 
to d report to Con- 
various matters with respect 
announced ¢ next 
RE\ eee Let the joint 


0 


PRE SIDING OFFICER The 
lution wlll be passed ¢ r 
LOUIS BECKMAN 
1 (H. R. 4111) for t relief of 
man was consid i; ordered 
ading, read the third time, 
KIMBALL LEE BECKNER 


(H. R. 4786) for the 
te of Kimball Lee Beckner was 
1, ordered to a third reading, 
third time, and passed 
IE BRASHEAR HEARCLDSON 
4363) for the relief of 
Hearoldson was consid- 
to a third reading, read the 


relief of 


hear 


passed. 
FRANCIS D. STOVALL, JR. 
bill CH. R. ae for the relief of 


D. Stovall, was considered, 


, read the third 


time, and passed. 


The 
Mrs. 


time, 


The bill 
H.L.K 
a third reading, 
passed, 


Dr. 


The |] 


bill 
Berth 
dered to a 


vill (CH. R. 4921) for 


MRS. BERTHA MACKLIN 

(H. R. 3138) for the relief of 
a Macklin was considered, or- 
third readin, read the third 


and passed. 


DR. H. L. KLOTZ 


(H. R. 4736) for the relief of 
tz was considered, ordered to 
read the third time, and 


] 


DR. J. SIMS NORMAN 


the relief of 


Dr. J. Sims Norman was considered, or- 
dered a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

TATE OF DR. A. D. GIBSON 


, ordered LO 
1ird time, and pass 


third time, 


i 7 } T « 
iG ANG Jose} 


3931) for the relief of 
A. D. Gibson was con- 
a third reading, read 
ed. 


iS. EERTHA GRANTHAM 


ll (H. R. 3192) for the relief of 
Grantham was considered, 
1 third reading, read the third 

] 


> LICHTI LD DROPPLEMAN 
ll (CH. R. 3645) for the relief of 
Litch ‘Id Droppleman was 
ordered to a third reading, 






and passed. 
amended so as to read: 
r the relief of Mary Agnes 
Dioppleman and Fred J. 
shine Lichtefeld.” 


RECOR 


CLAIM OF TRUSTEES OF SAUNDERS 
MEMORIAL HOSPITAL 

The bill (H. R. 5167), an act to confer 

ion upon the United States Dis- 

urt for the Eastern District of 





pul aiC 


trl Cr 





South Carolina to hear, determine, and 
rel r judgment upon the claims of the 
board of trustees of the Saunder: Me m- 
Hospital, was considered, ordered 
to « third reading, read the third time, 
I d. 
G. F. ALLEN 
The bill (S. 2070) for the relief of G. F. 
Alien, chief disbursin: otto r, Treasury 
Depal aor ge and for other purposes, wes 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
11 ling, read the third time, and 
I d. as follow 
I ( d, etc., That the (€ piroller 
C i ( l is es i858 a d 
I d to all v credit 1 the ( unts 
( I \ chief disbursing officer, Trcas- 
Department, in an amount not to exceed 
7 l, for items suspended or d llowed 
£ 2. The Comptroller General is author- 
and directed to allow credit in c- 
unts of former disbursing Clerks of the 
D on of Disbursement, Treasury Depart- 
n for items suspended cr disallowed, not 
to exceed the amounts stated: M. V. Bates, 
for disbursing clerk, Treasury Depart- 
ment, Lansing Mich., $33,774.03; Ivan Car- 
rico, former disbursing clerk, Treasury De- 
partment, Charleston, W. Va., $3,376.77; 
Cramer, former disbursing clerk, Treas- 


Ww F 
ury Department, Dist 


I rict of Columbia, $58 62; 
T. A. Dillon, 


former disbursiny clerk, Treas- 
ury Department, Indianapolis, Ind., $127.50 

Oo Kanngiesser, former disbursing clerk, 
sury Department, Albany, N. Y., $21.47; 
D. E. Love, former disbursing clerk, Treasury 
Department, Santa Fe, N. Mex., $93.80; L. S. 
McCracken, former disbursing clerk, Treasury 
Department, San Francisco, Calif., $234.70; 
S. S. Ogdon, former disbursing clerk, Treas- 


Tre 


y+ 





ury Department, Jefferson City, Mo., $11.48; 
J. W. Revnar, former disbursing cler¥, Treas- 
ury Department, Raleigh, N. C., $300.08: F. R. 
SI 





LW, former disbursing clerk, Treasury De- 
Jefferson City Mo,., $55.01; L. V. 
Witcombe, former disbursing clerk, Treasury 
Denartment, Harrisburg, Pa., $16,800.75. 

Sec. 3. The Comptroller General of the 
United States is authorized and directed to 
allow credit in the accounts of G. F. Allen, 


partment, 





chief disbursing officer; Treasury cathe cr t, 
ind all former disbursing clerks operating 
under the Division of Disbursement for the 





unts of ali suspensions and disallow- 
aised and not covered by sections 1 and 
his act, or which may be raised, against 
t said chief disbursing officer and former 
c ing clerks on account of payments 
made in accordance with vouchers certified 
by duly authorized certifying officers during 
t 

1 





e period December 16, 1933 to March 31, 
942: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall certify that in his opinion 
there is no evidence of freud on the part of 
the said chief disbursing officer or disbursing 
clerks in Se with such payments 

Src. 4 ) charge shall be made against the 
certifying « nanan responsible for the certifica- 


tion of vouchers pursuant to the provisions of 
Executive Order No. 6166, dated June 10, 1933, 
re made against any 





and anv charge heretof<« 
‘ h officer, shall be removed, for the amouné 
of any payment for which credit shall be 
‘ -d under sections 1, z, and 3 of this act, 


where the head of the department or ¢ b- 
lishment concerned, cr his duly authorized 
representative, shall certify to the Comp- 
troller General of the United States that the 
payment appears to have been made with- 
out fraud on the part of the certifying officer. 


Sec. 5. The Comptroller General of the 
U ed States is authorized and directed to 
w credit in the accounts of W. O. Woods, 
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former Treasurer of the United State 
W.A. Julian, Treasurer of the United s 
for sums not to excecd $1,164.93 
334.51, respectively, representing una 
items in their accounts as former Tre 
and T1 the United St 


vided, That any recoveries heretofore 


,cllrTer ‘ 
easurer Ol 








after made in respect of any of the f 
it ms, may, in the discretion of the ( 
tr er General of the United S ws 
pli - to offset unavailable items of 
character hereaft¢ rising in tl 
( mer Tre I and Tre 
spect upon ¢ it that 
{ t h occurred wit! 
o1 rt of e Tre 
here heret propriat 
ny mone in tl I isu not ¢ 
re ed, 1 of $10,224.08 i 
ount ( . a ) exc j e sun 
a vm, c ited to the account « 
Dil I f er Treasury-State 
C - "Inds napolis, Ind., disbur 


45-01-30, to 
an overdraft r 


the extent necessary 
sulting from an over} 
by check nun 


ibered 6,422,821, dated 
23, 1928; (b) not to exceed the 
$1,728.46 shall be credited to the Tre 


account to the extent necessary to ; 
unavailable items resulting from ¢ 
shortages, the amount of a check paid 
forged endorsement, the difference he 


the value of a stolen package of curren: 


the amount recovered, and yo value of t 
checks which were lost in 1e Office of 
Treasurer of the United santas after 

ment: and (c) not to exceed the su 


$8,465.62 shall be credited to the acc 
Edwin H. Dressel, superintendent, U1 
States Mint, Philadelphia, Pa., to the ex 
necessary to adjust an unavailable item 1 
resenting the contents of a bag cont 
gold coins the absence of which from a 1 
in the Philadelphia, Pa., Mint was disc 
during February 1937, such coins havi 
face value of $5,000,andincrement of $3,4 
resulting from the reduction in the 

of the gold dollar. 


LA VERNE WHIPPLE 


The Senate proceeded to conside 
bill (H. R. 3490) for the relief of La Ver: 
Whipple, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Claims with 
amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the 
words “sum of”, to strike out “$4,500” 
and insert “$3,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to |! 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was rea 
passed. 

ESTATE OF CECILE H. BURGETT 

The bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of 
the estate of Cecile H. Burgett was « 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, 1 
the third time, and passed. 
ELIMINATION OF CERTAIN CREDITS OI 

THE UNITED ST 

The Senate proceeded to consider t! 
bill (S. 2071) to eliminate as uncollect- 
ible certain credits of the United Stat 
which had bes nr ported from the C 
mittee on Claims, with an amendm 
on page 2, afte r line 2, to insert a n 


d the third time and 


ATES 


paragraph as follows: 

The nece ry bookkeeping entries 
hereby authorized and directed to be m 
on the bocks of the Government to acc 


ses of this act. 


plish the purps 
So to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That, at the close 
the fiscal year 1945, there are hereby au- 


ac 
as 





directed to be eliminated, as 
n € f s of } 
€ t I 4 ice Det - 
C 4 y Oldice e 
‘ ica as 
' “ 
c A AS- 
I ie T is N 
T 22] T ; 


é b é 
1 c ter € 
¢ 
s of S 
PTT Dp t 1 } : 
BILBO. Will not t t un ol 


TUNNELL. Mr. P1 it, the bill 
les for eliminating from the ac- 


of the Treasury certain claims 


were due by certain States before 
War between the S Ss They a 
: eae ve 
coll 1e Or coul i h 
1 ried as assets of the Govern- 


rit all these years. This bill is merely 

raighten out the books. 

he PRESIDING OFFICEF 

tion is on agreeing to the 
reported by the committee. 

The 1dment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
1 third reading, read the third time, 
passed. 

ATURALIZATION OF PERSONS WITH 
SERVICE IN WORLD WAR NO. 2 


Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, while I 

is out of the Chamber a few minutes 
o, calendar No. 1250, House bill 1284, 
called, and the senior Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. BrLBo] asked that it go 
er, stating that he desired an explana- 
n. I wonder if the Senate will give 
unanimous consent to recur to the 

| so that I may make a short explana- 





The 
amend- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 
Mr. WHITE. What is the request? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the 
nate return to Calendar 1250, House 
| 1284, on page 10 of the calendar. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I am not 
member of the Committee on Immigra- 
n, but I happen to know the purport 
of the bill. The report was submitted 
the Senate by the Senator from Geor- 
gia (Mr. Russet], after a complete in- 
igation of cases of men born in for- 
1 countries now serving or having 
erved in the naval and military forces 
the United States, which cases would 
come under the provisions of the bill. 
I am sure that all Senators within 
hearing of my voice know that the Sen- 
r from Georgia is very diligent in in- 
ating immigration ‘cases, and on 
1alf of the Committee on Immi 
las reported the bill fav ly. 
Ir. DANAHER. Mr. President 
Senator y.eld? 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Y 
Mr. DANAHER. 
t the War Department and the 
n Lecit 
Mr. CHAVEZ. 


e pri 


gration 


, will 


Is it not also t 


1 have recommended the bill? 
’ That is true 


dably 50 or perhaps a hundred 





boys who are actually in combat duty 
whom this bill would relieve in the mat- 
ter of their becoming An ( ns. 
They must go through t hazards of 


CONG 
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fightir ttle, and should be as i 
in the bill assists them t - 
co! American citizens. Every one who 
has considered the bill, including mem- 


bers of the Committee on Immigration 


Cc ider 1 oO De a very od bil I 





L iL n, the \ {F 
Disabled V i fat 
ee other re 5 ( 

not < from my S but f 
States, that the bill ¢ 

T VICE PRESIDENT. Is ther - 
jec n to the present consideration 
the bill? 

T > being no c the S 
pi 1 to con I Bm. & 
284) relating to I 1 
I ns not citizens who serve I 
ably in the military or naval for« 





the United Stat 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in th 


committee amendment on pa ) 

on ; , 

17, I1 to strike «¢ he v - 
7 , r) 1 ] 

yond the continental lit I L 1 

~ 

s 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I shall 
k that the bill go over if that be dor 

I have not had a chance to read the bill 
but if the provision makes eligible indi- 
viduals who serve outside of the United 
States, say the Philippines, or on islands 
in the Pacific—— 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, let 
me call the Senator’s attention to the 
letter of the Attorney General which ap- 
pears in Report No. 1232 to accompany 
House bill 1284. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
it. 

Mr. DANAHER. The 
eral calls particular 
point: 


I shall be glad to hear 


Attorney Gen- 
attention to 


If a person in this Category serves honor- 
ably in the armed forces the United State 
it would seem that he should be 
Same opportunity to become a’c 


United States that is accorded 


given 
itizen of the 


by exist 


law to a person who entered the United 
States legally. 


Let me say to the Senator from Geor- 
gia that if there are two brothers, both 
of whom, let us say, were born in Can- 
ada and both of whom are in the Amer- 
ican service, and if by accident of a War 
Department order one is ordered to serv- 
ice in France and the other is ordered to 
service, let us say, on the Panama Can 
the point is that 
zenship and the other is not. Surely we 
do not want any such unfair discrimina- 
tion. The real test is whether or not 


one is eligible for citi- 


the soldier, having been ineligible for 
naturalization for one reason or an- 
other—he may have lost his cert 

legal entry-—-and who is now in 


armed forces, shall become qualified 

Mr. GEORGE. I don 
the effect of the Senator’s amendment 
would be, but I should like 
bill go over if the ams 
unless I can underst 


nar 






A me ican ¢ nship j wl 
not n entitled to c in unde: 
quota. 

Mr. DANAHER. Not nec rril 

Mr. GEORGI It might. Ther - 
ure I amend the q law; ! t 
t nd the general immigra n 


—A oo 


— 


_— 


> 
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ser honorably in such forces beyond the 
continental limits of the United States or 
h » HE t 

b) By inserting after the words “no decla- 
ration of intention” the following: “no cer- 
tificate of arrival for those described in 
pt p (b) hereof.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, do I 


understand correctly that the committee 
amendment was adopted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The commit- 
tee aluendment was adopted and the bill 
has been passed, as amended. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, is Calen- 


dar No. 1250, House bill 1284, being 
passed on? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 


bill which was passed, as amended. 

Mr. BILBO. I asked that the bill go 
over. 

Mr. BURTON. I understood the bill 
had been brought up again for consid- 
eration and discussion. 

Mr. BILBO. I do not object to dis- 
cussion, but I objected to the bill and 
asked that it go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the vote by which House bill 1284 
was passed wil] be reconsidered, and the 
bill will be passed over. 

Mr. BILBO subsequently said: Mr. 
President, a short time ago I objected to 
consideration of House bill 1284, Calen- 
dar No. 1259. I did not wish to be under- 
stood as having objected to the measure 
itself, but I wished to have an oppor- 
tunit.” to examine the bill and the report. 
I have done so, and I am pleased to with- 
araw my opposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
House bill 1284, Calendar No. 1250? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, 
bill has been considered and passed. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I now 
withdraw my objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill \H. R. 1284) was passed. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, am I 
to understand that the committee 
amendment has been agreec to, and that 
the bill has been passed as amended? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; the 
committee amendment was agreed to. 

The clerk will state the next bill on 
the calendar. 

PEARL SAIEVITZ HURWITZ AND RUTH 

LEVIN 

The bill CH. R. 2373) for the relief of 
Pearl Saievitz Hurwitz and Ruth Levin 
was considered, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the thira time, and passed. 

MRS. AGNES WOLTERS 

The bill CH. R. 2213) for the relief of 
Mrs. Agnes Wolters was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


the 


| 





SENATOR FROM WASHINGTON 


Mr. LUCAS presented the credentials 
of Warren G. Macnuson, of Washington, 
appointed a Senator from that State for 
the unexpired term of Homer T. Bone, 
resigned, ending on the second da; of 
January 1945, which were read, and or- 
dered to be filed, as follows: 

STAT&S OF WASHINGTON, 
Executive Department, Olympia. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNILZED STATES: 

This is to certify that puruant to the power 
vested in me by the Constitution of the 
United States and the laws of the State of 
Washington, I, Arthur B. Langlie, the Gov- 
ernor of said State, do hereby appoint War- 
REN G. MAGNUSON, a Senator from said State 
to represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States, filling the vacancy therein 
caused by the resignation of Homer T. Bone. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my 
hand and caused the seal of the State to be 
affixed at Olympia this 12th day of December 
1944, 

ARTHUR B. LANGLIE, 
Governor of Washington, 

By the Governor: 

[SEAL] BELLE REEVES, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator-designate from Washington is pres- 
ent in the Chamber, and ready to take 
the oath of office. 

The VICE FRESIDENT. If the Sen- 
ator-designate will present himself at the 


desk, the oath will be administered to 
him 
Mr. MAGNUSON, escorted by Mr. 


Lucas, advancea to the Vice President’s 
desk, and the oath prescribed by law was 
administered to him by the Vice Presi- 
dent. 

LINDSEY HARCROW 


The VICE PRBSIDENT. The clerk 
will continue the call of the calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 763) for the relief of 
Lindsey Harcrow was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


GLADYS A. ENNIS AND OTHERS 


The bill (H. R. 195) for the relief of 
Gladys A. Ennis as executrix of the es- 
tate of George Pearse Ennis, deceased, 
and Oscar H. Julius; and the Excelsior 
Automotive Service, Inc., was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PUGET SOUND BRIDGE & DREDGING CO. 


The bill (H. R. 449) for the relief of 
the Puget Sound Bridge & Dredging Co., 
was considered, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


GALEN E. WALTER 


The bill (S. 2088) for the relief of 
Galen E. Walter, was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 15 to 20, 
inclusive, of the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries while in the 
performance of their duties, and for other 
purposes”, approved September 7, 1916, as 
amended, are hereby waived in favor of Galen 
E. Walter, Pony, Mont., who allegedly sus- 
tained an injury on May 9, 1942, while em- 
ployed as a forest guard at the Gallatin Na- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 











DECEMBER 14 


tional Forest, and his claim for compensat 
is authorized to be considered and acted u 
under the remaining provisions of such 
as amended, if he files such claim with 
months from date of the approval of 
act: Provided, That no benefit shall ; 
prior to the approval of this act. 


ELSIE HAWKE 


The bill (H. R. 3584) for the relief 
Elsie Hawke was considered, ordered t 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

F. L. GAUSE AND THE LEGAL GUARDIAN 

OF ROSALIND AND HELEN GAL 

MINORS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 3996) for the relief of F. L, 
Gause and the legal guardian of Rosa- 
lind and Helen Gause, minors, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Claims with amendments, on page 1, line 
5, after the words “sum of”, to strike out 
“$10,000” and jnsert “$7,120.65”; and in 
line 9, after the words “sum of”’, to strike 
out “$12,500” and insert “$6,000.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

A. L. RINKENBERGER AND JOHN 
FLOERING 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of A. L. 
Rinkenberger and John Floering which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Claims, with amendments on page l, 
line 6, after the words “sum of’, to strike 
out “$5,000” and insert “$2,500”; and in 
line 7, after the words “sum of”, to strike 
out “$10,000” and insert “$7,500.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 


MR. AND MRS. SEBASTIAN EGER 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 976) for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. Sebastian Eger which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, 
after the words “sum of” to strike out 
“$2,000” and insert “$1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

KELLY HOBBS 


The bill (H. R. 4125) for the relief of 
Kelly Hobbs was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
HENRY STOVALL 


The bill (H. R. 1772) for the relief of 
Henry Stovall was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

G. F. ODOM 


The bill (H. R. 545) for the relief of 
G. F, Odom was considered, ordered to a 
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reading, read the third time, and 





NITION OF OUTSTANDING SERVICE 
IDERED BY FIELD MARSHAL SIR 
DILL 
int resolution (S. J. Res. 158) 


nizing the outstanding service ren- 


{ to the United Nations by Field 

hal Sir John Dill was announced as 
lor 

in C 





ESTATE OF EVERETT MAXWELL 
The bill CH. R. 4674) for the relief of 
ite of Everett Maxwell was con- 
d, ordered to a third reading, read 
1 time, and passed. 
ROSA LEE FOREMAN 
The bill (H. R. 4309) for the relief of 





I 1 Lee Foreman was considered, or- 
ito a third read, read the third time, 
cer 


EMPLOYEES OF THE UNITED STATES 
COURT FOR CHINA 
The bill (H. R. 4080) for the relief of 
in former employees of the United 
Court for China was considered, 
i to a third reading, read the third 
and pass d. 
WILLIAM M. WATSON AND R. H 
PRICE 
The bill (H. R. 3322) for the relief of 
William M. Watson and R. H. Price 
onsidered, ordered to a third read- 
ad the third time, and passed. 
ESTATE OF EMMA B. FLEET 
The bill (H. R. 4873) for the relief of 
he estate of Emma B. Fleet, deceased, 
considered, ordered to a third read- 
read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM WEBER 
The bil] (H. R. 4200) for the relief of 
iam Weber was considered, ordered 
1 third reading, read the third time, 


id passed. 


MRS. FLORENCE ARMSTRONG 
The bill (H. R. 4331) for the relief of 
Irs. Florence Armstrong was considered, 
ered to a third reading, read the third 
, and passed. 
ESTATE OF FRANCIS A. COLLINS 
e bill (H. R. 5034) for the relief of 
estate of Francis A. Collins was con- 
red, ordered to a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLA. 


The bill (H. R. 4815) for the relief of 
the Board of County Commissioners of | 
Volusia County, Fla., was considered, or- | 
dered to a third reading, read the third | 
time, and passed. 


| 















wa aered, or- 
7 
MRS. ROSE POISSON 

7 r > § 

I H. R. 32% f t relief « 

Mrs. Rose P ) Vas Cor el or- 

cerea to a tnird rt A 1 e tnil 
time, ar passed 


MRS. ANNA CHANDLER 


The b H. R. 3881) f t ¢ [ 
M Anna C 1 I ynsi i - 
dered to a third 1 lir I 1 the d 
time, and passed 


HENRY CLAY WALEER 
The bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief of 
Henry Clay Walker, was consid 





~ i ( - 
dered to a third reading, re th 
time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF REISSUED LETTERS 


PATENT NO. 19,023 


The bill (H. R. 2994) to extend Reis- 
sued Letters Patent No. 19,923, was con- 


sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
+hiir ] ; > . 7 ~< } 
the third time, and passed. 


, ordered toa 


hirga ¢ y aY } 
ura time, and 





WASHINGTON ASPHALT CO. 

The bill (H. R. 2903) for the relief of 
Washington Asphalt Co., was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third 


time, and pass¢ 


the O. S. Stapley Co 1s consid 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
F. L. RIDDLE 

The bill (H. R. 1218) for the relief of 
F. L. Ricdle was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

JOHN CASEY AND MARIE CASEY 

The bill (H. R. 4016) for the relief of 
John Casey and Marie Casey was con- 
s'dered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF IDA M. RUTHERFORD 

The bill (H. R. 2827) for the relief of 
the estate of Ida M. Rutherford was con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF ANNIE BROWN 

The bill (H. R. 4703) for the relief of 
the estate of Annie Brown was consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEGAL GUARDIAN OF VIOLET DEGROOT 


The bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of 
the legal guardian of Violet DeGroot was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT B. WEAVER 


The bill (H. R. 4442) for the relief of 
Albert B. Weaver was considered, or- 


Ll ( 
Tl ll (H. R. 3279) 
Clar G. Dor 
t tn 
i 
Cc ND C yY « 
r : 
I 1(H. R 10) 
i d Cou vy of! 
v ( 1 ord 
I 1 i a n 
nm T 
ia - 
I b'] H. | 
A ie B n 
GQ d 1 in ] 
{ “ 
L @a@ua yp A 
MAI E 
The bill (H. R. 4 
M: le E. O ( 
lird reac 
id } ed 
CI H. P 
T! l(a Pp a 
H 
Clyc nm. F 
acl it 1 LOoird read 
um and a 
MI Rt W 
Th H. R. 4014 
Mrs. Ruby Winsch w 
d ai it a I | 
t i | ed 
HUBERT Mch 
The bill (H. R. 3017) 
7 ag 
LUN 
aeread t a 1 l l Dn 
tim ul I 1 
FLOYD E. AND LENA M 
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r e ¥ ¢ i? * Ac Trae 
1 I Ang , Ca » it 
( 
I of 1 2, bl 23, Subc 
c I Jose De Bue Ayre f 
} I ) € in b K 20, } 19 20, 
eous R 2 An- 
‘ ‘ da i - 
] 
I } I f 
j \ Avenu f i K 
f bed in deed recorded i 
} cia cde i ree ( ot d 
( € € I I - 
no! ¢ f - 
trip of 1 ( d 
1 I Angeles f ( e pur- 
} } el 1 of ceed ded 
i e 22 of 1 R ds « 
. s ( be nil belng 
( it ii te: of Vet- 
« esterly sé hundred 
€ ity-h ( - 
are feet t r y el f f 
\ t B ( I ( a € w.iae; 
1 1 erly ( an ! St- 
‘ ( e hu A d fee t e nor ast- 
ri ni aid 1 easter line 
< j nd fifty fee t nce south- 
easterly parallel with said northeasterly line 
of Veteran Avenue one hundred feet; thence 
uthwesterly in a direct line one hundred 
d fift feet to the point of beginning; 
containing three hundred and forty-four 
( ndths acre, more or less. 
Tne deed authorized by this act shall con- 
ti the expre reservation that should the 
r of L Ang s, Calif., eitner fail to use 


the property for fire-station 


purposes 






furnish twenty-four hours’ fire protection to 
all accessible parts of the Veteitans’ Admin- 
i tion facility, I Ang , Calif., then all 
right, title, and interest in such prope 

shall reve to and revest in and become the 
} y of the United States, except in the 
e\ that such failure to so furnish fire pro- 
tection is temporary and is due to condi- 
tions beyond the control of the city of Los 
Angele The deed shall further provide 
that in the event that all right, title, and 
interest in such property so revert to and re- 
vest in the United States, the city of Los 


Angeles may remove the buildings and struc- 
tures then existing on such property upon 
condition that iid city of Los Angeles re- 
store the land as nearly possible to its 
fo condition without expense to the 





CONVEYANCE 
TO CH! 


OF CERTAIN EASEMENTS 
SAPEAKE & OHIO RAILWAY 
The bill CH. R. 5453) 
conveyance by the Secretary of the In- 
terior to the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway 
Co., a railroad corporation, of certain 
perpetual e ments near Afton, in Au- 
gusta and Nelson Counties, Va., being a 
portion of the Biue Ridge Parkway land 
of the ah National Park, was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
PAYMENT TO GOVERNMENT 
[CS FOR ACCRUED ANNUAL 


authorizing the 


a: ete ll 
onenant 





The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (CH. R, 4918) to provide for the pay- 
ment to certain Government employees 
for accumulated or accrued annual leave 
due upon their separation from Govern- 
ment service, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Civil Service with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, 
On page 2, line 15, after the word “re- 
garded”, to insert “except for purposes of 
taxation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was in section 3 


on page 3, line 9, after the word “regard- 
ed’”’, to insert “except for purposes of tax- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I « 
] zmendment which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment cffered by the S 
i etts will be 
‘The CHIEF CLERK. 


Foy 
Cl 


The amend- 
tor 
stated. 


In section 2, on page 


al 


. Mia 
from Mas- 


2, at the end of line 24, it is proposed 
to insert “shall be paid, upon the estab- 
lishment of a valid claim therefor, in the 
foilowing order of precedence: First, to 
the beneficiary or beneficiaries, if any, 
lewfully designated by the employ 

under the retirement act applicable to 


A 
ervit second, if there be no such 
iated beneficiary, to the estate of 
such GCeceased employee.” 
fr. WALSH. Mr. President, I have 
nferred with the Senator from Cali- 


pe. 
’ 


fornia |[Mr. Downry!] and he has no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 


is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
WALSH 


The amendment was egreed to. 

Mr. COWNEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to coffer several perfecting amendments 
to the bill so as to have the terms of the 
bill apply to employees of the District of 
Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
California will be stated. 

The Curer CLerK. In section 1, on 
page 2, line 6, after the word “service” it 
is proposed to insert “or in or under the 
Government of the District of Colum- 
bia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
California will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In section 1, on 
page 2, following the period in line 12, 
it is proposed to strike out “The” and 
insert “in the case of reemployment in 
the Federal service the.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
emendment offered by the Senator 
California will be stated. 

The CuHreEF CLERK. In section 1, on 
page 2, line 14, after the word “receipts” 
it is proposed to insert a comma and the 
words “and in case of reemployment in 
or under the Government of the District 
of Columbia the sum so refunded shall 


next 
from 


be covered into the Treasury to the 
credit of the District of Columbia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator explain exactly what the bill 


does? It has some relation to the pro- 
gram which we considered for unem- 
ployment compensation for Federal em- 
ployees, which was discussed in the con- 
ference committee. 

Mr. DOWNEY. No. I can say to the 
distinguished Senator that the bill 
merely provides a method by which ac- 
crued leave compensation may be paid 
to Government employees upon their 
Gischarge from the civil service. The re- 
port is very brief. If the Senator ce- 
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sires to have it read, I shall b 
read it. It is entirely explanatory 

Mr. TAFT. I should like to 
what the bill provides for employe: 


they do not now receive. 

Mr. DOWNEY. It merely mean 
they will receive in a lump sum 
their discharge from the ci\ 
any payment which ‘is due them | 
of accruals, cr because of not | 
taken vacations. Does the Senat 
to have the report read? Itis\ 

Mr. TAFT. Am I to understan 
today if an employee is cischar 
has accumulated leave, he is p 
to remain cn the pay roll for 3 4 
weeks until he is paid? 

Mr. DOWNEY. That is c%rrect 

Mr. TAFT. Without performi: 
service? 

Mr, DOWNEY. That is correct 

Mr. TAFT. Would this bill 
provide that in cases in which 
charge occurs, the money due him m 
be paid in a lump sum? 

Mr. DOWNEY. That is correct. |] 


will say to the distinguished Senator t 
it would cost the Government not 1 cent 
more. 

Mr. TAFT. 
of the bill? 

Mr. DOWNEY. 
pose. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand that there is also a benefit 
connection with the death of an em- 
ployee. The bill would enable the es- 
tate to collect a lump sum, which i 
course, a matter of convenience. 

Mir. DOWNEY. That is correct, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questi 
is on the engrossment of the amend- 
ments and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a thi 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

Mr.BURTON. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator from California if 


Is that the only pur; 


That is its only pur- 


AU 


diately following the discussion, the re- 
port of the committee, inasmuch as t 
printed report has not been placed 
the desks of Senators. 

Mr. DOWNEY. In accordance with 
the request of the Senator from Oh 
send to the desk the report on the | 
just passed, and ask 
the Reccrp at this point. 

There bcing no objection, the rep 
(No. 1300) was ordered to be prinied i 
the Recorp, as follows: 

The Committee on Civil Service, to w! 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4918) to pr 
for the payment to certain Government ¢ 
ployees for accumulated or accrucd 
leave due upon their seperation from G 
ernment service, having considered the s 
report favorably thereon with amendme! 
and recommend that the 
ao pass. 

The purpose of the bill is to provide tf 
lump-sum payment for accumulated or 
crued annual or vacation leave due to any 
officer or employee of the Government in t! 
event of his separation from the 
Under existing law a separated employee 
be compensated for accumulated and accrued 
leave only by being retained on the pay roll 
until he has received selary covered by thi 
pericd of such leave. 


bill. ¢ ‘ 
Willi, GBS AinCua 

















é re € n the rvice ul i 
e | l $a mu- 
In the ¢€ 
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. I be reemployed 1 
( € ( rt e ex - 
pe he W d be - 
t ' s the bill, to 
( eT ner nt ex 
( € per d be- 
C f ree é and the 
i 
( e bill n f yrovision for 
f d d - 
the ¢ { dece i 
ry x T ft Y - 
of em} fer 
a diffe \ rn 
pa ) I been pre- 
i e pron ion t receivi 
< n 
Dr of the | Wil I I 
! led final in ) 
i el! ees in re to the 
ablish nselve } 
f In 1 I the bill 
1} e other benefits ch s elim- 
ft problem of dual compensa- 
stop service credit on the last day of 
du permit the immediate fillir 
au to the separation of 
et nd Vv ild eliminate much 
! iper work and pay-roll sec I 
t ti ng of expens«t to the 
4 mer 
e bill ; passed by the House provided 


ump-sum payments to employees there- 


le 10uld not be regarded as salary or 

nsation and should not be subject to 

nent ceductions The committee re- 

( ends that this pr ion be amended 

appears in sections 1 and 3 so as 

to make it clear that it is not intended to 
€ t h payment from taxation. 

The enactment of this legislation has been 

I I led by the Civ service Commis- 


HEALTH PROGRAMS FOR GOVERNMEN 
EMPLOYEES 
The Senate proceeded to consider the 
S. 2201) to provide health programs 
or Government employees. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I send 
to the desk a perfecting amendment 
which I wish to offer, and ask that it.be 
Stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. the 
period in line 16, it is proposed to insert 
the following: 


I 
4 
4 





On page 2, afte 





¥v rever the profe ional services of pl! V- 
£ are utl ad t I util d under 
+ ct ¢ cefinitior of phy ( in « - 
t ed the act 7, 1916, < 

ded (U.S ¢ e 5, ch. 15, 
TH 1! } 
ne ee ar 21 
iil REE L) aval let the bill 
oO over 

ae otra eros Atv. WD + ri) h 

4r. DCWNEY. Mr. President, will the 


Djecticon for a mo- 

Ir. REED. lI. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Let me say to the Sen- 

ator that this is merely a perfecting 
ent which defines the word 

phys cian” as used in the bill. 

Mr. REED. A hasty glance at the bill 
and the report of the committee indi- 
Cates that it is of such a character as to 
xXC—— 595 
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Mr. DOWNEY. Let me say to the dis- 











tinguished Senator that this amendment 
merely defines the word “p 
the bill. It is a perfecting ame me! 

Mr. REED. I have no obj t 
Senator otlerir p tlt } i- 
ment When \ a dis- 
pe 1 of, hows It ik the b 1 

Mr. DOWNEY. If the S ] 
further withhold h jectic I 1 
like to read t I ( the | il i 
very brief. 

Mr. REED. I! I j 

Mr. DOWNIE é 
raised to tl 
the physi he « 
ervice gri s - 
ce Comm! me! 
agencies favor | provides 
is an authoriz C es 
makes the a n nc} 
dental care and cal car 








lus Govern- 
the Sena 


may be provided in the var 
mental agencies, just as in 
we have a physician who provides a cer- 
tain degree of medical attention. The 
bill weuld euthorize such medical at- 
tention to be requested of Congress by 
the various agencies, but nothing could 
be done until an appropriation was mad 
by Congress. So far as] am aware t 

is no objection to the 
scurce. It was favorably reported from 
committee by unanimous voit 
e conditions, I wonder if t 


fit to withdraw his ob- 


here 
Le! 


bill frem any 


can see 
The VICE PRESIDENT 
jection, the amendment is ezreed t 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. Pre 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, I 
withdraw my cbjection. The Senator 
from has 





California 
authorizing “the h 
and agencies, * 
limits of 
therefor, to 


* 


within th 


establish by coniract oY 


o:herw:se health programs which will 


provide health services for employee 
under their respective jurisdict 
f that is not a rather sweeping measure, 


know what one 
hould receive 


> oe bed ee 
ee 


during the ¢ 











0 : l 
irg under the 5-minu rule So, I 
President, I maintain my objecti 
ser | (of “« aie 
Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. P1 iaer 
time I desire to read the ver; ! 
port which accompanies the bill. It 
Report No. 1299, and it reads as follow 
The ¢ tte ( ‘ ¢ 
v erred S 2201) t 
} ht s for ¢ ern! ‘ ‘ 
ha col! ed the me 
t re Ww 10ut ¢ ame ‘ 
that t bill do f 
The rT » ¢ the }t ? + y 
I in nine ¢t eT 
mental fitness of er loyee ( Fed 
Government To carry out these pur} 
the heads of departments and 
be authorized, within the limi cf 
priations made by the Congress, to e 


health programs for their employee Serv 
ices provided under such progr 





introduced a bill 
ads of departments 


appropriations made available 


wculd be. Cer- 
more considera- 
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The 1 umendment on paze 23 
24 t the ose ter’, to 
( ‘ I n + al v\] xy 
to t Commi ) to cant ch rege 
on and in ( Wi ver any 
G rnmer i yelieve that the 
f is ¢ aff l peti- 
tion to « el such 1 I yn may b 
filed with t! Commissioner ¢ al 
+ , 
t 
I mendmer 1 greed to 
I I amendmer was, On page 
24, line 23, after the figure “42”, to insert 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment 
<0, in line 3, to strike out: 


° 
EC 28. Revisti tion on 


was, 


on page 


the supplemental 
ré er or under the Act of March 19, 1920 
be filed in the Departmer f the 

Treasury or be used t top importati 


The 
The 
1 line 


amendment was agreed to. 
next amendment was, on page 25, 
in 20, after the word “registration,” 
to 


trike out the colon and the words: 
‘Provided, however, Tha. the foregoing 
requirement as to notice shall be deemed 
fulfilled in respect to a registered mark 
used in connection with goods or servic 
of foreign origin if the mark as used is 
accompanied by the notice of registra- 
tion used in the country of origin of the 


goods 


or se 


rvices to denote registration 


th, 
LilCit 


The amendment was agreed to. 
nt was, on page 


ike out: 


The next amendme 
after line 6. to str 


3) If goods beari: 


39, 


g a registered mark have 
been pu he market by or with the author- 
ity of the registrant of a registered mark or 
in any } ackage or other container b aring 
Said mark and a notice that the goods may 
be resold only unaltered or unrenovated or 
in the original package or container and said 
goods or any part thereof have, without the 





authority of the re Se ae been transferred 
to another package or container or been in 
any way altered or renovated, any person 
who shall, in commerce, make any use of or 
reference to said registered mark upon or in 
connection with the sale or advertising of 
such transferred or altered or renovated goods 
shall be liable to a civil action by the regis- 


trant for any or ail of tt 


after provided 


1e remedies herein- 


The amendment ¥ 
The next 
after line 11 


(6)* That the 


fas acreed to. 
amendment was, on page 32 
to insert: 


, 


} 


mark whose u 
gement was reziste 


ec is charged as 


an infri red and used prior 





to the publication under subsection (a) or 
(c) of section 12 of this act of the registered 
mark of the registrant, and not abandoned: 
Provided, hi r, That this defense shall 
apniy only where the said mark has been 
published pursuant to subsection (c) of sec- 
tion 12 and shall apply only for the area in 
which the ma was used prior to the date 
of publicat f the registrant's mark under 
subsec n (a) ¢ (c) of section 12 of this 
ac 

Mr. McKELI AR. Mr. President, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Flor- 
ida about the bill. It seems that there 
are a great many pages to it. Does it 
generally go over the patent law? 

Mr. PEPPER. No; it relates only to 


the trade-m ark law. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Does it 

changes in the trade-mark law? 
Mr. PEPPER. It does make some 

changes. I should the nator to 

know that Mr. Fritz Lanuam, for whom 


~ oO l- 
mare 


- ec 
like woe 


CONGI 








> * AO — 
tESSKK YN 
I know the Senator has such high re- 
gard, met with the Co 


ents several times 


m 


nmittee on Pat- 
The House has 


passed the bill three times. The Senate 
commi » reported it favorably last year, 


but it was not reached in time to be 
passed during the last session. Recently 


held he: 





rings on the bill. 
What 


I McKELLAR. changes 
wi it bill make in the trade-mark 
law? 

Mr. PEPPER. The bill is somewhat 
of ification of the trade-mark law, 
let 1 iy to the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is the point 
abi which I was thinking. If it isa 
recodification of the entire trade-mark 
] d it not be taken up at some 


other time, rather than now, under the 
ute rule? The trade-mark law is 
important. If the bill makes im- 
portant changes—and from the fact that 
the clerk has been reading an amend- 
ment on pege 32, I judge that it does— 
if ii a recodification of all the 
-ade-mark law, I ask the Senator if he 
il not its consideration to go over 
time, when it can be 
eater length. 
HAWKES. Mr. President, if the 
Senator wiil yield to me, I should like to 
make an expianation to the Senator from 
Tennessee. When he understands what 
the committee has through and 
that the bill has been before Congress 
for 6 years and that practically every es- 
sential feature of the bill, except the few 
amendments, has been approved by the 
House of Representatives twice and has 
been approved by the Senate twice, I 
think the Senator will not object to its 
present consideration. In other words 
Mr. President, the bill was almost passed 
by the Senate during the last Congress, 
pee at the last moment was sent back to 
ommittee for a simple amendment, and 
ee efore did not become law. 

When I tell the Senator from Tennes- 
see that the bill will not become effective 
for a whole year after it is passed, and 
that amendment which he or any 
other Senator may think is necessary 

an be taken up in the next session of 

Congress without any difficulty, Iam sure 
he will not object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill 

I should like to read to the Senator a 
statement contained in the hearings on 
the bill, which refers to the things the 
bill will accomplish. It will take me only 
a minute or two to read it: 

1. To put all existing tra 
single piece of legisla 

2. To carry out by statut 
commitments to th 
ers in foreis n countries may sec 
tection to their marks to which they are 
entitied. Although it has solemnly pledsed 
at inter-American conventions to do so, the 
nited States has failed adequately to protect 
f trade-marks in the other American 

es doing business with this country. 
As a result of thi action our business or- 
s have not received reciprccal ad- 
the other Americas The bill 
th's matter, eliminates these sources 


j 
1S 


allow 
ome other 
Ciscussed at gr 

Mr. 


gone 


any 


€-mark statutes 
tion. 

> our internatior 
eend that Americar. tra 


al 
d- 
ure the pro- 





S In 


vantages 


remecies 


in 


of fr ion with our Latin-American friends, 
and w.ll facilitate mutual trade in this hem- 
isphere. These features make this bill of pri- 
ma nportan<ce now. 


3. To modernize the trade-mark statutes so 
that they will conform to legitimate present- 
day business practice, 
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4. To remedy cons c 1 of the 
acts which have in several irstances ol 
and pe-verted their original purps 
constructions have become s 
the only way to change them is by | 

5 oe rally to simplify trade-maz 
tice, to secure trace-m owners in tl 
will which they have built up, and t 
the public from impcsition by the 
counterfeit and imitated marks and 
trade descriptions. 


. Pres'dent, I may say that at 
aring which was conduct 
ator from Florida |{Mr. PeEppr: 
iirman of the subcommittes, ws 
old over and over again that $0 p 
f the busiress institutions of the 


beth 


ea 


large and small, 
the hearings there 
sent m2 denartmé nts of the G 
ernment. The Department of Justic 
represented. ractically every ad 
which was pointed out was cured 
bill now before the Senate has 
proval cf the business interest 
nited States. They have wo 
years for such a bill. To reject the 
now wou!'d be almost a travesty on ju 
We would have a full year after the en- 
actment of the law to cons‘der 
ments to the law if anything 
should develop with it. I urge the 
from Tennessee not to object t 
passace of the bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, t 

made by my d'stinguis 
friend the Senator trom New Jersey |M 
HAV’KES!] is very persuasive. Anyth 
he says is always persuasive with n 
I em not familiar with trade-ma 
When the statement was made a 
ago that the bill would result in a rec 
ifeation of the trade-mark law, I re 
that the matter was important. Tia 
marks are very important. It seems 
me that a bill of this charac 
cially one which would not ae efie 
tive for a year, should be brought bef 
the Senate at some time when we < 
geo thoroughly into it and discuss it ful 
I know very little about trade-marks. I 
believe I have tried a few lawsuits con- 
cerning them, but they were tried many 
years ago. I do not have a clear recol- 
lection with regard to them. I am won- 
dering if it would not be safer for us | 
have the matter of the recodification of 
all the trade-mark laws now on the stat- 
ute bocks postpcned until a time when 
the subject can be carefully examin 
instead of trying to examine it under tl 
5-minute rule during the last days of the 
Coneress. 

Mr. HAWKES. Mr. President, I have 
very wholesome regard for my distin- 
guished friend from Tennessee. He h 
been very helpful to me since I came t 
the Senate. 

The Senator from Florida has said th 
the effect of the bill would be a recodifi- 
cation of the whole trade-mark law. |! 
do not believe that would be the eff 
I may say that the proposal nov befor 
us, with the exception of a few amend- 
ments, has been before the Senate for 
years. We have had four hearings on 
the pending bill. We have spent thou- 
sands of dollars in connection with 
To say now to the people of the United 

tates at this late date, after it has be 
acted upon by three Congresses, that we 


approved 


were I 






ny 





am 


otor 
ator 


statement 
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i ret a Witn S@€V ral 
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I must object to the present con- 
n of ) 
T T T ‘ "tea! 
i PRI DING OFFICER. Objec- 
rd, and the bill will be passed 
: — . . 
PEPPE! Mr. P ent, I give 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I may say 


! d I hed friend, the Senator 
m Florida | Mr. Pepper), that the Sen- 
! J ent matters to 


Iam not sure that the Sena 


£ 


nsideration of 
| il mediately at the conclusion 
of the call of the calendar. There is a 
\ have to be 


d, very likely tomorrow. We have 


in nom ns to consider, som 

rence repo} and otner important 
! ; which will have to be acted upon. 
I be gi to confer with the Senator 


lM PE] Very well. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair asks the Senate to indulge the 
( ir in su ti that Senators ad- 
Gl the Chair » that the business of 


Senate may be dispatched in an or- 
wa The Chair will endeavor to 
who 
, and will co- 


e in every way in dispatching the 


AMIENDMENT CF DEPARTMENT OF AGRI- 

1944 

sident, I 
tT 
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earin a 





4 « c of t Committee on Appro- 
priations on the deficiency vill. On page 


No. 1397, 


\ ut further consideration 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ( - 
tion being m the be } é 
ove and 1 ( = e | I 
Dilil n the <¢ I 
EXEMPTION OF OFFI( AND I OY- 

ESS CF THE OFFICE OF I 

RESEARCH AND DI LOPMENT 

The Senate proc a to ¢ rt 
bil (H R 4446 ») € mt ce 1 ¢ - 
cel nd empl s within t Omi f 
x I l Re l anc Dev I 
from ¢ n pre ns of the Crimi: 
C . Which had been reported f 
Comunittee on the Judiciary w mend- 
ments, on ]} e 1, after line 4, to t 
or in section 19 (e) of the Cont set- 
tlement Act of 1944 (Public I 3 
78th Cor 7 

The amendment w: reed to. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I ask 
that the bill go « 

The PRESIDING CFFICER I 
amendment | been ¢ ed 1 ( - 
t n pel! heard, tne Di will D l 
( e! 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE FOR THE D Cl 
OF DELAWARE 

The Senate pre ied to col r t 
bil S 1817 author ng the appoint- 
ment ol n additional judge for t ( = 
trict of Delaware, which was read 
follo 

I t enact 7 eter I + +¥ Pre + ‘ 
tr l is 1 with t 

nd sent of s e, sl { 

ad deve the d ( i 
l ted Stat for t 1 d rict é 
State of D ware I ‘ 

I ers, perfor dutie i re 
tl t ) I ia é 
present judge of id district 

Mr. DANAHER. Mtr. President, I send 
forward to the desk an amendment anil 
ask that it b tated 


he CHIEF CLERK. On page 
he word “who”, it is proposed to 


insert a comma and “exc 


aiter the 





Mr. TUNNELL. tor ex- 
plain what the a 

Mr. DANAHER ppy to 
coso. ITaminf is} 
b id. to see it tal 
with the language appearing in lines 6 
and 7, the additional judge, once ap- 
pointed, “po ; the Same powers, per- 
form the same duties, and receive the 


ame compensation and allowance as the 
l aid di 
Obviously there is a difference in power 
between a judge who has occupied the 
le timeé and on 


juniorto him. Seniority rights and var- 


who 
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to the distinguished Senator from Vir- 
nia that at the pre sent time these postal 


, 
employee who have been for so long 
l ald, are getting a speci il wartime 
f t) t proposed incre 
would in b nce replace the present 
bonu There \ slight addition 
in the amount of money which would be 
paid them 

Iu j House of R esenta- 
t had the bill on i pro mii i 
al noon 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. P! lent, if I m 
it} u :. 7 in > that tl 
H ; just i tl l. 

Mr. MALONEY. Ik Nth he He 
w a } } I + } } 
t I ily { ( i y= 
d 

Unle the bill | e l l ] U 
th t ly 1 will » ¢ 
é n, as it has in the } It wid mean 
that this wage increase, which is not a 
large inci » will not be given to these 


t 
employees for at least a long time to 
come 

With complete respect for the Senator 
from Virginia, I say that it seems to me 
we have b en shadow boxing with the 
postal employees for a long time, and 
that we will still give them a bonus if 
the bill is not pas: 

Mr. BYRD. If the Senator will yield, 
we are not giving a bonus i:i this bill, but 
a permanent increase 

Mr. MALONEY. Just a moment. I 
believe that the present bonus will be 
retained if the bill is not passed. I hope, 
as well as believe, that we are not go- 
ing to curtail wages after the war, or in 
the future. 

This is an important matter to these 
men. The hardest working of all the 
Federal employees are the postal em- 
ployees. I think the raise is well de- 
served and long overdue, and I am very 
hopeful that the able Senator from Vir- 
ginia will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I merely 
wish to make clear to the Senate that 
this is not a bonus, it is a permanent 
increase in salary. 

Mr. MALONEY. The Senator is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BYRD. The present bonus will 
continue until July 1, 1945. 

Mr. MALONEY. The Senator is cor- 





Mr. BYRD. A $300 bonus. 

Mr. MALONE Y. The Senator is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. BYRD. Now it is proposed to give 
a $400 permanent increase in salary, and 
this should be thoroughly discussed and 
understood. It is an important matter. 
I am not saying I shall oppose the bill. 
I have a high regard for the work of the 
postal employees and want to see full 


justice done, but I want to know all the 
facts, which is not possible under the 
5-minute rule 

The Postmaster General, as I under- 
stand, has not endorsed the bill. If he 
has, it is not a part of the record here. 
This is a bill of such importance that 
c ainly we should not consider it un- 


Ger the 5-minute rule. 

Mr. MALONEY. Ishould like to have 
the Recorp show that the senior Senator 
Connecticut has endorsed the bill, 








| and feels that it is a long overdue rec- 


ognition of great service. 

Mr. BYRD. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia will endorse the bill if he feels it to 
be right, and after he obtains all the 
facts with respect to it, but will not en- 
dorse it until he does. 

Mr. MALONEY. Iam sure that isa 
fact. I feel sure that as he ascertains 
the facts, the Senator from Virginia, for 
whom I have so much respect, will en- 
do the bill. I was hopeful that we 
might speed up this wage increase, which 
ld replace the bonus now being paid. 
Ve are giving the postal employees al- 
most much now as they would get un- 
der the program proposed in this meas- 
The bonus would then be dropped, 
and these men would be brought up toa 
nearly appropria ” wage situation. 

Mr.MEAD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MALONEY. I yield to the Sena- 
tor fro! m New York. 

Mr. ME AD. | In view of the fact that 
my distinguished colleague, t} senior 
Senator from Ci ynnecticut, has yielded to 
me, I wish to make one or two observa- 
tions as the sponsor of the bill. 

First of all, I just sent for and received 
a report from the Postmaster General 
on the bill, and I should be very glad to 
pass it on to my distinguished colleague, 
the Senator from Virginia. I wish to 
say to him in all fairness that the Post- 
master General does not recommend the 
bill in its present form. I desire to state, 
however, as the sponsor of the bill, that 
the postal employees have not received 
an increase since 1925, 20 years ago. 
Twenty years ago the revenues of the 
Postal Service amounted to approxi- 
mately $500,000,000 plus. Today they 
approach the billion-dollar mark, and 
these employees are doing all the addi- 
tional work, with very few eadditional 
employees. If we pass this bill we are 
going to pay these employees out of the 
added revenue they are producing, rather 
than out of the United States Treasury. 
So they differ from those employees in 
other departments of the Government in 
that as the result of their efficiency and 
their increased productivity they are 
producing the money which will take 
care of the salaries included in the bill. 

As the distinguished Senator from 
Connecticut said, the bill will abolish the 
bonus of $300 and add $100 annually to 
the amount of the bonus. In view of the 
fact that these hardworkinz employees 
have not had a raise in salary in 20 years, 
and in view of the fact that any number 
of Senators have come to me day after 
day asking when the bill is to be brought 
up, and in view of the fact that it was re- 
oeeks d by the House committee unani- 
mously, and passed by the House today 
practically unanimously, I am told, I do 
not see why we cannot take it up this 
afternoon, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

M ; a0 tAD. I gladly yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I find myself in 
inuan te agreement with everything that 
has been said by the senior Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. DanaHER] and the 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
MeapD], but since the House has acted 
upon a similar measure this afternoon it 
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in a legislative enactment. I am hi 
that perhaps the Senator from Vi: 
will look into the matter, 
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Mr. BUTLER. 


. MEAD. I yield. 
Mr. BUTLER. 
made by the Senator from New York 
exactly the program that is to be 
lowed for the moment, 
arisen to make a statement 
I now wish to make. 
e followed this bill, as every 
Senator has, with a great deal of int 
It is a bill which, 
been brought up when we 
discussion, i 
but I think we are all 
with the situation, 
meritorious service rendered by the 
and women who are on the pay rol! 
postal employees I hope 


For many 
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acme ‘ORD show 
Gucting ho bu in 
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would seem to me that the quicke 
to obtain action, 
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If would not 1 


because Ia 


who have 


viously spoken, and I do not know of 
other measure which it seems to m 
more meritorious or 
_consideration by this body. 
understanding, 
may say so to my distinguished coll 
the Senator from Wisconsin, is that t 
is a possibility that the message from t 
use will come over 
I am perfectly willing that the Ss 
go over until the end of the calen 
at nt time I suggest taking up 
House bill in lieu of the Senate bill. 
Mr. President, will 


more deservin 


at any time, : 
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perhaps, should 
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of the Senate 
nt calendar thi 
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tion is stiffici 


bill. I can 4 


York that, 


ugh aa ate is cut off in that way a! 


wh 
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matter is not beforeusand we cannot 
on it simply because one objection 

n voiced, there are a great many 

n this proposed legislation on 
floor of the Senate, and if under the 


Ol t 


tl ill can be brought up the Sen- 
from New York can be assured of 
oo antial support 


ESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


ti ) the present consideration of 
eb 119 , 
Mr. MEAD. Can we not have an un- 
tanding that the bill be taken up at 


onclusion of the ¢ 


ag ill of the calendar. 
Mr. BYRD. I 


have made objection, 
OFFICER. 


[he PRESIDING Objec- 


i > Ai ira 
Mr. MEAD. Idid not understand that 
( ction had been made. 


ESIDING OFFICER. The 


S tor from Virginia |[Mr. Byrp] has 
made objection. 

Mr. BYRD. I object to taking up the 

under the unanimous-consent rule. 


*. President, the Postmaster General 
opposed to the, bill. For some reason, 


his letter is not included in the report 
presented to the Senate, although it is 
dated June 20, 1944. 


Mr. President, I ask that the objection 
of the Postmaster General to this legis- 
aa contained in his letter of June 20, 
19 44, made a part of the REcorp. 
Se being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
follows: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1944, 
Hon. KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
Chairman, Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, United States Senate 
My Dear SENATOR MCKELLAR: 
ie to your request for a report upon S 
1882, a bill to increase the compensation of 
employees in the Postal Service. 
This measure would repeal Public Law 25, 
roved April 9, 1943, which provided an 
additional compensation at the rate of $300 
per annum for postal employees employed 
upon a 





Reference is 





salary basis and a 15-percent in- 

ease for empioyees paid on an hourly, fee, 

part-time, or per diem basis, as well as for 
fourth-class postmasters and special deliv- 
ery messengers, with a limitation of an 
verage of $25 per month. The measure 
ld ¢g t to — al rr upon a 

s y ba an increase of $400 per annum 


23-percent 

an hourly, 
liem basis as well 
sters and special 


increase for employees 
fee, part-time, or per 
as for fourth-class post- 


ieee 
delivery 


messen 


rers 





After very ee consideration this De- 
partment h ached the conclusion that 
no action sh ud be had upon S. 1882 at this 
time and that a careful study should be made 
of the postal salary structure as a whole 
before permanent legislation is enacted 

The annual cost of Public, No. 25 which, 
I its ter expires on June 30, 1945. is 
estimated at $93,784,000. S. 1882 is in the 
I 1 of permanent legislation and it is esti- 
I ed that the annual cost thereof would 
I I tely $128,784,000. 

It has been ascerta 1 from the Bureau 
of the Budget that this report is in accord 
With the program of the President. 

Ve truly yours, 


FRANK C. WALKER, 

Postmaster Gene 

fr. BYRD. Certainly the Senate has 

a right to have information as to the 

position of the Postmaster General, 
which was omitted from the report, 


ral, 


CONGR 
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Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I want the 








RECORD to — at is point that I think 
this bill is ri , righteous, long ove i 
and should pass right now 

Mr. LANGER. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. I want to know how we can be 


assured of a ¢ 
before we adjourn. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Presid 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


Chair would like to answer the parlia- 


nce to vote on this bill 
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en 








mentary inquiry of the Senator from 
North Dakot: 
Mr AIKE? Is it not pe n 


der for any ‘Ss nator 


bill be considered at the conclusion of 
the ee of the calendar? 

Mr. LANGER. It has already been in- 
dicate dt te that will be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In an- 
swer to the parliamentary inquiry made 
by the Senator from North Dakota, the 
Chair will state that at the conclusion of 
the call of the calendar any Senator who 
can obtain the floor may make a motion 
e- consider any bill he wants to have 

-onsidered, and the motion will be 


disposed of. 

Mr. LANGER. I want 
that I shall do that oon as the call 
the calendar is completed 
AMENDMENT OF MERCHANT MARINE 

OF 1936 


The bill (H. R. 4968) to amend section 
511 (c) of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, 
as amended, relative to deposit of vessel 
proceeds received from the United States 
in certain c: and for other purposes, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, 
have an explanation of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An ex- 
planation is requested. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, the 
amendment contained in the bill has ref- 
erence only to the operation of the ship- 
construction reserve fund now provided 
for by law. It does not create any new 
policy, but it makes it possibl e to carry 
out the policy already settled on when- 
ever the performance under the policy 
has been prevented for certain reasons 
which were not anticipated and which 
were not due to any fault of the owner. 
Let me illustrate. Under exis law 
whenever an owner of a ship receives cer- 
tain gains from the sale of the ship, he 
has the option within 60 days of putting 
that fund up in a ship-construction re- 
serve, and if that is so deposited, it is not 
immediately subject to taxation 
the ends of taxation are met presumably 
later on by the applic ation of a reduced 
depreciation reserve. I shall not at- 
tempt to explain that feature of the law, 

hich the Senator from Vermont, I am 
sure, understands very well. 

This is the purpose and rea 
pending bill. In view of the fact th 
that option must be exercised within 60 
days after the gain is det« nd i 
view of the fact that the Treasury De- 
partment is of the opini 
is determined as 
title is ta 


to 


as 5 


ACT 


ises, 
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on for the 


of the time when the 
ken to the ship, and since some- 


en s the Federal Government does not 
ettle promptly for the Pi ayment of 
ship, then it happens in such c tl t 


the seller of the ship is deprived of the 
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was not realized that there would be 
some instances when these settlements 
would not be made promptly, therefors 
the general purpose of the law would 


thereby be thwarted. I have cited cer- 
tain incidents. Other cases of applica- 
would be somewhat similar. 

All the to lift the statute of 
limitations that when the payment 
is received the seller can reopen the tax 
returns for the year of sale and reset 
it up as he would have done if the pay- 
ment had been made to him during that 
current year. 

Mr. AIKEN. 


tion 
bill does i 


sO 


In effect, this bill would 


extend the time within which the ship- 
owner or ship operator could make hi 
deposit in a tax-exempt reserve fund. 
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Mr. RADCLIFFE. Nothing whatever. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
ybjJection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. AIKEN. I sh 
is the meaning of section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I 
can explain that in a moment, I believe. 
When the owner attempts to carry out 
policy of deposit, it is required under 
ing law that he enter into a contract 
for the construction of the ship, and then 
the operations of the law as to the fund 
would be based on that contract. Ina 
few cases the owner is his own builder, 
and does not therefore enter into any 
contract with a shipbuilder. So if the 
owner builds his own ships, instead of 
entering into such a contract, he would 
under this bill be put on the same basis 
as though he had contracted for its con- 
struction. This is equitable since it 
places the shipowner in the same posi- 
tion if he does his own construction as 
though he let the work at contract. 

Mr. AIKEN. I understand that the 
funds deposited in the tax-exempt re- 
serve are placed there for the purpose of 
withdrawing them later and using them 
for the purchase of new vessels by the 
shipping company. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. For the building of 
new vessels 

Mr. AIKEN. For the building of new 
vessels? 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Yes. 

Mr. AIKEN. If the funds are with- 
drawn for any other purpose, they are 
hen subject to taxation? 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Immediately avail- 
able; yes. If they are withdrawn for 
any other purposes they must be subject 
to immediate taxation. 

Mr. AIKEN. Are the funds which are 
withdrawn taxable, or are they simply 
classed as income by the concern which 
withdraws them? 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. They would be tax- 
able as taxable gain, on the theory that 
the money had never been put up 

Mr. AIKEN. If after the war a com- 
pany decides that it does not wish to con- 
tinue in the shipping business because of 
heavy depreciation in the value of the 
property on hand, so that it has a very 
heavy loss, if it withdraws this money 
from the tax-exempt reserve fund, it 
would not have to pay any taxes on it, 
would it? 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. The fund would be 
treated as taxable gain. What might 
be the taxable situation, in view of de- 
preciation, or appreciation as the case 
might be, would depend, of course, upon 
the facts regarding any such taxpayer in 
any particular circumstances. But I do 
not think we can very well forecast 
what is going to be the situation with 
regard to any particular taxpayer who 
had deposited in such a fund and later 
withdrawn it. 

Mr. AIKEN. As I understand, the bill 
does not affect that question. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. No; it does not. 

Mr. AIKEN. I believe that that is 
something which should be considered 
by the Congress. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. I agree that 
should be. 


uld like to ask what 


this 


exist 


it 


| 





Mr. AIKEN. Otherwise there may be 
several hundred million dollars, made 
during this war, which will be absolutely 
tax free. 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. That may prove to 
be correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
I ‘tion to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (H. 
R. 4968) to amend section 511 (c) of the 


Vo 
Merchant Marine Act of 1936 was con- 


onojec 


sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
BERTHA LEFRANCQ 
The bill (H. R. 4333) for the relief 


of Bertha LeFrancq was considered, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

LUTHER MARCUS SMITH, A MINOR 


The bill (H. R. 4345) for the relief of 
the legal guardian of Luther Marcus 
Smith, a minor, was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 


| and passed. 





ENID M. ALBERTSON 
The bill (H. R. 3218) for the relief of 
Enid M. Albertson was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
LUDWIG WOLF 


The bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief 
of Ludwig Wolf was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. JULIA TOLER 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia Toler, which has been reported from 
the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment on page 1, line 6, after the words 
“the sum of” to strike out “$3,000” and 
insert “$3,500”. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

WALTER LUNDMARK 


The bill (H. R. 3995) for the relief 
of Walter Lundmark was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MRS. PEARL W. PETERSON 


The bill (H. R. 3484) for the relief 
of Mrs. Pearl W. Peterson was consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIG. GEN. LOUIS J. FORTIER 
The bill (H. R. 4144) for the relief of 
Brig. Gen. Louis J. Fortier was consid- 


ered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MRS. NELLE JONES 


The bill (H. R. 2543) for the relief of 
Mrs. Nelle Jones was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


° HALL FARRIS 


The bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief 
of Hall Farris was considered, ordered 
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to a third reading, read the third tin 
and passed. 
ALFRED F. ROSS 


The bill (H. R. 4049) for the relie! 
Alfred F. Ross was considered, ord: 
to a third reading, read the third t 
and passed. 

JOSEPH W. STEEL 


The bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief 
Joseph W. Steel was considered, orde: 
to a third reading, read the third ti: 
and passed. 


DIEMER ADISON COULTER AND FRAN 
ANDREWS COULTER 
The bill (H. R. 2150) for the relief 
Diemer Adison Coulter and Frances A 
drews Coulter was considered, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, < 
passed. 
ARCHIE BARWICK 
The bill (H. R. 1556) for the relief 
Archie Barwick was considered, ord 
to a third reading, read the third tir 
and passed. 


SANDY C. BROWN 


The bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief « 
Sandy C. Brown was considered, ord 
to a third reading, read the third tin 
and passed. 

LILLIAN HILL 

The bill (H. R. 3191) for the relief « 
Lillian Hill was considered, ordered ¢ 
a third reading, read the third time, a 
passed. 

JAMES LEROY EDEN 

The bill (H. R. 3928) for the relief « 
James LeRoy Eden was considered, « 
dered to a third reading, read the thi 
time, and passed. 

THOMAS R. CLARK 


The bill (H. R. 4593) for the relief o! 
Thomas R. Clark was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF FLOYD M. ADAIR, DECEASED 


The bill (H. R. 4322) for the relief of 
the estate of Floyd M. Adair, deceased 
was considered, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT L. WHIDDON 


The Senate proceeded to consider th: 
bill (H. R. 4588) for the relief of Robert 
L. Whiddon, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, on page 1, line 6, after the 
words “the sum of,” to strike out “$3,935” 
and insert “$4,935.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

CLARENCE H. MILES 

The bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of 
Clarence H. Miles, was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ROSE B. LUZAR 

The bill (H. R. 2300) for the relief of 
Rose B. Luzar, was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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was con- 
a third readin 
ird time, and passed. 
EDWARD C. ROBBINS 
The bill (H. R. 3414) for the relief of 
J d C. Robbins, was considered, or- 
read the third 





MRS. ANNA ZUKAS 
I I (H. R. 3880) for the relief of 
Xf Anna Zuka was considerec or- | 
aqtoat ra reaqdl read the third 
na } ed. 
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The bill (H. R. 4542) for the relief of 
j 


Harold Miller was considered, ordered to 
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The b H. R. 4213) fe 
Karl Lu ras was c( 
{ at i l read 1 
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JOHN McLAUGI 
The b HR. 4451) f 
John Mcl 1 was ¢ 
dered to at d 1 n 
til nd p l 
ANNE WATT 
The bill (H. R. 3467) f 
Miss Anne Watt ct 
t 1 third readil I it 
na pa 
M. GRACE MURI 





was considered, o1 
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G. F. ALLI 
The bill (S. 2189) for the relief of G. F. 
Allen, chief qaispursil ofiicer for the 
I D rtment, and for other 
} " co! l ordered to be 
f ed for a third reading, read the 
l da tim ind } a, % Tollow 
it ¢ ( l, € , Th notwithstanding 
I ions o February 23, 1929 
(45 14 ) by e ac of 
A 22, 1940 (54 § ] ), auth Z, th 
5 ol he Inte em} y € e€ 
] i tation purpose ( 
I t n k, the Comp 
C l «¢ tl I dads es D nd he 
l the i d directed to illow 
C in the 1 of G. F. Allen, chief 
d ursi of ( e Treasury Depart- 
meé I t ol 1,000, | pas ind 
( r ‘ ‘ l of $1.0 0, paid by 
} I Paul S. T ( y, Calif., 
It ion ine i Do u ver- 
( ( } il el red during 
t pe from July 1 13, to June 13, 1944 
and to « el ( against th d Dr 
I 1S. Taylor and pay-roll certifying offi- 
ce! f the Departme of the Inte r for 
the excess compensation so paid 
Sec. 2. The C troller General of the 
Un d States is further authorized and di- 


rected to allow, out of 
nee of the appropriati 
Office the Secretary 
Interior, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, the claim of the said Dr, Paul S. Taylor 
for the sum of $375, base pay, and $18.11, 
overtime, a total of $393.11, representing the 
balance due him for compensation for per- 


he unexpended 
n for salaries 
, Department the 


bal- 
s in the 


of of 


sonal services which he rendered during the 
period from June 14, 1944, to June 30, 1944, as 
a consulting economist of the Department of 


the Interio1 
HERMAN WEINERT, JR. 

The bill (H. R. 3639) for the relief of 
Herman Weinert, Jr., M. D., was consid- 
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

QUEEN CITY BREWING CoO. 

The bill (H. R. 3614) for the relief of 
the Queen City Brewing Co. was con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CONFERRING JURISDICTION ON UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT OF MAINE 
The bill (H. R. 3250) to confer juris- 

diction upon the United States District 

Court of Maine was announced as next 

in order. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, may we 
have an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I should 
like to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the bill 
would authorize the United States Dis- 
trict Court of Maine to entertain a suit 
against the Government of the United 
States for damages which resulted to a 
State bridge through the collision with 
the bridge by a United States vessel—a 
lighthouse tender, I believe. I under- 
stand that a lighthouse tender ran into 
the brid Some persons allege it did 


cS. 


so because of the defective eyesight of 
the master of the vessel. It did damage 


to the extent of approximat 
$6,500. Question arises both as to the 
natter of lia and the amount which 
may be due if the Government of the 
United States is liable. 

The bill would merely confer jurisdic- 
tion on the United States District Court 
of Maine to entertain that suit. 


ely $6,000 or 


bilit 


ALLY 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 


the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yjield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Does the bill ex- 
pressly give consent that the Govern- 
ment be sued? 

Mr. WHITE. I think it involves that 
question. It confers jurisdiction on the 


United States District Court of Maine to 
hear and determine the question of lia- 
bility. I suppose that is tantamount to 
consent on the part of the Goverment to 
be sued. 

Mr. CONNALLY. 
ther the 
sued. 


Mr. 


It should be clear 
Government consents to be 


sh 
wnt 


WHITE. The bill been re- 


has 


~ 


I understand it also has had the 
approval of the Navy Department and, 
believe, of the officials of the Lighthouse 
rvice. I believe the vessel involved 
fas a lighthouse tender. At any rate, 
was a vessel attached to the Light- 
use Service. 

The maximum amount involved is 
approximately $6,000. Whether’ the 
amount of liability would eventually be 
found to be less than that sum, I do not 
know. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, let me in- 
quire whether the claim has ever been 
in litigation? 

Mr. WHITE. No, Mr. President; the 
claim has never been in litigation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (H. 
R. 3250) was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

USE OF CHECKS AND MONEY ORDERS IN 
PAYMENT OF TAXES 

The bill (H. R. 5565) to authorize col- 
lectors of internal revenue to receive cer- 
tain checks and money orders in payment 
of taxes and for revenue stamps was con- 
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

TRANSFER OF CERTAIN LAND IN NAC- 
OGDOCHES COUNTY, TEX. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5551) to transfer certain land 
in Nacogdoches County, Tex., to the 
United States Forest Service. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, this 
bill would affect 24 acres of land already 
belonging to the Farm Credit Adminis- 
tration. The bill would merely transfer 


ann} 


= a The 


_ 


title to the land to the United States 
Forest Service in order to enable the 


Forest Service to cooperate with a State 
college in the area involved in regard to 
experimentation and the study of fores- 
try. 

Yesterday I received a telegram from 
some lumber interests which had been 
opposed to the bill. They had acted, 
however, under a misapprehension, and 
withdrew their objection today. There- 
fore, I have no objection to the bill, and 
hope that it will be passed. 

Mr. BILBO. Does the Senator from 
Texas mean to say that the land belongs 
at the present time to a Government 
agency? 

Mr. CONNALLY. It belongs to the 
Farm Credit Administration. 
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Mr. BILBO. And the title to the 
would be transferred to the Fores 
ice? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes. 

Mr.BILBO. What has the Farm C 
Administration had to do with thx 

Mr. CONNALLY. The land iny 
what was formerly a resettlement p1 
which did not succeed, and the I " 
mains. 

Mr. 
pass? 

Mr. CONNALLY. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. I je 
NEY in the chair). The Chair i ‘ . 
ested in the discussion now taking | : 
and particularly in the correct pri . 
Ci: 








BILBO. Vould a conside: 


tion of the county. : 
Mr. CONNALLY. The county is Nac. : 
ogdoches County. I may say t 
present occupant of the chair, 
other Senators, that the name “N " ' 
doches” is of Spanish origin. N - 
Goches is a very old settlement, and a : 
ing the time Mexico was a part of § 1 : 
the Spaniards maintained one oj 
governmental headquarters at N - : 
doches. There still stands there an old = 
fort which was built for prote } C 
against the Indians. Later, when M 
ico rebelled against Spain and set uy 
own government, Nacogdoches wi C 
a city of considerable importance. h 
Mr. HATCH. Mr, President, will t 
Senator yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY. 
Mr. HATCH. Iam scmewhat pu 
about the bill. Ihave no intention of 
jecting to it; but I have in my mind ] 
fact that Texas is one of the Stat f i 
the Union which holds title to all its land { 
The Federal Government has never had ‘ 
title to land in Texas. 
Mr, CONNALLY. The Federal G 
ernment now has title to a number of 
areas which are under the Federal Fo! ' 
Service. 
Mr. HATCH. I shall not object to t 
bill, but Texas is one of the States wh 
has always held title to its own lands 
Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator is cor- 
rect, but I understand that the land 
question adjoins a forest preserve loc 
in Texas which belongs to the Fed 


I yield. } 


Government. There is no conflict 
volved. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


question is on the third reading and | 
age cf the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 
EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN ANGOSTURA 

RIGATION PROJECT, SOUTH DAKOTA 


The bill (H. R. 5563) to authorize 1 
Administrator of the Farm Security A 
ministration to exchange certain land 
the United States within the Angost 
irrigation project, Hot Springs, S. D 
for certain land owned by the city of H 
Springs, S. Dak., was announced as n 
in order. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I sho 
like to have an explanation of the bill 

Mr. BUSHFIELD. The bill relates | 
a tract of land belonging to Hot Sprir 
located in southwestern South Dak 
It contains 480 acres of land which w 
purchased with the idea of locating an 
airport there. The Civil Aeronautics 
Authority had given its approval for the 
























































































. e +h 
on of tne 


of the 


After the 
was discovered 


airport. 
land it 


a ] 
V as 


not be suitable for use as 

The Farm Security Admin- 

wns 472 acres located 3 or 4 
way. Negotiations were | 


had for 
s, the city 
3 of prai- 


+++ 


ange of the tw® tract 
480 acrt 
Farm Secu: 


; A™) any ‘ 
n owning @éeé acres ¢ 


ings owning 
u Admin- 
f land of the 
Farm Security Admin- 
nal he city of Hot Springs de- 
( t they wanted to make the ex- 

lforthe FarmS 
tration said that the ex- 


nd The 


but the couns 


bhlila 


e could not be made without Fed- 

lation. Therefore the bill now 

e the Senate would authorize the 

municipal authorities to do what 
de re to do 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


1 to the present consideration of 


There being no objection, the bill was 





( iered, ordered to a third reading, 
} he third time, and passed. 
CHIEF OF CHAPLAINS, UNITED STATES 
NAVY 
The bill (H. R. 1023) to establish a 
Chief of Chaplains of the United States 
I y was announced as next in order. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
uld like to hear an explanation of the 
bill from the Senator from Massachu- 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the chap- 
lains in the Navy, because of the large 


rease in their number, have for some 
1e past been desirous of forming a sep- 
» corps and being given greater au- 
t ity than they now have. 
We discovered differences of opinion 
between the various denominations of 
Protestant churches, the fundamen- 
ts, and other groups. Finally, I am 
ippy to say, all the groups represent- 
the various evangelical churches, the 
fundamentalists, the Catholic church, 
nd the Jewish church agreed on the bill 
it passed the House. The bill seeks, 
of all, to give to one chaplain the 
k of admiral. 
Mr. CONNALLY. 
have that title? 
Mr. WALSH. Onlyone. And it is de- 
ed to have the Chief of Chaplains 
placed within the Bureau of Personnel 
of the Navy. “he bill would not grant 
much as the chaplains would like to 


— 


How many would 


] I think they would like to have 
independent organization of their 

n, but they have all agreed to the bill 

present form, and are very happy 
e solution reachcd. 

I am very happy to say that all parties 

left the committee room blessing us and 
ing each other, and asking for the 
e of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, 
would the appointment under the bill 
continue only for th® duration of the 
War? 


Mr. WALSH. It would continue dur- 


ing the war. We are endeavoring to 
legislation of a similar 


Shape all our 

uracter with the idea that later there 
be a reorganization of the depart- 
ments of the Navy, and a new program 
of authority mapped out after we know 














the size and ext al 
bureau 

The - 
ber of ive 
render! re 
entitled rs 
receiv d- 
miral. 

Mr. CHANDLER I ree 1 th 
Senat from Massachu ; eX- 
press the opinion 1 that th ll 
take care of th uation for the ¢ - 
lains during the r and for 6 mont! 
after the war It is the intention then 
to review the entire matter 

Mr. WALSH. Y« d what | been 

iid is not only tr ht to tl 
chaplain This ¢ inization of tl 
Ch 1ins Corps is permanent, | ( 
C rst ubject to change when t 
enas. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I wonder 


whether, by the passage of this bill, the 
chaplains of the Navy and the chaplains 
of the Army would be placed on 
an equal basis? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes, they would be 
placed on approximately an equal basis. 
There has been some feeling on the part 
of the friends of the chaplains of the 
Navy—there is such an organization— 
that the Navy has not given as much 
authority to its Chief of Chaplains as 
coes the Army to its Chief and compari- 
sons were presented to the committee as 
between the Army and the Navy. The 
rank being proposed would approach, if 
it did not equal, the authority given to 
the Chief of Chaplains of the Army. 

Mr. HILL. The bill would come near 
to bringing about parity between those 
two positions. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think that 
is much to be desired. I do not think 
there should be any disparity between 
the two positions of equal importance 
within the two important branches of the 
service. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, after all, the 
administration of the office depends on 
the personality of the man. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSH. Unfortunately, there was 
some differences of opinion about the 
treatment of some of the smaller relig 
ious denominations in the Navy, while in 
the Army there has been little or no 
difference of opinion. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the Senator 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIS. I should like to add to 
what the Senator has said, in answer 
to the question of the junior Senator 
from Alabama, that the power given to 
the chaplain of the Navy does not ex- 
ceed the power given to the man of the 
same rank in the Army, so that there will 
be no rivalry on the part of the Army to 
further advance their chaplains. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. WALSH. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. BILBO. The bill has just come 
to my notice, and as I understand there 
will be one chaplain selected from all the 
chaplains in the naval service, who will 
take the rank of rear admiral, and the 
emoluments of the office. Just how is 


about 


™m 
Ail 


from 


the f cl ain t i 
Ln¢e hap] : 

Mr. WALSH The Pi of the 
United States will } of 
cou! 1 I ! I th 
S Na\ l 
on tne recomn nani ( 
the B Perso! nt- 
m le | l 
Uni nd the &€ l 
a cl irm tl 

M BI! » As I the 
S itor he Secre Navy 
* lid m e( | 
P lent 

Mr. WALSH. Ye TI he 
( f ll } er ? y pro! - 
tion himself 
can ¢ i th prac id I be- 

ve he ¢ occasional] 1 make his 
own appointm TI prac- 
tic for the Bur 1of P ] b-« 
m imes of of ! av ] 
or who are sele 1 [Or I I ion > th 
Secretary of the Navy dt » Se etary 
of the Navy in turn sul them to 
th *resident, who makes the final de- 
cision. Again, I wanted it to be noted 
that this applies only to the highest 
ranking officers. 


Mr. BILBO. In other 
chaplains of all the different 
tions will have nothing 
ing the 

Mr 
will i 


words, the 
nomin 
to do with mak- 
the chief chaplain? 
they will not It 
that 


de i- 
selection of 


WALSH. No; 


c 
F 
Ad 





interest the Senator to know it 
was argued before our committee that 
the Chief of Chaplains should be a lay- 
man, and not a clergyman. 


Mr. DANAHER. 
the Senator 
him? 

Mr. WALSH 

Mr. 


iS 


Mr. President, h 
a copy of tl 


y of the bill before 


Yes 
DANAHER. 


On page 2, line 6, 
should there be a comma after the word 


“President”? 


Mr. WALSH. 


I do not see any objec- 
tion to it, but I really do not think it is 
necessary. I have not usually observed 
commas before the word “or.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Connecticut desire to 
embody the comma in the form of an 


amendment? 


Mr. DANAHER. 


ing whether by explanation of the Sen- 
ator from Ma cl could ¢ ir 
up whether a comma should be there, or 
li there iould t f { tl word 
engaged” in line 6 

Mr. WALSH. Ut! real nec- 
essal I wish the S r would not 
Ssuecge  - i f t have some 
difficu having f ndment = 
proved by the Hot , ur the Senator 
really thinks it is nec iry. 

M As it reads now— 


r. DANAHER. 
and perhaps the Senator may clear it 


up—it provides “That until the tern 


tion of the wars in Aq United 
States is now engaged proclamation 
of the President,” and so forth. I Wwon- 
. ; c — + 7 + 
dered if the Senat wanted left that 


way. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield to 
the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield. 
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Mr. HATCH. I havet 1 quit r- | 
ested 1 the discu yn hich ha een | 
I edil but tl I con- 
ve I could t ur rstand what 
v ‘ I mere i ed to make a 
I ( orae! 

I PRESIDING OFFICER. TI 
f r from M chusetts has t 

JALSH. I have nothing fu r 
¢ 

PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the 
( n to the immediate consideration 
ol fi ill 1 , 

T no objection, the Senate 
pl 1 to consider the bill, which had | 
ber } i by tl Committee on | 
I \f with 1 amendment ) 

li rt hnacvin clal 

i unthli ni e wars in 
} he Ur i Siat I WV € ged t 
I 1 of PY le l f l 
( ( ! ( curren re ~ 
ti x, tl s be in the Cheplair 
Cc f the N y one offic designated as 
( f « ( ip unde the hief f Naval 
Pe nnel, who ill shall be entitled to hold 
the 1 orar rar f re 1dm l 
Sl l e the pa nd ywances i 
I 1 of the er half while s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
QT d and the bill to be read a third 
tin 

The bill was read the third time and 
pa l 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A m ice from the House of Rep- 
resentativ by Mr. McLeod, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House inad 
agreed the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) au- 
thoriz:ngz the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. 4715) to 


increase the compensation of employees 
in the Postal Service, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


ete) 
ATS 


The age further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the foliowing enrolled bill and joint reso- 
lution, and they were signed by the Vice 
President: 


S. 198. An act to amend further section 2 
of the Civil Service Retirement Act, ap- 
proved May 29, 1930, as amended; and 

S. J. Res. 155. Joint resolution to consider 
a site and design for a National Memorial 
Stadium to be erected in the District of Co- 


lumbia. 


AUTHOR 
FORE 


IZATION FOR COMMITTEE ON 
IGN RELATIONS TO REPORT DUR- 

ING THE RECESS. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that as chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
acting for the committee, I may have up 
to midnight tonight to file a report on 
the nomination of Archibald MacLeish 
to be Assistant Secretary of State, and 
that it may be considered as filed today. 


CONGRI 


mr 


+ tag 3 
we oa 


SN 


4 


SIONAL 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
itl ) ord ed. 

Mr. CONNALLY subsequently from the 
Committee n Foreign Relations re- 
po 1 favorably the nomination of 
Archibald McLeish, of Virginia, to be 
A nt Secretary of State 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
cle1 ill state the next bill on the cal- 

EWARD, ALASKA 

The bill (H. R. 4502) to amend the act 
of C ress approved May 20, 1935, en- 
titled “An act concerning the incorpo- 
rated town of Sewaid, Territory of Alas- 
ka,” as amended, was considered, ordered 


to a third reading, read the thi 


rd time, 
and passed. 


ATADY 


va 


LOVIiS ELLIOTT 


The bill (H. R. 164 for the relief of 
Mary Lovis Elliott was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 


sed. 


WILLIAM H. LINHART 


lime, and pas 


The bill (H. R. 2016) for the relief of 
William H. Linhart was considered. or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 

CONVEYANCE 
FORNIA OF 
BRIDGE 


The bill 


TO ARIZONA AND CALI- 
A RAILROAD HIGHWAY 


(H. R. 4910) 


al 


ithorizing the 


Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. or its successors to convey to the 


S 


States of Arizona and California roo 
or separately an existing railro high- 


oad 


way bridge, was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


RIGHTS-OF-WAY AT INDIAN ROCK DAM 
AND RESERVCIR, PA. 


The bill (H. R. 5219) to provide for the 
granting of rights-of-way for pipe lines 
for petroleum and petroleum products 
and for telephone and/or telegraph lines 
through and across lands of the United 
States within the area of Indian Rock 
Dam and Reservoir, located in York 
County, Pa., was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


COMPENSATION FOR USE OF PRIVATELY 
OWNED AIRPLANES WHILE TRAVELING 
ON OFFICIAL BUSINESS 


The bill (H. R. 4547) to amend the act 
of February 14, 1931, as amended, so as to 
permit the compensation on a mileage 
basis, of civilian officers or employees for 
the use of privately owned airplanes 
while traveling on official business, was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
DISPOSAL OF CERTAIN BLOOD PLASMA 

RESERVES 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 148) 
authorizing the disposal of certain blood 
plasma reserves was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That so much of the reserves 
of liquid, frozen, or dry-blood plasma or 
serum albumin established from funds ap- 
propriated under the heading “Emergency 
funds for the President” in the Independent 
Offices Appropriation Act, 1942, or from funds 


| 
| 
| 
} 





appropriated for emergency health and sani- | cality affected seems to be agreed that it 








ATE ADATD ED ‘ 
4 4 lu EMBER i+ 
tat activities (national defe: ) 

he * i “Public Health Service” 
Labor-Federal Security Appropria 

1943, and required by law to be held in: 

for casualties resulting from ¢€ 

as the Surgeon General of the Put 

Service determines are no lonver nee 

the purpose for which establishes 

likely to become ineifective prior 

kept in reserve, may be dis} d of 
Surgeon General by transfer or re 
Federal, State, or local public-healt 

ties or to Federal or other public 

hospitals: Provided, That any cost i 

to such transier shall be borne 


transieree. 


DECLARATION OF PORTION OF 
& IICHIGAN CANAL 
GABLE 
The nate proce 

bill (H. R. 4626) 

the Illinois & Michi 

navigable stream, 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. Presid 

bill presently under considerati 

not believe I have any objecti 

should like to have an explanation 

purpose sought in declaring a porti 

the river to be n«¢ agar cage 
Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. 

is a bill in which the whole le Dlino 

gation in both Houses is interested 


ILI 
TO BE U} 


S ded to consir 
to ceclare a p 
ran Cal 


a) ay 
ai ail 


nt + 
ail, 


Presid 


think the Senator from North Car 
[Mr. Barty] shares somewhat 
doubts as to whether, under the C 
stitution, we can declare a stream t 


nonnavigable. That is a point wl 
I have discussed with the Senator 


essume that if it is nonnavigable, t! 


it does not come under certain constit 
tional limitations. I do not k: 
whether there are any precedents on t 
point. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the | 
was introduced in the House by Ret 
sentative Sapatu. The whole idea is t! 
there seems to be a small stream whi 
not navigated at all, which is needed | 
some other purpose, and Representa 
SapatH desired the bill to be passed 
the Senate, it having passed the H 
to find the stream nonnavigable, so t! 
certain construction may be done on 
I do not know about the constitution 
question, whether Congress can say th 
a stream is navigable ornot. IftheS 
ate is not ready to pass on that quest 
there is no reason on earth why I sh¢ 
insist that we proceed to debate at 
late date, and if objection is heard I fees 
that at any rate I have discharged 
obligation to the House. I am not in- 
sisting on action. 

Mr. HATCH. Ithink I shall object 

Mr. LUCAS. I hop2 the Senator fr 
New Mexico will not object to the passa 
of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I am per- 
fectly willing to withhold my objectio: 
When the Senator from North Caroli: 
said he doubted whether the Senate oug! 
to act on this majter from a constitu 
tional standpoint, then I objected. Th 
was all. 

Mr. DANAHER. I was trying to i 
out why we were declaring a certain 
canal nonnavigable at a time when by 
doing we would yield whatever jurisdic 
tion we have on the ground that tho 
waters may be navigable. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Everyone in the lo- 


ail 
































1e bill. rd = 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The rhe distinguished Senator from Te: N 





n is on the third reading and pas- ir. CONNALLY ( rman of RA 
t et ll I t i R ( GS ( 
] — ee 1 
) ‘ + rr : 7 ‘ 
H. R. 4626) was ordered to a 1 ir con é 
} ; _— t r nm ft c } y 
readin read the third time, and l ie I mie ‘ 
nomir ( ! be i 
I e ¢ tir } i Senator f 
oe ) CHARLES REX MAR- he distinguished natol ; : : 
LUN I rir I xX MAI C rolina M) RAILEY j h A A 
CHANT AND OTHERS TO ACCEPT CER- ¢ 
; co ere ( rer on tne I j 
4 A ; ¢ i 
” rbor bill I f e} ’ 
int resolution (S. J. Res. 106) have to be a 1 upon, and I am - 
T t } 
} 1 o~ W * } 44 = . . . 2 . ‘ ] I j ( 
permission to Charles Rex Mar- ed t m I ure n aebda a 
: 
+ , + ‘+ + \ 
( | nei I Ke ( l ( 
A) 
Qe | Ur tne cir¢ I { I i I - . , 
t ib f t.itis not ¢ r m¢e i . : : 
name of His Britannic Maj- this time to the Senator from Arizo1 I : ; a 
‘a . y y ict an } Vv I He } ilt l - 
King George VI, was considered, Mr. MCFARLAND] for the purpose of arene 
} . ! } i rather than th bill be- 
to be engrossed for a third read- | making a motion to take up the bill he ; gpm 
id the third time, and passed, as | has in mind. I wil y further to 
ls 1tor from A! nat tI ‘ ¥ 1 1 I 
' 
+ ¢ QD wt « ‘ } 
That ¢ Rex Mari t out COW! , 2 ; ; 
+ ? * x y ‘ 
nd Jack Vs B | t e€ Dill |} 1 t r ( } 7 ’ 
Civil A Adn - i to tres ert } ) ] ( x 
} 
I nt of ¢ I e, I ithor- ra but { } hack 1 of Noy ] ( 
d wear I Empire med- ( rse Senat kK} hat it 7 ] e | ( t 
T té ] ) +) e 1 ¢ 1 ) 
( i I he G l k. we will ] . .d ad ] CO ) plu f ‘ 
» ¢ > vy ‘ t Rrie 
( aa l € n¢ H Db ( ‘ on n c . eh Tre ; : 
King G V1, in re - 7 : , \T-RADT AND nA 
v - dado so nd I s I admire the Sena- AND 
( t r’s diligence t n ae t i to 
nbe 1s er 1942 i yield fo1 e purpose he h nr ; 
: at : 
D ent ¢ ¢ heret 1- this time. Ir. HO i l 
i permitted to deliver the above Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President ll At I 
Charles Rex Marchant, Lorne E ¢ 


O 


1e Senator yield Mr. McFARLAND. If t bill h 
ind Jack Veniss Bassett. The PRESIDING OFFICER Mr. | an out the Senator f 1 Missis- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Downey in the chair). The Senator ppi h ndicated, surel} wou'd net 

( pletes the calendar. from Alabama refuses to yield 


+ . 
‘ y? 


) fron AY , ‘+ t , e te hat eff } . 
ORDER OF BUSINESS a eee ae ae : - = _ ;, - ae 
Mr. McFARLAND. Will the Senator the ¢ ion I \ 


Mr, HIL! ained the floor. yield for an ob ion? Mr. WHITI Mr. P the 
M McF Y Mr. President, will Mr. HILI I x ld for a question c ‘ ‘ ) F 

n 1e for the purpose Mr. McFARLAND. I wanted to make Mr. HILL. 1 

( ar 1247, House bil 7 7 


oot da an observation. I want to express my Mi WHIT! 
en 321, title III, part appreciati to the dis uished actir ; 
II, Transportation Act of 1949, with re- | majority leader { line ; epre wee panei aetna apes eons 
f to the movement of Government ine his feeli hat af = aes ee — 
treffic, be made the unfinished business? 





t ‘ 
} } +4 , \ . ; 
In regard to this Dill. Quite a number cf t 








= } T f - 
HILL. Mr. President, I should like do not share that E [ sym} 
+ ] niecti the Senator = o it d L 
i que ion Ul ; = - iLOr p ed in the H , M I 4 soe ; . 
I \ é but I cannot yield to ) of this vear. I ’ 
. 4 ° . . ye ‘ ] i] ( { 
{ Senator from Arizona for that pur- | by a division v at I aa 10% I 
} at this time. I wish to say to the | nate committee } V pass: i Li nta- 
Senator that he has been most diligent nes on the | 7 _ ' : 
fforts to get that bill before th it has been on the calendar since No- I . 
‘ Y | y vy a r 7 y 'T - Y ? ) , , ’ I t A 
: consideration. The Senator | vember 28. I feel } nally t 
- owever, that the Senate has been | pill on which the Senate should vote. a 
d in consideration of the flood- Whether we pgess it or not is beside t] nect i hiv nator 1 
( 1 bill and more recently the river | question. We owe that courtesy to the | A™Zona ! been 


nd harbor bill. He also knows that we Hou 


e of Representatives. I hope the tention to ame Se etishanil 
have had the crop-insurance bill under f ion USTI n it 


acting majority lea 


=) 
— 








consideration and finally concluded ac- | with me and help me get this measure nad pai , a , 
non it teday. Then we took up the | yp for a vote if possible. I realize that hope n . 
calend o we might get rid of as many | the deficiency bill is important. So faz Journ t 
3) + im oc 4 - ‘ YAY f , A 
we could in as she rt a time as as conference reports are concerned, e' 1 Un) = a n 4 
; . 4 ; , : . ‘ } 
I 1N:e, if a bill is made the unfinished bu ; I ' 
I will say to the Senator from Arizona as the acting majority leader well kn ; h { I 
that there are pending a number of mat- | conference reperts take preceden and Mr. CHANDLER. I l 
U of the first urgency, which have to | other measures must stand aside foi the S¢ tor yiel 


be acted upon before the Congress can | them, 


~ 






— > 


take up the 





I am entirely 
> bill taken up 
purpose to delay 
certain fact 

a do not ful Iy unde 


‘rstand why the 
> the record. 


Gi cel for cocks r ceievenetion. 
object to taking up the bill this 
but I shall not object to taki n 
up tomorrow. 


mittee on Post Offices and Post Ros 
son he did not include 
Postmaster 


‘d that the rea 


yposed to send 
ken up tomo 


*, President, I wi 
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consent. Some other Senator may ob- 
nd there may be protracted debate 
Mr. MEAD. I hope I may have the co- 
Oo} tion of the distinguished acting ma- 
leader if I ask unanimous consent 
l considered some time to- 
mo! , after my distinguished colleague 
\ ru ret es the infor yn 
f I le n 
M I l After the d I hed 
m Vil ia | ¢ d the 
j cing, I shall be de- 
{ tl! l ed 
4 Ne iv » Ww th rei it 
l 


’ 
Mr. \ ITE. Mr. President ill the 
‘ Ia? 
Mr. HILL. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE. I should like to have it 
un ood that the Senator from Maine 
not a participant in the assurances 


ven the Senator from New York by the 
Senator fre m Alabama, carefully guarded 
as they are. 

The PRES SIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair lays before the Senate a bill com- 
ing from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 4715) to increase the 
compensation of employees in the Postal 
Service, was read twice by its title and 
ordered to be placed on the calendar. 

REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, I re- 
port back favorably, with amendments, 
the bill (H. R. 5587) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in certain ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1944, and for prior fiscal years, 
and to provide supplemental appropria- 

is for the fiscal years ending June 20, 
945, and June 30, 1946, and for other 
urposes, and I submit a report (No. 
384) thereon. 

Also, from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, I report back favorably, with an 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 5580) to in- 
crease clerk hire, and for other purposes, 
and Isubmit a report (No. 1385) thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the reports will be received 
and the bills will be placed on the cal- 
endar. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let me announce 
that it is my intention to move at some 
time tomorrow that the Senate proceed 
to consider the deficiency app ropriation 


} 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of execu- 





i sine Ss. 
The 1 agreed to; and the 
Ss proce at to the consideration of 
ex e busin S 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 


REFERRED 
he RESIDING OFFICER [r 
x PRESIDING C 2 «(M1 


Downey in “the chair) laid before the 
from the President of 
the United States submitting several 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 








<traordinary and Plenipotentiary 





1 Post 
Sundry postmasters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If t 
ke no further reports of committe 
clerk will proceed to state the non 
tions on the Calendar. 


The senbinaities clerk 
ination of Robert A. Hurley, of Conn 





TATE DECEMBER 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITT! 
The following favorable rep 


ations were submitted: 


Mr WALSH, from the Comm 


to be a \ aaniir in 
ser Oo rank from 
f Febru 1942 
! re ¢ ur Smith, i 
a < ymmMoaore n € 
I to l 
April 1943 nd l 
S ce c OL 
1 ¢ f.U i A 
J Tr. Walke } 
A > ¢ 
r he 4th day of O 
d n H. Sil rm to 
] WI e ( 
C i Ist ¢ 
and 
l. Maurice C. Grec« to he at 
l e Marir C 
ce n t! 7 a M +t 
M CONNALLY, fr l I ¢ 
eign R ns: 





lson A. Rockefeller, of New York 


Assistant Secretary of State; 


L. Clayton, of Texas, to be an A 


ant Secretary of State; 


ig. Gen. Julius C. Holmes, United § 


1y, Of Kansas, to be an Assistant 

7 of State; 

Jame *s C. Dunn, of New York, to bs 

ant Secretary of State; and 

fallett Johnson, of New Jersey, a F 


ice officer of class 2, to be 





Mr. McKELLAR, from the Comn 
st Offices and Post Roads: 


FOREIGN SERVICE 


The legislative clerk read the nomir 
tion of Norman Armour, of New Je 
be Ambassador Extraordinary 
Plenipotentiary of the United St 
America to Spain. 

Mr. HAWKES. Mr. President, let 
make a brief comment re 
Honorable Norman Armour, of New 


LALC 


garding 


who has been nomi: 
ident to be United Sta 
Spain. I believe that most of 


yminated by 
. 
\ 


Cs 44h 


I a and almost everyone I know 


Mr. Armour feels that he w 


an excellent ambassador, and we v 
ry proud to have one of our N 
citizens appointed to that very c 


important post. The Hon 


yorman Armour is a2 man of broad 
experience in many of tl I 


1 


import ant embassies th 
world, and I am sure he will put h 
exp e rit nce to good use in the in 


of Ambassador to Spain 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


on is will the Senate ady 


consent to this noming n? 


AAA ULE 


The nomination was confirmed. 


ead the n 





here l 
nomina- 

irplus Property 
‘ 


I PRESIDING OFFICER. Thi 


tions lli be | sed over. 
CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
] x ) Inq e of the ac ng I - 
and the minority leac 
plan is to proceed with the 
1 of the Surplus Propert 
ons tomorrow 
HILI I w say to my da n- 
’ he } r Ser 7 yy f 
t plan is to have t 
t D { d to T ~ r t 
rather ear hour tomor- 


HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
r give us some indication about 
t hour that will be? 

Mr. HILL. I will say that. if possible 
ld like to have the deficiency ap- 
ion bill passed. b +} } yt 

bill will have to go back to the 
and perhaps it will involve a con- 


h may take some time. 





So 

uld like to have the deficiency 

opriation bill disposed of the first 
during the session tomorrow. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President. let 
say to the Senate that I do not think 
will take a great deal of time to dis- 
» deficiency appropriation bill. 
I do not think it has many controversial 
1endments; at least, I hope it does not. 
I do not think the consideration of the 
| will take a great deal of time. I 


1 
_ 


nk we will be able to dispose of it 
early during tomorrow’s session. 

Mr. HATCH. I asked the question be- 
cause some of us have engagements to- 
morrow for which we must plan. I un- 
derstood the Senator from Alabama to 

that it is the plan to take up certain 
nominations tomorrow. That was as 
far as the Senator had gone in making 
his announcement. 

Mr. HILL. Yes: after the deficiency 
appropriation bill is disposed of, we ex- 
pect to take up certain nominations, 
both the nominations reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, about 

hich the Senator from Kentucky has 
inguired, and the nominations reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


Mr. CHANDLER. Can the acting ma- 
ty leader tell us which group of 
nations will have the right-of-way? 

Will the nominations from the Commit- 
on Military Affairs be considered 
first, or will the State Department nomi- 


nomi 
nom 


nations be considered first? 
Mr. HILL. Of course, Mr. President, 
en the Senate goes into executive ses- 
sion tomorrow, the nominations from 
t Committee on Military Affairs, in 
lich the Senator from Kentucky is par- 
larly interested, will be first on the 
idar 
Mr. CHANDLER. he State Depart- 
ment nominations will automatically go 


over until the day after tomorrow, I sup- 


) » if } 7 ¢ > y a low 
pose, ll they are reported today. 


Mr. HILL. Oh, no: they would be 


regularly on the calendar tomorrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would they not be 
Subject to objection tomor1 on the 

ound t at 1 was tne firs ( r 
day after the nom ! i been 
reporte ) 

M HILL. O I T} t 
ready t e con mol! 


-— ' > 
ity t e & I S § B d 
. t ; 
nom i i I 1e} a - 
ing tl S n ro I 
a 


\ l ba - 
I ow mol I I ( i - 
ciently interested » \ I 1 
hearings, which are 

sp in tl Will be le ¢ 
enough so t they can be ib e 
12 o'clock tomorrow. 

Mr. CLARK of Misscuri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, let me say that if the State Depart- 
ment nominations are considered at an 
early hour in tomorrow’s s n, lamin 
a position to state that they will not be 
acted upon until a late | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER Tl 
clerk will proceed to state the other 
nominations on the calendar. 

COAST GUARD 

The legislative clerk read th mi 
tion of Capt. LeRoy Reinburg, to be 
cummodore for temporary service to 
rank from October 1, 1944. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey are confirmed en 
bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that the nominations of post- 
masters be confirmed en bloc, and that 
the President be immediately notified of 
the confirmations of the nominations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc, and the President will be im- 
mediately notified of the confirmations of 
the nominations. 

Mr. HILL ask unanimous consent 
that the President be 
of all confirmations of nominations made 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith of all confirmations 

RECESS 

Mr. HILL. As in legislative session, I 
move that the Senate take a recess until 
12 o’clock tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate took a recess until tomorrow, Fri- 
day, December 15, 1944, at 12 o’clock 
meridian. 
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LOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES | 


Tuurspay, DECEMBER 14, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon 

I CI ip] In Re James Shera | 
Mor I y Tt D..4 red the follow- | 
in prayel 

O come Thou long-expected Im- 
n born to hy people free and 
to d t n in ways. rhou, Sun 
of | htec l ho dost inhabit 
f ] th healing in 
I vings, and all natior hall call 
Him blessed and Holy is His naz 
O speak p e, and Thy dominion shall 
be from sea to sea, € n unto the ¢ 
of the earth Di is n¢ er t 1eIr 
by the cords of one purpose and one 
hope, drinking from the cup of Thy deep 
and lowly life. 

We praise Thee that in our dear Lord 
v the of holy living, pure in 
thoucht and faultless in speech. Among 
the gods of all time, there is none like 
unto the Holy Child of Saint Mary, who 


possessed the splendor of purity and 
the power of the ages. O Thou who 
didst teach the way of life and destiny, 
intuned with a merciful God, help us to 
find in Thee sublime and gracious guid- 
ance; allow nothing to mock our faith 


or gloss over the soulful appeal of a 


world worn and weary with the grief of 


war; we pray that all America may 
hallow her power, her wealth, and her 
liberty. We would not ask that our 
prosperity be diminished, but that it be 


consecrated and for a spirituality that 
will be a safeguard against the pitfalls 
of a shimmering glory. 


“Then in Christ’s Birthday we may fully 
share 


And feel His presence with us every- 
where.” 

Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 


was read and approved. 
HON. JOHN B. BENNETT 

Mr. MICHENLR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, a 
feeling of sadness always more or less 
permeates the closing days of a Con- 
This is because some of the 
Members with whom we have associated 
and labored will not return with the new 
Congress. I am sure I speak the general 
sentiment when I say that we all regret 
that Representative JoHN B. BENNETT, of 
the Twelfth Michigan District, is retir- 
ing. 

I have been in Congress a long time. 
I have seen hundreds of Members come 
and go, and I can truthfully say that 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BENNETT] will be genuinely missed. 
Young in years and in services, yet he 
has made his mark among us. Capable, 
courageous, industrious, and courteous, 
he has won the friendship of all who 


yesterday 


gress, 
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have served with him. To know him is 
to appreciate his real worth and to like 
him. 

No Member can be of much value to 


1is district and his State and his coun- 
ry unless he has the respect and con- 
idence of his colleagues. The gentle- 

in from Michigan, JOHN BENNETT, 


ifies in this particular. It is regret- 
ble that splended congressional 
r |] been interrupted even though 

rily. His service has been out- 
standing in committee and in debate 
He is appreciated in Washington and has 
i splendid job. 

It is to be hoped that his constituents 
will see to it that he is returned to fin- 
ish the work he has so auspiciously com- 
menced. Whatever the future holds in 

re for him, he has the best wishes of 
h colleagues of the Seventy-eighth 
Congress, and we say au revoir but not 
good-bye. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


} 
nis 


ae De Ret 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include a state- 


ment by Hon. Josephus Daniels, formerly 
Secretary of the Navy, now editor of the 
ws and Observer. 

EAKER. Is there objection to 
t of the gentleman from Norta 


R h Ni 

The StI 

the requ 

Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

SFLECT COMMITTER TO INVESTIGATE 
ACTS OF EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Accounts, 
I submit a privileged resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res. 
650), as follows: 

Resolved, That the further expenses of con- 
ducting the investigation authorized by 
House Resolution 102 of the Seventy-eighth 
Congress, incurred by the select committee 
appointed to investigate acts of executive 
agencies which exceed the scope of their 
power or authority, acting as a whole or by 
subcommittee, not to exceed $1,500 in addi- 
tion to sums heretofore made available, in- 
cluding expenditures for employment of ex- 
perts, and clerical, stenographic, and other 
assistants, shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House on vouchers authorized 
by such committee, signed by the chairman 
thereof, and approved by the Committee on 
Accounts. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Accounts, 
I submit a further privileged resolution 
and ask for its immediate consideration, 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res. 
678), as follows: 


Resolved, That the further expenses of 
conducting the study and investigation au- 
thorized by House Resolution 592 of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress, incurred by the 
Committee on Education, acting as a whole 
or by subcommittee, not to exceed $1,000, 
in addition to sums heretofore made avail- 
able including expenditures for the employ- 
ment of clerical, stenographic, and other as- 
sistants, shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House on vouchers authorized by 
such committee or subcommittee thereof 
conducting such study and investigation or 


any 








DECEMBER 


part thereof, signed by the chair 
mmittee or ttee 
proved by the Committee on A 

. 2. The official stenograph« 
mittees may be used at all 

in the District of Columbia unk 
wise officially engaged. 


the c 





1e resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid 
table. 

EOUSE DISBURSING OFFICE 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker. b: 
rection of the Committee on A 
I submit a further resolution and ;¢ 
its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H 
679), as follows: 

R That effective January 1 
there shall be paid out of the « 
fund of the House, until othe 
vi l by law, an additional sum 

y a fiscal year f 
ployment of professional and 
sary help in the disbursing office 

> with the provisions of Hou 


December 16, 1942 


ylved 


ceed $5,000 


tion 585, adopted 


The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid « 
table. 
DESIGNATING NOVEMBER 19 A 
DEDICATION DAY 
WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I 


unanimous consent for the imm« 
consideration of the joint reso 
(H. J. Res. 194) designating Nove: 
19, the anniversary of Lincoln’s G 
burg Address, as Dedication Day. 

The Clerk read the title of the 
resolution 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectior 
the request of the gentleman from P - 
sylvania? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts 
Speaker, reserving the right to obj 
will the gentleman from Pennsylv 
explain what this resolution does? 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, it m: 
directs that a proclamation be issut 
November 19. It does not provid 
holiday or any other observance of | 
memorial occasion. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
Speaker, is it a regular practice ol 
committee to report out resolutions of 
this character for any of these historica 
days? 

Mr. WALTER. Yes; it is done qui 
frequently. But is does not provide 
any other recognition or observance 
the day at all 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, and, of cow 
I shall not object, since the resolut 
comes from our committee. Howev 
the gentleman presenting the resolut 
knows how many of us feel about 
many of these resolutions. Many 
these objectives are laudable, but 
precedents are bad. If the commit 
reported ali these resolutions that we. 
suggested, the President would not 
doing much else other than issuing pr 
lamations and we would be having 
kinds of feast days and celebration da 
and semiholidays. I hope this will 
the last resolution of this kind brough 
up at this session. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ob- 
ject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 


Mr 


oO = 


~ en 


1944 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 9151 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS tee to Investigate Un-American Activi- | 7 SPEAKER. T tim f n- 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. | ties, headed by the gentleman from 1 tlema! 

















iS er. I ask unanimous consent to | 4S, the Honorable Martin Dries. That t ON < . 
my remarks in the Appendix of | Committee has rendered a real service to , : 
} MI RAY } } 
p, and include a newspape! our R ec. It has cour i A\ RRAY. I c 
fe é posed those ind s and consent I - 
‘ } ; ’ t T 
SPEAKER Is the opjection . ments within our borders wh were J rms 1 I 
request of the ger nan from | ! cor ned th the | ‘ ms 

r of the cou y No one « t f ' 1, 4 
I was no objection that commi d mak ne mis- \KER. | 
7 7 takes of the Wis- 

PROBLEMS OF SMALL BUSINESS a hel = Se aoe 
The Dies ¢ mmittee cart 1 oO) 1) ( 
Mr. VCORHIS of California. Mr. | paign against un-Am : 
er, I ask unanim:. us consent to | it be communism, n.1 4 ; TA n I 
; the House for 1 minute and to | y other of the unas | ' : 
and extend my remarks and to y carried on even t ; a‘ s 
with my remarks the text of a | vestigations involved persons in h \ Do- 

I ; litical circles The SPEAKER. I 1 to 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection I hope that one of the branches of the 1 ¢ { th 1 i Ala- 
the request of the gentleman from the Congress will see fit to appoint a I ) 

( fornia? committee to carry on this splendid I no ¢ 
There was no objection | 


work. In the meantime, ( 

Mr. Voornts of California addressed | records of that committee should be re- 
House. His remarks appear in the | tained by the House of Representatives | Mr. CELLER. M s iker, I 
ndix.] and one of the faithful employees of that | Unanil nt to extend my 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS committee should be retains 
Mr. 3URCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my 

own remarks in the Record on the sub- | 
of cigarettes. 


¢ t 

1ed to look marks in the REcORD 
after the files and make them available | House f 1 minut 
to the Members of the Seventy-ninth | The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
and future Congresses. Our Nation and the request of the gentleman from 
the world needs more, not less, Ameri York? 


: ; canism., There \ no < ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to Mr. CELLEI ie 
; ; 4 X TENSION OF RF 2S Mi ELLER. Mr. el e con 
equest of the gentleman from Vir- | EXTENSION OF REMARK: ; 


1? | Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask | Seen ais ae Palesti aed 





. h 
There was no objection. } unanimous consent to extend the re- 











Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask | marks that I shall make today in Com- | for the a my } ' 
unanimous consent to extend my re- mittee of the Whole on the postal in- n 4 nd a re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein | crease bill, and to include therewith a “ ne ss S ad \ n Wo! 

o poem. | letter setting forth reasons for that in- | land the 1 <I : 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to rease 
of 


t yu the gentleman from Ne- | The SPEAKER. Is there objection to : ae ae q : ; 
, the request of the gentleman from Il- venta 

I re was no objection. | linois? Pe ae ‘ ‘ ; ' ’ 

M BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask | There was no objection. ; 5 ' = 


consent vo extend my re- 
I n the Recorp and include therein ; ee 
rticle entitled “Rise of the Wash- Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask | Telicl eae 
, Post.” I have an estimate from | Unanimous consent to proceed for 1 | ! ; 


MEMORY MONDAY 





. 1 4 jw | Minute = - n 
I r tl it will m four | Minute. ; : 
41 " > SPRAKER s there obj n to rt l ’ . 
} I S ( ie Conc NAL | Tl PEA CER. I ee ( ieee ; 
I pata c of $234 | the request of the gentleman from I 1? 20 : - 
EAKER Notwithstanding, | There was no objection Ad m : 
TER. I ith ° Mr. HORVEN. Mr. Speaker referring | ! 
: objection e extension Ir. HOEVEN. Ir. Speaker, 1 ri ; 
7 ; | to the resolution Just presented by the = . . 
Ai i } ontloms: fren ) swrictl A 7 | I ! 
) obiection gen eman from Pt isylvania ; 
| WaLTER], I v to ¢ of | 
MOUTI ILLEG eee ‘ I 
D JOUTH COLLEGE the House to f: th . } } - 
Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask | year there was introduced in the S e | I 
1 us consent to address the House of the Uni States a bill l 
f nd to revise and extend my | S. 1110 provic for the « of 
} Memory Mon I bill sim - 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to vides that under proclam 1 ¢ I 
t t of the gentleman from Ver- President the flag of our country should \ 
y “* be flown at half mast from all ] 1 | \ 
There was no objection. buildings on, the first Monday in each ( 


PLUMLEY addressed the House. | Month, in memory of the nobl ices 

His remarks appear in the Appendix. ] made by our brave men and women on 
he fie] P hattle The bill n d the 

COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE UN-AMERI- | the field of battle. The bill passed th 


sere Senate nanimously. t had the ap- : 
CAN ACTIVITIES — at had 1 | a 


proval of the President, of the Secretary Be = 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask | of War, the Secretary of the Navy. and - ’ 
unanimous consent to address the House | the Secretary of State. It was approved to ¢ i O r 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend by a subcommittee of the Committee on | t a3 , , ” 
i 


my remarks. the Judiciary in this House to which it aie sel w Mrs . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to | was referred, but for some unknown | Mr. FISH. Mr. § if 
} p 4 og Tc - rT) ( ? nt ti ft r t 

the request of the gentleman from Ne- reason is still pigeonholed in committee. n Consen hat I 

I ska? 





ska? If any resolution is entitled to be con- | House for 1 n 
There was no objection. sidered by this Congress, it is the The SPEAKER. I ; 
: Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I regret Memory Monday bill. I hope it may still the request of the gel in irom N 
that this House will no longer have the be enacted into law before the Congress York? 
benefit of the services of the Commit- | adjourns. There w no ¢ 
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Mr. FISH. M1 


Spe r, I feel it in- 

cumbent upon me as a member of the 
e on Rules and a member of 

ty party to say that the op- 

yn to reportir this measure just 

‘ d to. to « n the gate of Pales- 
ne to the pe ted J of Europe, 
mes from the State Department and 
from t n rs of the Rules Com- 





; of the minority 


or even the majority party I say this 
] i e Reconp, because the 
of the § Departn t to 
n | been ofiicially dis- 

( 1 in the other bod 
Mr. § ker, I vy the author of the 
Oo! I Pal ne 1 lution in 1922 I 
not only favored it then but I am more 


now; and I should iike to 


al lution go through this House 
unanimously permitting the persecuted 
Jew who have been more. horri 
treated than ever before in history in 
the past few years by Hitler, to go to 
Palestine I am not in favor of saying 
what kind of state shall be created in 
Palestine as I think that is none of our 
busing I would have voted to report 


the resolution out had the State Depart- 
ment not ob ed to it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from New York has expired. 


EMPLOYMENT AS CONSULTANT OF 
TIRED EMPLOYEES OF 
PARTMENT 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the conference report on 
the bill (H. R. 3429) to amend section 
1 of an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to employ 
engineers and economists for consulta- 
tion purposes on important reclamation 
work,” approved February 28, 1929 (45 
Stat. 1406), as amended by the act of 
April 1940 (54 Stat. 148), and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the con- 
ference report? 


RE- 
INTERIOR DE- 


99 
“a, 


There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Idaho asks unanimous consent that the 
statement be read in lieu of the report. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Vhe Clerk read the statement of 


a 
marmagers on the part of the Hou 


the 


conference report and statement 

‘ < Tolic 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
ac ing votes of the two Houses on the 
ime of es ite to the bill (H. R. 
3429), entitled “An Act to amend section 1 
of an Act entitled ‘An Act authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to employ engineers 
1 economists for consultation purposes on 


in rtant reclamation work,’ approved Feb- 


ruary 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406), as amended 
by the Act of April 22, 1940 (54 Stat. 148),” 
having met, after full and free conference, 


have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
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1e House recede from its disagree- | 
the amendments of the Senate and | 
agree to the same } 
CoMPTON I. WHITE, 
J. W. ROBINSON, 

JOHN R. MURDOCK, 


Rost. F. ROCKWELL, 


Managers on the part of the House, 
J.H. BANKHEAD, 
JNO. THOMAS, | 
CHAN GURNEY, 

M gers on the part of the Senate. 


of the House at 


conferent on the disagreeing votes of 
uses Ol he amendment of the 

t he bill (H. R. 3429) entitled “An 

d section 1 of C 


an Act entitled 


horizing the Secre y of the In- 
t employ engines 
or ¢ ition purposes on important rec- 


| 
| 

| 

s ait 

rs and economists | 





la n work,’ approved February 28, 1929 

(45 Stat. 1406), as amended “vy the Act of 
I 22, 1940 (54 Stat. 148),” submit the | 
following statement in explanation of the | 
ef t of the action agreed upon by the con- 
feres d recommended in the accompany- 
ing « nce report: 

rhe only substantive changes made by the 
Senate in the bill as passed by the House | 
were to add lawyers to the group of retired 
employe who may be employed as con- | 
s and to require periodical reports by | 
1e Secretary of the Interior of the names of | 

duals so employed, the periods of their 

5 ant, the nature of the services ren- 

d i, and the amounts paid to them; so 

the act in question, as amended, would 


read as fc 


“That section 


lows: 


1 of the act of February 28 








1929 (45 Stat. 1406), as amended by act of | 
April 1940 (54 Stat. 148), authorizing the | 
Secretary of the Interior to employ engineers 
nd economists for consultation 
on important } 

e1 d to read as follows: ‘Th the Sec- 


retary of the Interior is authorized, in his 
judgment and discretion, to employ for con- 
ultation purposes on important reclamation 
work 10 consulting engineers, geologists, ap- 
praisers, economists, and lawyers, at rates of 


purposes 
reclamation work, is hereby 
| 


compensation to be fixed by him but not to 
exceed $50 per day for any engineer, geol- 
ogist, appraiser, economist, or lawyer so em- 


ployed: Provided, That the total compensa- 
tion paid to any engineer, geologist, appraiser, 
economist, or lawyer during any fiscal yezr 
shall not exceed $5,000: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding the provisions of any 
other act, retired officers of the Army or Navy 


may be employed by the Secretary of the 
Interior as consulting engineers in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act: Pro- 


vided further, That notwithstanding the pro- 
visions of any other act, retired personnel of 
the Department of the Interior employed by 


the Sex 





t ry of the Interior as consultants 
in accordance with the provisions of this act 
may be so employed s‘thout deductions from 
compensation for retirement, without loss of 
or redetermination of retirement status, and 
without loss or reduction of retirement an- 
nuity or other benefits by reason of such em- 


yment, except that there shall be deducted 
1 the com! ion otherwise payable to 
7 such retired employee sums equal to the 
rettrement annuity or benefit allocable to 
the days of actual employment hereunder: 
ded further, That within 60 days from 
the expiration of each fiscal year the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall report to the Con- 
gress the names of individuals employed for 
consultation purposes pursuant to the au- 
thority of this act, the period or periods of 
their employment during said fiscal year, the 
nature of the services rendered, and the 





ensat 





amounts paid during said fiscal ye 
of such individuals for such 
services.’ ” 


ComPTON I. WH 


J. W. Ror 
JOHN R. Mt 
Roost. F. I 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachu 
Speaker, will the gentieman \ 
Mr. WHITE. I yield to the g 
from Massachusetts. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachu 
» gentleman explain this? 
Mr. WHITE. I may say to 


tleman from Massachusetts tha 


+ 


has been before the Houss 
sidered thoroughly. It i 


in this war emergency to per 
Depariment of the Interio1 d 
reau of Reclamation to empicy ¢ 
people who are now retired; bri 
back into the service without 
through the routine of recompu 
retirement pay and disturbing th 
tirement status. It will permit 


be employed temporarily by the D 


ment in this emergency. It |! 

agreed to by the House and S 

it is agreed to by the conferees. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 

kind of employees are they? 
Mr. WHITE. They are 

men, trained and with long ex 

in the employ of the Governme 





recalled for temporary service in 


department. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 


they not got enough in the Depart 


now? 

Mr. WHITE. 
that. I am to!d they have not. 
many men have 
effort. 


tion with the war effort. 


the Senate has added something. 


Mr. WHITE. That is to have th 


terior Department report and gi 


names to the Congress of the men 


ployed. 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 


much money will it cost as a result 
Senate amendment? 

Mr. WHITE. 
the Government any more than 
paid in the past. 


qualified people who are now in 
ment to replace people who hav 
into the war. 

Mr. 


to get them? 


Mr. WHITE. The bill will give tt 
the authority to recall to service tl 


trained and qualified personnel. 
know where they are; I do not. 


Mr. COCHRAN, Will the gentle: 


yield? 


DECEMBER 


profes 


I am not the jud 


been called in th 
I have been over to the In 
Department and there is a service 
over the whole sid> of the buildir 
know their personnel has been g1 
depleted. This engineering work mu 
carried on and much of it is in com 
This bil 
been agreed by the House and § 
that it is a necessary piece of legis] 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 


I do not think it wil 


It will be a chan 
the personnel, it will call back tr: 


MARTIN of Massachusetts 
they employed competent people i 
improvement, but where are they 


} 


4 


4 
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ts 
ms 


WHITE. I yield to the gentleman Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentle- | Bennett,Mo. Gwynne Miller. Pa 
n Missouri. man from Illinois I Dp } ep 


Mr. COCHRAN. Here is another in- Mr. MASON. While this : d : 


N E le this may not be | r H 
>» where reports are required. Ac- intended to give anyone double pay, the I Edw 
r to the reading of the statement sta t fically ys that his re- a y. Mich. H “ 
: : sALCTI i i Lily a! Lila Ll} i i ‘ . [ rd W > 
re requiring a Government depart- | tirement will go on and he will 1 ‘ H . 
to send reports to the C whicn 1 H , 
1e names and salaries of peopl p ; 


employ and a statement in refer- Mr. WHITE. May I say to the gentle- c H 











> to the work they do. In this legis- man and the Members of the House that ( M ! 
n you are giving the Department the if a man is retired and drawing down pay | ; : 
to hire the se employees. } and aaaqdi idditional service and money I M I 
Why should we place an additional ( ribution, he should the bens ( H ; y 
> 1 the tax ers for 1 of that It is not double 1 i I } 
Cong! s as to the nam nd the al ] mply m I . ; 
the type of work t tt t t iu Ss reemployed nd mal! : Cla } 
We are trying to stop that. The contribution, that contribution will be . . ‘ J I 
has voted for amendments strik- | credited to him, and h ill receive it i ' 
it such language in er bills; st addition t hat he is now ting. Ido ( NY 1 
bring them in, piling more work on not und tanc in any sense of the word . . 
rtments and requiring the em- that it will be double pay. ‘ ” . \ 
nt of people to prepare the Mr. Speaker, I move the pre\ ls ques- ( a 
ts. tion on the conference report ( l ‘ ( 
WHITE. I may say to the gen- The previous question vy ordered ; = ; 
n from Missouri that the Senate The SPEAKER. Ths f on tl I 
i the House may have taken the op- conf ‘e rept K 
» view to what the gentleman takes. The « ion was taken; and on li- I 
r Members seem to think the vistun (demanded by Mr there , 
of the United States should ex- were—ayes 33, noes 40 


me control and have some Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I object t K 
ige of these departments and the vote « 


they are doing. AsIsee it, it isa not present, and I make the point f I Mic I 


at it ‘ 
y policy and in the wisdom of the order that a quorum is not preser 1 
ind Senate as well as the con- The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum is } I ’ 
this should be done. The report not present. V 
ts the action cf the Cong: in¢ The Doorkeeper will close the doors, ; : ; 
} aclkino fc r approv l. th > Ser nt t Arms will 1 ‘ Vv ¢ , 
COCHRAN. It does not represent Membe! nd the Clerk will call the roll. | « 
ion of one Member of the Con- I uestion \ taken; and there | | : ; 
I may 1y to the ntleman. be- were—ve s lil. nay 17 n Oo 143, ( ; V ] 
Tam not going to vote for t! on- fol ( \ 
report in its present form. No. 12 
. r * > 4 7: ( M ( nr 
Ir. MARTIN of M chusetts. Will YEAS—111 
tlom<s nN Vi la f irt er? ( i 
an an + a a Ande Gordon ( M NY 
r. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman N Mex ; a oO" 
s av . ‘ 
MT achnicetts 5 ‘ 5 
Vi enu ° , s « N. ¥ ( . 
MARTIN of Massachusetts. I | } c 
1 £ I ; 
to t back to these em f Pp . ' ' : 
I T provides that you ma} i I H r E } 
who is on a n and vou: B i } I . 
; ‘ i S : Pa 
m $50 a day, in ad 1 ch : ’ : 
© i s i rv A y I 
’ pension; is that 1 B eld I : , ' 
Mr. WHITE. No. This is! to dis- | 2 " oe N. ¥ W c 
the ratirement nav and the cam | I y i nh : Uta I ] I 
; . <oam , , ’ i= | | le I ‘ nA 
— nla h ‘ } 1? t ; 
unl V ud I ) ' 


“3 


o 
_ 
> 
‘ 
HHA AAA AAA ASH 


f . nh i 
i I 
- Mt RDOCK. W l t , n ' I ia 
) I N.C. I i \ Ga 
" —— ' ' I McK ‘ V Calif 
« Wal [ I Vl ld LO Ce- : ; 
F y A ‘ : é . = 
[ » Arizona. I f Tex. W I r r 
T ASTID 7 7 } 1 on aT ‘ 
fr. I DOCK. This l n- + ; . 
t TY ] T . 5 n 
1 to give yone «a ; it ; ; . \ 
mel | { ng his k t : ec \ ton 
; | | 
1ent if he 1 rns to ] I } Tenn. V : 
( TY if } } be al t ; ¢ pie < ia k - * 
. AY J a ¢ I : > 7 
r ol 2 i and ( a 
x . ie NAYS 3 I 
retired expe in this time , : 
i do it without detriment A y Calif icloss ¢ 
il citizens Allen, I Lr I I n, Md. ( 
af , 2 7 A Axio + W ~ M 2 c 
MP, MASON. Will the gentueman Anas en A ell B | ( 


yield? 


2x4 - ‘ ) 








& 


Clerk 


The 


p: 
M I I 
M K lv 
as 
? ( 
} V ( 
Mr. G P 
7 D 
7 \ 
ae I 
M B 
M ( 
M ( 
India 
Mr. Di 
M Le 
a i 5 
I I 
Mr. H l 
Bey 
Mr N 
M kel 
Mr. McG 
M I v 
Mr. H 
Mr. G ki \ 
h I 
Mr. SHEP! 
“nay” to ‘ 


chi 
The result 
above 


The « 


reco 
Oo! 


table. 


AMENDING RE< 


Mr. WHIT 
unanimous  ¢ 
Speaker's di 
am 


qa « rie 
na a0! 


mation Projec 


1187) 


in 
Lill 


for 


In whk 


the 


with Senat 
agree to the 


‘ ly 
Gaon 


The C 

The SP 
the request 
Idaho? 
There w 
I hea Sne ake 


OF 
Mr. 
inanimous 


considerat 


sion 


>7 
ul 


and 


1 its - 
1d 1US Succ 


( 
tain, and ¢ 


nged their 


ifel * Wes 


Weichel, Ohio 


Whelct 
Wilson 
Winste 


RD cn 


of 
rar 


d. 


OF 
‘E. 
onsen 


th 


; 4, 7, 
t Ac 


1e1, C 


1d 


38. 
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Wolfenden, Pa. 
Woodrum, Va, 


Worley 


‘x 
Ve 


opnene d. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


10 
19 


Mr. I 
t to ft 


e | 
an 


L « 


purpose 


sena 


of t 


Ta 


LAMATION 


9 


So the conference report was rejected. 


following 


announced the 
il! 
th Mr. Short 
h Mr. T r 
h Mr. Halleck 
K WV h M1 Smil 
I rida with M S 
l 1 Mr. Ri ' 
v Mr Vu « 
Mr. Elst Oh 
Mr. 7 
V Mr 
Yew York with Mr 
Mr. Gifford 
1 Mr. Wi 
I l W 1 M 
1 Mr. K 
h V hel Ol 
with Mr. \ ( 
vith Mr. Plo 
V Mr. Th f 
with Mr. Blackne 
th Mr. Arn 
with Mr. Beall 
1 Mr. Elmer 
h Mr. Baldwin of N 
Mr. Harne of In 
th Mr, lle 
han dh V 


e from 


Mr. ABERNETHY and Mr. ANGELL 
votes from 


” $0 “nag.” 


the vote was announced 


PROJECT ACT 


Speaker, I ask 
ake from the 
ill (S. 1782) to 
7 of the Recla- 


dl 
yf 


of 


1 amendatory 
be made, and for other rela 


amendments 


1939 


ext 


ndi 


(53 Stat. 


ng the 


contracts may 


ited purpcses, 
thereto, dis- 
t amendments, 
for the appointment of conferees, 
rk read the title of the bill. 
AKER. 


and 


Is there objection to 


hea 
iit 


gentleman 


is no objection. 


from 


r appointed the following 


2D. 


yperate 
across the Mi 
Clinton, Iovw 


Clerk 1 

Th 
to the 
Kentucky? 


ead t 


>» SPEAKER. 


request 


ol 


WHITE, 


ROBINSON 
, O'CONNOR, ROCKWELL, and LEMKE. 
CLINTON BRIDGE COMMISSION 
CHAPMAN. 


of 


Mr. Speaker, I ask 
immediate 


consent for 
ion of the bill (S. 1159) creat- 
ing the City of Clinton Brid 


authorizing 


the 


a bridge 
River 


issippi 


< 


e Commis- 
said c 


mmission 
sors to acquire by purchase 


or 
it 


yr condemnation and to construct, main- 
bridges 
or near 
1, and at or near Fulton, Il. 


he title of the bill. 
objection 


Is 


the 


tl 


ge 


=~ 


ere 


itleman from 





Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, as I un- 
derstand, this bill, relating to a bridge 
crossing the Mississippi River from Clin- 
ton, Iowa, to a point in my district, was 
reported unanimously and passed unan- 
mously by the Senate. The bill came 
over here and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Fareign Com- 
merce, a subcommittee of which went 
into the matter thoroughly, and the full 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce reported it favorably. 
Mr. CHAPMAN. That is a correct 


ment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there obje 
the request of the g 
t cky? 


ction to 
entleman from Ken- 








There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
I cted, etc., That in order to facili- 
e ce ce, i ove t p l 
nd p le for 1 ry and < r 
} the ¢€ y of Cl Or sr e ¢ l- 
d nd he I é 
mmi es. d 
I d are here 
maintain i - 
é s and I ( 
t ippi R t or 
I e's n, Iowa, dad Ful- 
t Ii] ! suitable to the 
i ul t to th li- 
tio ed in this 
For | commi n, < its 
I are hereby a ! - 
ized purchase or condemn I 
i l nain n, and < e 
{ ny existing brid for vehicular t 
( he M p River at or neat 
( y Cc nt n I ¥ il d m y at ‘ ‘ ( ne- 
t ( ! or ll such e3 ir bric 
} ! > of stock i cor ion owning 
y such bridges, or |} C y ce f m 
f ration, and it ly ¢ 1e exist- 
it I 1t or rights of the city of Clinton to 
t u any such bridge or bridge 1 be 
merged into and represented by acquisition 
t re k the comm ion, and said ¢ l- 
n ion shall be authorized to n and 


operate said bridge or 


s and iimitations ntain¢s 





I ilti ail if} 

é Provided, That the power granted in 
t with respect to the acquisition and 
purchase of any bridge shall not be exercised 
k: said commission until all terms of the 
pi ed acqui n and purchase of at 





ly 
ve been 


of 


approved by the 


such bridge shall h: 
] the States of Iowa 


y Department 
and Illinois. 












Src. 2. Jurisdiction of all condemnation 
p eedings under this act for the acquisition 
of any existing bridge or bridges is he j 
conferred upon the United States District 
Co\ for the Southern District of Iowa, and 
for h purpose the process of such court 
may be served outside of the State or dis- 
ti in which such court is located. Such 
proceedings shall follow as nearly as may be 
the law of the State of Iowa governing the 
I e€ s for the condemnation of pri- 
vate property for public purposes in said 
Stat Copies of any final judgment, decree, 





demna- 





or order of such court in any such co 
} 








tion proceedings reiatine to land located out- 
side said district shall be filed with the clerk 
of the court of the Federal district in which 
such land is located. In any such condemna 
tion proceedings the commissioa shall bé 

t d to condemn all right, title 
interest in the bridge or bridges 
proaches, and all right, title, and 

in real property necessary therefor. 


Sec. 3. There is hereby conferred upon th 
commission and its successors and as 
the right and power to enter upon such lands 
and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and 


ns 
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use such privately owned real 
other property in the State of Iowa ar 
State of Illinois as may be needed f 
location and construction of any such | 
or bridges and for the operation an 


estate 


tenance of any bridge and its appr 
hereby authorized to be acquired 
structed, upon making just comp 
therefor, to be ascertained and paid 
ing to the laws of the State in 


real estate or other property is situ 
the proceedings therefor shall be the 
the co1 








in demnation of private proy 
public purpose in said State ri 
The comm n, its succe 5 and 
is further authorized to enter ir 
fnents with the States of I ois 
and any politcial subdivi n there 
acquisition, lease, or u \ 
erty owred by such §& e < I 
subdivision 

Sec. 4. The commission and its su 
a 1 ass are h eby lLnori a 
charge tolls for transit <¢ r su I 
bridges in accord with tl I 
th ctu. 4 a pre i | l 
gre I aM 1 23, 1 ) 
~ Sec. 5. The comn n and it 
and ns e here ut! zed to 
for the pay t of ul cost of s1 
or bridges may be acquired, re 
or constructed, as prcvided herein, 
proaches (including the approach 
which, in the judgment of the ¢ 
it is necessary or advisable to co 
cause to be constructed to ]} vic 
and adequate connection with ex 
proved highways) and the nec ! 
easements and appurtenances theret 
issue or issues of negotiable rial | 
the commi bearing interest, } 


semiannually 
6 percent per annum, 


which bond 








terest of shall be } 

from the funds provided in accordan 
this act, and such payments may b 
secured by morigage of the bridge or | 
All such bonds may be r eral 
principal alone or both principal a1 
terest, shall be payable to princi 
20 equal annual instal ts, sl 
in such denominations, s be execu 
such manner, and ull ible 
medium and at such r pl 
the commission may e, 
face amount thereof shal 0 ¢ 
as to produce, at the price of th 
the cost of the bridge or brid 
quired or constructed, and ypr 


the land easements, and appurtenant 

in connection therewith, when added t 
other funds made available to the « 
sion for the use of said purposes. The 
mission may enter into an agreement Vv 
any bank or trust company in the Un 


States as trustee having the power to 





such agreement setting forth the dut 
the commission in respect to the acquis 
construction, maintenance, operation, 1 
and insurance of the bridge or bric 
conservation and application of all f 
the security fcr the payment of the | 
the safeguarding of money on hand 
deposit, and the rights and remedies « 
trustee and the hoiders of the bc 
stricting the individual right of a 
the bondholders as is customary in 
agreements respecting bonds of corpo! 
Such trust agreement may contain 
provisions for protecting and enforcit 
rights and remedies of the trustee 
bondholders as may be re nabl nd | 
and not inconsistent with the law. 
Said bonds may be sold at not le 


par after public advertisement I 
for bids to be opened publicly at 
and place stated in such advert 
at the bid price which will yield 
return to the commission for the id 
sold. The price to be paid for the brid 
bridges acquired hereunder shall not ex 











the 
b 


great 





be available for the information of 
5 terested The co i § li 
I nable way all traffic « r 

i or bridges so t t the t 


d and adjusted by it as to be 
in the application 
within reasonable classes, reg 


thereof 


status or character of any 


or corporation participating in 
c 


and shall all use 


prevent use of 


such 
or bridges for traffic except upon pay- 


¢ 


of tolls so fixed and adjusted. No toll 
be charged officials or employees of 
commission, nor shall toll be charged 
ls of the Government of the United 
while in the discharge of duties inci- 
to their office or employment, nor shall 
be charged members of the fire depart- 
t or peace officers when engaged in the 
mance of their official duties. 
hin a reasonable after the con- 
tion of any bridge or bridges, or the 
uisition of any bridge or bridges, the com- 
n shall file with the Public Roads Ad- 
Stration of the Federal Works Agency 
rn itemized statement showing the cost 
structing or purchasing the bridge or 
iges and their approaches, the cost of 
juiring any interest in real or other prop- 
sary therefor, and the amount of 
ds, debentures, or other evidence of in- 
edness issued in connection with the 
truction or acquisition of said bridge or 


bridges, 


e 





time 





y neces 
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municipality or agency thereof 





Ly 











n be authorized by or pursuant to li 
é ept the me (he it re ed t 5 
I interest ) u er » ¢ - 
n that the bridge or t l th + 
fter t free y main- 
tained, ope ired he Iowa 
interests and tl interests s 1 
be reed upor e Iowa or I 


interests, as may be, fail to accept 


or are not authorized to accept, their respec- 
tive portions of said bridge or bridges, then 
the commission may deliver deeds, or other 
suitable instruments of conveyance of said 
portions, to any other interest which may 


accept and may be authorized to accept the 





same, under the condition that the bridge 
or bridges shall thereafter be free of toll and 
be properly maintained, operated, and re- 


paired by said interests to whom said con- 


veyances are delivered; but if either the Iowa 
interests, or the Illinois interes r y 


other interest hereinabove mentioned shall 
not be authorized to accept or shall not ac- 
cept the same under such conditions, then 
the bridge or bridges shall 
owned, maintained, operated, and 
the commission as a free bridge, until such 
time as the Iowa interests, the Dlinois in- 
terests, or any other interest hereinabove 
mentioned, shall be authorized to accept and 


continue to be 


repaired by 


shall accept such conveyance under such 
conditions. The rate or rates of toll for 
crossing any bridge now existing or here- 


after constructed which abuts upon or en- 
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i ( I fl i 
I ( P I I - 
€ < T 
f ( ( é ed 
! ) 
e | i 
‘ ] be 
‘ ( ‘ 
I cr a i 
< € De 
] ! rt t 
‘ A - 
} im I - 
( 
( 10. 7 r I ll have ) 
c or par- 
1 1 a 3 
t ec eT ° 
li¢ i i T t t of c ( ne- 
m aliem ¢ - 
} e es ( 210) r eat 
( i pu ( the 
< > maximum ¢ it 1 
« ( I ear il ex ed 
$ ) each « men r shall 1 
r | The me Y [ ( I - 
I f I d t re ve tr el- 
j I e ¢ 10 ce a mile fol! 
led <« tl busine 
( ( ne ¢ nm nh may 
€ I ure i - 
t f ! h } i I 
and ¢€ t n deem nece y, 
Vv } é ) r h re n- 
f 1 t comm n may 
ad i nd exp f shall 
be | m the funds provided under 
t} aut rity of this act After all bonds 
and thereon ll have been paid 
and 1 « obli of tl commission 
} or ¢ d, or provision f ull such 
p 1 } be made as } in- 
be } \ i id ifter the bridge or 
bi 1 | e be conveyed to the 
Tov i nd the Illinois intere As 
he I or othe ise d ) d of as 
} | } commission shall be 
r ll ce e to have fu er eX- 
j nee | order of the Comm ner of 
Publ R n upon his own initiative 
or upon al n of the commission or any 
yember or members thereof, but only after 
api c hea yr in the city of Clinton, Iowa, 
n ( é I e of which ! r- 
it purpose f ill } 2 been 
pl t Y¢ before the 
a na vspaper pu hed in the 
c r of Cl I 1, Ik At the time of di = 
lu ull 1 in the hands of or to the 
credit of the commi on sh 
ir r lp , one of 
repaid to s i Iov'a intere 
t d Ill intere Ss 
11. Notwitl inding any of the pro- 
v f tl t, the commission shall 
have full power and authority to negotiate 
and enter into a contract or contracts with 
1 H Commission of Iowa and 
t) Depa lent of Highways of Illinois, the 
city of Clinton, Clinton County, Iowa, or any 
col or municipality in the State of Ili- 
n ] the commission may receive 
fir cial i in the construction or mainte- 
nance of the bridge or bridges and approaches 
thereto, and said commission in its discre- 
tion may avail itself of all of the facilities 
of the St Highway Commission of the 


State of lowa and the Department of High- 
ways of the State of Illinois with regard to 
the const ion of said proposed bridge or 
bridges he commission may make and 
enter into any contract or contracts which 
it deems expedient and proper with the State 
Highway Commission of Iowa and the De- 
partment of Highways of Ililnois, whereby 
said highway departments or either of them 
may construct, operate, and maintain or par- 
ticipate with the commission in the 
Struction, operation, and maintenance 


r1104 
ru¢ 


cone 


of 














e t ry ( ( to fa- 
t c 1 of a bri { i 
r t fissi i 
I C low Fu 
( 
ri and 
¢ With € t 
( of I De - 
of Il I 
of the Fe . 
} { . 
c ‘ 
ce < a t i - 
i N here c 
tn , ; x 
? me} t Cc 
ur any ( 
a? ] a 
f n I I i 
I ed by ct. No « 1 
( r | il int red fj \ t 
be a } nal ob ti 
I er ( members ol ec mis- 
bu ll be c eable : » the 
f ( herein provided, n shall in- 
( created pursua S tO % « be 
iness of the United S 
g 13. The de 1 and construction of 
b e which may be built pu t to 
shall be in accordance with the 
d specification for highw brid 
a d by the American A ciation of State 
H y Officials, and the location and de- 
of any such bridge shall be sub to 
l by the highway departments of the 
States of Iowa and Illinoi 
£ 14. Any bridge or bridges constructed, 
-d, or reconstructed under authority of 
this act shall be constructed, maintained, and 
( d in accordance with the provisions of 
he act entitled “An act to re rulate the con- 
r 1 of bridges over navigable wat - 
ad March 23, 1906. By reason of the 
( n hereinbefore created being a pub- 
] body the provi ns of the Securitie 5 Act 
f and of the Trust Indenture Act of 
1 ), and any amendments to either or both 
( said acts, shall not apply to bonds au- 
ed to be issued by this act. 
Ss ». The right to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act is hereby expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
e, was read the third time, and passed, 
motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES COMMITTEE 


NDERSON of New Mexico. Mr. 
K iker, I ask unanimous consent that 
notwithstanding the sine die adjourn- 
ment of the Seventy-eighth Congress, 
the Special Committee to Investigate 
Campaign Expenditures for the House of 
Representatives, 1944, be given until mid- 
night of January 2, 1945, to file its report 
with the Clerk of the House to be printed. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
» request of the gentleman from New 
xico? 
There was no objection. 

PATRICK HENRY NATIONAL MONUMENT 


Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate considertaion of the bill (S. 1819) 
to repeal the acts of August 15, 1935, and 
January 29, 1940, relating to the estab- 
lishment of the Patrick Henry National 
Monument and the acquisition of the 
estate of Patrick Henry in Charlotte 
County, Va. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 


M 
avil 








DECEMBER 14 








JENSEN. R rving the ri 
object, Mr. Speaker, I think this 
lates to a matter that came up 
Subcommittee on Appropriations f 


Interior Depart 
tion for it was turns 
mittee. 
man expla E 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Th 


riation was denied at that tin 


+ + ¢ sa ha « 
ment, and the ¢ pI 








ument, I certainly wish 


my reservation of objection. 
Mr. BURCH of Virginia. That 


it is 
Mr. MARTIN of 


Massachuse I 
serving the right to object, Mr. Sp 


I wish to commend the gentleman 
being able to get one act off the 

te ought to continue his wo 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no cbjection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as f 
Be it 


books. 
Th 


+ 
in ac 





tiol te of Ri 


te of Patri 





n 

€ i y,”’’ approved Au 
1935, and the act entitled “An act to} 
for the acquisition by the United S 
the estate of Patrick Henry in Char 
Cour Va., known as Red Hill,” appr 
Ja 


1940, are hereby repealed. 
+. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury i 
rized and directed to cover into the 
fund of the Treasury the unex} 
of all amounts heretofo1 

r the purposes of such acts of 
rust 15, 1935, and January 29, 1940. 

The bill was ordered to be read a tl 
time, was read the third time, and pa 
and a motion to reconsider was laid « 
the table. 


} 2u, 


Ns 
= 


3 


AMA 


IAS 


EXTENSION OF REM 


(Mr. Reep of New York asked and \ 
given permission to extend his rem 
in the REcorp.) 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I a 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an edi- 
torial. 

The SPEAKER. 
the request of the g 
York? 

There was no objection. 
INCREASE OF COMPENSATION FOR 

PLOYEES IN THE POSTAL SERVICE 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Committee on Rules, I call 
House Resolution 673 and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon tl! 
adoption of this resolution it shall be 
order to move that the House resolve its« 
into the Committee of the Whole House 0: 
the state of the Union for the considerati 
of the bill (H. R. 4715) to increase the com- 
pensation of employees in the Postal Service 
that after general debate, which shall be 
confined to the bill and shall continue not 
to exceed 3 hours, to be equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and the ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 


Is there objection 
entleman from N 


rx. 


the 




































f mendr ( 
j e pre ( 
i pre 1 
rdered l- 
r 
r ‘ 
t t - 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, as has been 


ed the adoption of this rule would 
in order the consideration of t] 
providing for increased pay for 
l employees. If you will bear with 


Just a Minu oft your 











I can best expla h 
bill by quoting Vy 
the report of the legislative com- 
] it. The purpose of th 
d legislation is to make appro- 
provisions for a permanent in- 
n compensation « ees il 
tal Service. It provides that 
rate of compensation of all office 
nployees, subject to the Reclassi- 
icon Act of 1925, as amended, 
postal employees covered by tl 


of April 9, 1925, shall be increased 

400 per annum except that the bas 
of compensation of officers and 
yees paid on an hour'y fee, pait- 
or per diem basis and fourth- 








5 postmasters and il-delivery 
shall be incr d 23 per- 
i that the allowans f t d- 
1as s for ¢ < hire shall be 
d 23 percent. It provides tl 
ncreases shall be perma t 
Law 25, Seventy-eighth Con- 
provides a corresponding increas 
CO and 15 percent, respec ely d 
nporary, expiring June 30, 1945 
ise Resolution 4715 provides for é 
ii Of the temporary act. 
he Post Office Department makes no 
mmendation on the bill. 
t me quote from a letter from the 
naster General to the gentleman 
Virginia, Chairman Burcu 
e Department | u f 
of the postal s e f 
ees, but owing to the ~ ) 
K necessary in t S rr - 
' e not prepared to 1 a re - 
10nN iegis tion i S a 


He states further in this letter: 


It has been ascertained from the Bure 





of the Budget that there would be no ob- 
on to the submission of this report to 
e committee for its consideration. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance cf 
my time and yield 30 minutes to the gen- 
leman from New York [Mr. FISH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Mr. 
Cooper). The gentleman from New York 
is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, there is no 
opposition to this rule. I hope there wiil 
be no opposition to the bill. It should be 

ery popular bill. Of all the people in 
America, in my humble judgment and 
opinion, the most popular group are the 

t-office employees. I think every 
lember of Congress will be inclined to 
beralize their pay to the extent pro- 
vided by this bill, in the amount of $400 
Per employee. FPost-office employees 





ce oa "ey 





r 
t 














ta rw 0 


S-HENER. 
from Geor 








chairman th 
Committee nsider a unanimous con- 


request, 


House 


is the or 


— 





h. Every speech I 

f 1 out ith one single exception 
mo vy of, has been a speech of my 

ow! ritten by me or spoken by me and 
H 1} ent American. I 

k } ¥ to make any other 

( TT yrds eption that 
J t t I used my frank 
l io a l of Herbert Hoover, 

rm Pre of the United States. 
] f M r has the right to 
i out his own speeches and anything 
at was contained in the Recorp. If 
1 tatement I am making to you were 
not correct, and if it had been true as 
} been cl i that Isent out speeches 
of ot r Members of Congress, what of 
it? £ y article or statement inserted 
Record, in my humble judgment, 
by al lember of Congress is American. 
No Member of Congress would put any 
N or Fascist propaganda or Com- 
munist pro} inda, or un-American 
propaganda in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orD. If they had, then it is the duty of 
the Congre to expunge it and expel 
the Member. 

It so happens in spite of these false 
charges that I have franked out only 
my own speeches, every one of which 
has been 100 percent American. It is 
true, and I am proud, as I leave the 
House, to state that many of my 
speeches urged our people to Keep out 
of the war before Pearl Harbor because 
I believed, and they were my convictions, 
that if we went into the war we would 
not make Europe safe for democracy 
b would make it safe for communism. 
Those were my beliefs then, I repeatedly 
stated them; and they are more firmly 


my views at the present moment. 

I hope no Member, no matter what he 
advecates, will take away the right of 
free speech and free press and the free 
ranking privilege from Members of Cone 
gress to defend themselves and the Con- 
gress against the most vicious, malicious 
and false smear campaign that is being 


waged against the elected representatives 
of the people and the Congress and rep- 
resentative and constitutional govern- 
ment by ted:and Communist sources 
all over this country. It will not de- 
crease; I predict it will increase as the 


lays go by. 

There is another matter about which I 
should like to advise the Members, and I 
hope no one will feel that I am lectur- 
ing them. Mr. Speaker, I am sure my 
colleagues on this side do not think I am 
nagging them in presenting for their 
benefit my views as a Member who served 
for 24 years in the House. I have al- 
Ways expressed my own convictions, 
whether right or wrong, and have done 
it openly and fearlessly. I am convinced 
it will be for the best interest of the 
Congress of the United States, and its 
Members, Republicans and Democrats 
alike, if you would openly adopt a retire- 
ment system, not a pension system which 
is a name possibly of opprobrium, but 
a retirement system toward which the 
Members contribute themselves. The 
objection to the last bill was twofold. It 
came at the wrong time and, secondly, 
it gave the older Members who had 
served 20 or 25 years full retirement with- 





out practically any contribution on their 
part. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman 

Mr. FISH. I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman has 
made a statement that has been made 
before which is absolutely wrong. He 


said older members could retire without 
making a contribution. 

Mr. FISH. I am very 
rected if it is wrong. 

Mr. CCCHRAN. You may put me in 
the category of being an older Memher. 

’ service covers, based upon my service 
1 secretary in the Housé and Senate 
and as a Member, over 30 years and it 
would have cost me $8,900 to get in the 
retirement fund on the basis of the Ram- 
speck bill. That is what it would have 
cost. That figure was computed by an 
expert in the employ of the Retirement 
Division of the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. FISH. I am very glad to get the 
gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. COCHRAN. It would have cost 
the Speaker of this House well over 
$15,000 if he wanted to get in and he 
could not have benefited at the time be- 
cause he had not reached the retire- 
ment age. I had reached the retirement 


glad to be cor- 


ase. 
Mr. FISH. I thank the gentleman for 
his contribution. If I was under the 


impression that older Members were re- 
ceiving this retirement—I leave out the 
word “pension”—with very little con- 
tribution, certainly the people back home 
felt the same way. We had a bad press 
and it came at the wrong psychological 
time. I am confident it would be for the 
benefit and for the good of the country 
if you had such a retirement system. I 
speak as one going out of the Congress; I 
speak as one who could not qualify for it 
if we had one because I come under the 
New York retirement system which is 
very liberal. I will get a much larger re- 
tirement on leaving this House. I want 
to see the Members here have the same 
advantage and the same privilege, not 
only for their own personal benefit, Mr. 
Speaker, but for something far greater, 
the good of the Congress itself. I believe 
if we have an adequate and proper re- 
tirement, such as the Federal employees 
have, it would be welcomed if properly 
presented to the public. 

In the second place, I believe, and this 
is not meant as a criticism of the House, 
you will have more independence, 
courage, and untrammeled action in the 
Congress on both sides of the aisle, which 
I think is highly desirable and in the 
interest of America. 

You will be faced with great issues. 
The very destiny of America is at stake 
and largely rests with the Huuse and 
Senate. If there is anything which can 
bring about more vigorous and construc- 
tive action, courage, and independence 
in Congress it will have public support. I 
hope it will be brought up as soon as 
possible and without any further de- 
lay in the next Congress so that a proper 
retirement can be passed and if you 
present the facts properly to the peo- 
ple back home they will support you. 
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Mr. COCHRAN. Aside from the $3. 
900 I would have had to pay to enter 
retirement system I also would have 
required to pay $51 a month as lo! 
was a Member of the House. Remen 
this information came from the ¢ 
Service Retirement Division. 

Mr. FISH. Was that the House | 
the Byrd bill? 












Mr. COCHRAN. It was the H 
bill. Senator Byrp made the stat 


some Members could get in for 1 « 
pay. I showed Senator Byrp what 
would cost me, and I thought hs 
going to correct his statement, 
never did. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman did 1 
make that clear to the American pu 
There are many people who did n 
know that, and I was one of them, 

Mr. COCHRAN. I stated on the fi 
of the House the amount I would ha 
had to pay. Yes; it probably was 
inopportune time. The press handled 
that bill in a way that brought out the 
criticism. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentlem 
having had experience under the N 
York Retirement Act and having studied 
this question we are discussing, let me 
ask him this question: In your opinion, 
is it possible to obtain a much better re- 
tirement fund under our private insur- 
ance companies, making as Much con- 
tribution as you desire, or do you get 
better one under the proposal that h 
been submitted? 

Mr. FISH. You get a very much bet- 
ter one under a Government system o! 
retirement. ‘The retirement sy 
New York is extremely liberal 1 
much better than anything any privat 
company can provide. I am saying that 
as one with some experience in that lins 
of business. I believe in free private en- 
terprise, but it is my opinion that if you 
are to have a real retirement system, it 
must be by the Government, and thi 
Government must contribute its share, 
in order to be really worth while. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Does the gentle- 
man’s answer go to the New York State 
law, or does he mean that the one pro- 
posed here is much better than can be 
obtained from a private insurance com- 
pany? 

Mr. FISH. The New York law is the 
only one I am familiar with. I am not 
familiar with the old bill. I am say- 
ing that the one in New York is far 
better than you could get from any in- 
surance company. I believe that that 
would be a good model, because it has 
worked very satisfactorily. There is no 
complaint, and it is efficiently handled. 
With that as an example, naturally know- 
ing something about it, I am urging the 
Congress to do the same thing. Ido not 
want to become involved in a discussion 
of the merits of any particular bill. I 
am merely expressing my views. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not fighting 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. FISH. It will have to be decided 
by those who will be Members of the 
next Congress, and not by me. 

I thank the Members for permitting 
me to take so much time to present cer- 
tain observations that I hope may prove 
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dingly the House ri 


tee of the Whole H 


Cr i Lit i ise 
e state of the Union for the censid- 
yn of the bill H. R. 4715, with Mr 
np in the chair. 
I Clerk read the title of the bill 
The first reading of the bill was dis- 


ed with. 
Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. \ 
I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
rm Michigan (Mr. O'BRIEN]. 
M1 O'BRIEN of Michigan. 
Chairman, salaries of post 


firer 


es and offi S are set by 
i by Congress. - The responsibility 
fixing those salaries justly rests on 


Other workers who can negotiate 
‘tively with their employers have 
n ab d Wages 


le to contract for increa 
such wages generally had been 
sed either by agreement 
War Labor 
ted. 
The postal employee, however, re 
ncrease in his basic 
ur lie ¢ 
the first session of the S nty- 
th Congress H. R. 1366, or Public Law 
was enacted providing a temporary 
e of $300 per annum to expire 
30, 1945. H. R. 4715, the pending 
vould take the place of Public Law 


It does not 


t provide an added increase. 


in- 
or through 
Board since it was in- 


pay sincs 


In venty 





in place of the temporary increase. 

I uld give all post office officers and 
ployees a $400 per annum increase 
their 1925 or 1923 classifications. 

It is in effect an increase of only $100 


year over what they are now receiv- 
n Employees not paid on a per annum 
$s would receive a percent 
roximately equivalent to the $400 per 


ige increase 


f&nnum raise, namely, 23 percent. The 
loyees receiving the percentage in- 
ise, generally speaking, would be 


e in the lower-paid classification as 
titutes, per diem or hourly 
rth-class pos and 


worke! 


in 


(master 


ass offices. 


clerks 
t d-cl 

The increase would apply to all officers 
and employees paid from the appropria- 

is for the field service of Post 
(ice Department. It omits none and 
] ; all-inclusive as the temporary law, 
Public 25. This bill, H. R. 4715, would 
ke effect and supersede the temporary 
jaw on the beginning of the next month 
alter its enactment. 

Public opinion expressed from all parts 
of our Nation and groups of Our citizens, 
with unanimity, supports the pending 


the 
Lilt 


measure. It does not usher in any 
millennium of prosperity for postal em- 


ployees. Rather it tends to discharge 


an obligation owed in justice to faithful 
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fair 
cost cf tl I H. R. 4715, will be )- 
SO! 1 by } al re s and ery in- 
adic on points to the ! ] n that t 
ci of this bill, H. R. 4715, will be ab- 
sorbed in current and ( ted postal 
revenues 

The Com: Post Office and 
Post R hearin and 
delibe1 on d tl bill and 
recommend 

Mr. KEEFE rman, will tl 
gentien a 

Mr. O higan. I yield t 
the gent! nsin. 

Mr. | ratulate the gen- 
tleman sa ) and esp 
of this particular piec of legisla 
which I know he has worked diliger 
to have enacted into law. I do not be- 


ieve we should consume a great deal 





time d i ng it, b 1u I am con- 
vinced member of t Subcom! 

on Ap: riations dealir { 
office appropriations t re never W 

a bill coming before t Cong! t} 
hed such unanir of ort ar 

the Mem! of Congre and the peo} 
gen throughout the country, com- 
nentators, and ed lists, in 1 - 
nition of the wonderfu rv perfor l 
by the postal emr I congratu 
the gentleman upon his exposition of t 


bill. 


Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I 
‘ 


the gen man fr 1 W nsin from |} 
servi n the Committ on Appropria- 
tions has an intimate knowledge of t 
operations, revenues, and services of 

ninwve \ lL tT 
employs of the P il D I 
am sure the gent n’s ji ment 
“Oorny ~ +} >i) ; * , hh!) 
regard t his bill is a uable « - 
tribution to its consideration in 
vy ‘ 
ai 
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Mr. SMITH of W nsin. Mr. Cl - 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

T. TOT 7~AT ¢ 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Mi ar I yield 
» ] — -rYe wr 
the gentleman from W onsin 


MA 


Mr. SMITH of Wiscorsin. 
rectly understand that as far as post- 
mastel! concerned this bill affec 
only postmasters in the fourth-class 
offices? 

Mr. OBRIEN of Michigan. 
fects all postmasters, but 
fourth class are part-time officers and 
they come under the percentage increase. 
Part-time and hourly employees or offi- 
cers come within the percentage increase. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I join my 
colleague the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. KEere] in complimenting the com- 
mittee and the gentleman from Michigan 
on this worthy legislation. 


S are 


No; it af- 
those in the 
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Chairman, will th ntleman | 











Mr. O’ERIEN of Michigan. I yi 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Does 
this provide an additionc’ $100 per 
annum increase in pay over the rates 
fixed under the act of February 28, 1925? 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. No; it is 
$100 over what they are now receiving. 
It would be $400 per annum over the 
ciassifications of the 1925 act. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. How 
does that compare in placing them in line 
with the increases we have granted to 
other employees of the Government? 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. The leg- 
islation for the post-office employees, ex- 
cept for the time that Senate Joint Reso- 
lution 170 was enacted in the last Con- 
gress, has always been separate. The 
officials of the Post Office Department, in 
several hearings which we had, on many 
occasions have said that legislation for 
pay and workine conditions of postal em- 
ployees could not well be intermingled 
with legislatiecn for other Government 
employees because of the difference in 
the character of their work. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. So that 
it grants a $400 increase as permanent 
law over the act of February 1925 to first- 
and second-class postmasters; does it 
not? 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. That is, 
to all officers and employees, except those 
that are described as “hourly, fee, part- 
time, or per diem, fourth-class post- 
masters, and clerks in third-class offices.” 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Chairmen, I think it is a meritorious bill. 
Apart from the act of April 9, 1943, they 
have had no increases since 1925. 

Mr. O'BRIEN cf Michigan. 
richt. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 1 additional minute to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Chairman, will 
he genileman yield? 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. I yield. 
Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to commend the gentleman for his 
wholehearted work in the interest of the 
postal employees. I just want to ask 
whether cr not any study has been made 
in the genticman’s committee with re- 
gard to the question of these postmasters 
kandling franked mail, particularly in 
t 
C 


ld to 





That is 


I am for 


hese cities back through the country, 
‘ounty-seat towns, and cities all over 
America? Was any consideration been 
given to the handling of the great quan- 
titics of franked mail? 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Does the 
centleman mean penalty mail or franked 
mail? 

Mr. GATHINGS. Penalty. Has any 
study been made of that particular ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. We have 
made some study. Does the gentleman 
mean as to quantity? 

Mr. GATHINGS. The quantity of 
mail. 


Mr. BURCH of Virginia. 
to do that the next session. 


We expect 





Mr. GATHINGS. Does the gentleman 
have legislation now pending before his 
committee? 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. 
we expect it. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. VCORHIS of California. I mere- 
ly rise to compliment the gentleman on 
bringingethis bill here, and his committee 
also. I think it is a very just measure 
and gives what is due to come of the most 
devoted public servants that America 
has. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. WEISS. I rise also to congratu- 
late my colleague from Michigan and to 
say that in accordance with his discus- 
sion here, the chambers of commerce 
and 83 leading newspapers and civic or- 
ganizations throughout the country 
unanimously endorse this bill. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBRIEN of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. This measure, as I 
understand it, in effect permanently re- 
stores and gives back to these employees, 
for the greater part, the cut they received 
under the Economy Act of 1933? 

Mr. O’BRIEN of Michigan. It is not 
exactly that. In the Economy Act I 
think they received a 15 percent cut, 
which was later restored to them. This 
provides a per annum increase of $400 
over their 1925 classification. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. The gentleman 
made a concise statement of the provi- 
sions of the bill. For the reasons he has 
set out, and many others, I shall support 
the measure, for which so many of our 
citizens have shown approval. In addi- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the 
much discussed reclassification of these 
employees will receive early considera- 
tion by the committee. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Iilli- 
nois | Mr. Mason]. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I am in 
favor of the passage of H. R. 4715. Most 
of the reasons for its passage at this time 
have been given. It would be useless for 
me to repeat them. I do, however, under 
permission already granted by the House 
submit for the REcorp as a part of my 
remarks a letter prepared and issued 
by Rockford Branch, No. 245, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, Rockford, 
Ill. This letter covers in question form 
the reasons why favorable action should 
be taken by the Congress at this time 
upon H. R. 4715: 

Drar Patron: Did you know that the letter 
carriers are seeking a raise in wages? 

Did you know that the letter carriers have 
not had a raise in wages since 1925 (19 years 
ago)? 

Did you know that the Government in- 
creased our annuity deductions from 3 to 5 
percent without increasing our annuity? 

Did you know that during the last depres- 
sion the letter carriers received a 27 percent 
pay cut? 

Did you know that the recent increase in 
postal rates did not in any way benefit the 
postal employees? 


Not now, but 
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Did you know that letter carriers are paiq 
from postal receipts and not from gen 
taxes? 

Did you know that postal receipts have 
creased $200,000,000 since 1941? 

Did you know that postal employees are not 
exempt from taxes? 

Did you know that the Government 3 
not furnish our uniforms? 

Did you kncw that more than 50,000 ; 
employees are in the armed forces? 

Did you know that we have lost 37 men to 
the armed forces, about 1 out of every 7 em- 
ployees in the Rockford Post Office, and that 
the increased volume of mail means that 
every carrier is called upon to do more work? 

Did you know that the Post Office Depart- 
ment does not sanction overtime, except 
emergencies? 

Did you know that postal employees receive 
18 cents less per hour for overtime than they 
do for regular time? 

Did you know that if the salary increese 
we are asking for is not granted, our salary 
will drop far below the average that is neces- 
sary to maintain a normal standard of living? 

Did you know that it takes a unified act 
of Congress to give us this increase? 

Did you know that the letter carrier needs 
your help right now? 

You will be rendering your letter carrier 
a great service by writing to cur Senators and 
Representatives, asking them to vote favora- 
bly on Senate bill No. 1882 and House bill No 
4715. These are companion bills asking our 
Government to increase our salary. 

Thank ycu. 





ua 


Ycur Lertrr Carrirr. 


| Mr. Chairman, in connection with the 
| passage of this bi!l, however, I wish to 
warn the membership of the House that 
H. R. 4715 is not a panacea that will cure 
all the ills of cur postal employees. I 
want to say right now that cur postal 
employees are suffering, and have been 
suffering for many years, from what 
might be called “a complication of dis- 
eases.” We have in the Postal Service 
many inequalities and injustices that 
this bill does not touch, and which this 
bill will not remove. In fact, the in- 
equalities and injustices now prevalent 
in the Postal Service ‘vill be aggravated 
by the passage of H. ©. 4715. I speak of 
the many injustices that exist among the 
various classifications of the Postal Serv- 
ice; of the many inequalities that exist 
within the various classifications: and of 
the restricted and narrow opportunities 
that exist today in the Postal Service for 
advancement, for promotion, and for in- 
creased pay. For instance, under the 
postal law today, a young man starts as 
a clerk in a post cffice at $1,700 per 
year, and is automatically advanced each 
year for 5 years until he reaches the 
maximum salary of $2,109 per year, 
After 5 years’ service, therefore, a post- 
cffice clerk reaches the top, with no fur- 
ther advancement for him unless he gets 
into a different classification. If he 
started work at 18 years of age he would 
reach the top at 23 years of age, with 
no further advancement possible. Are 
we going to attract to the Postal Service 
the caliber of young men we want and 
need with such a limited promotion 
range as that? This situation and many 
more similar ones in the Postal Service 
should be corrected—but this bill will 
not touch such inequalities or limita- 
tions, and certainly will not correct 
| them. 
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young postal clerk should start in 





rvice at a beginning salary of 
) per year and earn y¢ promo- 
for efficient service as a postal clerk 


enter the Service knowing 
if rformed his duties satisf 
_he would be sure of advancement 
r a liberal salary schedule. 
Chairman, what is true of a postal 
is also true of practically all the 
lassifications in the Postal Service. 
\ tried to correct this 2 yea ith 
evity bill, a bill that would have 
ied increases in pay for postal em- 
s after one had reached the maxi- 
1dvancement under the law, the i 
s to be given in the nature of 
s for long and efficient service. 
ll was passed in a somewhat emas- 
1 form, but it was vetoed by the 
ient. 
Chairman, I am presenting the 
re of the situation in the Postal 
> today, in connection with the 
H. R. 4715, because I want 
mbers to know that when this bill 
ed they have not yet done thei 
to the postal employees of the Na- 
t Far from it, in fact. 
[he passage of this bill will 
in the arm for our 
yees to tide them over until 
f lities and injustices now prevalent 
e Postal Service can be removed. 
Mr. Chairman, to remove 
ties and injustices will require legis- 
1 carefully worked out, legislation 
1 upon a report of the 
the present unsati 


atisiactt 
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ne 


» of 


a shot 


these ine- 


facts con- 
in the Postal Service. I : 
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therefore, s 
are about to pass is only a piece 
rap legislation, and that it must 


wed by future construct 


1 designed both to attract 
t > of young men and women to the 
I 1 Se ce and to hold them in the 
once thev have ent 1 bv of- 


increases. Some of us hope to 
yn to this Ho for 
e during the Seventy-ninth C 
fr. HOWELL 

y lan vie ld? 
Mr. MASON. I yield to the gentleman 


from Illing 


Mr. Chairman, will t 
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M HOWELL. The gentleman iS 


>a very fine statement with refer- 
to the postal employees in which I 
ly concur. Most individual postal 
é yees enter the postal servi with 
of making it a life-time p } 
of their pay is deduc 1 cer n re- 
nt funds which go to make up a 
on for them in their older years. 
gentleman has referred to «¢ 1in 
tices and inequalities which exist 
1 reference to their classification 


so forth. On Monday of th week 

t € was a bill on the Unanimous Con- 

Calendar which soug 

e benefit payments unde! 

nt act from the provi 

me tax law, an exemption which is 

ranted now to beneficiaries under the 
Railroad Retirement Act, and otl 

Federal laws. Very much to my disap- 
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employees is « of the i S W i 
h be corrected in the very near 
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opinion—that the 


future by lecislat 
MASON 


think—it is mv 


ber who objected to the passage of tha 
bill did not fully realize what he was 


objecting to. 
Mr. JUDD. Mr. 
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rent) ’ } . Le 
gentleman’s s m tl clerk 
who now begit t $1,700 1 rt 


ie President start at $2,100? 


Mr. MASON 


He will 
Mr. JUDD And his 


maximum 
reached in 5 years, will be only $2,5( 

Mr.MASON. Hewill $2,500. That 
is the reason I called it simply a shot in 
the arm, a temporary ex] I until 
ull and compl j ce can be dor 

N JUDD. I want to congr: te 
th ntleman on h ment, b 
he | ne to t | rt of en 
He has stated so v my own f 
that we who } are free 
to criti >» otner emy] ' an 
obligation to do a more thor: h and 
careful and a fairer n ¢ ng! y 
with our own employ 

Mr. MASON. And we « ht to set tl 
proper exan > to pri mpl l 
over tl Nation. 

Mr. JUDD. Our example « mo 


ing to p to vot l l 
the comm had | A 
C ) t carel J 
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V in many industri I ( ) 
years there has been no perma t in- 
crea n} to postal carriers and « 


[his bill is tardy recognition ¢ ’ ul 


merited claim and I hope it will be fa- 
vorably acted upon in the S » and 
become a law. If we are to keep the 
Px 11 Service on the efficient basis it | 

been in the past, we must pay enough 
to attract the best men and women into 


the Service. 
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industrial life of the Nation is concerned, 
and it ce inly should treat its own em- 
ployees in the way it expects business- 
n } 0 tl t theirs 

] ( oyt of the Post Office De- 
partm { e dil nt worke no one 
can ¢ t st ment with ar ustice 
I ! e, tl are faithful workers 
who t * in an indispen le 
( rtl of ft G nment and their 
t of is different from any 
( G I nt employee 

i l | on grants a very modest 
j 1 the p hich they will re- 
( 1 n it is realized that they 
h received no increase in pay for more 
( 15 vears, they can easily be recog- 
I 1 i forgotten employe of a 
rie Go 

ti had the privilege of meeting 
\ ! ( ] ves of the post-ofiice 
‘ to ¢ iss their problems and 
there ( thing that stands out more 
{ n ne ¢ in these discussions, 

d t} he quiet, cooperative spirit of 
t I » in their effort to serve their 
G iment and the American people. 
] i I t ref hing attitude and if 

pted in other laboring circles it might 
} abc much better understanding 


nployer and employee 
» all the m which are be- 


ing con red at this time for increased 
pay for the post-office workers may be 
promptly and speedily enacted into law. 
Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
I 1 from Massachusetts |Mr. CLason]. 
Mr. CLASON Mr. Chairman, I am 
glad that th bill, H. R. 4715, has 
reached t House and I urge its pas- 
paca ely hope that it will re- 
ceive immediate consideration in the 


Senate in order that it may obtain the 


approval of the President before the 
KR nty-eighth Congress passes into his- 
tory. The employees of the Post Office 
D rtment have rendered fine public 
service. They are entitled to a revision 
of their wage schedules, established 
nearly 20 years ago. his is one bill for 


T 
which Democrats and Republicans 
f Congress, hai 
’ approval. 


alike, 


ve € xpressed 


10ope the Seventy-ninth Congress 
will give early consideration to a revi- 
sion of the wage schedules of the other 
Government employees. Recently I 


broucht to the attention of the House, 
as appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
my vit in favor of this legislation. I 
favor it and I am going to vote for it. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman m Indians [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, may 


I sug t to the Committee that I ap- 
1red fore the Committee on the Post 
P Roads at the hearing 
4715, and there urged that 
this prop i legislation be reported out 
mmittee favorable for passage, 
‘ 1ave not changed my position on 
this subject. 
This is a very meritorious measure. I 
make that statement because for many 
years this class of our Government em- 
ployees have continued their work each 
day at the same wage and salary. The 
postal employees, and especially the car- 
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riers, deliver the mail in all kinds 
weather, wet or dry, rain or snow, fair 


, and the people expect their mail 
sof weather. All of the postal 


employees have been faithful servants. 
They do their work well, and they do 
it without making complaint. 


n we reflect upon all of the em- 





ploye of the Federa Government, and 
1 re and salary they draw, it ic my 
considered opinion that our postal em- 
ployees.are greatly underpaid for the 
ice they perform. Whiie the cost of 
l has greatly increasea since they 
] » had any adjustment of their salary, 
they continue the same faithful service 
for the Government and the people each 
day id without complaint. The small 
i of their salary, as provided in 
tl measure, is entirely deserved, and it 
is a distinct pleasure for me to aid them 
in securing this slight increase to which 
Ul are entitled. 
Mr. Chairman, may I say that during 


the past few months, and since this legis- 
lation has been pending, I have received 


an untold number of letters and peti- 
tions from the people generally from the 
congressional district which I have the 
distinct honor to represent; and with- 
out one single exception they have 
unanimously favored the passage of this 
piece of legislation. The people recog- 
nize without exception that this is a 
meritorious measure in favor of the 


»0stal employees, and they are urging 
age of this bill. 

the vote on this measure will 
not become a precedent in any degree 
with respect to other matters which may 
before the Congress—and I do not 
wish it to be so recorded—yet, in this 
instance, it is my belief and my consid- 
ered judgment that this increase in 
salary is deserving ard that this measure 
hould be passed -without a diss 
vote. It is my hope that this bill 
p ed and the underpaid employees 
will have the benefit of the increase pro- 
vided in this measure. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, formerly a member of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads [Mr. JENNINGS]. 

Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Chairman, H. R. 
4715, which is a bill to increase the com- 
pensation of employees in the Postal 
Service and which is now under consid- 
eration by the House, is a just measure, 
and I shall vote for it. This bill grants 
a permanent increase in pay to the postal 
employees. 

It provides that the basic rates of com- 
pensation of all officers and employees 
subject to the Reclassification Act of 
February 28, 1925, as amended, and other 
postal employees covered by the act of 
April 9, 1943—Public Law 25, Seventy- 
eighth Congress—shall be increased by 
$400 per annum, except that the basic 
rates of compensation of officers and em- 
ployees paid on an hourly fee, part-time, 
or per diem basis, and of fourth-class 
postmasters and special-delivery mes- 
sengers shall be increased 23 percent and 
that the allowance to third-class post- 
masters for clerk hire shall be increased 
by 23 percent. These increases by the 
terms of the act are made permanent. 


Trilo 
hlli€ 


come 


snting 
is 
Pe 


£ 
4 


NAL RECORD—HOUSE 





DECEMBER 14 


Public Law 25, passed by the Seven: 
eighth Congress, above referred to, + 
vides corresponding increases of $309 
and 15 percent, respectively, and 
temporary, expiring June 380, 1945 
Measure now being considered 1 
this temporary act. 

It is known to everyone that the 
postal employees is far below the 
and wages of those employed 
industry. 

I have had hundreds of letters f; 
businessmen and women, from thx 


in pi 


gaged in the professions and from } 

in every walk of life, residing in m a 
trict, urgine the pa of this meri- 
torious and long-delayed measure of re- 
lief to our postal employees. 











There are no finer citizens than 
men and the women who are carr 
on the complicated and onerous ;s 
of handling, dispatching, distrib 
and delivering the greatest volum 


mail with which our Postal Servic 

yet been burdened. They are amon 

best citizens of my district. The 
home owners and many of them are pay- 
ing for homes. They are taxpayers a1 
as such they burdened along \ 
everyone else with an unprecedented | 

of increased taxes—municipal, coun 
State, and national. e great maj 

of them are rearing families. They 
sending their r to 


are 
are 


children the pul 
schools and to colleges and unive1 
They are members of and contribut 
to the church, to the Red Cross, to t 
community chest, and to other chariti 
They are discharging in a generous, ! 
efficient, and patriotic manner their 
duties and obligations to their communi- 
ties and to their country. 

When they receiye this not too gen- 
srous increase in their pay they will | 
little more than enough to meet and pay 
their taxes, to contribute to their retire- 
ment fund, the payments on their hom 
their church dues, their contributio1 
charity, their life insurance, their livi 
expenses, and the education of their chil- 
dren. 

Mr. Chairman, as a Member of tl 
Seventy-eighth Congress it was my privi- 
lege to serve with the members of tl 
Committee on the Post Office and P 
Roads, and as a member of a subcom- 
mittee I helped to frame and report to 
the House the act under which postal 
employees are receiving their present 
temporary increase in pay. I wish 
commend the _ distinguished Memb 
from Tennessee [Mr. Murray] and 
the other members of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads for the 
very excellent measure we are now con- 
sidering. It is a great tribute to the in- 
dustry and fairness of this committee to 
the sense of justice and fairness of the 
American people, and to the loyalty, effi- 
ciency, and devotion of the postal em- 
ployees of the country that this measure 
will pass this House by a well-nigh if 
not unanimous vote. I take great pleas- 
ure in speaking on behalf of this meas- 
ure and in voting for its passage. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. WELcH]. 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I ap- 
peared before the Committee on the Post 
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1 hardworkin ( f ( 1 § a tizen 
G hnmen a smau ) d t , Ev- 
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¢ of ing ha ) ( al } 
extent that Ul compe 1 C n of 
ed by Postal S el - ( Mr. I Sik ( 
of whom have famil - ) i t 1 l lt 
is entirely inadequat H 1 in I y 
rely h e this humanit in Mail He has lost on s 
ll be pa ed by the Hou V iV No. 2. ¥ per 
and approved by tl Pre t be vho 
the adjournment of tl n I ( i 
y-eighth Conger‘ Lt! a t 
HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I | W! d 
uch time as he may desire to ( 
man from Michigan (Mr. Brap- | | God b oup 
I nd I 
BRADLEY of Micl 1 My on 
man, this measure | H. R. in e | 
is not only timely but it is lo t ol s ce of Con- 
I favor the enactment of this | ®! l ncertain, and 
afternoon by this House, and | 0° 1or2 yj the } 
1d to learn from statements which time a M yer can barely pay | eX- 
been made so far that there is an penses if | s his dut 
unanimity of favorabl nion Yet I nst y 1 in 1 
h sides of the aisle. own I will do if C 
Our loyal postal employees have had up i I t nov Congress! ’ 
e increase for the past 19 years 1 SO r to fight for his count } 
1e exception of a temporary $300 | world in the public arena, and com, 
e in pay which expires on June | [0 himself 
45. This bill will insure them some I am most happy to forget my ¢ 
re of permanent relief. cul nd support those of this gr 
I ee, however, with the statement army of postal men and women wl 1 
by the gentleman from Illinois we love bett than we oul es. 
Mason] that this bill cannot be re- | Only those who forget themsely and 
d as a panacea nor a: the answer | work for those in the i nd 
f the difficulties being faced by who rvit are fit to be in 
tal employee Hence I regard I I am proud to be a M 
uly as a temporary p-gap | of this unselfish, « dH of 
uch time as the proper commit- | Represe ves today 


in the next Congress 

h and complete stu 
l-employee problems. 

I have heard it said here 

by some Members that 

time that tl 

in session is too sho 

n by the Senate, and I 


d some express the fear tl 
juld pass the Senate the 


. i veto it. 


e fi 


I sincerely 
ars are groundle 
; ment that this 

ly but 
Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Ch 


i such time as he may de 


measure 1S 


leman from Ohio (Mr. RAMey]. 
Chairman, 


Mr. RAMEY. Mr. 
red before the Committee 

Office and Post Roads and 
ige of this legislation. 


favor of it. I recognize 


a 
Our postal employees are o 


f-sacriicing and patriotic 
district. 


I During the congressional recess I ap- 
. d before their group and answered 
- estions for over 2 hours. There was 
t a selfish remark made by any man | 
d r woman at .he meeting, nor was there | 
= & sarcastic question asked. 

Fourteen thousand eight hundred let- 
l< 


st legislation and only one agair 


1 
lis Congress m 
’ 


U 5, because I 
» most sincerely in my earlier state- 


indeed too long overdue. 


Iam heartily 


For the past several months it has been 
privilege to toil night and day in iis 


; were received by me in favor of this 17 year 


Mr. Chair- 
as he may d e 


from Louisiana [Mr. 


Mr. BURCH of Virginia. 
man, I yield si 
to ieman 
ALLEN 


Mr. 


ly to the ich time 


1 


Tr 
ALLEN of Louisiana. “Mr. Chair- 
I want to commend the commit- 
permit tee for bringing this bill to the floor. It 
have even | is very meri and I hope it re- 
iat even if ceives the unanimous vote of this House. 
President The work of employees 

hope much he 


the postal 
avier than formerly. In addi- 


lear 


try 1 
LOT1OUS 





t} t 
Vila’ 


be- tion to that, everybody knows that liv- 

ing costs are much higher than they were 

not only | before the war. The hard-working, 
patriotic employees have not had a raise 

airman, I in salary for nearly 20 years. The mat- 


ter h 
tion 
now. 

The Postal Service something that 
touches every home. Much is expected 
of the employees, especially in these ter- 
rible war days. Many of them go a long 
way to accommodate and help the pa- 
trons of the office. Their faithfulness 
and loyalty are appreciated, and this bill 
will give them some measure of relief 
from the many financial demands made 
upon them constantly. As has been 
pointed out, the bill is not a cover-all nor 
a cure-all, but it will help. I am happy 
to give it my full support. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from California {Mr. HOLIFIEetp]. 

Mr. Chairman, for 
ious to the year 1925, the 
Congress was 


sire to the is long been delayed. It is 


hat they 


a ques- 
get it 


of simpie justice t 
I ap- 
yn the Post 


urged the 


its need. 


f the most 
group in 


Mr. HOLIFIELD. 
5S prev 
salary of a Member of 


Not | 


ist it. 
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He f te and perma- 
nent 1 ( d | enacted in subse- 
quent legi ion. In line with this hope 
my ¢ i | from Michigan 

M O BI 11, who introduced H. R. 


i the bill before 

IR. 4715. R zing the importance of 
d and 
an from 
BURCH at the request of 


ed 


us— 


( ol t I 
t e dc 1 of the 
I re ) on. 

] been made that 
con d be gi 1toa n- 
eral } n l to « t ¢ I 
inequ 1 I ( Nl ¢ 
t ( 1 ( time and one- { for 
oO" ( ( year; t equall- 
Zatl ( ) ia -( yY Car- 
riers; the creation of a longevity pay 
‘ n Post Off Department; 
and oil q io concerning the wel- 
fare of t postal employees. I am 
he in favor of such a bill and will 
Co ell in? power to report such a reso- 
lution. But let u be realistic. A gen- 
eral re fication bil], due to its com- 
plicated nature and the number of prop- 
ositions involved, will require extensive 
hearings, lengthy debate, and many 
months to report H. R. 4715 will alle- 
viate the present need of the greatest 
nuinber of the postal employees. It will 


replace the uncertainty of the temporary 
measure, H. R. 13€6, and will give a great 
boost norale of that great army 
of tel employees who are rendering 


such loyal service on the home front— 


Lo tne 


pos 


a service that has grown very burden- 
some curing wartime due to greatly in- 
creased volume of mail and substantially 
decreased personnel. If and when a 
general reclassification of salaries is 


propost d, 
take 


fits conf 


the Congress would no doubt 

nsideration the present bene- 
red by H. R. 4715, and could 
ime revise them to harmonize 
new legislation. 

I believe that the authoritative figures 
whica e the existing increase in 
the cost of living from 28 to 43.5 percent 
justifies this permanent increase of $400 
per year to the postal employees. I be- 


Into ¢ 


imate 
Lille’ 


lieve that the need will be greater in 
the post-war years. We are facing fur- 
ther inflationary price rises. The 
O. P. A., in my opinion, has made a gal- 


lant but losing baitle in the fight against 


inflation. The controls are slipping, the 
act has been weakened, and the dammed- 
up rurchasing power of those whose 
wazes and earnings have increased 


ent a of factors that 
es inevitable. There 
r by selfish interests 
there has been wide- 
spread evasion and circumvention of 
the spirit of price control. With these 
undeniable facts before us, I repeat, a 
fur.her rise in the cost of living is in- 
evitable. This means additional priva- 
tion and sacrifice for these postal em- 
ployees who are on a fixed, low-income 
base. The increase in pay provided for 
by H. R. 4715 is modest, but it will be a 
great boon to one of the most deserving 
and loyal groups in the Government 
employment. 


bination 
make inflationary ri 
is a constant clam«¢ 
to relax ¢ 


pre 


com 


ntrol 
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While I have stressed in this analysis 
the rise in the cost of living as a justifi- | 
.ble reason for the passage of H. R. 4715, 
I by no means think it the only factor. 
Consideration should be given to the na- 
t y 
{ 

? 


» and responsibility of the work per- 
i, the 


f Y 


intensive training and m 
ntration neces 
maintain thei 


n- 
ary to learn and 
r efficiency ratings, and the 


comparative wages received by those in 
private employment. Another factor, 
end an important one, is the increase in 
postal revenues. A mere glance at the 

] annual report of the Postmaster 
General will convince the skeptic that the | 
I > is not only deserved, but justified. 

« THAT yn 


. ’ 1 * "~ 71 1. '? $< 

wil pt ai revenues nave in- 

creased $153,000,000 for the year 
943. This year of 1944 will show a 


] 

ther increase. This increase does not 
tal 

I 


avzi tne 
over 


fur- 


into consideration the tremendous 
len of free military mail which the 


employees have handled. During this 
period of increased mail, the personnel 


of the Post Office Department has de- 
Cl ed 2,483. Isubmit to you the follow- 


ing statements of facts: 

First. The postal employees have not 
hed a permanent raise since 1925. 

Second. The burden of their work and 
responsibility has increased. 

Third. The cost of living has increased 


between 28 and 43.5 percent. 
Fourth. The tax deductions from their 
gross earnings has greatly increased. 


Fifth. Comparative wazes in private 
industry for commensura‘e work and re- 
sponsibility have increased since the year 
1925. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I believe 
the afore-mentioned and itemized facts 
contained in my statement justify the 
affirmative action of this House on H. R. 
4715. I earnestly urge favorable consid- 
eration of this meritorious measure. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. Cocuran]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
come from a city where the post office 

rves over 1,000,000 people. Aside from 
that, perhaps the largest railway mail 
division in the United States has its 
headquarters there. All the mail going 
to the West, the Northwest, and the 
Southwest stops in St. Louis because no 


train ever goes through there, and the 
mail is transferred there to other trains 


going to the West, the Northwest, and 
the Southwest. 

This is one piece of legislation on which 
I am in a position to speak the voice of 
my constituents, because I have received 
thousands of letters from people in all 
walks of life, including presidents of 
great corporations and associations, en- 
dorsing this legislation and urging the 
passage of the bill. Further, each and 
every one of the great metropolitan news- 
papers in my city say that this is deserv- 
ing legislation and should become law. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the bill is passed 
by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Rivers]. 

Mr. RIVERS. Mr. Chairman, this is 
one of the most meritorious pieces of 
legislation ever to be brought hefore the 
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House. I live in a city which has 


absolutely overrun with the war ¢ 
This city of 75,009 has seen its po; . 
tion rise to 250,000. You ought 

what these postal employees go tl 


in an area of the Nation where } 
just stumble over each other, 

there is the worst kind of cong 
We owe these men a lot. They ¢ 
every inconvenience in order to 
us our mail. 

I hope this bill will pass with 

opposition, because these 
need our help. They are doing tl 
for their beloved country 
us not fail them now. 
. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. C 
man, I yield such time as he may d 
to the gentleman from New York 
MARCANTONIO]. 

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chair 
the people of the city of New York 
overwhelmingly in support of this 1 
lation. I have urged action on it 
its very inception. I am pleased tl 
is now before the House. I shall 
for it. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman f1 
Connecticut [Mr. MILLER], a membi 
the committee. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. M 
Chairman, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, I 
| am happy to support this bill, « 
hough I do feel it is only stop-gap 1 s 
lation. I believe the post office em- 
ployees are entitled to and should 
this $400 raise at the present time, 
though I am glad to have the assu1 
of the chairman of the Committ 
the Post Office and Post Roads that s 
after the new Congress convenes it 
his intention to have the committ 
study the whole salary structure in t 
Postal Service in an effort to elimin 
some of the injustices that have b 
built up over a long period of years. 
The postal employees as a group ha 
been exceptionally loyal during this wa: 
emergency. In my own Gistrict I kn 
of several men in the post office v 
could have left the Postal Service 
cone into the war industries and earn 
considerably more money than they : 
receiving as postal employees, and the: 
would have had a pretty good chanci 
coming back into the Postal Service 
when the war is over, but instead of tak- 
ing advantage of the comparatively high 
wages that are being paid, they have 
stayed on the job and worked harde! 
than in any normal period. 

Mr. Chairman, my heart is a litt! 
heavy this afternoon as I realize that in 
all probability this is the last time I shall 
take advantage of the privilege that h 
been mine of addressing this Hous' 
Next month I shall be back home in Ton- 
necticut. I believe in the two-party Sys- 
tem, but among other things I am goin 
to try to convince the good people of 
Hartford County that in their support o! 
the two-party system it is not necessary 
to alternate one term Democratic and 
one term Republican, as they have been 
doing for the last four Congresses. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
i the gentleman yield? 


emp 


oft ) 
av War, 


Ty 
val 















I in his re ent ( 
( s the commi ttee is lo a 
> | nber and one of the 
I nds the | t pioyees 


House. 

-CH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 

will the gentleman yield? 

MILLER of Connecticut. I yield 

ruished chairmal 

BURCH of Virginia. I want to 
the House that I do not know of 
iember of any committee, not only 
Committee on the Post Office and 
2oads, who has been nt 

whose good judgment and help has 

of more aid to the Committee on 

st Office and Post Road 


Yn 
Utisul 


s than our 


friend who is retiring from the 
s, the gentleman from Connecti- 
Mr. MILLER We are sorry to see 


IT cer- 


ik our distinguished chairman 


ranking minority Member. It 
n a pleasure to work on the Com- 
n the Post Office and Post Roads 


2 years it has been my good for- 
ommittee, there has 
n the least bit of partisanship 
into any of the discussions or in 


tion of any of t 


I 1 I on 

t committee. I have enjoyed 
vice in this House. I know that I 
ways treasure the friendships I 
here. Frankly, I dislike the 
being sent back to the side lines 


t son } nt 

must be some little job I can do 
yme little contribution I can make 
is war effort which we are all en- 
1 in. If I cannot do anything else 
ps I may be able to sell War nps 


Mr. Chairman, I want to 
this opportunity of expressing my 

ks and appreciation to the Speak 

the House of Representatives, to the 
dership of the House and to the older 

mbers for their many kindnesses to 
e, for the way they overlooked my mis- 
kes and my shortcomings. I never 
xpect to go any place and find the fine 
pirit of friendship that is so manifest in 
the House. I will never forget the first 
day I came down here in December 1938: 

seemed that everywhere I went the 
mployees of the legislative branch of the 
Government put themselves out to be 

lpful. I remember calling at one 
Office and after taking care of that detail 
they wanted to know where I wanted to 
ro next. I wanted to find the office of 
the Clerk of the House. Instead of let- 
ting me roam around the Capitol to find 
the office of the Clerk of the House, they 
had one of the young men in the Office 

ke me to the Clerk of the House. I 

und it was that way in the weeks that 
were to follow, in the early days of the 
Seventy-sixth Congress. I go back to 
Connecticut with a warm feeling, not 
Oniy for my colleagues but for the em- 
ployees of the House. In this closing 
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ent] in from Connecticut has expil 
Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yi 

ucn time as he may desire to the gentle- 

man from New J Mr. SuUNI I 











vot I l 

In el t t et m 
first te the P ( i 
Post R ( mittee for t i ! 
getting this bill before this Congres 
To my knowledge, there is no group 
Federal employees more loyal, hard 
working, and more d rvil They h 
re i no nere A p , 
mol 1 19 vear T j most 
cond) ns of a Wa f nomy, with- 
out ; qua re] I hey have 
truly served their country 

I have received thousands of letter 
from my people requesting me to - 

tt SI I I ha n l ed 

etter in opposition. When the P 

ce and Post Roads Committee held 
hearings, I spoke before them in f 
of t ] a. the Men $ 
of this Hou will act f yrably 1 
this measure toc 

Mr. BURCH of Vi iir- 
Y ons i such time a 
oO fe tleman from M1 
TOLAN 

Mr. TOLAN. Mr. Chairman é , 
no I efficien f-sacrificir | - 
workir or honest men d women in 
the Federal service than I ul ex 
pl I think th € t 
thi >in pay I they are en- 
titled to it now. I am wholeheartedly in 
support of the bill and hope that it passes 


unanimously, 
Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 


man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. McKEenzi 


}) . 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, 
pleases me very much to I 

leagues on the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads on this side 
the other side of the aisle pledge them- 
selves that in the next Congress they will 
attempt to work out the inequities of thi 
postal employment act and wage scale 
and reclassify them in a proper manne! 
commensurate with the work which they 
are doing. It also affords me great 
pleasure as a member of the committ 
to tell you that this committ reported 
favorably and unanimou 
Although it is a stopgup bill, i : 
one that is very much deserved and very 
much needed. They have not had an 
increase in their base pay in more than 
19 years, but the living expenses of,these 
good citizens have gone up along witn 
that of everyone else. By the very na- 
ture of their employment, postal em- 
ployees are permanent citizens. They 
must live adjacent to and be patrons of 
the particular post office in which they 
work in order to be eligible to hold their 
jobs. ‘heir integrity and devotion to 
duty is above reproach. With the few 
exceptions of transfers, they spend their 
lives in the community in which they are 
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he Postal De- 


d maintained 
ino t ¢ ment 
I O D riment has re- 
( in mail matter 
and ervices, and as a result 
I { f quarter of the 
( t wed a surplus 
of ove! 00.000, where for the same 
period of tl previous fiscal year they 
had ( of over $14,800,000. The 
] pt or § tember 1944 were $97,- 
27.95, or an increase of 18.96 per- 
( ove > month in 1943. Re- 
{ dless, h r, of whether the Post 
Ojifice D ment makes money on these 
ope! ( or loses money, Federal em- 
pl ( d with the responsibility 
of carrying forward this important gov- 
ernmental service are entitled to fair and 
just compensation commensurate with 
the servi rformed, These postal em- 
ployees are not receiving such compen- 
sation at this time and are the forgotten 
employees of our governmental program, 
Mr. Chairman, while I was home in my 


ict during the recess of the Congress, 
I asked for a conference with the post- 
office empl ; in my district in which 
this and many other subjects of interest 
to them and to the Government were 
discussed. I asked that the legislative 


restions with 
to improvements that could be 
the Service by enactment of 


chairman submit to me sug 


relerence 


made in 

necessary legislation. Mr. Edward A, 
Kelham, chairman of the legislative com- 
mittee, Local 128, National Federation 
of Post Office Clerks, in response wrote 
me recently, and I ask leave to quote 
from his letter commenting upon this 


proposed legislation and other legislation 
needed to improve post-office service and 
deal justly with Federal employees car- 
rying on that important work. 


Mr. Chairman, as we all know, one of 
the important factors in keeping the 
work of any department functioning 


properly, with satisfactory relationships 
betwer 


n employer and employees, is 
morale. Certainly we cannot expect to 
keep up the morale of our post-office em- 


ployees while we, from year to year, deny 
them any wage increase, during which 
time other employees are receiving 
proper increases. We _ ourselves are 
made cons¢ ; every day of the increase 
in the cost of living, and we know that 
Federal employees, such as those in the 


1Ou 


Postal Service, who are on a permanent 
basis, who have their own homes to 
maintain and their families to support, 


cannot do it on wage scales that existed 
; Furthermore, postal em- 


DS years af 


ployees are not receiving the regular pay 
for their overtime services. As we all 
Know, most employees, particularly those 
In organized labor, receive time and a 


half overtime, but this particular group 
of post-« employees do not receive 
full time overtime, let alone time and 
a half. 


The 


¥} 
AAK 


1o1 


famili 


of postal employees are 
particularly interested in this legislation 
because the welfare of the wives and 
children are dependent in a large meas- 
ure on the passage of this bill. 
Organized labor is heartily in support 
of this bill as shown by a telegram I 
received today from William Green, pres- 


yPley 


e 
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id and George Meany, secretary- 
re r, of the American Federation of 
Labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the Congress, 
which has always been very considerate 
of the rights of Federal employees, will 

pprove this bill and that it may be 
enacted into law before the Seventy- 
eighth Congress ends. 


Mr. HARTLEY. -Chairman, I 
w to the gentleman from Illinois 
CaLVIN D. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON. 


Rly 

ar, 
x Y 
yieia ni I 
avail. 


Mr. 


Chairman, I am wholeheartedly for this 
measure and join with my colleague 
the ntleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] 


hope that an upward permanent 
e will be granted as this measure 


s at best only stopgap legislation. 
I am of the opinion that this Nation 
ow a debt of gratitude to its postal 


employees for the patriotic service they 


have so unstintingly rendered during 
these trying times. 
Their uncomplaining devotion to duty 


has set a shining example for the entire 
Nation. I consider it a privilege to be 
itted by my vote for this measure to 
y in a small way the loyalty our 
al employees have shown to our Gov- 
ernment during the greatest crisis in its 
history. 


rR 
Mr. 






HARTLEY. 
vield 5 minutes to the 
Missouri [Mr. COLE]. 

Mr. COLE cf Missouri. Mr. Chairman, 
distinguished colleague, )J ALTER 
PLOESER, of the Twelfth District of Mis- 
a former member of the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads Committee and now 
a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, is at present somewhere in the 
Pacific on an inspection trip being made 
by members of that committee. He ap- 

eared before our committee during the 
hearings on this bill to urge its immedi- 
ate consideration and has been very ac- 
tive in his support of it. He has re- 
quested me to inform the House that he 
is wholeheartedly in favor of the imme- 
diate passage of this bill and further re- 
quests that Ne be paired for its passage. 

Mr. Chairman, I am 100 percent for 
the immediate passage of H. R. 4715 for 
several reasons. Principally because 
this increase in the salary of our postal 
employees is needed and needed now to 
meet the increased cost of living. There 
is no other group of Federal employees 
more loyal or more efficient than those 
who handle our mail, and yet they are 
now receiving wages much less than they 
could obtain in private industry. Even 
so, they have remained on the job and we 
have lost very few of them to private in- 
dustry. The postal employees have had 
no permanent increase since 1925. It is 
true that last year this Congress gave 
them,a temporary annual increase in 
amount of $300, which will expire on 
June 30, 1945. The average salary of a 
postal em»loyee is $2,100 per annum, and 
this $300 temporary increase amounts 
generally to an increase of approxi- 
mately 14 percent. 

Labor statistics show that the cost of 
living has increased more than 24 per- 
cent. A short time ago the President ap- 
pointed a committee to make a survey in 
this regard, and that committee reported 
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gentleman from 
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It 


that livi costs d increased som ) 
percent. is for this reason that it 
necessary to increase the permar 
basic salary of postal employees 

per annum. It is true that there sh 

be an over-all revision of the 

in this department of the Govern: 
However, such a revision will take n 
months of study by our committee. | 
instance, last September our d s 
guished chairman called the posta 
tnorities to appear before our commit- 
tee and at that time instructed them 1 
get for us a report on the necessary 
justments and revision of 
ployees’ salaries. 

When our committee convened shi 
after election to conduct heari 
this type of legislation, the postal 
thorities informed us that their 1 
was not yet ready and that it would t 
another 60 days to prepare this re; 
So, you can readily see that no over- 
revision can be made before the tem- 
porary increase expires. 

Mr. Chairman, our committee hx 
lengthy hearings on this bill and du 
that time representatives from every or- 
ganization of postal employees appeared 

] y 





posi al « 





urging the passage of this legislat 
Many of my colleagues also appeared 
did Members of the Senate and, of th 


number, not one appeared for the pur- 
pose of opposing this legislation. In fact, 
even the Post Office Department offered 
no evidence that would disprove the im- 
mediate need for this salary increase, 
This is a good bill, a much-needed in- 
crease, and I hope that it will pass. I 
was reported unanimously and favoral 
by our committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of tl 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania |[Mr. Furtone]. 

Mr. FURLONG. Mr. Chairman, there 
is no better way to prevent a depression 
than by paying good salaries. Let us start 
off on the right foot by paying these 
salaries to people who are deserving, to 
all the postal employees of the United 
States Government, the most conscien- 
tious and trustworthy workers, who are 
doing a tremendous work under adve! 
conditions. 

Whether in wartime or peace it is 
most essential for the success and hap- 
piness of the people of this Nation that 
communication through the post oflice 
be carried on. 

The postal employees are deserving 
and must be given credit for their effi- 
cient handling of the mails. We are the 
ones who can reward them and give 
them their just dues by passing H. R. 
4715. 

Postal employees should get a per- 
manent increase in salary of $400 per 
year, or the 23 percent at least, commen- 
surate with the American standard of liv- 
ing. The $300 granted, to expire June 39, 
1945, has not adequately met their re- 
quirements. 

Food, clothing, and shelter have ad- 
vanced in price far over their temporary 
raise, and due to the fact that no perma- 
nent raise has been made to them since 
1925 it would be a crime to allow them 
to carry on with substandard wages. 
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HOEVEN a men r of t com- 
HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, I doubt 
er any useful purpose will be served 
repetition of the facts and argu- 
presented on th very worthy 
of | Slation. I want to assure the 
mittee that it has been a very dis- 
privilege and a pleasure to hav 


1on the Committee on the Post Of- 
nd Post Roads for the past 2 years. 

been stated before, there has not 
1 one bit of partisanship shown in 
committee. We have gotten along 
ndidly under the fine leadership of 





on 


beloved chairman, the gentleman 
m Virginia [Mr. Burcu]. , 
Another thing I want to bring to your 


ention is the fact that we have had 
finest cooperation from the Post 

>» Department in all of our delibera- 
Then, too, I cannot fail to say just 

word about the splendid group of men 
resenting the different branches of 
Postal Service who have appeared 
our committee from time to time. 

They have been gentlemen in every re- 
and have cooperated wholeheart- 


Mr. Chairman H.R 


Inanimous 


4715 received the 

approval of the Committee 

Office and Post Roads. The 

nmittee felt that measure of 

would be offered the post-cffice 

yees of the Nation, if this le 
re adopted. 


[he post-office 


1e Post 


some 
risla- 


employees have not 
ly had an increase in salary since 
What Congress did 2 years ago was 
legislation which provided for a 
is” of $300 per year for each em- 
ee, but even the bonus expires in 
15. The post-office employees are sim- 
isking that Congress put their salary 
lle on a permanent basis more 
yin keeping with the increased cost 
living, and the changed economic con- 
n which has developed in the last 19 
The post-office employee during 
f this period has experienced the 
» dwindling value oi his dollar that 
other workers have experienced. 
ar that unless something is done 
hese employees along the line sug- 
in the bill now before us, the Post 
Service will have to lower the 
ndards for employment which have 
aintained so nobly for many 
ears. In spite of the manpower short- 
ge in other lines of endeavor, and the 
fabulous wages offered to workers in 
ur other lines of employment, the 
post-office employee has remained on the 


‘ ice 





TT 


CORD—HO 


abliu avi 


, c 
‘ ‘ 
p 

i $ I ( De- 
. ; 
‘ t .m ef 
u J 


. : Cc 
en A 
A 

N G 
com I I 
( K t t C 

n ] nd ¢ ‘ 
of Of » Der f ¢ 
HARTLEY. Mr. C I 

such as he may desire t - 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CuI I 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Mr. Chair: La 
am | in r of t ] 1 
provides a long- ! 1 incr n |] 
for the postal employees 

I support t I sure Ior ve ] 


present wage s e for postal employees 
is entirely inadequate when one ta 
into consideration the present ¢ of - 


my understanding there h 


ng. It is 
not been an increase to this group of em- 
ployees since 1925, except of a temporary 


nature which will soon ex] 





There is another reason why I favor 
this legislation. In my opinion, no group 
has demonst: alty to their 
Government a! n thei c 
more efficiently mplaint, even 
though their dutie C to war condi- 
tions, have greatly in sed. Many of 
these men could have obtained wartime 
jobs with higher pay, but they stuck loy- 
ally to the service. 

I am glad to learn from memb f 


the Post Office and Post R 


tee that it is their intentio1 
the whole subject of pay adjustments fo! 
all postal employees at the next se 1 


of Congress, so as to remove pres 
equit I hope that, as a result 
a study, that committee will brins } 
floor of this House a bill that will be 
equitable and fair. c 10 
the Congress will bs 
a measure 
Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman 
such time as r de 
in from Califor1 
Mr. ROLPH. Mr. Chairman, c 
} 1 , 


ies 


he may desire to the ger 


Mm 
ili 


day last I receive; 
the He 


use under spt 


is bill 


tion with th to re t 
what I said at that time. I sincere 


hope the House will 
worthy measure. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. 
yield such time as he may 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Vorys]. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

ns 


Chairman, I 


desire to the 


m4 


OnLy Sai- 


am supporting this bill. The 
y increase I have voted for since 
was the temporary increase for 
tal employees. I voted 
creases for the Civil Service, because the 
percentage arrangement gave unneeded 
increases to highly paid bureaucrats. I 
voted against increases for congressional 
employees because I felt the increase had 
no relation to needs or ability, and was 
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There has never been a more loycl 
rroup of people than those in the Post. 1 
S They have served the people 
£ ir Government faithfully and 
c it ly through the most trying 
conditions without complaint. They 
have been the backbone of Federal serv- 
ice—the inspiration and guide to all 
other Federal employees—yet they have 
been treated shabbily. It is just plain 
Ce that they should have a $400 
annus permanent increase now. We all 
recogn.ze the necessity for an over-all 
revision of the entire pay schedule and 


classification ratings in the Postal Serv- 
ice. This is long overdue, but it cannot 
be accomplished immediately, and the 
posial workers should not be penalized 
while such studies are being undertaken. 

Furthermore, it is just plain fairness 
that the permanent pay should be in- 
creased by $400 so that a reclassification 
can be based on a proper basic wage 
scale. 

If we are to expect loyalty and faithful 
service from our postal employees, we 
must be loyal and faithful to them. 
Loyalty must be a two-way street. I 


cannot strongly enough urge immediate 
passage bs H. R. 4715. 
Mr. IARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
vield 2 stawa to the gentleman from 
New York |Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL]. 
Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Chairman, while we are all jumping on 
the band wagon this morning, I think it 
might be well to point out that though 
H. R. 4715 appears to be a popular bill, 
its proponents have undergone a great 
Geal of struggle in order to get it before 
the House. I say that because I know 
Cefinitely that varicus organizations and 
eroups postal employees back home 
have worked very hard for the past 3 
years to present this matter to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 





of 


end in turn to get that committee to 
report out legislation which is beneficial 
to the post-cffice employees as a whole. 


I desire to subscribe to the O’Brien bill. 
At this time may I point out that a great 
eal of praise should go to the chairman 
cf the ccmmittee, the gentleman from 


Virginia |Mr. Burcu], and also the 
members of the Committee on the Post 
Ojfice and Pcst Roads, in addition to 
the euthor of the bill who has worked 
so hard to introduce and present it to 
the House. 

There is one angle that has not been 
covered before from the arguments that 
have keen made, one angle which I think 
we should examine today. That is to 
say that the Covernment and the people 
of the United States are benefiting just 
as much as the postal employees are 
from this pav increase. They are get- 
ting better and improved service, be- 
cause the Post Office Department, which 


1e oldest Department in the Govern- 
ment teday, and was created among the 
first under the Constitution, is benefiting 

The personnel it would lose 


is ti 


therefrom. 
to more lucrative positions is valuable 
to improved service. Bigger pay outside 
is being he!d out every day to the em- 
ployees of the Post Office Department. 
I am glad to see that H. R. 4715 is to be 
adopted at this time. 


| 
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. BURCH cf Virginia. Mr. Chair- 


man ey yield such time as he may desire 
to gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. Weiss],a member of the committee. 

Mr. WE ass. Mr. Chairman, during 
my 4 years as a Member of Congress I 
do not know of any bill in which there 
has been so much unanimity. I doubt 


whe ther there will be a single vote in op- 


po n to the O’Brien measure making 
per ranent a deserving increase to the 
most deserving group of Government 


mployees. I think we should dispense 
irther debate. Let us vote for the 

l and send it over to the Senate, to give 
them a few extra hours in order to re- 
port out and pass this worthy measure 
before the Seventy-eighth Congress ad- 
journs. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
men, I yield such time as he may desire to 
the gentleman from Arizona LMr. Mur- 
DOCK |}. 


with i 
bi 


Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I 
have heard two or three Members re- 
mark abcut somebody climbing on the 


on the 
I have 
as this 


band wagon. I am not climbing 
band wagon at this moment, for 
been in favor of legislatioi such 
for a long time. I favor the bill 

Why is it we so often co to this sub- 

ject of legislation in December? Is it 
bec we see the heavy overload on 
postal employees about Christmas- 
time? Well, thet is only one reason for 
his need. I hope we may be able to 
enact this measure before adjournment. 
I was not only glad to speak for it before 
the committee, but am also glad to vote 
for it todey. 

Occasionally we hear it said that em- 

ployees of the Post Office D2partment are 
well paid. Itisarelative matter and de- 
penas larrely upon the period referred 
to. In times of depression the statement 
nay be correct. In bocm times it is nct 
correct and it is not correct now. In my 
experience through years as a public em- 
ployee I have noticed that in times of 
depression Government employees have 
actually been envied by those who were 
not on a salary. On the other hand, in 
times of prosperity, or seeming prosper- 
ity, the self-employed, thriving citizen 
either views such meager earnings with 
contempt or pity, but he does not usualiy 
suggest an increase. However, in the 
case of this class of employees I have 
heard businessmen urge an increase in 
their pay. This bill is needed. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan |[Mr. DONDERO]. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I am 
happy to join my cclieagues this after- 
noon in support of the bill H. R. 4715 
introduced by my friend the Qistin- 
guished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
O'BRIEN]. 

Some time ago the distinguished gen- 
tleman from IJlinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] ex- 
pressed an opinion in which I join today. 
He said that of all the departments of 
the Federal Government, it was his opin- 
ion that the Post Office Department was 
the best administered. I think that is 
true, and it is true because of the large 
army of loyal and devoted men and 
women, the letter carriers and the postal 
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employees who ma! 
that Department. 
personnel and a large increase in yol- 
ume of work these people throu 
years, and especially in the years of 
tragic war, have rendered to the Ameri- 
can people a loyal, unselfish, and unin- 
terrupted service that stands as a « 
tothem. They are entitled to consid 
tion at our hands. They have given t 
service to our people over a period of 19 
years and have received no increa 
pay except the $300 which wes granted 
in a lump sum which will expire nex 
year, 

In my section of the country 
industrial or the metropolitan area 
Detroit, industrial wage scales and rat 
have risen greatly in excess of tl 
amount of money paid to letter carri 
and postal employees. That being true, 
nevertheless, these people, in all kinds of 
weather, in sunshine and in storm, have 
never failed the American Nation in ren- 
dering this service to them regardless of 
whether or not they received an increa 
in pay. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I feel it my 
duty this afternoon to take a part in t} 
debate and urge the passage cf this bi 
I hope there will not be a single vot 
against it. 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. 
gentleman yield? 


ce up the personne] of 
With a reduct 


, in tl 


Chairman, will the 


Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the genile- 
man from Ohio. 
Mr. ROWE. Is it not also a fact that 


during these 19 years in w hich they h 
received no additional reward, due to th 
Economy Act enacted in the early thir- 
ties, they actually suffered a decrease? 
Mr. DONDERO. ‘That is true. 
Mr. Chairman, on the front of 
Post Office Building here in the N: 


the 


tIOT 
ALON S 


Capital, on Pennsylvania Avenue, is an 
inscripiion. I think it is apropriate to 
these remarks. I will read those few 
lines, because I think they apply to the 


subject before the House this afternoon, 
They are as follows: 
Courier cf news and knowledge, 
Instrument of trade and industry, 
Promoter of mutual acquaintance, 
Peace and good will among nati 


ls. 
Messenger of sympathy and love, 
Servant of parted friends, 

Consoler of the lonely, 

Bond of the scattered family, 
Enlarger of the common life. 


Such is the type of service the postal 
employees and the letter carriers render 
to the Nation. Let us reward them for 
that service which they have so un- 
selfishly given to the American people. 


Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Chair- 
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 


from South Carolina | Mr. Hare]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman, I gather 
from the remarks made on this bill it 
will pass almost unanimously. 

My purpose in asking for this time is 
to divert attention from the proposed 
authorization and discuss with you a few 
moments another phase of the Postal 
Service which I think deserves consid- 
eration by this Congress. 

For 14 years I have endeavored from 
time to time to secure legislation that 
would provide rural delivery service by 


















































































titute carriers on ru 
javs except Sundays. When this bill 
reported to the H use a few days 

for consideration I planned to offs 
the following amendment 


— ee | ~ 
ral routes on all 





2, at the end « e 6, strike <« 
i rt a se and add the 
P ided, T t car- 
I I free delivery 1 here- 
é jyuired to ser nd yl 
formed on all national holidays 
s d 
But after examining the rule under 


the bill is being considered, I find 
ohibits such an amendment. I find 
her the amendment would be sub- 
ect to a point of order and, therefore, 
cannot be considered at this time. How- 
ever, I am very grateful to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Burcu], chair- 
of the committee for yielding me 
time to discuss the matter for a few 
minis.es 
There are seven or eight holidays ina 
vear, and singular as it may seem, most 
of them seem to come on Saturday or 
fonday, which generally makes three 
days on which the people who obtain 
their mail on rural routes are deprived 
of delivery service. I could dwell at 
creat length on the value of such a serv- 
ice, not only to those who live on rural 
ycutes but could show how it would make 
9 contribution to the revenues of the 
Post Office Department and thereby help 
I the expense incurred for this addi- 
tional service. I cannot discuss the sub- 
iect in 10 minutes, and will, therefore, 
trate the feeling these people have 
ird to the suggested service by re- 
ring to a letter I received from a 
farmer just a few days after the last 
Th nksgiving Day. He said in his letter 
that on Thanksgiving Day he arose early 
in the morning and followed his usual 
farm practices by first milking his cows 
and then plowing the remainder of the 





day. It did not occur to him until 12 
( ck that it wasa holiday. Hesaid he 
had only two sons and both of them were 
in he service. He and the mother cf 


e two bovs were looking for some kind 
of greeting from one or both of those 
boys on Thanksgiving Day. Hesaid that 
at 4 o'clock in the afternoon he stopped 
] plow and drove into town, 5 miles 
Q vy. He » went to the post office. The 
postmaster was in but when the farmer 
called for his mail to see if he had any 
message from his two sons, the post- 
master advised him, “This is a holiday. 
The post office is closed.” Whereupon 
he drove back home, heavyhearted, dis- 

! ed, a little disgusted, and had to 
break the sad news to his wife that he 

1 ring no good news from the boys. 

Those of you who are familiar with 
rural life I imagine can see that farmer 
: he break of day on that Thanksgiv- 
ing Day as he went out to do his usual 
chcres on the farm, milk the cows first, 
then get the milk ready for the first 

eamery truck, pondering and deliber- 
ating all the while how the milk would 
be processed in the afternoon, and soon 
cerried in a small can or box to the young 
men overseas. I imagine you can see 
him then as he follows his plow, round 
by round, from sunrise till midday or his 
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Mr. T1eeotTt]. 

Mr. iBBOTT. Mr. Chairman, the 
postal employees are one group that is 
not only fair in the demands it makes of 
Congr but also very understanding of 
the problems that have to be faced by 
their employer, the Government of the 


All the friends of the postal workers 
realize that the increase which they seek 
under the provisions of H. R. 4715 is 
justifiable, and to which they are de- 
servedly entitled. It seems strange to me 
that while no one questions the loyalty 
ard efficiency of the postal workers, there 


are always obstacles placed in the way 
of granting them an increase in _: 
These cbstacles should be removed witl 
as littie delay as possible. Aill fa 
minded people agree to that. 

If , too, that as to the merits of H.R. 
4715, no one can truthfully or honestly 
ceny the rights of t! faithful Gov- 
ernment employees. I am prepared to 
go further and say that I hope Congress 

ll not cease to be interested in the 
postal workers. 

These Government employees have 
long continued fidelity, industry, and 
patriotism, and have perhaps more than 
any other group in the Government serv- 
ice been called upon to bear the marked 
increases in living costs and substantial 
changes in working hours and condi- 
tions without obtaining material benefits 
by way of enhanced compensation, hours, 
and favorable conditions extended to 

; other classes of our working popu- 


ognition of the enduring patience 
ais of the postal employees and 
the sense of justice exhibited by them, I 
think it is not too much to express the 
hope that Congress will now give con- 
side rs tion to granting the increase to 
which they are entitled. For my part, I 
will i sk forward to any opportunity to 
indicate my approval of the policy of 
a increases for postal employ- 
ees, and trust that legislation will be 
rarer d at this time on an equitable basis 
which will provide for such readjust- 
ments in their behalf. That is why I 
favor and will support H. R. 4715. 

Mr. HARTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now 
yield to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BuTLER], a member of the com- 
mittee 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not going to take up much time on this 
bill now. I want to see it go through the 
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in the Congress I 
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our committee whom I regard as oi 
the outstanding Members of this Ho 
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{ ¥ oe l el al 
I { l it carl I on \ c 
cn re Most t t 
] t ) j are 
] out ec n i Al? 
ist G ment i atnem 
fi nd pat 1. 
vho have been t1 d in the 
Pp vice for posse patriot- 
] ty 1} of practical 
d n n In simple j 
i i to th ¢ p of hard- 
i me} let pass this bill 
} nm ¢ whelming majori and in 
( » our Gover nt will be repay- 
rdue debt 1 ituce tot - 
yf men and \ yng 
I iblic rvi 
fr. BURCH of Vi1 »% Mr. C ir- 
I I yield such tin he m desire 
he tleman from Pennsylvania 
H I 
Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, I am go- 
ll ) ior t bill becau I love 
n l emplo more especially 
es in tl I 
M PARTLEY. Mz Chairman, I 
ich tim he may desire to the 
n from Iowa | Mr. JENSEN] 
M Y. Mr. Chairman, I heart- 
approve t I and I certainly hope 
the H Will show its apprecia- 
| I i( 1e Tin iicient ot e 
| mpi s have 
i Lu GO, DY BiV i 
4715) 
Mr 
eld 5 
i, ee " aia 
M Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to revi 


tend my remarks and to use the last 3 

I s to speak out of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there ol! 

to the request of the gentleman from 


can? 
SAL: 


iert ion 


There was no objection. 
CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, 
| since the war effort began, the commer- 
cial banks of this country have absorbed 
over $68,000,000,000 of Government is- 
sues. On June 30, 1919, they had ab- 
sorbed only $4,100,000,000 worth. We 
| now have in circulation about $24,000,- 
| 000,000 of currency, and it is going ort 
| of the Treasury at the rate of $500,000,- 
| 000 per month as an increase. That is 
| sufficient notice to anyone who cares to 
read the billboards that the white col- 
lar workers, such as the postal em- 
ployees, will be economically guillotined 
unless their wages and salaries advance 
in proportion to the inflationary money 
which is being turned out through the 
Government program. That is as brief 
as I can say why I favor this proposal. 
In the months and years to come we will 
have to pay higher wages and higher 
salaries, so long as we operate the fiscal 
policy of the Government as it is being 
| operated at the present time, 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, there will 
this body within a few days som 
fine Members of the Cor ae 
direct my next two or three 1 
4 nd of mine who 1 n 
trict northern Michigan, Mr 


He is ¢ 


has attended to t 


his constituents since he cam 
body a eir Representative. I, f 
e to see his ynn nm | 
ngre broken at this t 
majority of the people in 
that they e now in a} l 
the services of ano I tlem 
has previously repre ted t 
in this body The gentleman from] 
igan Mr. BrirnetTT], takes wi 
I know, the love and admirat 
th friendship of every Mer 
this House who has had the pi 
know him. Heisa student He i 
Heisagentieman. He hasafinef 
Je isa worthy citizen. I hopeth 


day he may have the privile 
back ans 

Mr. HARTLEY. 
yield myself 3 minutes 

Chairman, 12 of the 16 ye 

have spent in this House have been 
member of the Committee on the | 
Office and Post Roads. I do not 1 


any time that there has ever been 


1 joining us. 


x . 
Mr. 


" 
Chairma: 


Mr. 


politics in that committee. Th 

mittee have gotten along very well 
very happy family. The large amo 
legislation that has come out of 


due to t 


Ct 





nmittee is very largely 





| leagership of the gentleman from Vur- 
gina [Mr. Burcu], our chairman. 
Unfortunately, our side of the 


mittee sustained casualties in t 
election. At this time I wish to pay 
respects to the gentleman from 


York [Mr. Dovetas], 
Pensylvania r. MILLER]. the g¢ 
man from Connecticut [Mr. MILLER 
gentleman from Ohio *, Row! 


the ve 


the s 


smntloman ¢f 
entieman fl 





! ntleman from Kentucky [Mr. C 
RIER]. These colleagues of curs on 
committee are retiring from the C 
gress. They have all been most dil 

in their attendance at commit 
meetings. They have all given not < 
legislation affecting the postal em- 
| ployees, but the Postal Service as well, 
their able and fine attention. We Mem- 
bers of the House are going to miss tl 
and those of us on the Commitiee 
the Post Office and Post Roads will m 
the benefit of their valuable advice. ( 
behalf of the committee, and I know 
am speaking for my side of the comm 
tee and I think for the whole committ: 

I wish to express my deep apprecia 
for their cooperation, and trust tl 
they will come back to us again, ar 
maybe 2 years from now, rejoin « 
committee. 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, will tl 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARTLEY, I yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. ROWE. May I say in reference t 
us who are retiring that a colleague 
mine and I met the chairman of tl 
Committee on Ways and Means at Fil 
| and B Streets in the early morning how 
| before the full break of day, and as 
| walked along he said, “I do not believe 


our 





noe 


verhauling 
ation of postal employees, 
dule that will be fair and eq 
the Postal Service. I feel 
be worked cut and 


re June 











J 1, 1936: H. R. 8458, Put I 
471 ) 1161, 5 U.S. ¢ I I f 
h } cre nnual le e for 

\ir M d Mail Equ t & p em} - 
eC I aay a 

J y 1, 1936: H 2. 8459, Pub Lav 
472 (49 & 1162, 5 U.S. ¢ if), 1 é k 
lt e cuml Air Mail i N 1 
I hop ¢ ‘ t the t I 
1B ¢ ear. the : , y 
e! 

n 7 1936: H. R. 10193. Public Law 575 
(49 § t. 1266, 39 U. S. C. 832), allowed per 
diem € | vees { for Saturdays, in the 
n equipment 10ps 

May 26, 1936: H. R. 10267, Public Law 619 
(49 § 1374, 39 U. S. C. 602a), provided for 

fication nd adjustment of the 
I way Mail § vice officials 
1, 19 H. R. 7688, approved June 4, 
1 Pu I 641 (49 1460, 39 U.S.C. 
{ ), pr ded that there shall not be more 
itute postal employee to each 
reguiar employes The purpose of this 
was to limit the number of substitutes to 


e! ber that could reasonably be expected 
to € i nt compensation to provide a 
fair j 

Febri 1 H. R. 3812, approved May 
15, 1939, Put I 78 (53 Stat. 745 ) 
VU. S. C. 823 ex ides Saturdays, Sundays, 
and holida m sick and nual leavy 

July 18, 1939: H. R. 5479 (53 Stat. 1062, 39 
U.S. C. 824a), as amended by the act of April 


171), granted substitutes 


in the Postal Service the same rights and 
benefits with respect to annual and sick 
leave that accrue to regular employees in 
propor 1 to the time actually employed, 
after serving 2,448 hours. 


June 25, 1940: H. R. 1827, Public Law 662 
(54 Stat. 571, 39 U. S. C. 60la), amended 
by Public Law 829, October 10, 1940, provided 
for payment of moving expenses when officers 
ir clerks in the Railway Mail Service 
‘bitrarily transferred with change of 
residence. 

August 1, 1941: 1073, Public Law 200 
(55 Stat. 613, 5 U 667), the Mead-Rams- 
peck Promotion Act, provided 18 or 30 months 
periodic within-grade increases, and thus 
benefited certain postal employees such as 
post-office inspectors, Railway Mail Service 
officials, employees of the mail-equipment 
hops, operating force for public buildings, 
and Air Mail Service. 
August 1, 1941: S 


and regu 


H. R 


s.C 


505, Public Law 202 (55 


Stat. 616, 5 U. S. C. 6la), provided that all 
Government employees entering the armed 


forces could be paid for accumulated annual 
leave, 


Qa 
ovo 


H. R. 2 Public Law 
Zig 744, 39 U. S. C. 607a), allowed 








LU 1 42: mporary li 
I I 821 (S. J. Res. 170) extended from 
I 1, 1942, to April 30, 1943, or 5 

p 1 r which \ Y 

| il it be paid under a g 
J 28, 1940 (54 St 676), O ber 21, 
194 4 1205), and June 3, 1941 (55 
: 241) nd extended authorization to 
I ertime to “all civilian employee I 
iu the United States Government rhe 
t ided for the payment of overtime for 
l] ce performed in excess of 40 hours, 
I l the aggregate salary did n ex- 
ceed a rate of $5,000 per annum. Substitute 


and others paid on a fee or hourly 
ived an increase of 10 percent, si 
00 rate limitation 


= yee 


ect 7% the $5, 





May 1, 1843: Temporary legislation: On 
April 9, 1943, Public Law No. 25 approved, 
effective May 1, 1943, provided that employees 

| subject to the Classification Act of 1925 in 
the d service of the Post Office Department 


‘compensated at the rate of $300 per 
ion to their regular comp 
May 1, 1943, to June 30, 1945, 
lier date as may be pre bed by 
stitute employees, postma 
offices, special-de 


m in addit ne 





cr 
vers 
livery mes- 


C S Sub 

at f h-¢ s 

engers, and cthers paid on an hourly or fee 
ba receive an increase of 15 percent of their 
base y 





and on subs ed 
il Service Circular 394 (pursuant to 
se 4 nd 3 (c), title 11, act of November 
26, 1940, 64 Stat. 1212, 1213), 

recent salary differential to 
stationed outside of the States, 
> inspectors and some other postal 
employees holding positions in the field serv- 
ice in certain areas outside the continental 
United States, as named in the C. S. C 
have been receiving these benefits. 


equent dates ba 








allowing a 


Governmen® 





oyees 


p -Orm¢ 


394, 


July 9, 1943: Temporary legislation, S. 1316, 
Public Law 128 (57 Stat. 391-392, 39 U. S. C., 
Supp. 3, sec. 133) authorized the granting of 
per diem allowance to all field employees at 
first- and second-class offices detailed to 
postal stations or branches serving military 
units. This act exempted the Post Office 
Department from the provisions of the Sub- 
sistence Expense Act of 1926. 

October 18, 1943: H. R. 2250, Public Law 
161 (5° Stat. 572, 39 U. S. C., Supp. 3, sec. 
139), extends the Reclassification Act of 1925 
to custodial employees of the Post Office De- 
partment. 

December 17, 1943: Temporary legislation 
(H. R. 2080, 57 Stat. 604, 39 U. S. C., sec. 206, 
Supp. 3, Public Law 205) provides that until 
June 30, 1945, rural carriers shall receive an 
additional 1 cent per mile Covered by their 
| route, thus increasing their maintenance 

allowance from 5 cents to 6 cents per mule 
| for the period stated. 
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creases in the salaries of postmasters I 
identiai offices until June 30, 1945 Tl 
provides that postmasters at offices of 
first, second, and third class shall be on 
not less than 48 hours per 


week tor 
they will receive a 
y at the follow 


additional 8 
centage incre 


hours 


se 1n ps 





Postmasters annual salary: 

From $6,000 through $ 

From $4,200 through $ 

From $2,100 through $4 

From $1,100 through $2 

The act further provides that the P 

master General may authorize payme 
overtime to cleaners, janitors, watchm«e 


telephone operators for services perf 
cen Saturday in lieu of granting compens 
time. 

The act also provides that Post Office 
spectors shall be on duty not less th: 
hours a week and shall receive additional 
on a percentage basis, and overtime pa 
custodial, air mail, and other employees 

The act is effective from June 12, 1944 
until June 30, 1945, or such earlier t 
may be designated by Congress. 

July 1, 1944: Permanent legislatior, H 
324, approved March 29, 1944, Public Law 2 
provides that a change be made in the t 
of paying salaries of postmasters at fourth- 
Prior to July 1, 1944, such ; 








class offices. 





masters received a different salary ¢€ l 
month, inasmuch as such was based « 
value of stamps canceled without regard to 


the receipts of the office. On and after J 

1, 1944, salaries of postmasters at fourth- 
class Offices are based on receipts for the pre- 
ceding calendar year and payments wil > 
made in 24 equal installments. For t 

Nation as a whole the salaries of postmast« 
at this class of office were increased approx 
mately 1.87 percent on July 1, 1944, ov 
compensation received on a cancelation b: 

for the calendar year 1943. 

July 1, 1944: H. R. 4215, Public Law N 
406: 

Section 1 provides for yearly automat 
promotions for employees in the custodial 
service based upon satisfactory service. I 
supersedes Public Law No. 200. 

Section 2 amends the Classification Act of 
1925 to include custodial employees within 
the 8-in-10-hour law and also authorizes 
overtime pay for service in excess of 8 hours 
daily and for overtime pay in lieu of com- 
pensatory time for Sunday and holiday serv- 
ice if the needs of the service require it. The 
overtime pay for Sundays and holidays is not 
to extend beyond the duration and 6 months 
thereafter. 

Section 3 amends the act of May 24, 1928 
(39 U. S. C. 828), to provide for night differ- 


‘ 


4 









7 +} 
( Ul 
I ré 
Mr. BURCH « 
r 
n of my} 
C! A AT 











y 
os 
~ 





ld 
as 

n years ¢ , and t 
no more debate l 
it H li a cat 
( ) i 1} tne Y , 
> bh > id ft d ‘ ’ ‘ 

y “Amen” to. Tl 





y * ‘ n 1 + 
( mn tel » t 
n n the bill bef 
S op 1 King al d ao 


I vield- 
irm J l 





mainder of my time 
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Oh, PoOaAGE is opp ito the P | 
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I ] Nothi1 could be f her 
from tl truth. I re ze that the 
! rds that 1 e been said about the 
Post S ice are | 1 met j The 
I Sei f and is doing a 
work; so > girls who Vv 
the te throu it 
country » have those men and Vv 
who work in th s and offices 
t ughout this country; so h > tl 
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d I passed; 


farm: that old man who is 


e daylight about whom 
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our present price level may be 1 
tained with present wages, where 
increase would flow over the t 
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C the ntlen attention fact 
t ( tl - d Econ y Act 
I e I len took 
a 1 in ry D € - 
I 1 thir 1 100 annual increase, 
$100 « v t are now in is 
1n ry? 

h POA Is that the gentleman’s 


Mr. COLE of Missouri. That is my 
Gq 

Mr. POAGI I think that any break- 
ing of the line is inflationary. I do not 
think that the $100, if it could be held 
to tl group to which this bill relates, 
V ld 1 1 the country, but it would start 
a trend that I do not thi the gentle- 
men from Missouri could stop. It would 

) just that far. This is a little infla- 
t If al inflation is good, a whole 
lot of inflation « to be a whole lot 
b Ee i d to give $100 to a 
well-organiz minority, it ought to be 
a whole lot | r to give a thousand dol- 
lal ») a much la r unorganized ma- 
Jori nd every Member knows what 
tnat { 

The man | stated correctly 
that the Little Steel formula was based 
on the w in 1941. The postal em- 
pl a in 1941 hay been in- 
cre d by 20 percent, or $300 per year 
th 1 the bill to which the gentleman 
h ust ed 

Mr.COLE of Missouri. No,no. Acor- 
re el 

Mr. POAGE. The salary of the postal 
empl inc ed, and I have read 
it from the re; t here. The report 
she t] v increased by about 
$96,000,000 throi ut t country and 
th is Still in effect. That amounts to 
all $10 per bale out of every bale of 
( n n in the United States I 


i} to 
I think 


to 


continue 


I am reason- 


‘ r ] 4 1 the people’s money. 

Mr. CO] of M yuri. Will the gen- 
t] ny 1 for a correction? 

POAC I want to answer tl 
4 { 

\ ( I T I would like to 
C n 

nN } I t to > wer ft > 
{ la I l did no isk tl 
( 1, the nan did, and I am 
C t He is 1 I am 


i i L ordaing to the 

I the postal em- 

I I i n incre > in lary 
i n pointed out that tl had 


ul rie alia 
I { you 1 I should have 
t t t « would have com- 
I 1im to tell you, that that 15 per- 
( ] n re 1 and, in addition 
to that, that there was a $96,000,000 in- 
( ‘ t r began, since the 
I » Steel formula went into effect, 
v hv an increase greater than the 
I »¢ 1 formula provided. The pos- 
tal emplo could undoubtedly use the 


increase on provided by this 
bill, but it is hardly fair to say that they 
have fared worse than have those who 
have sought postal positions and who you 





und I have had to disappoint because 
not enough post offices and 
al routes to go around. 
CHAIRMAN. The 
n has expired. 
COLE of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
n, I move to strike out the last two 


tnere were 
rul 
The time of the 


mo 
sila 





Mr. Chairman, I want to correct the 
statement of the gentleman from Texas 
{[Mr. Poace]. The $300 temporary sal- 
in provided by a bill enacted 
irch amounted in most cases to 
ssthanl14percent. Itis true that some 

1] ; in the low-income brack- 
i a Salary of more 
14 percent. However, others in the 


cre 
AT 


iew empioyee 


ets received increase 


han 


vii i 

higher brackets only received an increase 
of from 5 to 10 percent. I say again 
that the postal employees have not had 
an increase in their basic salary since 
1925, whereas the salary of most em- 


;in private industry had been in- 
ased long before 1941 when the 
Little Steel formula went into effect. 

I do not think this bill will in any way 
ca inflation. It provides a salary in- 
crease for a group of employees that is 
j fied and has long been justified. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
leman has expired. 

KEEFE. Mr. Chairman, I move 
ke out the last three words. 
Mr. Chairman, inevitably, in almost 
ry discussion that involves Govern- 
ment finance or economics, the word 
“inflation” appears in the argument. It 
ms that in all public discussions today, 
all question } commenta- 


Ss, Speakers, 


nfla 


tors, and editors use the term “inflation” 
of a bugaboo in order to defeat 
C proposals. In my judgment the 





discussions of the term “infla- 


cl 
tion” are generally futile cause the 
term “inflation” has no exact meaning 


ed as 


of e 


a en- 
onomic 


nerally accept SC 


nd is not 
f in any school 


1 > term 


thinking. 
Because the term “inflation” means so 
many things to so many people, and 


is applied so ‘lessly and loosely by so 


m people in currc1t discussions, it 
seems to me that it is high time that 
there be a clear-cut discussion placed in 
this Recorp which Members of the Con- 
gress and the public can refer to, that 


will clarify just what this thing “infla- 
rae 
1av fore me an 

came to the desks of mos 
I , but which you 

take the t to read. 
“Futility of Inflation Discussion,” and is 
written by Dr. Walter Spahr, professor 
of economics of New York University. 
When the Committee rises and goes back 
into the House I am going to ask unan- 
nsent to incl.ide this article as 
part of these remarks, because I consider 
it to be one of the best contributions to 
current thinking on the subject of infla- 
tion that I have been privileged to read. 
I suggest that every Member of the Con- 
carefully and thoughtfully read 
this article in order that a lot of the loose 
talk in the use of the term “inflation” be 
avoided in subsequent discussions of cur- 
rent problems. 


me 


™m 
aii 


imous C 


oress 
BiCSS 
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The article referred to follows: 
FUTILITY OF INFLATION DISCUSSION 
(By Dr. Walter E. Spahr, professor 
ics, New York University; secretary, | 
omi National Committee on 

Policy) 

Current discussions 
general futile because 
has no exact meaning 
ceptable in economics. no sci 
value. It means various things 
people. It is perhaps not too much 
that it has almost as many meanings ¢ 
are writers who use it. As a consequen 
conclusions reached or offered by 
and speakers who use the term differ 
The result, in general, is little more th 
confusion both in analyse 
conclusions. 

A descriptive term is valuable in 
only when it classifies clearly, disti1 
unlike things, and leads to useful conc 
The word “inflation,” as generally us 
does not meet these requirements of 
Often the term is used without def 
the definition is inadequate or marred 


of inflati 
the term “inf 
that is genera 
It has 


to 
to V 


utmost 


consistencies. 
For these reasons, the current prac 
using this poorly defined term could 


result otherwise 
peculiar o 
speakers ¢ 


than in the l 
r worthless conclusions by 


r 
ind writers who secm to find 


re 














sirable to employ the word. For e: 
we find some users of the term c 
that there is no inflation now, wl 
reach an opposite conclusion. Some of 
who are predicting future ecor C 
tions maintain that there will be 1 
tion, while others insist that we 
faced with it 

There would probably ( 
opinion as to what the futur 
though the forecasters were dé ing 
same evidence, for the reason 
casters might attach different 
j is parts of the evidex i 

tly. But that is not the 7 
» differences of opinion ; 
future will bring in the way of ‘ 
rest, € ntially, upon the fact that 
means different thir to difi 
Pred ons in the social se f e « 
( ugh and sharply lin d in v 
when the scientists are cl fyi 
dence carefully and are using 
scriptive te but predictions | 
word having a wide variety of 
no worth-while scientific me 
lik be highly mis] 
Ss In any event, tl 
w characteriz I 
discussions of inflation is unfor 
apparently contributes noth ( 
sofar as knowledge based upon 
analysis is concerned. 

If the term “inflation” had a sp B 
tific meaning, economists shouk ( 
as to whether there was “infl 
1920’s, or the 1930's, or now The f 


however, that there is an endl 


disagreement on these points and, t 
degree, it arises from the fact t t 
“infla ion” has no scientific n 

It is common to see the word 
applied to a rising price level. S 
the term cannot be defended 1 


science because, for one thing, 
distinguish a sound and desirable 1 
price level—as during a period of 
from a depression—from a rise in 
level resulting from any nu ! 
sirable and harmful factors such ¢ 
ance of inconvertible paper money 
maladjustments caused by war. Ff 





more, this use of the term r¢ 
oughly unscientific quality in the f 
it would compel one to insist that n 
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rhe me Vv ild be tru 
t e et 
el seem ofte f not 
€¢ i t! t the e le 1 is 
4 thematical abstraction be- 
s ts of Nuctuations in 
1 i idual as na ser € 
rget that this mathemati 
in the form of ex num- 
e prices, can X n steady 
{a multitude of tabilitics and 
ents among the various commod- 
i ‘rvices which com e it For 





existed dur- 


during which 


uch maladjustments 
1923 to 


od of 1929 








ty of t wholesale prices 
! y pe that therefore 
well with the and that so 
e price level remained steady we 


be faced with a severe secondary 
recession—a phenomenon which 
d with a high degree of regularity 
major wars 

we seem to be repeating this same 
king. One may read 


igain to effect 


our 


r thinl 





state- 
that, 
fairly 


the 


lesale prices is 











ve no inflation and we should 
> € e a post-war recession. We 
well he lessons flow- 
the y stable prices 
123 1d ourselves, 
e mee it there is now 


‘ause for a busi- 
sion because the } 
at ich a content 


entific analysis 


this sense than rising 


than risi prices as re- 
some generalized index of 
urrency 
value of all nong¢ 


f goid or 


at r) ee 


can refer to the de- 


terms 


in 


y or currencies with¢e 
r of the domestic pr 
of a currency can 
nly called deval t 





ascerti 





of domestic prices. 
times th word “inflation” is applicd 
pansion of a nation’s currency—its 
Ss distinguished from its bank de- 
Now, an expansion of a nation’s 
n take various forms, each differing 


le Others both in nature and in conse- 
expansion of a 


and gold certificates 





cample, 
ld 


an 
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expansion in the 
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1S (i « 
c dey s is ext ed o 
EH the term mav | ised irres . 
b r of the 5 evel, and, ot 1 
may nave r le eft 
e Tt e | t 1 I - 
a hle effect up e rice ‘ ¢ = 
f ire I ( hile ¢ t ‘ . 
det lac I t i tl € 
stru ? ire 
Si times the word ‘inflation” i t 
the beha f rices of livid com- 
modities and s V re s [ wt! be- 
havior of the p e lieve nh use I the 
term at least escape the difficu t t 
often confront t! wl ttempt t elate it 
to ¢ sing price level I e who € yt 
term in this sense seen t least, t e 
appreciation of the difficulties ir ved 
attempting,to build y scientific defir n 
of infla n around s h a mathema - 
Straction as an 1 ex numi er Ol price 
mCis€ 
Perhaps the nr t mon t é 
of the term is that lati is a bad t 
bu ist why it is bad is t always n > 
clear Ir here that some of e 
maj in es appear in some of the 
popular ¢ cepts oO! inhat r A rise int 
price level which accor nies a recovery 
irom i ; n i not nec¢ y 
bad thing; in fact, it ¢ > thoroug 
wholesome and proper n, there 
those who think inflation is a un- 
Cesirable thing nevertheless relat tt 
rising price level, they find themselve 
’ 
i 
This 
i 
ras 
if one is referrir t leve hy 
should he not speak ¢ 2 leve If 
he is refer z to the individual 
cor odities or service ly uld he r 
say so? If he is speaking of a depre« 4 
currency, Why uld he not state specifi 
tl eT cul YY t rar a f ¢ rrenet ad rec 
1 ch he is referring d i t e V 
ré why this could n be done inder- 
scandable term 
After several years of study of > val s 
uses of the word “inflatior t Au rb 
a definition of it which he believed t t 
scientifically defensible, and that definition 
has appeared in economics textbooks, pamph- 
lets, and elsewhere. But the fact seer to be 
that the word so defined has no particular 
virtues beyond pointing out several of the 
weaknesses and inconsistencies in more pop- 
ular definitio It describes noth that 





cannot be described in other precise and un- 
derstandabie terms, 
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Mr GROSS Mr Cha IY n I move 

Mr. C€ rman, there I use in 
cettin ew € j ibout ft $400 t at the 
post employees are gi t et They 
ire earning it The t 1 t makes 
me be for it nd the thing I admire 
about the |} tal en yer l 
Whether they get it or n they will still 
continue to do their job and d t well 
I know a lot of p il emy ( mail 
carriers and mail clerk nd R. F. D 
carriers, with large fa who have a 
lot of trouble to make |} h ends meet 
Yet I have never heard of t > among 
them They till doi their jot 
Recently there was a labor ¢ tion held 
in an it rial plant, and the news- 
pape! n that city ae ted ! f pace, 
paid space by the labs inion ivertis- 
ing that election, t t the two maj 
I irtit ‘ ] n au Cl I Pre iUeTi-@- 
tial ele n. Tamy ( ng ther 
] ca ‘ t t ] T l I The 
ire m eofit. If do not n 

r point o1 wa ‘ aie 

’ 

We d not blan t for that 
Ww believe rs i | t Lt! t 
Whett t \ ed or r ( j 
till have t ] t t Ke But the 
I il en 1} morn- 
i noon, and I I ill 

+} } } { complain 
they CG r th That l 








they | ntinued to do Work, 
aithou if a i 4 time I 
] ive KI I { 
and tried earn mor \ neve! 
tne ( d in order t r r put 
i t n came t i | 
I f ! ( 
I ( c read f 
I ent : 
I t I A l 
» 1943 (Pu I ( 
y ft 
¢ f f 
Mr. POAGE Mr. ( I x : 
LO rine ul It i { 
Wr ( rman t} ‘ ; ¥ } en 
asked mé I ll demane ca I 
m cert ni n t r ’ i 7 l 


Pri 





I am not trying to d l ( It 
we have en mu ly to 
have id nothing and t i i ved 
this to } nani: iy that 
no on ( ild I 5 Y i, but, Mr. 
































































, that It 1 s¢ 
( i 
’ I ‘ 
I old 
t J I n ( I 
’ I } Yn 
I t ( 
d 
n W n 1941, when 
»t ] control, I sup- 
I oposal ( rol all pri 
Only a few of us felt at 
{ { ild make a 10uU 
( » apply control to all factors en- 
t into t ( of livin A major- 
ity of this H e at that time wanted to 
pl e those well-organized groups who 
were puttl! on pressure to let wage 
go uncontrolled. In a democracy, repre- 
I es I respond to pressure, but 
I fear that our country cannot long en- 


we continue to yield to the pres- 
every well-organized minority. 
We must consider the needs and welfare 
le majority. I thought in 1941, and 
I still think that had we controlled all 
wages at that time, we would have had a 
better situation today. We did not do it. 
I still think that our efforts should be 
to control prices and prevent a runaway 
inflation. I donot think we can do it by 
giving one group a special advantage 
that we simply cannot give to others 
equally worthy. 
I have no complaint to offer against 
the Postal Service. I have no quarrel 
to pick with the postal employees. Some 


] 
Sure Ol 


of the finest people I know are postal 
employe and they give good service 
in n district, but I am not prepared 
to say that simply because the benefici- 
aries of this bill are my friends that I 
will support something that I believe 
leads inevitably to the retardation of our 
war effort and the destruction of our 
civilian economy at home. I simply can- 


not doit. I hope the House understands 
my position. I do not want to , 
anybody any longer. I hope my position 
is pla 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Co omittee rises. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Sneaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Foranp, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4715) to increase the compensa- 
tion of employees in the Postal Service, 
pursuant to House Resolution 673, had 
reported the bill back to the House. 


Apnlew 
Uliay 


in 


Under the rule, the 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
pl yus question is ordered. 


The question is on the engrossment 
nd third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Brown of Ohio) 
there were—ayes 133, noes 1. 

So the bill was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, 
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from the Senate, by Mr. 
e of its clerks, a iccd that 
e had passed, with amendments 


ncurrence of the Hou 


I 





Lad aa ‘A t 5 

l 1, a bill of the House of the fol- 

] title: 
H. R. 4911. An act to amend the Federal 

C I 2 A 
The message also announced that the 

s ts upon its amendments to | 
» foregoing bill, requests a conference 


with the House ou the disagreeing votes 
the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
* THomis of Oklahoma, Mr. WHEELER, 
B¢nNKHEAD, Mr. ErLtenper, Mr. Rvus- 
Mr. Capper, Mr. SHIPSTEAD, and Mr. 
nN to be the conferees on the part of | 
ite. 
The message also announced that the 
agrees to the amendments of the 
House to a joint resolution of the Senate 
of the following title: 





S. J. Res. 155. Joint resolution establishing 
a commission to select a site and design fora 
national memorial stadium to be erected in 


the District of Columbia. 


The message also announced that the | 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com- | 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to bills of the House 
oI the following titles: 

H. R.1963. An for 
Garne and 
2825. An act for the relief of Sigfri 
ing business as Sigfried Olsen Ship- 


+h 


act he 


relief of G. H. 


n 
H.R 
Olsen, a 

ping Co. 
GENERAL LEAVE TO-PRINT 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem- 
bers may have 5 legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS BILL 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas submitted 








the following conference report and 
statement on the bill (H. R. 3961) au- 
thorizing the construction, repair, and 


preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses: 
CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment f the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3961) authorizing the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
the Senate recede from its amend- 





S ¢ 


That 
ments numbered 7 and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 
30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 42, 


HOUSE 





43, 
44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 
56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 65, 67, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 
81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, $3, 
94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 
and 105. 
Amendment numbered 9: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 























n t of the er t i9 
to ft same W i 1 amen 
On rt e 17, line 24 d 
ine 
Chief of E ers d aM 
and li rt in lieu { 
Nu ed 230, S ~€ ( 
and th Senate agree to the 
\m nent numbered 23: ‘That 
recede from its disagreement to tl 
ment of the Senate numbered 23 
to the same with an amendment 
On page 34, line 6, strike it 
num ’> and the Senate 
Si . 


Amendment numbered 40: That t 
recede from reement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 
the same with amendment 
On page 43, line 25, after the peri 
the following: “Rate schedules 
drawn having regard to the recovery 
the basis of the application of su 
schedules to the capacity of the elect 
cilities of the projects) of the cost of 
ducing and transmitting such electric « 
including the amortization of the capit 
vestment allocated to power over a re 
able period of 
On page 44, line 3, before the wi 
insert the following: fund 


its disa 


ary 
40 


to 


years.” 


“from 


5 

appropriated by the Congress”; 
On page 44, line 3, strike out the 
“and”, and insert in lieu thereof the 


“ors 

On page 44, line 3, after the word 
quire’, insert the words “by purchi 
other agreement”; 

On page 44, line 9, after the period 
the words “All moneys received from 
sales shall be deposited in the Treasu 
the United States as miscellaneous 1 

And the Senate agree to the ame, 

J. J. MANSFIELD, 
HuGH PETERSON, 
C. JASPER BELL, 
ALBERT E. CARTER, 
G A. DONDERO, 
Managers on the part of th 
JosiaH W. BAILEY, 
HAtTtTie W. Caraway 
By J. W. BAILey, 
JOHN H. OVERTON, 
By J. W. BAILEY, 
OwEN BREWSTER, 
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
A. H. VANDENBERG, 
HriraM W. JOHNSON, 
THEO. G. BILBO, 
Harotp H. BURTON, 
By J. W. BAILEY, 
Managers on the part of the 


AS 1Oce 


EO. 


2H 


Ser 
STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the Hou 
the conference on the disagreeing votes 
the two Houses on the amendments of 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8961) authori: 
the construction, repair, and preservati 
certain public works on rivers and hart 
and for other purposes, submit the follow 
statement explaining che effect of the a 
agreed upon: 

The river and harbor bill as it passed 
House carried authorizations for the i 
provement of 277 projects, in the amount 
$361,080.531. The Senate by amendm« 
struck from the House bill 2 items amou! 
ing to $887,000 and added 18 navigation pré 
ects to cost $74,€93,000, making a grand t 
of $435,773,531. 

As a result of the conference the foll 
project items of the House bill were elin 
nated: 

Quinnipiac River, New Haven Har- 


ee eee eee $835 
Larchmont Harbor, N. Y_.....--...- 2 
Pe atwddsnehits tenmcnene - 887,C 
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TS DELETED FROM THE HOUSE BILL BY SENATE AMENDMENTS TO WHICH TI! ( ; 
CONFEREES RECEDED ; : : 
( I { a ¥ 
( I : I 
. —— $$$ — ‘ 
i MENDED FOR ABANDONMENT BY AM E I I 
Hi CONFI I ) I ( 
{ | i . 
I I AN N OF ALL SENA j ult - r 2 
AMENDMEN to C ! Ss. ( 3 feet c 
t N 1 | 1 Dec ( : = te re ¢ i 
| ¢ re iZin the in- 4 oe t D 
if ts ¢ tne s a rmin- I t 
‘ pment t watersheds v 2 deve ent nd ¢ ‘ , 
I rs d likewise their tere I N. C i ( ! I 
I i , u ind c¢ n | . pu . t the ¢ ( . 
th works of improvement for mer ad to the Co! ‘ ‘ t In- 
flood contr as authcrized Hat to the « be , ‘ 
HH e ¢ nferee rece é I 1 WV 1 t e pe ernec i - , 
nt No. 2 7 J Rive ict to! . a ’ 
M i 1 1 H iS€ r ed ) H l V l Y € 
( ra n alre effected ¢ he - menate it es t t : 
There is no t l « to the Ame! I lf i ( 2a 
I f House conferees reced Ss. ¢ It r I ied the ¢ f f E 
( No. 3 ( 7 I n Harbor I ers recom! ext é . 
M Item 1 my 1 t e C f ! - $246 ( | 
I ban S |} } iously u- ‘ 
in the river and r bill ed N (J St. J I I 
( 17, 1940, for a sé e channel and f f ! ( 
i er prol the construct f I y of - 
e channe the subsequent el f1 Ja@ é Ss the I } ‘ 
I ded alt te 1 House ¢ - t t of 
f cede f 1 t I - Ame N 
Amendment No. 4 (p. 9): New Haven Har- I » cost $2,032 Hou I ( 
bor, ¢ n Item in the House bill for the conferees re le ‘ ( FE 
veme! of New Haven Harbor recom- | Amendment N 10 (p. 18): Lake Worth >to} } é 
ded by the Chief of Engineers amended | Iniet, Fla. Itein recommended by t Chief to ‘ 7) 
I e § te to eliminate authorization of | of “ngineers provides 1 ceepening the Por : 00a 
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ended develo} at a cost of Amendment No. 39 (p. 43): Section 5. | Amendment No. 55: Ocean City Hart 
( Hou ( erees ré le Auth es the Chief of Engineers to em- Inlet, and Sinepuxent Bay 
dment 2 26, 1 usive ploy physicians to make physical examina- Amendment No. 56: Crisfi r 
e I Ore Ww id Idah tions of employees or prospective employees Amendment No. 57: Bear 
J 1 | t i rease the | in order to determine their suitability for | Cove, Md. 
f from é itial step for | employment with payment of reasonable Amendment No. 58: Deep Creek and 
:, Saas Gee rges for such services. House conferees | Water Pond, Md. 
( ) 000 pr ed in the | recede. | Amendment No. 59: Nanticoke Riv 
I et | f I e ¢ ruction of | Amendment No. 40 (p. 43): Section 6. Au- | valve, Wicomico County, Md. 
re to |} CK- thorizes the Secretary of the Interior to dis- Amendment No. 60: Governor's Ri . 
! é ated increased pose of, at reasonable rates approved by the vert County, Md. 
( 3 r dar numbered 1 to | Federal Power Commission, electric energy Amendment No. 61: Channel be 
10 ( nee 1 language for the generated at projects authorized by this bill Ramsey Bay and Chesapeake Bay, 
I f i the House conteree¢ provided that the Secretary of War finds such measures for the prevention of dam 
se : | power not needed in the operation of the erosion near the mouth of South Riv 
‘ nt No. 27 (p. 34): Snake River, projects Construction and acquisition of Arundel County, Md. 
¢ Wash 1 Idah Further amend- | transmission lines is limited to those required Amendment No. 62: Lynnhaven Ink 
t to the pre , FON 4t sur=- | for the economical distribution of the power | Bay and connecting waters, Virginia 
} electric ens 1ms in wholesale quantities. House conferees re- Amendment No. 63: Inland waterv 
{in this pl! ivered |} cede. | Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort, N. C., with ; 
to ul ecretary of foe, a The conferees unanimously agreed that the | to providing a side channel 12 feet 
dance with existing laws relating words “amortization of capital investment,” | through Pasquotank River and Alt 
to the disposition Of } r at Bonneville Dam included reasonable interest. | Sound to Elizabeth City. 
V dc p » that ne oe in this As amended this provision reads as fol- Amendment No. 64: Santee C 
au ut ull be construed as Con- | jows: | Buckingham Landing site, South Ca: 
I the power of condemnation of trans- | “Electric power and energy generated at | Amendment No. 65: Cooper River 
n A seme House conf i/o | reservoir projects under the control of the | from Charleston Harbor to the Pin 
imendn s. 28 and 29 (p. 34): Co- | war Department and in the opinion of the | power plant. 
l bia Riv sonne ville, Oreg. Item Seas Secretary of War not required in the opera- Amendment No. 66: St. Johns River, Fla — 
H > bill iorizing the Secretary of War | tion of such projects shall be delivered to | Palatka to Lake Harney. 
t juire lands and provide facilities Im | the secretary of the Interior, who shall trans- | Amendment No. 67: Channel leading 1 
: n to replace Indian fishing grounds de- | mit and dispose of such power and energy in | Tampa Bay Channel directly north t 
as a result of the construction ci the | cuch manner as to encourage the most wide- | vicinity of Mullet Key. 
i ille Dam is amended by the Senate | spread use thereof at the lowest possible rates Amendment No. 68: Suwannee River 
to the State of Washington in the | ¢, consumers consistent with sound business | and Fla. 
I uC of the proviSion, House cCON- | principles, the rate schedules to become effec- | Amendment No. 69: Crystal River, Fl 
aes is. Ni ica ial ak acai | tive upon confirmation and approval by the | Amendment No. 70: East Pass from 
imendments Nos. 30 to 32, inclusive (p. | Federal Power Commission. Rate schedules Gulf of Mexico into Choctawhatchee | 
3 ) C olumbi \ Ri er, - z, and wees 0 ron “’ | shall be drawn having regard to the recovery | Fla. 
_ aI ye — = . een oe ia (up n me —— of the 6.2 ap pn of such | Amendment No. 71: Pensacola Harbor 
ia be delivered to the Secretary of a ae to the ws egag Mig =e electric | Amendment No. 72: Columbus Ga 
1 Interior for disposition in accordance | ms eee - a ote ee “ Lona Pensacola, wie.. waterway via Cuattan 
with existing laws relating to the disposition See ‘te +e eres eee a | Conecuh, and Escambia Rivers. 
of power at Bonneville Dam; and (No. 31) | 14. ote Bren aon OF nue capita’ a- | Amendment No. 73: Tombigbee R 
a further provision prohibits the condemna- | 0 a nt oe eee a Ala., and Miss., and canal connectin 
am af teemeiies Dion ti Oh Gas 1 ee agpantin egy mse of a Tombigbee and Tennessee Rivers. 
word “further”. House conferees recede. * oan ae Cony —— be ae ol pen Amendment No. 74: Channel 40 feet 
Amendment No. 33 (p. 36): Umatilla Dam. | — a — ae ere sae : a ey to serve as a deep-water outlet to the ¢ 
Item for the authorization of in the House | the Interior is authorized from funds to be | of Mexico from the harbors of Mobile, 
bill amended so that the dam when com- | aaa eae Satan pig taba a and Pascagoula, Biloxi, and Gulfport, M 
pleted shall be known as the McNary Dam SS a ee ee Amendment No. 75: Pearl River, in 
Pore . See ee en : such transmission lines and related facilities interest of flood control in Pearl Ri' 
in honor of the late Senator Charles L. Mc- | 4. may be necessary in order to make the a a re 
Narv. House conferees recede. ream Sarre . al _,. | Marion, and Lawrence Counties, Miss 
: S seve “: power and energy generated at said projects a r 7A. . om 
Amendment No. 34 (p. 37): Grays Harbor | available in wholesale quantities for sale on RECESS TG. 70: FOOTE Rave = 
and Chehalis River to Aberdeen, Wash. Item fair and reasonable terms and conditions to | interest of flood control in Hinds C 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers pro- | Miss. 


of 
of 


maintenance 
€ mated annual cost 
confer recede. 

Amendment No 
Alaska. 


vides for at an 


House 


channels 
$160,000, 
cs 
35 (p. 38): Sitka Harbor, 
Item recommended by the Chief of 
Engineers provides for dredging of Crescent 
Bay at Sitka of an area of 13 acres to a 
depth of 10 feet and construction of pro- 
tective breakwaters, to cost $385,000. House 
conferees recede. 

Amendment No. 36 (p. 38): San Juan Har- 
bor, P. R. Item provides for maintenance of 
channels dredged in the interest of the war 
effort, at an annual cost of $100,000. House 
conferees recede. 

Amendment No, 87 (p. 41): Central Val- 
ley project, California. Section 4 of House 
bill relating to Federal reclamation laws in 
that the excess lands provisions of same 
shall not be applicable to lands which will 
receive a water supply from the Central 
Valley project, reauthorized by section 2 of 
the River and Harbor Act approved August 
26, 1937. Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 38 (p. 42): Section 4. En- 
ables construction by the Secretary of the 
Interior, under the provisions of the Federal 
reclamation laws and upon the authoriza- 
tion of Congress, of irrigation works at dams 
and reservoirs authorized in the bill, which 
the Secretary of War determines may also 
be used for irrigation purposes, House con- 
Terees recede, 








facilities owned by the Federal Government, 
public bodies, cooperatives, and privately 
owned companies. All moneys received from 
such sales shall be ‘deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States as miscellaneous re- 
ceipts.” 

Amendment No. 41 (p. 44): Changes sec- 
tion number. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION AND SURVEY ITEMS— 


LOCALITY 


Amendment No. 42: Boothbay Harbor, 
Maine. 

Amendment No. 43: Mattapoisett, Mass. 

Amendment No. 44: Channel from Buz- 
zards Bay to Buttermilk Bay, Mass. 

Amendment No. 45: Mystic River, Mass. 

Amendment No, 46: Falmouth Harbor, 
Mass. 

Amendment No. 47: Strikes out survey in 
House bill for New Bedford and Fairhaven 
Harbors, Mass. 

Amendment No. 48: Peconic River, Long 
Island, N. Y. 

Amendment No, 
Island, N. Y. 

Amendment No, 50: Nissequoque River, 
m. X 

Amendment No. 51: St. James Harbor, N. Y. 

Amendment No. 52: Hudson River, N. Y— 
Albany to New York City. 

Amendment No. 53: Sandy Hook Bay, N. J., 
channel at Leonardo. 

Amendment No. 64: Schuylkill River, Pa. 


49; At Smithton, Long 


Amendment No. 77: Barge channel in 
cinity of Baton Rouge, La., extending f 
the Mississippi River through Devils S 
or along its eastern edge. 
| Amendment No. 78: Amendment to 
survey item with a view to the prote 
of the shore line and repairs to the exist 
protective works on Lake Pontchartrain 
Mandeville, La. 

Amendment No. 79: For flood control, 
rigation, navigation, and drainage, and 
the prevention of stream pollution and s 
water intrusion, on all streams and bay 
in southwest Louisiana, west of the We 
Atchafalaya Basin protection levee, and sou 
of the latitude of Boyce; on all streams a 
bayous in Louisiana lying between the E 
Atchafalaya Basin protection levee and 
Mississippi River; and on Amite and Tan 
| pahoa Rivers and tributaries, Louisiana. 

Amendment No. 80: In lieu of survey it 
in the House bill for Bayou La Fourche, La, 
is the following: 

“Bayou La Fourche, Louisiana, from Don- 
| aldsonville to the Intracoastal Waterway, \ 
Bayou Boeuf, Assumption Parish, or oth 
streams, in the interest of navigation, fic 
control, beneficial uses of water, malari: 
control, prevention of stream pollution, an 
of the location of locks at the head of s 
bayou at or near Donaldsonville, Louisiana 

Amendment No. 81: North Prong, Schoon- 
; er Bayou, Vermilion Parish, La, 
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d f N I 1 
Hi t i PFAKI Is t 
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M I \ ITTINGTON Mz 
I \ nan from Tex i 
{ No. 88: M R Ne- i ment? 
ie : Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I 
; - y 
; See Shea x the gentleman from M 
cas ae a N.Y Mr. WHITTINGTON M I 
N K Harbor, W call attention to the fact that S 
t No. 91: The 1 | amendment No. 19 ch au ! the 
I of I Huron with |} compr I plan for fi icont1 I 
e ¢ ote ~ a : : ite - | r lamation along t Mi souri R r 
" nea pene Basin, authorizir $200,000.000 for the 
‘ N 9. nN ian anes ( Corps of Engineers for t le i-contl 
dme No. § 1 River. ¢ work and $200,000,000 f the © to be 
f No. 9 boldt B ( | constructed | the Bureau of Re la- 
No. { n I tion is in the I n e and the 
¥ vie to | identical authorization rried by thre 
lequate numbe deep- | ficod-contro! bill (H. R. 4485) apt 
ment N 96: Coos Bav. O by tl He se on Vv ] Vv. I am = 
No. 97: Tillaz k B rect in that statement, am I not, 1 I 
( inquire of the tleman from Texa 
t N 98: Nehalem Bay Mr. MANSFIELD]? 
I —e : Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. TI! 
No. 1 Ast Ores. - a - saialeiriesisiiiaeimaciiaiala ula 
ment No. 101: G: Sashen © _Mr. VHITTINGTON. Mr.S I 
. . think it is fair, and I think I am keeping 
d t I 102: Surve' f H fa 1 With the Comm ee on Fi 1 - 
f \ » H P. R., re i trol and wit the He ee > 
e Senate th itemen What I am nov ! 
dmé N 103: Arecibo H is in no way a crit m of the Commit- 
, a No. 104: Christ ted H tee on Rivers and Harb rs. W t 
( VI : a view to imn rive! nd har! ll S passed by the 
House it contained a pr on for a 
I H ees receded on ; . na\ ition project alon 1 M iri 
River and the Committee on R l 
N I 2: § 8 Harbors dé nea to ¢ ] | I on 
fw 3 : , - : ae. 9 the comp enslve flood-cor I 1 on 
, a clay tige~ 3 _ | that rive The House C on 
‘ O nd Erie Cat I i Control did conduct heat Ss and 
e of New York the rive 1 bill, t I 
‘ t er and H f bill s it passed t H n no 
dA 1935 p sion and did 1 unt e ft et. 
J. J. MANSFIELD, is wit | to t comp e 
HUGH PETERSON, flood-control plan 
C. JASPER BELI ore 
» & Conte The House flood-control bill v 
( A. Do? mended in the Senat« id whe 
M ( t « H > submitted the conference 1 t yester- 
d the co! ¢ ted t f the 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas, M1 amendment embodied in 1 flood - 
£ cer, I ask unanimous consent fo1 trol bill as < for t 
. nme e consideration of the con- | provision had been in 1 in the } l- 
f nce report on the bill H. R. 3961. ing river and harbor bill in the §S e, 
The C read the title of the bill and that the conferees on t rt of the 
The R. Is there objection to Senate had assured us thaf « en- 
the request of the gentleman from deavor would be made to elimin the 
Texas? Missouri authorization from t pend- 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. ing river and harbor bill. My i ma- 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I tion is that the conferees on the part 
understand the gentleman from Texas the House insisted on that course, but it 
! consulted the ranking members of was re ted by the conferees on the part 
the committee on this side? | of the Senate. 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. Yes; and Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, ¥ t 
they are in favor of its immediate con- | gentleman yield? 
sideration, Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes. 
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( I and H ors declined to } l 
] on tl fi i-con 1 fea 
I no conflict bet n ) ) 
( 1 of Hou 

M S cer, e | not] I ct 
e! i in ft conferer re} t, 
known the Clark-Hill project, on the 
£ h I r, and that item was em- 
| 1 in the river and harbor bill when 
it} ithe H =e fair to say that 
j 1 howe for preliminary 
\ I think it ' the Flood Control 
Act of 19338, pr« on Vv made for ini- 
ti dies by the Committee on Flood 
C Subsequently that item ap- 
peared in the late river and harbor biil, 
b unfortunately was not approved Dy 
t P lent of the United States, and 
\ d. After th iver and harvor 
bill under consideration was passed by 
the House, the Chief of Engineer ub- 
mitted, as I recall, a supplemental state- 
ment or plan for flood control and other 
purposes, and provided for flood control 
along the Savannah River, by increasing 
t] estimate of cost from the original 
$23,000,000 in the river an . harbor 
bill, to $35,300,000. The proponents o 
that legislation, and the Chief of Engi- 
nee! ») advised the committee of con- 
ference that there was material flood 
control features in project, and that it 
c uld properly be in the flood control 
bi The conferees on the insistance 
of ul » Senate agreed that the project 
remain in the flood bili and we stated to 
tl Hou e in our conference statement 
ths we agreed with the understanding 
that the Senate conferees would en- 
deavor to strike it from the river and 
h aes bill. The Senate inserted that 
project in the flood control bill as it was 
amended in the Se are and we informed 
the House that we had been assured by 
the Senate conferees that they would 
insist on that project being eliminated in 
the Senate, so that it would not be in 


conference in the pending bill. It is fair 


to say that the chairman of the Senate 
committee did undertake to eliminate it 
on the floor of the Senate but he was 
unsu ssful. 


Tha it left the project then in the rivers 
and harbors bill as passed by the House 
and Senate. I could appreciate that it 
was not involved in this conference; but 
I want to say that the advocates and 
sponsors in the other body were on no- 
tice, and our conference report stated, 
that we had been assured and felt as 
stated that that project would be elimi- 
1ated in this bill. So that project is on 
all fours with the Missouri River project. 
When the sponsors of the one project, 
whether it be the Missouri River or the 
Savannah River, insisted on its remain- 
ing in both bills we already had a prece- 
dent that comes to us and in the confer- 
ence report we have an authorization of 
$400,000,000 for the Missouri River Basin 


contained in the bill already agreed to 
by both Houses on yesterday; and we 


] 


also have an authorization for the Sa- 
vannah River in substantially $35,000,000. 
There are unwarranted duplications for 
which the Senate must assume respon- 
sibility. 

It is 


fair to say that there has been 


nd is no conflict in this body between 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
and the Committee on Flood Control 


CONGRE} 


SSION 








with respect to these two items and these 
two projects; but under the situation | 
that obtains and under the facts, the | 
bills from the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee and t > bil 1 from on » House Com- 
mittee on Fl 1 Control are considered 
by the me committee in the Senate, to 
v the Committee on Commerce; and 


the conf in the Senate on the flood- 


Ci Cc. 


control bill are identical with the con- 
ferees on the rivers and harbors bill. 

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. W HIT TINGTON. I yield. 

Mr. PETERSON of Gi orgia. I under- 
st i the gentleman to say we have 
p d both the Missouri River project 
and the Clarks Hill project 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That was by 
reason of the action of the Senate and 
the House on the flood-control bill on 
yesterday. We had been told by the con- 
ferees of the Senate that every possible 
effort would be made there to abandon 


the Clarks Hill project so that it would 
be in conference in the rivers and har- 
bors bill. That was not done. 

Mr. PET ERSON of Georgia. As I now 
understand, the Clarks Hill project was 
adopted by both the House and the Sen- 
ate in both the flood-control and the 
rivers and harbors bill so that it could 
not be considered in conference. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I anticipated 
the gentleman’s question by saying that 
that project, or $28,000,000 of it that 
might be identical with the project in 
the flood-control bill, was embraced in 
the flood-control authorization, was em- 
braced in the rivers and harbors bill. 
The conferees were authorized to carry 
out an agreement that the item would 
be el oe in the Senate. They did 
their best, but it was not eliminated in 
the 8 Senate so it could not go to confer- 

ence and be there eliminated in the 
pending bill. 

Mr. PETERSON of Georgia. 
House conferees 


So the 
could take no other ac- 


tion than they did take so far as the 
Clarks Hill project is concerned. The 
gentleman has made that clear. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes: and we 
have established a precedent that we 
Shall always regret. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the 


gentleman yield? 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. I yield. 
Mr. KEEFE. I ask this purely for in- 


formation because I am not too familiar 
with flood-control procedure. As I 
understand it, river and harbor projects 
are under the jurisdiction and control of 
the Board of Army Engineers; is that 
correct? 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. Yes: that is 
under their jurisdiction. 
Mr. KEEFE. But flood-control proj- 


ects are under the jurisdiction of the 
Department of the Interior? 

ir. WHITTINGTON. Oh, no; not at 
all. 

Mr. KEEFE. Under 
tion do they fall? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The Board of 
Army Engineers. 

Mr. KEEFE. Both come 
same jurisdiction? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That is right. 

Mr. KEEFE. Then there is no conflict 
of interest as between departments of 


whose jurisdic- 


under the 
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the Government over the Carry 
ward of a flood-control project a 
a river and harbor project, is the 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I ant 
the gentleman’s statement by s 
the language in the two auth 
is ident ical. The projects are t 
structed under the same l 
But the fact remains that we are ; 
legislation twice in identically th 
language in 2 successive days. I 
that policy is unsound. 

Mr. KEEFE. The reasonlI a 
question is because I underst 
was some controversy arising ove! 
so-called Missouri River Valley Aut! 
proposal as to whether or not p 
the work is to be done under the « 
tion of the Board of Engineers e 
under the jurisdiction of the De} 
of the Interior. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I hav 
those matters were all worked out 
amendment that has been agreed 
the interested parties and States. I 
embraced by the House conferees in 
flood control bill and is embraced in 
bill. The policy as agreed to is p 
in both bills as section 1 as it appl 
both navigation and flood-control. 

Mr. KEEFE. The Board of Engi: 
constructs both types of projects? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The Chief 
Engineers constructs river and har! 
projects and flood control project 
have no disposition to detain the comn 
tee, but, as I stated, I merely want: 
state the facts. I felt I should keep { 
with both the Committee on Flood C 
trol and the House when our repo! 
yesterday was approved by makin 
statement. 

Mr. WALTER. Will the gentle: 
yield for the purpose of asking a qu 
tion? 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I yield 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALTER. I understand thers 
a number of projects that are now b 
considered by the Board of Engin 
Will it be possible to have those proj 
included in the authorization and in 
appropriation bills to carry out the 
thorizations as set forth in the 


s t 


pres 
legislation? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. No. Iam sw 
the gentleman from Texas will agi 


with me when I say that appropriatior 
are not made until the preliminary 
thorization acts or enabling acts 
passed. There will have to be an 
thorization bill before an appropriat 
can be made. 

Mr. WALTER. Will there be oppor- 
tunity for such authorization bill to 
considered before the appropriation bil! 
providing for the work authorized und 
this legislation is disposed of? 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I think th 
should be an authorization bill first, a: 
I favor annual authorization bills. 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. M 
Speaker, the Savannah River has bs 
under improvement in river and harb: 
bills for more than 50 years. There i 
deep sea channel in the river now up 
far as the city of Savannah 35 feet d: 
the greatest port on the Atlantic coa 
south of Norfolk. 

From Savannah up to Augusta the: 
has been for many years a 6-foot bar 































nel under improvement in river and 
r legislation. Many years ago 
hat was in the district represer 1 
by the gentleman from Georgia, 
Honorable CARL VINSON, but not 
n } ( rict, we had several bills 
irther improvement and in lla- 
of additional locks and dams and 
ments up to Augusta 
Rivers and Harbors Committee 
1 ar ago held hearings on t 
r and put it in the river and har- 
] I do not remen rt date t 
y ) y ) > 2 } 
ivel I r 1 } i 
I ] \ { l eariy 
} mo! of March, I 
I llreaday of re- 
m the Chief of I l 
‘ 
fol 
‘ 
( H I 
a 
A t 
{ } 
r ( word is said about flood con- 
_ 2 srt 
‘ | d the House and v 


L 
bill 
7 

] 

I i 


in that respe 
rt upon | h that was en- 
on } 12 i hat the C I 

} iO ior the purp ; 
mmendation was! 

cut of tl $35,000,000 for flood 

He ¢ { 14.600.090 for 


an l on-pt r | ) on, 

was ] nt flood-control bill 

t oul ? Vi¢ e or ¢ n { and 

r pre and n they want to 

( of the ¢ nal bill t t 

it into bein I do not think it is 
1 of pr‘ ice 

M NHITTINGTON. Myr. Speaker, 
the gentleman yield? 

nA 


Ir. MANSFIELD of Texa 


TON. There i 


cree with him. 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. 
man yield? 


Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. 
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case where have flood control, navi- 
ation, and power on the same stream, 
and a continuous contest arises as to 
which committees ll have j n 
? + ? ty , , > ’ 
( strea The Savannah R is 
on OI ft t 
ivil WHiTTINGTON I iy e¢ t 
what t ntleman is ! ind I want 
it und a t I I ( l t 
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We ( ht 1 l n < 1 
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agree e Vv m 1 
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It seems to me this principle is funda- 
mental. I think the amendment that is 
included in the bill completely obliterates 
that principle and will prove of great ad- 
vantage to some large-scale holders of 
undeveloped lands, not developed lands, 
in that area. 

For that reason, I would express the 
hope that even though this bill may be 
enacted into law the Congress will not be 
satisfied with this disposition of the mat- 
ter, which admittedly is a sweeping dis- 
position without fundamental considera- 
tion of what might be worked out. I 
hope that further legislation on this sub- 
ject, where it is possible for a congres- 
sional committee to sit down and con- 
sider all the factors involved, can be 
forthcoming in the next session. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. CARTER. When you used the 
word “homestead” you did not imply 
by that that there was Government- 
owned land in the Central Valley proj- 
ect? 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. No; I 
did not mean a homestead in the sense 
of the homestead law. I meant a farm- 
stead, if the gentleman will. I meant 
an acreage of land on which people make 
a home. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I yield 
to the gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to agree with 
my friend the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, that the best thing in irriga- 
tion history has been the 160-acre lim- 
itation. I am sorry to see it modified. 
I think we ought to retain it as a prin- 
ciple to favor the family-size farm. 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I will 
say to the gentleman it does not affect 
anything in the world except this par- 
ticular project. And I may add there 
is no public land in that area. It is all 
privately owned. Every man that has 
160 acres or 250 acres pays taxes just 
the same. The project was put in the 
bill on the floor of the House, not in the 
bill as we reported it. This House by 
a large majority put it in the bill. It 
issed the House. It went to the Sen- 
te. They cut it out and in the con- 
erence it was restored just as it passed 
he House. 

r. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield briefly 
to me? 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. I would 
ke to make my own record plain. I 
think the gentleman will agree with me 
that when the bill was before the House 
I opposed that provision here in the 
House. Therefore my position on the 
n r is quite consistent. 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. You did 
t, and the gentleman from Cali- 
ornia [Mr. EL.iroTT] spoke for it. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, this is 
an amendment which has been discussed 


My > 


a 
4 


pro and con for a long time. The people | to them that this House establi: ‘eq 
of the State of California where this proj- | a program 160 acres, but it means 
ect is, located in the Central Valley, the | The law provides that the Secret ¢ 
particular area that is affected is in my | the Interior can set up the size of 
congressional district, the district of the | farm, from 10 acres to 160 acres 
gentleman from California [Mr. Grar- | can say to the farmer, “I think y 
HART], the district of the gentleman from | make a living on 20 acres, and that 
California |Mr. JOHNSON], and a portion of the water you can get,” or he car 
of the district of the gentleman from Cal- | “40 acres” under the present provi 
ifornia [Mr. CarTER]. Where would we be today so fi: a 
Both of the Senators from my State, | ducing foodstuffs for the Nation is con- 
one Democrat and one Republican, are | cerned, if we should put out 
in accord. All of the Congressmen | propaganda as that which has b« 
whose district is served by this project | Veloped from that viewpoint? 
are in accord. Also members of our | amendment is in the conference 1 
| water districts the people who are going | now and I hope the House will vx 
| to pay the bill approve of my amend- bill as itis. A rumor was put out y 
| 
| 


ment. We are only asking to borrow | day that the President would not 
| this money on this project to be paid the bill if this amendment were | 
back to the Federal Government. There | the bill. That same kind of a sto. 
is no one in the State of California, as I | Put out the other day about the flood- 
see it, or in any other State, who has any | control bill. 
just right to tell my people who are go- I say to you Members of the Hous: 
ing to pay the bill, that they cannot have | I Say it in all sincerity, we are th 
| a workable program. I want to take just | lating body and we should pass th 
| a minute to explain what I mean. False of legislation that we think sh 
information has been put out from time | Passed here for the benefit of our | 
to time that the large land holder will | in our various States and districts. I 
receive great benefits under this amend- | President does not want to sign s 
ment. That is as far from the truth | bill, because some individual or d 
as anything that I know of. I live in | Ment does not like some provision i 
this valley. I will use the Tagus ranch | then that is his prerogative, but I tl 
as an example, which is one of the largest | it is wrong to put out information 
fruit orchards in the world. It has | that in the last 2 or 3 days and t 
about 6,500 or 7,000 acres of highly de- | that any bill would be defeated u 
veloped land. That farm has perhaps | certain things were put in or taken « 
the greatest series of deep-well pumps | I thank the chairman for the opp: 
| that there is in any agricultural area in | nity of speaking for these few min 
the United States. With this 160-acre | There is nothing wrong with this am 
limitation on it at the present time, that | ment and it should be remembered t 
ranch can pump water out of the ground | My people are going to pay for this, 
because they cannot join in a water | not the gentleman from California 
district. While all the small farmers | Voornis], or his people in Los An 
around the ranch will pay for the Cen- | County. The only way they can get 
tral Valley water and the water they put | ter from this project is to carry it « 
| on their land will seep down through | the hill in a bucket. My people are } 
the ground and raise the underground | ing the bill and I think the time has « 


water supply of the Tagus ranch and | for Members of other States to rel 
they will receive great benefits at the | from discrediting my people when it d 
expense of the little farmer. If the lim- | not affect them at all. 

itation is lifted the Tagus ranch will be Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. M 
in the water district and will pay for its | Speaker, I call attention to the fac 
water just the same as the small land- | the 160-acre limitation has been yi 
holder will pay. It has not been but a | in the Humbolt project in Nevada, in 
few years ago since I became a Member | Boca project in Nevada, in the Color: 
of this House when practically the same | Big Thompson project in Colorado, 
provision that I have asked for was given in the Imperial irrigation dist 


usd 


| to the State of Colorado on Big Thomp- | California, in this same district. 
son, a Federal project. Mr. ELLIOTT. Absolutely. I 
Along about 1939 or 1940 this House only asking the House to grant 


and the Senate without a dissenting vote, | without a dissenting vote. I ask th 
passed a provision lifting this limitation | be kept in the bill. 

on two projects in the State of Nevada. Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. M 
We have one project at the present time Speaker, in regard to this Missouri R 
in the Imperial Valley in California | amendment, that is not in the bill a 
where the Secretary of the Interior him- instance. It will be remembered t 
self asked that the limitation be lifted in | when this bill was before the Hous 
order that farmers might negotiate the | had a great contest with splendid g: 
purchase of water. No one is trying to | men from all over the northwestern ; 
steal anything from anybody. We only | tion of the country. There was a ¢ 
ask a just, an American program. We | flict of jurisdiction between the « 
might say to the American people, about | neers of the War Department and 
a store, say like Hecht’s store in the City | engineers of the Reclamation Bureau 








of Washington, you cannot have a seven- When it got to the Senate some 2 
story building, you must have just a one- | 30 Senators formed a bloc against 


story building that they could do busi- | They finally reached an agreement 

ness in. Would it not be interesting to | tween the Bureau of Reclamatior 

say to my people in the San Joaquin | the Board of Army Engineers signed 
| Valley, and to the returning soldiers, | Mr. Bashore, head of the Reclamat 
| “You can have only 160 acres,” and say | Bureau in the Interior Department, 
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5 
hand, and General Reybold, the | promises. That is true of this report. | Mr. MARTI? M M 
f Engineers, on the other. That If I had my way entirely and without | Ss I 3 
s reasonably tisfactory to restraint there are some things I would 
concerned, and the Senate chan in this bill. No one Member | ( 
1 that agreement being estab- course, can have his way entirely i I . I ) 
in both of these bills so it would So we reached an agreement after « - é t 1 
» not only for flood control but promisir n sev s. It wasthe I 
In ration projects that are to best bill we could circ - I é ( 
p hereafter. stances. I recret tl of t = 
€ er, I now yield to the gen- | visions are dupl i in f - - 
n from California [Mr. OuTLanp]. trol bill; I think that ‘ ely - 
OUTLAND Mr. Speaker, it nece ry 
to 1 this particular amendment W ed a rmula for e 
limited to any one congressional | Schedul for { é 1 t I i‘ 
or to any four congressional dis- | d d to amend t for : ev- 
I think it will prove to be a mat- el part ! ( I i not feel 
involves all the people of Cali- | it v definite enou tv too n- | 
1 and the people of the Nation as a eral; but I have th ( 1e 
I dislike very much to see this 
lar amendment tacked onto a riv- 
d harbors bill which has received | 
t careful consideration and which 
lly been passed by the House. | 
ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, will! the 
, Y vit ld? | AT t AT T > A 
OUTLAND. In just a moment I I 
vield. ‘ 
ar as Iam concerned I think that r) 
vers and harbors bill as reported in A ( 
llent one. It is a comprehensive t 
it covers the entire United States: SIGI ) OI 
I am sorry to see this particular M ABER} “ ‘ 
iment tacked on; and I should hope lo ee a ere! . 
ifter the points which my colleague, on 1 } (H. ] : of 
ntleman from California (Mr. Et- | elias 


ht them out very well, that there 





has brought out, and he has | 








ht be separate legislation dealing cpeteggesat ae — 
1 this matter. | NEW JERSE ae Cn eet oe 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask R 
leman vield? unanimous consent that the managers ; 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. I yield. | on the part of the House at the confer- | Sigfr ( ( 
Mr. ELLIOTT. I would like to answer ence on the disagreeing vi of the two ing 1 fter fu if 
ntleman in this respect: The Cen- | Houses on the bill (H. R. 3732) to repeal | to 1 « 
| Valley project in the first place orig- | the prohibition against the filling of a t tive 
d in a rivers and harbors bill. I | vacancy in the office of district judge in | 
told by the Department of the In- | the district of New Jersey, be discharged io . ‘ 
ior that if I wanted to change this and that the House immediately proceed Peet t oft 
I must go before the Committee to consideration of the Senate amend- text of tl ll and l 
Rivers and Harbors because it would | ment to that bill. 1 ndment, f ( 
to be germane to the original act | The Clerk read the title of the bill. : 
ting up the Central Valley project. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to , 7 a. 
t was done in a rivers and harbors | the request of the gentleman from ‘ 
1 and that is why an amendment at Pennsvlvania? ; 
proper place in the rivers and harbors Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Dan R.M 
| is necessary to make the correction. | Speaker, reserving the right to object, JOHN W.} 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. Is it not | what is the request? W. A. Pr 
fact that when the gentlem n first Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker. this bill . 
roached me on the subject I told him provides for repealing prohibition w 
it was really a reclamation project? | omainat the filling a a vacancy in the ' 
Mr, ELLIOTT. That is right. | Gatins off iadeiah Sante Oho ticketed Sn See 7 7 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. That the | j..<cv The Senate added ar amend- 
itleman should go to the Commit- | oe id nreven ' a es 5 r 
» on Reclamation. A few days later rey ee De eee The n on t 
gentleman came back with the in- | ® Y@C#he) a ee hs 
formation that he has here given us. os Ce te ca i. By asree- | of the two 1 
Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. an 50 SHO SODAS SMCS, Wet ike 


Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. That in | !¢ Possible that the number of disirict | rei m9 angen 
view of the fact that it was originally juc 5 in Penn ylvania be decreased by ( ‘ ( 
pted in a rivers and harbors bill that | OM€ In the event a district judge 1s | %o 
he Committee on Rivers and Harbors | Promoted. ee sc 
would be the proper place to go for a Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I | “7.04 


correction. have not heard anvthing from the rank- ee iO 
Mr. ELLIOTT. The gentleman is core | ing members of the committee. Have fried « “a ( - 


rect. they been consulted? 5€ j 1 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. Mr. | Mr. WALTER. Oh, yes. The gentle- | lo ( 

Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from | man from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER] is | 

California [Mr. CarTER]. for this, and the gentieman from New | with specific « 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, most con- Jersey \[Mr. Towe] is very much in favor Maritime Cor n, carry 

rence reports are matters of come | of it, terest of nation ‘ s 

XC 598 


fe 











i” 
8185 





and at rates designated by the Commission 
Oo bound a ] return 

I) 5 mended the bill by striking 
out ] the enacting cla and con- 
1 ion upon the United States 
( t of Clain to hear, determine, and 
ré ] f une clain T Sen- 

f é i fi 1 i mendm and 
‘ ! e sum of $37,710.13 was 
i 

I vy R. M : 
Nn W. Mut Eo 
W. A. PrtTen 
C e part of the H« 2 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanil ; consent for the immediate 
consi n of the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 2825) for the relief of 
£ ! Olsen, doing business as Sie- 
fried Olsen Shipping Co., and I also 
ask unanimous consent that the state- 
ment of the managers on the part of the 
H m be read in lieu of the full 
Tt 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
51 DI} 

Mr. MDIARTIN of Massachusetts. Myr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
this merely reduces the amount of the 
a\ rd? 


Mir. ABERNETHY. That is my under- 


standing, but I will be glad to yield to 


the gentleman from California I[Mr. 
ANDERSON |. 
Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 


Spea'rer, the 
duced by $1 


amount of the bill was re- 
0,600 in the Senate and that 
is the form in which it is returned to the 


SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi | Mr. ABERNETHY |]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the 
mana on the part of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Si k I k unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks at this point in the 
REcORD 

rhe SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the 1 t of the gentleman from Cali- 
for? F 

x e \ no obiection. 

Mr. ANDERSON of California. Mr. 
Sp r, I was impressed, as were the 
nembers o: the Claims Committee who 

i ti imony on this claim at the 


d by the committee at which 
t, with the achievements of 


> Commi 


icn and the War 

uppin: Acministration in reduc 
S and values drastically from the 
ligh | of 1941 to the moderate levels 
1 i in 1942 and 1943, to the rates 


as A lee ee OO ed eee 
3 
4 


cribed by their General 


Orders 8 and 9. This represents a solid 


x nt of good Government admin- 
istration, without parallel in the field of 
shipping in any war period. In contrast, 


it may be1 


d that in World War Nc. 1, 
rates and values paid by the Government 
were from two to three times as high 
as those paid in this war. Considerable 
material on this subject has been iiled 


with the House Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries Committee, where it is pub- 
lished in the Document 20 Series. The 
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Maritime Commission and the War Ship- 
ping Administration are to be com- 
mended for their achievements. 

In achieving the economic and finan- 
cial downward readjustments, neither 
the Commission nor the War Shipping 

dministration was deterred by the 
hardship or inequity that might have 
resulted in certain cases. Fortunately, 
it appears that this is the only case where 
real inequity developed. The policy 

with the program, not- 
tanding the danger of inequity in 

d cases was the only policy which 

uld have been pursued under the cir- 
cumstances. Interest of the individual 
must be subordinated to that of the Na- 
tion as a whole. At the same time, it 
is only fair, particularly in a case such 
as this where material loss has been sus- 
tained in only one instance, and that by 
a small businessman financially unable 
to bear his loss, that the Congress should 
take occasion to correct the inequity by 
a suitable adjustment in the form of a 
claims bill. That is the basis on which 
the bill has been introduced and was ap- 
proved by the committees of Congress 
concerned therewith. It is hoped that in 
considering the bill further, the admin- 
istrative departments will appreciate 
that this legislation is in no way intended 
is a reflection upon the administrative 

sults achieved by the agencies, and 
hat on the contrary such accomplish- 
nents have been appreciated and are to 
oe commended. 

The conference report has reduced the 
amount originally provided in the bill by 
$12,097.98. Of this, $1,245.76 represents 
profits on a related voyage which the 
Claims Committee felt might justifiably 
be used as an off-set as suggested by the 
Maritime Commission in its report on 
this bill. The balance, or $10,852.22 of 
this reduction, represents overhead 
which, though computed and charged in 
accordance with standard practice, the 
Maritime Commission felt might be de- 
batable as an actual cash loss and was, 
therefore, eliminated in conference be- 





of proceeding 
with 
] 
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+ 


is 


! 
t 
I 
I 





tween the two Houses of Congress, 
The Maritime Commission and the 
War Shipping Administration objected 


to the bill on the ground that there was 
no legal basis for the claim under exist- 
ing law and that it was one for consid- 
eration as a matter of relief peculiarly for 
the Congress to decide as to the extent, 


if any, of the relief that should be 
granted. 

The committee believed that the re- 
duced amount represents proper equi- 


~ 


able relief for the claimant under the 
ircumstances. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


w 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend the 
remarks I made in Committee of the 
Whole today and include as a part of 
those remarks an article entitled “Futil- 
ity of Inflation Discussion.” 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Appendix of the REcorD on the sub- 
ject of ship construction and to inc] 
therein a letter from Admiral Land : 

a summary of the Maritime Commi 
showing tonnage deliveries under 
Maritime Commission’s program thro 
November 30, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent to revise and ext 
the remarks I made in committee t 
afternoon. and include certain ex 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent to extend my 1 
marks in the ReEcorpD and include a 
of resolutions adopted by the Farm Bu- 
reau. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obiection t 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that my colleague the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota | Mr. PITTENGER] 
be given permission to extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp and include a news- 
paper article on the St. Lawrence seaway\ 
end power project. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp complimenting the Sur n 
General of the Army and the Sur 
General of the Navy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’BRIEN of New York. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude an article appearing in the Tim 
Herald of December 14 written by tl 
distinguished columnist, John O’Donnell. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include part of 
@ radio program and a short letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In- 
diana? 

There was no objection. 


NT. 
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‘S$ - 
f nty- hth C ress spent 
in n and in committee 
tnan ¢ Y ouner ¢ e Cr re in 
of « Nation. Future his- 
will all y of the Seventy-« h 
that it did a grand, construc- 
) 1 the hours of tl Nation’s 
p d 
n the « 1in goes down on 
{ 1 Conere we are 1In- 
y Cc c of the Hou hat 
{ I \ ] 1 Will not be 
1 Ui weV “ni 1 Co ress. 
like a large turn-over It 
much lar rt 1 the turn-o I 
bi less. est iment in ft 
\ i not as | 1 turn-over 
n the Seventy-third Congress, 
I first ved in this august body. 
ie 4th of March 1933, 151 new Mem- 
took the oath of offi Only 19 of 
151 that took the oa 


h of office that 
f March 1933, will be here to take tl 


of on January 3, 194 


5. Thus 
‘ t the turn-over in the 
House of the 


dad States is 


Congress of the 
almost unbelievably 


Yes, Members of Congress come and 
tth rate of about a hundred every 


it, Mr. Speaker, I am proud today to 

» the privilege of commenting on the 

ts and service of one of the top- 

h pillars of our great Democracy, 

) for the last 29 years has filled with 

ce, efficiency, and honor, the No. 1 

position on Capitol Hill—our friend Marc 

‘ ild, clerk of the Appropriations Com- 

» since 1916—just before we were 
en into World War No. 1, 

It has been my privilege, as a member 

of the Appropriations Committee for the 

10 years, and chairman of the Army 

committee on Appropriations for the 

t 7 years, to come in contact with Mr. 

eild through committee hearings and 

ferences many hundreds of hours—I 

I ht say thousands of hours, and thus 

rned to know him under all condi- 

s. When things were stormy in com- 

e, we had the same calm, deliberate, 

lytic Marc Sheild as we had when 

S$ were calm and running at a low 

ebb of interest. When checks had to be 

carefully made on items presented by the 

Scores of the agencies of the Govern- 


+ * ’ 
nr € e « mitte was Mar 
s nformation i : 
d on the tip of his to 
Som > ll « ] y } ¢ _ 
2 . . 
\ i ( ¥ 
. : 
a 1 I i 
vila ~ ] aha ¢ i 
you ¢ u é ( ol 
ol ol I ] =| 
G I 
UxwrTi+h .« +} + rupl } ty T 
\ 1 all Is n vel adil ‘ n 
ex ! I 
é 1 a t nl- 
Cl a ¢ I - 
m l n tot \ is and 
\ ot > m t 
. W n \f < - 


the U ' 
I ey \ s 
l oe 1 
! 1 f ( 

ce! ] ( > tnat |! ( 
pirit 1 in rk inal 
wi Vv v Mr < — ] wy f l, 
John fF 

J nP I I 1 the « 
of my Subcon on A - 
pl ( ; ) ¢ if } 
is vs ¢ ( I - 
t] mn) —? ] ‘ ( + I > 
ofttimes t ] } Bi 
about the Ar d Navy <¢ f ‘ 
equipment and fi 1¢ ) i 
( man in the United & ] nk 
I is also b r vé i in ¢ i l- 


years of health and happiness. We know 
that your servi to your country wil 
not c e on December 31, 1944. The 
good that men do lives aiter them. 





RETURN OF SOLDIERS FROM LONG 
OVERSEAS SERVICE 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
dress the House for 2 mim 

The SPEAKER. Is there 
the request of the gentlewoman 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, this morning I had a confer- 
ence with the Secretary of War on vari- 
ous matters pertaining to the war. One 
of the thin 
was bringing back 
Pacific and other theat 
y sympathetic to 
back and is ea to have them brought 
back as speedily as possible. Some of 
those men have been overseas o\ 
years. He promised that additional ef- 
fort would be made in order to have 
them brought back. I believe a better 
and more equitable system might be ar- 
ranged by the War Department for their 
return to the United States. 

We know that in both theaters of w 
the fichting is unusually trying. Our 
enemies are extremely fanatical and 
| have been preparing for war a long time. 
| We have a very cruel, a very ruthie 
and a very savage enemy, both in the 
| Pacific and in the European area. 
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b home the facts about the recogni- 
t i c r nd the ci that Can 
be effected the e! ( ion of a 
1 labor unio) en- 
] tI tI fi i t 
« dn ef n 
} e ¢ bal lfar I vn 
} ( r n el nd 
j There bler cau t n 
t ( the ¢ econd est 
} r ( i more ‘ 
t V W {Te y 
f ( wor! hic 
C I e i C cer 

c 

Tl SPEAF.ER. The time of the gen- 
t] yman from M achusetts has eX- 
pireda. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mitt had examined and found truly 
enrolled of the House of the follow- 
i ti , which were thereupon signed 
b he S kel 

HE i4. An act f the relief of Robert 
Will 1 

R.3791 An act for the relief of the estate 
of ¢ oah Shipp, deceased 

The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to an enrolled bill and a joint reso- 
lution of the Senate of the following 
titles: 

S.198. An act to amend further section 2 
of the Civil Service Retirement Act, approved 
May 29, 1920, as amended; and 

S. J 155. Joint resolution to consider a 
site nd d *n for a National Memorial 
Stadium to be erected in the District of 
C imbila 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Friday, 
December 15, 1944, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2102. A letter from the secretary of state 
of Maryland, transmitting a certified copy of 
the declaration of the result of the election 

1944, as made by the Board 


of Noven 
of State Canvassers of Maryland; to the Com- 





yer 
Ci ‘. 





mittee on Election of President, Vice Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 
2103 A letter from the executive secre- 
tary, Office of Scientific Research and De- 
ve ment, transmitting a copy of the esti- 
mate of personnel requirements for the Of- 
fice of S itific Research and Development 
duril the quarter ending March 31, 1945, 
and a copy of a letter of transmittal to the 
I 1 of 1 Budget; to the Committee 
C ( il Service 
A 1 ‘rr from the Acting Adminis- 
ti J al Works Agency, transmitting 
a « of quarterly estimate of personnel re- 
quiren for the quarter ending March 31, 
1s e ¢ tee on the Civil Service. 





from Frank 


A. McNamee, Jr., 
Office of Civilian De- 








1 , transmitti a request for revision of 
qual ly estimate of personnel requirements 
for é 1 endi1 December 31, 1944, 
covering regular operations of the protec- 
t property program of the Office of Civilian 


; copies of quarterly estimate of per- 
} ments for the quarter ending 
March o1, 1945, covering regular operations 


of the Office of Civilian Defense and its pro- 
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tective property program; to the Committee | 
on the Civil Service. 
A letter from the Chairman, War | 
Manpower Commission, transmitting a copy | 
of quarterly estimate of personnel require- | 
me during the third quarter of the fiscal | 
ye 1945; to the Committee on the Civil 
Ss 
2107. A letter from the Archivist of the 
Ur i Stat transmitting a copy of the 
C terly estimate of personnel requirements 





f The National Archives for the quarter 
endin March 31, 1945; to the Committe 
C e Civil Service 
2108. A letter from the Acti: - 
t r, Federa urity Agency, tran lg 
he first quarterly report of the ! d 
State Commissicner of Education on the 
educ and training of defe workers, 
coveril the period beginning Ju 1, 1944, 
d e1 zy September 30, 1944; to e Com- 
I ee on Expenditures in the Executive De- 


OF COMMITTEES ON 
BILLS AND RFSOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 
Mr. COCHRAN: Committee on Acc 
House Resolution 650. Resolution pr: 
ing additional funds for the Select Commit- 
tee to Investigate Acts of Executive Agencies 
which exceed the scope of their power or 
iority; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2065). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COCHRAN: Committee on Accounts 
House Resolution 678. Resolution authoriz- 
ing the expenses of conducting the study and 
ition authorized by House Resolu- 
of the Seventy-eighth Congress; 


REPORTS 


PUBLIC 


unts 


1 vid- 





nvestigs 


i 
tion 592 


without amendment (Rept. No. 2066). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 
Mr. COCHRAN: Committee on Accounts. 


House Resolution 679. Resolution providing 
additional funds for the employment of pro- 
fessional and other necessary help in the 
House Disbursing Office; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2067). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida: Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. Report 
pursuant to House Resolution 52. Resolu- 
tion on the investigation of fishery prob- 
lems (Rept. No. 2068). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Joint Committee on 
position of Executive Papers. House Report 
No. 2069. Report on the disposition of cer- 
tain papers of sundry executive departments. 
Ordered to be printed 

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Post-War 
Planning. Fifth report pursuant House 
Resolution 408. Resolution to create a Spe- 
cial Committee on Post-War Economic Pol- 
icy and Planning (Rept. No. 2071). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


Dis- 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follews: 

By Mr. MORRISON of North Carolina: 

H.R.&622 (by request). A bill to require 
the use of the Vaughn record system of 
watch comparison by persons subject to the 
Interstate Commerce Act’ to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VOORHIS of California: 

H.R. 5623. A bill to facilitate smaller war 
plants in reconversion to peacetime produc- 
tion; to assure the effective participation of 


Smaller War Plants Corporation in the re- 
conversion period; to stimulate the develop- 
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amend 
for 
Banking 


Pu 


other 


ment of 
Law 603 


es; to 


new 
(77th 
the 


enterprises; to 
Cong.), and 
pe Committee on 
Currency. 


By Mr. BULWINKLE: 


H. J. Res. 324. Joint resolution to ¢ 
for 90 days the time for filing a rey 


ics Bx 


commer< 


the Civil Aeronaut 
tiple taxation of 


on Interstate ar 


rd relatir ! 
e; to the ¢ 
d Foreign Comme 


air 





PRIVATE EILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 

Mr. COOPER iced a bill (H.R 
for the relief of Bass, which 


on Claims, 


introdt 
Nannie 
rred to the Committee 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXI7I, 


. COFFEE presented « petit 










r Service Employees Internat 
, Local No. 6, Seattle, pointing out 
s of Congress and of go nme! 





il moment to eve! citizen, ins 

th radio the most effective medium for 
communicating information, allegin that 
New Zealand has had a very effective br 
cast of the proceedings of its Parliament 
its citizenry, therefore urging that C - 
gress adopt the pending Pepper-Cofice r¢ 
lution, providing for the broadcastit 

the proceedings of Cong which was 1 
ferred to the Committee on Rules, 


ress, 





SENATE 


Fripay, DECEMBER 15, 1914 


(Legislative day of Tuesday, November 
21, 1944) 


The Senate me’ at 12 o’clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
| prayer: 
| O Thou changeless God of the chang- 
ing days, wrapped in its purple folds, 
| Thou hast given to us the glory of a new 
| day in which Thou hast decked Thyself 
with light as with a garment. We thank 
Thee for the darkness as well as the light, 
| for even in the darkness we know that as 
sure as the gloaming and the dawning 
| the earth rolls onward into light. As we 
toil in this new day with the sense of the 
eternal, may we live by the faith that 
while weeping may endure for a night 
but joy cometh in the morning. 
In this black nicht of the world’s agony 
may some star of hope touch into loveli- 


ness even the simple acts of life with an 


unearthly light as the shepherds in the 
fields so long ago found themselves and 
the sheepfolds they watched transfig- 
ured by a glory which shone round 
about, lifting them and that common 
night into immortality. As those called 
| to places of high public trust, make 
ever true to the light we see, that, despite 
misunderstanding and suspicion, which, 
like thick clouds, frown from the skies 
that arch the nations, we of this privi- 
leged land may proclaim the splendor 
that dawns when hearts are kind. To 
| this end make of us a righteous nation, 
| doing justice, loving mercy, and walk- 
| ing humbly with our God. In the 
| Redeemer’s name. Amen. 
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THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. Hitt, and by unani- 
is consent, the readi 


of the proceedings of the calendar 


~ 
J 

q 
' 





ey ay, December 14, 1944, was 
1 with, and the Journa a 
AGES FROM THE PRESIDENT— 
APPROVAL OF BILLS 
Messages in writing from the President 
» United States were communicated 


1e Senate by Mr. 
tries, who also ann 


iber 14, 1844, the President had ap- 


i and signed the following acts: 


ana 
7 An ¢ ’ oifee 
l n act fc e relie f Mrs. Su € 
4 +n ‘ ine rier wai . 
AN ac c € il uris i} i 
} T 
as ne U1s- 
M ern é 
y Y f 
r 1 





1899. An act conferrl 

United Distri 
t of Massachusetts termine, 

render judgment upon the claim of Al- 

Files; 

1900. An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
United District Court for the 

trict of Massachusetts to hear, determine, 
ender judgment upon the claim of the 

f Bertha L. Tatrault; and 

2019. An act to establish the grade of 
t Admiral of the United States Navy; to 
lish the grade of General of the Army, 

1 for other purposes. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. HILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
‘ 1 the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called 





States 


I suggest the absence of a 


the roll, and 


1 » following Senators answered to their 
1 Green Overton 
tin Guffey Pepper 
- ey Gurney Radcliffe 
khead Hall Reed 
: Hatch Revercomb 
i ter Hawkes teynolds 


L ks Hayden 

K K Hill 

Holman Ss 

! Jenner Smith 
r Johnson, Calif. Stewart 

] Johnson Ta 

. per La Follette Thomas, I 

. way Langer Tr Ok 
er Lucas Thomas, Utah 

ez McCarran Truman 


Wid o 


Colo, 











Mo, McClellan Tunnell 
ally McFarland fande 
McKellar Walsh 
4 r Magnuson We S 
Z Ma ey wl 
y Maytrank Whe 
n ' Mead wi . 
> n M kin W y 


O'Dantel Wi n 


» I announce th 
Kentucky [Mr. Barkley] and 
nator from Virginia [Mr. Gtass] 
' nt from the Senate because of 


t the Cen 


The Senator from Utah [Mr. Mor 
from the Senate on 


is absent 
business. 
To le Se nator from Florida [Mr. 
’ the Senator from Idal 
K], the Senator from Mississippi 
EASTLAND], the Senator fro 
inia [Mr. KiLcorel, 
om Nevada [Mr. 


» T 


ScruGHAM], the Sen- 


CONC 





rRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 















tor from M: i1(M ['YDINGS 
Ss r from N¢ée York (Mr. Wacn 
ind S f r, Washir 1 [Mr 
WALI ; N ire net I 
Mr. WHERRY I I \ Sen- 
2 ’ nN ? ‘ 
“4 sen I m Minn t M 
5 ‘ ‘ N H s 
l ) I t S f 
D val Mr. |] Ser I 
Oklahoma M S 
f 1D ) Ny 
S r f Ne Hampshire 
a4 x 
I VICE PRESIDENT E Sen- 
rs i ered ( i A 
quorum i 
( EDENTIALS 
Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President 
privil 1 matter, I 1 nt for read 
and filing the certifi te of el] 
the Senator-els from Pennsylvania, 
FRANCIS J. MYERS, signed by the Gov- 
ernor and attested by t tary 
the Commonwealth. ) ng the 
credentials I should to > I { 
this will be the first time in 95 years that 
the State of Pennsylvania will repre- 
sented by two Democratic Senators. 
The credentials of Mr. Myers, d 
chosen a Senator from the State of 


Pennsylvania for the term commenci! 
January 3, 1945, were read and ordered 
to be filed, as foll 


LiOWS: 


COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 
Gover Of 
OF THE 


To the PRESIDENT 


UNITED STATES 


SENATE OF THE 

















( s€ DV f » ¢ - 
monwealth of Pennsylvania a S f 
said Commonwealth to en id ¢ - 
monwealth in the Senate of the Tf 1 
States f the term of 6 year eginni 1 
the 3d day of J lary 1945. 

Witness: His ( é y our Gove 
Edward Martin, an 1 here { i 
at the city of Harri ’, Pa., this 12th d 
of December, in the year of our Lord 1944 

EDWARD MARTIN. 

By the G : 

] C. M. Morrison 
s etary oj t ( 1 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
resident, I have the honor of presenting 
the credentials of my colleague, Mr 
MILLIKIN, and send them forward to 
desk to be read and filed. 

The credentials of Mr. MILuIKrn, d 


9 


To p> FRE r OF TI Sr E F T 
Un 7 } 
ae . 
A > i 
» 1 r , 
N I 
( rk C é 
-_ 5 
1 f t term f : 
scl « of J 
W I I ( 
J Cc. V i 
T C of N 











T BI ve ~ (for M B kLEY) 
f t Committe 1 the 
DD { J e Pape ( hich 
\ ; 1 evan tion and dis- 
! f ds tran ed to 
1 of the United 
1 to have no perma- 
I ( } i] ub- 
l I ert 1 pursuant to law 
c I ( NM INTRODUCED 
T Y i. 3 nt Q- 
] y. R 16 f din th 
] ( War I ts Corpora- 
1 | I it J ] 1 ic 
‘ 1 { he C imittee on Bank- 
] ( 
EXTI 1 OF TIME FOR FILING REPORT 
I OMMITTI rO INVESTI- 
( \ { N AIGN EN JITURI 
1 GRI ] bn qa ti! 1oOllowIing 
re i R 9), which \ re- 
the Commi tee on Privil 
‘ i FE) 
: I the f makir re- 
} Comn T e 
I! \ P ce t 1 Soy , ] 
( I l l t l i 
by I t f i M h 


} i ‘ 7 t 
} ( d - 
( r 1 e! y 
it col on 
\ } 
v t 
I UCTION < NONESSENTIAL FEDERAL 
EXPI t UNEXPENDED BAL- 
a? noc no 01) 
4a i/ . a4 “= 34 


Mr. Pre on Sep- 
hn oraer was maqae, upon 
! that a report the Joint 
-ommittee on Reduction of Nonessential 
jj relating to unex- 


sident, 


= 


of 


— wn 


balances of appropriations and 
contract authorizations, be printed as a 
pcn a nent 

document has not yet been 


1 


nted, and it is desirable that certain 
1d made a part of 

I therefore ask 
for authority to re- 
the matter referred to. 


1imous consent that the 
supplemental matter may be printed in 
1] ) of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, Without ob- 


j it 1 o ordered. 
he m r referred to is as follows: 
I N TIAL FEDERAL EXPENDI- 
¢ UNEXPEN ) BALA OF 


Pu t to title 6 of the Revenue Act of 








1941 I i7th ¢ z.) proved 
‘ ), 1941, the Joi Committee on 
] ential Federal Expendi- 
t v lished order to “make a 
i c ylete udy d investigation 
« f nd he Federal Govern- 
I With a » recommending the 
€ 1 oF 1 of all such expendi- 
tures deemed by the committee to be non- 
ntial, and to report to the President and 
to the Congress the results of its study, to- 


h its recommendation,” 


i 


nd 





h presents a report on un- 
d b nce ( appropriations and 
uthorizations under general nd 
t These figure e | ed 
I vb ed by the Vv 5 
t Government to the Bureau 
Tr iry I n 
I ( e Order N 8512, d i 
1940 
Y OF FU? F F CAL ¥ z 
Y RE G I 1945 
oO e il the b 
be t f al r 1945 I 
is « t } t t whi 
d that ' ( 
f r 1 The V 
ec inded n 
L ited balances 
f d J 
251 f ) 


N ppropriated funds 
J 1, 1944 . 60, 581, G00, 000 
ily 1, 1944... 11,079, ( UUJ 
D E priations, 
cal 1 i nd ad- 
ents to cont { 
i4 17,1 000 
1 ] \ ible for 
obli J ] 
SUGE ctudndeien 106. 048. 000. 009 
Less obl ions in- 
cu a to sept - 
1944 
J OOS. 6neinn ne 5, 973, 000, 600 
A ust 1944 — 5, 745, 000 9 
‘ ember 1944... 7,021, 000, C00 


18, 739, ¢ 000 


309, 090, 000 








A ible for obligation, 

as detailed in previ- 

ous section. 106. 048. 000. 000 
Not available for obli- 

gation unobligated 

balances brought for- 

ward July 1, 1944.._._. ‘2,969,000, 000 
Unliquidated obliga- 

tions, balances 


brought forward 
1, 1944- ; é 
Deduct unappropriated 
contract authoriza- 


tions July 1, 1944... 


July 


£1, 596 00 


116, 108, 000, C00 


for 
July 


Tota available 
expenditure 


1, 1944 5, C00, 000 


Less 


disbursements made 


to Sept. 30, 1944: 
OUR Fe wancmnnnn 7, 149, 000, 000 
August 1944 ____... 8, 113, 000, C00 
September 1944... 8, 010, 000, 000 





000, 000 
available 
penditure 

Oct. 1, 1944....* 151, 233, 090,090 
1 Credit. 
“On basis of reports received as of this date. 





Does not include deficiency and supple- 
mental appropriations which will be made 
during the fiscal year 1945 and which will 


increase considerably the balances remaining 
at the close of the fiscal year 

* Available for expenditure only to the ex- 
to adjust 
incurred, 


5 


tent necessary 
viously 


obligations pre- 
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t we have 1 b ed t ( 
year ippre I t ns d contr 
2a ns which were ¢ nued 

fiscal year 1945 and broucht f 

in t C 1 i am int ¢ 91.57 

new appropriated funds, v h for 

year 1945 int to § 1,0¢ 

u mr nt 




















of J 
0; 
I 
to func l e for ob t as ¢ 
bcve, the uncb ted | i cf ap} 
t which have expired altl 
funds may not be obligated, th n I 
pended in « a ( ljustments in ot 
incurred b e the expir n of tl 
priations. The amount of these func 
ible for expenditure in the fi y ] 
$2 Of 9,000.01 0, but ordinarily ] n 
of such funds are ¢ 
ry adjustment be 
th amount of 
which represents the amou of « 
that have been pre usly incur 11 
paid. Ti amoul brought forward 
f 1 year 1945 amounts to $81,59 
Trere must also be deducted tt 
outstanding unappropriated contr 
thorizations, as no funds have yet b - 
propriated therefor This amou f 
fiscal year 1945 $16,108,000.000. We 1 
arrive the total funds available fer « 
penditure in the fi l year 1945, 1 
quent there is of July 1, 1944 u , 
to $174,505 ,000,000 


000,000 has been d 
1944, leaving $151.2 
penditure during the remair 
194 
EXPLAN 





5 and subseqi 





TION OF UNEXPENDED BAI 
CONTRACT AUTHORIZATIONS 
In order to avoid confusion with res} 
he terms employed in this report, 
tf 
terms “unobligated balances,” “ci 
tno 
and “unexpended balances.” 
Every appropriation made by the Congr 
is recorded in a sep 
of the T 


to 


is Sé€ rth below a 


brief explanation « 





ations.” 


arate account on 


Depa 





books asury 






appropriations are made on 1 annu 
basis—that is, they may be obligated (t 
action of reserving funds for contrat 


,warded, orders placed, salaries or other lia- 
silities incurred) during the fiscal ye 


only 


I 
for 
f 








which the appropriation is made. Th 
unds not thus cbligated are reflected as “un- 
obligated balances’ and are divided i 
“available for obligation” (for balances i 


are ited or extended) and 


reappropri 












available for obligation” (for balances which 
are not reappropriated or exter Al- 
though balances not reappropriat r € 

tended may not be obligated after the close 
of the fiscal year for which the appropria- 
tions were made, these funds remain on the 
books of the Treasury ‘tment for 2 addi- 
tional years for expenditure only in case of 


edjustments in Obligations previously in- 
curred. No-year or continuing appropria- 
tions follow the same procedure, except the 
“unobligated balances” continue available 
for obligation from year to year until entire! 
obligated or until the attainment of the pur- 
pose or object of the appropriation, after 





rely 






























1 the balances are carried to the surplus The “u ended b 
tions and contract auttl 
tract auth zations are statut au- the int of approx 
ns under which contracts or her not ! togetl 
ons may be entered i prior to tl which 
I ons granted for the payment of not been made. Thu 
r ati Contract 1 ns O E es” plus 
ect to ] t ns the e §& quidated bligat 
pended balance and re 
[ pproy ations and 
tions not yet disbursed 
pended | ce may I 
F i S eX} ed above, tl 
fee £ it neces of tl 
aa I expired by limi t 
er I 1 tne I 
inst ¢ t u 
a re ed I 
1 year this figure of unliquidate 
ns" is supposed to reflect the amount 
1ey yet to be disbursed, either alr ly 
ated or yet to be appropriated, to 
jate obligations incurred under appro- 


s and contract 
the extent money 


authorizat 
has been appre 


ions 


priated 














t 
in 
1 + 
i s 
t . 

le ¢ 








e t 
EX- 
SCAL 




















fring 
efor, this balance of “unliquidated obli- ee 
7 ¥ 1 } ‘ 

ns” is available on the books of the , 

. a 4 
ury Department for 2 additional years 
the expiration of the appropriations, 1 t 

} , serritiry } lar ac + thea ¢ } ) ] 
y for the payment of bills properly in- resulting Dalan at the t fiscal 
i before the appropriations had expired year and the adjustments t e balances 
bligation by limitation of law. to begin the new fiscal year 
TaBLE I.—Appropriations, contract authorizations, erpenditur and b 3 
for the fiscal years ended June 30, 1941, 1942, 1943, 1944 
£—This table comprise ‘ver nd DI r r 
t vy t ‘ 
ertif nts, and private acts Working 
™ . 
I 
It 1 —E _ — - —_——_—___—__ 
i 42 ‘ 1944 i" 
Available for obligatior 
Unot te ulance from prior year................- ae 4,718 RN 4 a {s 7 
A npr a ca 24, 8 ll t v4 tu “ 
Appr rr t ry trer Y T ‘ 
New contract aut! vat s $ 15,8 is i] 
Decreases in unappropriat ( authorizations......... ~1, 863 |-10, 21 |—2 a 
A rr nf t ¢ I So BO 7 42 ms 64 2 ~ is 
Add appropriat t available for obligation...............-- 8 . 
Deduc 
Iransfers from expired to unexpired accounts net. 4 aaa =—574 | —2,44 ie lneacan 
Transfers to surplus during the year. ........ a fh i —4s —77 " 
Not av ble for ot r 
Br ight rward fr a a a é a, t ] «4 2 
Unliquidated obligatior 
Brought forward from prior year........ a i ae 3, 269 22, 681 69, S18 S1 
‘otal appropriations. contract authorirat nsand ba ne 4 ft a é ee < . 
A ADT 
Deduct unappropriated contract authorizations... i 15, 51S 21, US2 ind 2 5 
Total appropriated funas availabk 135, 04 9 208 2 { 
Deduct expenditures............. ae 2, 818 1 4 
Unexpended balances of appropriat 17, 624 2 4,2 
Analysis of unexpended balances 
Unobligated t es Ol appropr ns and contr author: | | 
izations 
Available for ob! OI EE 10, 359 51, €48 30, 34 RSS fccccce 
Less amount becoming unavailable after June 30........ 479 2, 14 258 » 
Net amount available cerried forward............... 9, &§ 419, 5O¢ 2 . 
x 
Not available for obligation at June 30.. : 102 t § 2,4 
Add amount becoming unavailabk after June 2 4 2 & 
Total amount unavailabk Le a ee ae NE a FS 2.78 ‘ 
Less amount reverting to surplus........... nivninidiainiecdidl 2 2 
Net amount unavailable carried forward...........--- ‘ 2, 6 2 2 
Unliquidated obligations: 
Available for expenditure at June 30................. aati 22, 681 €9, S18 0, 52 81, 62 ; 
Less amount reverting to sur} nsinieaienhnieiatiivaanl ‘ 


Net un 











EXPLANAT N TA a | 
The fisc I 
G er De J l 
‘ e oT t next ¢ 
I t 3 t ( ri 
f e fF 
t < 
k e f ' i'd 
) 
i Ji l Y ‘ 
¢ 4 ; 
la 
t f 
f 
i m re t I 
y ¢ } f ¢ 
gre fi ( provide 
f datior f pre 
( I u r u r 
I é 1ded t WwW a r 
fu f 3 
me S I tl 6 du 
Some defi ‘ 
P re ¥ } ear + +) € e ar 
le for expe ture the rer 
ye but 1 f These a 
p iat 3 are lt e 8. Trar 
het e6 ex? i a ; 1 y ’ ¢ 
t ra ¢ of W } 
e 4 above reflectec ) i 
One ‘ s fund 4 ' 
tine 
Ful ! ble f (lin 
represent the ur ited t f f 
year h expired i were not re 
pr land w 1 have rt reverted t 
1 us f  % yuid tior 
ll and 12) represent the n ae 
] tions previou irred lich } 
bee aid S he f t 
year and funds for the f mi thereof 
I rted the 1 fund The 
of these amounts rep! et l 
able for the f l year for ot t 
expenditure (line 1 C j 
tions may be ) 4 i but t expe 
I arrive at the funds a e f 
per ture during the f : ve r 7 
necessary to deduct the I ale 
t t ith i ns { f 4 
! bee pr ied therefor 








fiscal year (lines 14 and 33) plust \ 
{ ( 1 r a 
fiscal year (line 5) I ] ne l 
I p! ns I < 1 
canceiations and ju ne t 
tl rizations { ne 6) € i e ft 

u tane noe i 
t rizatior 4 th oN [ 
(iilne 14a 1s 

Exper aiclure ( né lf I est 
amount of appr i ¢ 
the f 1 we j j é 
year 3U ex 
( 16 ‘ ¢ a 1 
penditure du f 

y »t the ¢ 

(ii 17) 

U ne ; y 


9191 
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i n Vv I ot gated 
1 ye I ! l close 
€ s tion 
| ae tt é ced t be the 
} ¢ f I ( e- 
I f ed by 
line 
u } ( con- 
I t 1 bal ces 
A € ’ 
i ; 1il- 
f i } 
! f un- 
( re ( r i f C 
Y I ‘ r = 
( e 
9 ‘ 1 
‘ ¢ n re- 
he f ur? 
i i t 1 I 
t { e «( € hi 
t ( 7) b g 
‘ i ] ] i I ilar 
\ f . Th 
{ deou of tl } ! anc on 
» ¢ 1! not ‘ bie r ob- 
] ( 23), plus the unobl ed bal- 
ria ex te ob i- 
1 ry ! h J ) (line 24) m us 
eve } plus fund afte 
I J » ( e 2 Ti f Con- 
( n re propriate | ne ex- 
piring for ot tion at the end of given 
Ve tne I previously ¢ ed un- 
availat creased by nev \ounts €X- 
I I 1d total would ¢ ue to build 
up it were not f the fact that certain 
} opriatior making up the total have re- 
n ed on the | 2 full rs after their 
veilability for l ion and must be re- 
verted to the surplh fund 
Unliguic d obligations at the close of the 
fiscal year (line 29) represent the total 
exmount of obligations incurred which have 


not been paid but must be adjusted to begin 





I fiscal year in order to reflect any 
amou reverting to the surplus fund 
( 30) Obligations that were incurred 
C ing the life of an appropriation and which 


ted within 2 full years after 
ppropriation must be can- 
therefor 


not liquid 
the 


funds appropriated 


expiration ol 


celed and the 





revert to the surplus fund. If these obliga- 
tions that were not liquidated within the 2 
full years after expiration of the appropria- 
tior subsequently proven justifiable they 
can be paid only through submission of a 
claim to the General Accounting Office and 
1 cef ney appropriation by Congress to 

( ic func r their payment. The ad- 
usted unliqi ted obligations (line 31) is 


rd to the next fiscal 
1 
i 


to be included in unexpendec 


] 

} l 

the amount brought forw 
\ 12) 

I 


TI total adjusted unexpended balances 
c riations and contract authorizations 
to new fiscal year (line 32) is re- 
cuced t 1mount of unappropriated con- 
t rizations at the close of the year 
(line 23) ) rive at the total unexpended 
bala of appropriations for the new fiscal 
ye 1e 34),-which differs from the total 
unex} ded balance of appropriations at 
c of the fiscal year (line 17) by the sum 
of the amour reverted to the surplus fund 
(lines 25 and 30) 


UNEXPENDID BALANCES, YEAR 1944 
In the fiscal year 1941 and running through 


i 
1944, appropriations exceeded expenditures to 


FISCAL 


such an extent that there has resulted large 
unexpended balances. Of course, it is not 
possible to maintain a balance between the 
two—p!ians, contracts, and purchases must 


be made well in advance of expenditure—but 
unnecess 


arily large balances are dangerous. 











ES 


4h 


SIONAL RECORD—S 


is of unexne! 


years 1941 








ided balances at the 


1942, 1943, and 1944 


r : which covers the | 
1943, throuvh June 


picture with 








ft ) u 1€ xp T eda t TI € a l - 
, prese ed foll n + 
n f m orn 1 ed | € 
Lureau Accoul t ury De} - 
i re tes ral i speci 
The tal Ss I d re} 
1 by age I lar to Buc - 
I Regula 1N l u Ex- 
Order 8512 
> show f ( ( ° 
I the f 1944 t l 
1 ( } yr} ) ( « 
ncurred n i,- 
an al of the 1 I ed 
t t June ( 1944 ( I g ee 
) unexpende whi 1 - 
( tions e $21.627,C00,000 d un- 
é balank ire $54,801,000,000 In- 
clu the unliqi ed ¢ g ( a | 
i< ! itl tions to an 


f $22.217.000.0U0. 


1 be noted that the bulk 
I eys made available for the fi year 
er i June 30, 1914, were approprictions 
ed the War Department and Navy De- 
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Taste 2.—Arailable funds, obliga 
r penditure for the I cal ye r ’ 
30, 1944 

] f 
( 
] \ 
‘ { 

\ 

| ( 

A ULG. ..cccecese » - 

t I 

} I \ 

| t ] 


I, tJ 16, table I, 








TABLE 3.—Analysis of unerpended balances of appropriations and contract authorizat . 
as of June 30, 1944 
} Y fet I ’ } f ‘ 14 én ¢ 
Ar oft I 
Unexper Ur ro 
edt I i Total un =. : 7 
+ a Ls + ‘ ed } Ay ' 
n ithor t ui , 
ti atic | , “ b ti, nf 
| | year 1944 
Vi ent 7°, 47 79, 47 $ | 
p | ment ‘ 20, 72 19, 319 | 40, 040 11, 264 | 1, 
\ Adr ' = | on cas | oR ] | 
e Cont : 1, £42 4 De ca cbee 
A epartment ‘ { ci ] 1 6, 592 
Int the pu ccebt tinpeenwed 7 171 * 
alta Sade a et i 114, 21 22, 217 136, 427 4§), 627 2 2 4 
1 Lair table 1 
* Tir 1, table 1. 
Liz 4 plu ne 17. tab'e 1 
4] 29 table 1. 
Cr t Loe rot 1 i oR = NO0 000 1 cont t authorit 1 ‘ Ince ¢ ¢ 
APY tion Act, 1945 (Public Law 55s), approved J </, 1944, 
Line 20, table 1 
] e 23, table 1 


War Department had a total amount 








of $75,007,000,000 available for obligation 

ng the fiscal year 1944 Against this 
availability, obligations in the amount of 
$41.072.000,000 were incurred leaving $33,- 


935,000,000 unobligated. For fiscal year 1945 
ongress appropriated $15,445,000,000 and in 
addition reappropriated unobligated bal- 
ances in an amount of $33,875,000,000—mak- 
a total of $49,318.000,000 available for 











ob ion during the fiscal year 1945, with- 
out considering deficiency and supplemental 
appropriations which will be made during 
the fiscal year. Against this availability 


$8,266,000.000 has been 
ber 30, 1944. 

The Navy Department had funds totaling 
$32,020,000,000 available for obligation dur- 
ing fiscal year 1944. Of this sum, $20,756,- 
000,000 were obligated, leaving $11,264,060,000 
unobligated. For fiscal year 1945 Congress 
made $26,489,000,090 available by appro- 
priation and in eddition approved contract 


obligated to Septem- 





authorizations in the amount of $5,- 
075,000,000. Decreases in unappropriated 
contract authorizations, due to appro- 
priations, adjustments, and cancelations, 


amounted to $10.446,000,000. An unobligated 
balance of $10,925,000,000 was made available 





in continuing appropriations or by exten- 
sion of 1944 appropriations into 1945, mak 
ing $32,043,000,000 available for obligati 
in fiscal year 1945, without considering de- 
ficiency and supplemental appr atior 
which will be made during the fiscal year. 
Against this availability $5,340,000.000 has 
been obligated “o September 30, 1944. 

Of the $136,427,000,000 shown on table 3 
as the unexpended balance for fiscal year 
1944, £81,627,000,000 is reserved to settle un- 
liquidated obligations. Of this amount re- 
served for unliquidated obligations, i95 
060,000 represents the War and Navy 
standing cbligations. 

In making the foregoing statements, i 
taken for granted that the obligations of 
$77,436,000,000 are maximum. There is avail- 
able billions of dollars of war matériel, in 
cluding equipment, planes, munitions, 
supplies, which will therefore cut down pr 
duction requirements. Additionally, thei« 
is $81,627,000,000 of unliquidated cbligations 
covering various sorts of matériel. 









and 


THE FISCAL SITUATION 

The Bureau of the Budget in the Revic'v 
of the 1945 Budget, released August 1. i944, 
stated the public debt at June 30, 1944, was 
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harbor bill, and am under the further 
n ty of moving that the conference 
re rt be rejected. That is because I 
find here in the Senate a very deter- 
mined andsubstantial opposition to what 
is known as the Elliott amendment. I 
take it I need not go into an explana- 
tion of that The Senate struck ou. the 
Elliott amendment and we did our best 
with the House con.erees to have it kept 
out, but they did not agree. The object 
of my motion is to send the matter back 
to ft er conference with a view to try- 
ing to arrive at some agreement which 
v. ill enable us to get the river and harbor 
bill through at this ; ion. It is rather 
difficult and rather desperate, and it is 
eml ing, but I see no other course 
to pursue. I have been notified by a 
number of Senators on both sides that 
extensive debate on the subject of the 
Elliott amendment will take place. I 
hope there will ve no debate at this time. 


Mr. McKELLAR. 
amendment? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Elliott amendment 
is the amendment relating to the Cen- 
tral Valley in California. It is local to 
the State. 

fr. HATCH. 
agree with that 


amendme 


What is the Elliott 


Mr. President, I cannot 
statement. The Elliott 
it affects the fundamental irri- 


gation and reclamation laws. 

Mr. BAILEY. It takes that local proj- 
ect from under those laws 

Mr. Yes. 


That is what I mean by 
1g it is local to that State. 

*. Mr. President, is it the 
st that the wenate reject 
conference re port? 

BAILEY. Yes; in order that 
may ask for a further conference and 
do what we can to straighten out the 


we 


matt But I have no idea that we can 
come back here and get anywhere unless 
the E amendment shall be stricken 
out. I have received sufficient tice 
from Senators to be suspicious that it 
would t 1 long time to complete action 
on the 1 rt. They do not say they 
would f r, and I am not charging 
them with filibustering, but they say they 
will t ere t deal of time, and time 
we do not now hav So I wish to go 
ahead with this matter and do, the best 
I can in the interest of the whole bill. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I should like to ask 
the distinzuished Senator from North 
Carolina if this matter is carried back to 
conference will he exert his influence 
acain on behalf of the $25,000,000 item 
which \ cut from the bill by the House 
confer ? 


Mr. President, I may say that I am 


indeed grateful for the assistance the 
Senator from North Carolina and the 
other Senate conferees gave to this 


amendment in conference. I extremely 
recret that there was a misunderstand- 
ing on the part of one of the Repre- 
sentatives, not one of the conferees, who 
thought the South Carolina project cov- 
ered a situation which it did not cover. 
He has told me since that he would with- 
draw his objection. I earnestly urge, Mr. 
President, for the good of the people of 








c 


South Carolina and the welfare of my 
State, that if the bill goes to further con- 
ference the Senator from North Carolina 
will carry on for us he did in the 
prev conference. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I will an- 
swer the Senator’s question. I went into 
the conference in good faith. I differed 
with other Senators about some matters 
in this bill, but I had instructions from 
the Senate to insist upon the Senate 
amendnients, and I did insist. I waived 
everything respecting the controversial 
power item which the Senate passed in 
the flood-control bill. I have insisted as 
1 
I 


as 


10uS 





ar as I can on the Senate’s position in 

spect to the river and harbor bill, but 
I feel that I must make some sacrifices, 
if necessary, and I think the Senate must 


make some sacrifices in order to get a 
bill. I will do the best I can, however. 
That is all I can say. 


Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. 
the Senator again yield? 
Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I should like again to 
express the deep appreciation of the 
people of South Carolina for what the 
dcistinguished Senator from North Caro- 
lina did, and I wish to say only this, 


that there seems to be a misunderstand- 


President, will 


ing with respect to the South Carolina 
project; that is that sufficient hearings 
were not held on the subject. Unfor- 


tunately the report of the Army engi- 
neers covers two projects. On the sec- 
ond set of projects, such as the Buck- 
ingham Landing project, there have not, 
in my judgment, been sufficient hearings. 
I asked on the floor that the Bucking- 
m Landing project be deleted, and it 
s deleted last week. The conferees 
also called attention to certain water that 
might back into North Carolina under a 
project contained in the second half of 
the report. The Sena- 


h 
Wi 


A wrnnt . Y ro? 
Army engineers 





tor from North Carolina will agree with 
me that I suggested to him that if he 


1 any fear I would prepare an amend- 
nent which would prevent ' 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I can 

that matter up. I no fear 
that such a thing would happen, and I 
showed the map to the and 
stated that the dam to be built under 
this bill would not back water within 40 
miles of the North Carolina border. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I thank the Senator 
from North Carolina for that statement, 
because misinformation has been spread 
by those who would stifle and keep down 
the people of my State, to the effect that 
the water would back into North Caro- 
lina and that no hearings on the project 
h 
v 
t] 
C 
ré 


} tates 
sucn a tning 


have 


conferees 








r will not come within 46 miles of 
e North Carolina border, as the Sena- 
or has just said. Mr. President, I ask 
nly for the first part of the engineers’ 

port to be adopted. I may say that the 

uestion concerning certain dams has 
been raised on the basis of insufficient 
hearings. The dam which is proposed to 
be built has been under discussion for 
years. This dam which is proposed to be 
built was approved by the State. The 
State Government of South Carolina 
formed a commission to build the dam, 
and I am happy that the Ser.ator from 
North Carolina has made the statement 


ad been held. As a matter of fact, the 


J 
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he has here. I again thank him, and J] 
again urge that the Senate, if po: 
help the people of my State, and if any- 
thing is to be sacrificed, Mr. President 
please do not, I beg, sacrifice South Car 
lina’s largest project in the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The con- 
ference report will be read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I pi 
ised the Senator from California 
DowNeEY] that I would yield to him. 

Mr. DOWNEY. No, Mr. President; | 
want the floor in my own right bef 
action is taken on the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rep 
has not yet been read. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will t! 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

Mr. BURTON. I wish to say a word 
as one of the conferees representing 
minority party; and to pay tribute to 
effort whicn the senior Senator f 
North Carolina made in conference to re- 
tain in che bill the amendments wh 
were placed in it by the Senate when 
passed the bill, both with relation to t! 
matter to which the Senator from Si 
Carolina referred and the matter relat- 
ing to California. Everything pos 
was done at the conference to reta 
both amendments in the bill as the S 
ate had placed them in the bill. I 
in sympathy with the Senator’s position 
and we should attempt to sustain t} 
position further, but if there is to be 
final agreement the Senate probably w 
have to yield on some point, or ther¢ 
be no bill whatsoever in the end. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The cl 
will read the report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of confcrence on the d 
agreeing votes of the two Houses ¢ 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
3961) authorizing the construction, 
and preservation of certain public wo! 
rivers and hi and for other pt 
having met, after full and free coni 
have agreed to recommend and to re 
to their respective Houses as fol 


(H 


rbors, 


That the Senate recede from its am«¢ 
ments numbered 7 and 37. 

That the House recede from its discagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 1 
17, 18, 19. 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 
32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 39, 41, 42. 43, 44 
48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, ¢ 
62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 7 
76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 8&8, E9 
90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97. 83, 99, 100, 101 2 
103, 104, and 105. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the H 


recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 9, and a 
to the same with an amendment, as foll 
On page 17, line 24. and on page 18, line 
strike out “in accordance with the re} 
of the Chief of Engineers date May 23, 1944 
and insert in lieu thereof “Senate Docu 
Numbered 230, Seventy-eighth Congre 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 23: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agi 
to the same with an amendment, as follow 


On page 34, line 6, strike out the word 
“numbered”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


Amendment numbered 40: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree 
to the same with amendments, as follows: 








wing: 


re 


“Rate schedules shall 
ard to the rec 


very (upon 
the application 


of such rate 





of the elect: 





he projec ) of the cost f pro- 

nd transmittin such el i 
including the amortization of the 
investment allocated to pows ve 


sonable period of years.’ 
line 3, bef 
e following: “fro 

od by the Congress”; 


ze e 3, strike 


AA lix 
3, sii mead 
in lieu thereof 


, and insert 


page 44, 


insert 


line 3, 
the 


after 


the word 


words “by purchase or 
reement”; 
1 page 44, line 9, after the period, insert 





“All mone 
be depositec 

nited States a 
And 


received fron u 
in the Treasury of 
miscellaneous receipts.” 
the Senate agree to the same. 
JOSIAH W. BAILEY 
Hattie W. Caraway, 
By J. W. BAILey 
JOHN H. OVERTON, 
By J. W. Batley, 
OwEN BREWSTER 
BENNETT CHAMP CLARK, 
A. H. VANDENBERG 
HIRAM W. JOHNSON, 
TuHeo. G. BILBO, 
HA pH. “URTON 
By J. W. BAILey, 
C tite pe t of the 
J.J FIELD, 
HuGH PETERS¢ 
C. JASPER BEI 
ALBERT E. CARTER, 
Geo. A. DONDERO, 


Managers on the part of the 





s 21] 





, 
Senate 
MAN 


N, 
L 


House 


Mr. DOWNEY obtained the floor. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 

} tion is on agreeing to the repor 
Mr. HATCH. A parliamentary 


The The 

in- 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. Did the Presiding Offi- 
cer state that the question was on agree- 

to the report? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A negative 

will achieve the objective which the 
Senator from North Carolina has in 
mind, 

Mr. HATCH. But the motion is to re- 

the report. 

Mr. BAILEY. And ask for a further 

nference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The custom 

to put a motion of this sort in the af- 
irmative. The same result can be at- 

ined by voting “nay.” 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, a par- 
lamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.- The Senator 

ill state it. 

Mr BURTON. How will the question 
be put? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The quesiion 
will be put on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Mr. BURTON. Therefore, Senators 
who wish to reject the report will vote 
“no”? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
iS correct. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I am 
exceedingly sorry that I am compelled 
to make any presentation to the Senate 
at this particular hour. I am fully con- 
scious of the burdens of the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. Bamey] and 


> mr ° 








the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Over- 
TON], and I am reluctant to add to them. 
I am fully consciot 
of passing the river end harbor ; 

let me say that if there is any delay in 
the pa ge of this bill h 
Elliott amendment, the responsibility 
wil upon me, becau 

course of an hour or two I think 


C ce the senate oI the ! ntveousness 


iS Of th importance 


s}}° . 
bill; but 


1 m+ h 
i me be 


Nnvin 


of the Elliott amendment. If other Sen- 
ators think that they must talk for days 
to prevent the Senate from pa x thi 
bill with the Elliott amendment, t! e- 


~ > hi lit . y 
sponsibility will be 


upon me 

wo +}, ~ + . 

Before the Senate proceeds to tl 
vote, I should be derelict in my duty 
a United States Senat make 


a brief statemer 

Mr. President, y proj 
ect was organized under an act of Con- 
gress in 
tel ent Lilornisé 
with water conditions in the Central 
Valley projec | ! 


tions there knew that it would never 


~ 


possible to enforce the 160-acre | a- 
tion in the Central Valley 1 It 
was totally impossible to enforce that 
limitation then. It is totally impossible 
to e>force it today. 

Mr. President, in 1937 and sin then, 
when our citizens, our 


/M 


members of our legisiatu 
rectors of our water districts discussed 
this matter with representatives of the 
Bureau of Reclamation, the vi ( 
people of California was stated t 
representatives of the Burs I 
mation, namely, that we ia Ca 
see no way to enforce the 160-acre lim- 
itation in the Central Valley project 

From time to time the representatives 
of the Bureau of Reclamation kept 
promising that shortly they would either 
present some way of practically applying 
the 160-acre limitation in our Central 
Valley project, or they woulc consent to 
its elimination from the basic law so far 
as it applies to the Central Valley proj- 
ect. Year after year passed without that 
being done; and, of course, it was not 
done, because there is no way of apply- 
ing any limitation in the Central Valley 
project, as I shall soon show. 

I lived and practiced law for 20 years 
in that district. I know it intimately, 
and I know that Senators who are now 
threatening a filibuster to destroy this 
bill unless the Elliott amendment is 
eliminated are attempting to do some- 
thing which is totally impossible, that 
is, to enforce any kind of a limitation in 
the Central Valley project. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, 
Senator yield? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I yieid. 

Mr. HATCH. It is not impossible for 
the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation to receive a bill and give it study, 
is it? 

Mr. 


will the 


DOWNEY. Mr. 
should have been done many months 
ago. Since the distinguished Senator 
has raised that point 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator further yield? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia has been a Member of the Senate 


President, that 
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for several years He co i! O- 
auc bill that he n d 
to >» Si 1 i l ¢ i e 
I : ferred t > | ( 

l 1 < il ive I - 
{ n by c im I t 
ne to 1 t = 
t her Y l ‘ = 
I u in 
t ( I n l ( 
re { m t ( a 5 t 
m re 

Mr. DOWNEY. I1 that I must 
( n . tl ‘ 
{ wer 1 a l hed 
© r 2 N M ’ I 1 
con l do 
W t I e 
( h t I 
1 n ne e 
( 1 on nd 
Y of M n y > 
? t no 


f i 1 resp 1 j 
t ( ral \ 

B S tor from I 1 

Ov D for whom I have « ya ~ 

t I 1 respect it e 

? ry He! Th r ‘ ] ; hea 
) the Bureau of R 1 draft 

[I < 1 





( in ». For probably 60 
a I en d 
ph the Bu 1 of R I 1 in 
an é + to hat thes I > Y e 
a bill as a bstitute for tl Elliott 
an iment, if such a bill « i be pre- 
p qd I ry of no \ im e 
such a bill, and I challenge i- 
ator to u est one on tne fi ( of tne 
Senat 

Finally, the Bureau of Reclamation, 
without consulting with me to the 
nature of the b told me th the bil 
was ready for C ress. I ask the dis- 
tinguished Senator from New \ ), 
What happened? That bill was handed 
to him for introduction; and although 
there is not a single acre of public land 
in the Central Valley project, that bill 
was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands and Surveys 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Presid 


or vield? 


Mr. DOWNEY. 
Mr. HATC 


I yield. 
H. It is obvious that if this 


debate continues, it will lead to quite 
] thy disc ions. Several m 
about which the S { from C ll L 
is now speaking naturally pron a repl 
On my part; but I do not care to take t 
time of the Senate just now to «¢ 1 


1 


this denate. The Senator from Califor- 
nia has made a \ t 5 


We went all through the | ject We 
discussed it for about a week, I believe. 
Mr. DOWNEY. I was on the i ti- 


gation for about a month. The Senator 
was there for about a week. 

Mr. HATCH. I was in ne 
tabling the bill in the Committee ¢ 
lic Lands and Surveys, to wl 
ator I 
that mea 


n Pub- 
h the Sen- 
I said to the Sen that 
sure must be considered by the 


fers. itor 
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Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion, and that the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys would have nothing 
further to do with it. I told him that I 
would join him in the introduction of a 


bill or in any other effort to get the mat- 
ter before the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation. As the Senator knows, 
that is my purpose. I do not wish to be 
put in a false light in that regard, and 
I am sure the Senator from California 
does not wish to put me in a false light. 
These things show just how prolonged 
the debate will necessarily become if we 
must go into the question at this time. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I want to assure the 
cS 


Senator from New Mexico that I mean no 


criticism of him for what I am saying. 
Mr. President, when I found that the bill 
on the Central Valley project had been 


referred to the wrong committee, never- 
theless in my humble way I endeavored to 
abide by the rules of the Senate and do 
equity. So I went to the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation |Mr. BaNKHEspD] 
and he helpfully and courteously, under 
a resolution which I had submitted, ap- 
pointed me as chairman of a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation to consider the prob- 
lems and difficulties of the Central Val- 
ley project, including the 160-acre lim- 
itat.on. 

Because we did not have any legislation 
before the committee, we were unable to 
obiain an appropriation for the purpose 
of defraying the costs and expenses of 
carrying on the investigation. The Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. Corpon] acted 
with me on my subcommittee, and both 
of us were as economical as we could be 
and we spent as little money as possib'e. 
But in order to provide a committee of 
five on which the distinguished senior 
Senator from New Mexico |Mr. Hatcu] 
might be a member, we asked him, the 
distinguished junior Senator from Ari- 
zona |Mr. McFarRLAND] and the distin- 
guished senior Senator from South Da- 
kota |Mr. Gurney] to accompany us on 
the investigation. It happened that they 
were members of another subcommittee 
of the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

So the five of us from the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation went to 
California. We spent the first day read- 
ing aloud Senate bill 1948. As it was read 
aloud, not only the Senators who were 
members of the subcommittee shuddered 
at its terms—and I use the word 
riously—but even the representatives of 
the Bureau of Reclamation who were 
present were in such distress over it that 
the Commissioner of Reclamation, Harry 
Bashore, immediately denied the valid- 
ity of the bill and announced his opposi- 
tion to it, and the distinguished senior 
Senator from New Mexico |Mr. Hatcu] 
on that first day himself announced that 
he had never read the bill, that it was 
10t his composition, that it was prepared 
by the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Bureau of Reclamation and was handed 
to him, and that he himself would be op- 
posed to the bill, and he stated several 
times to our subcommittee that there was 
no chance that it would ever pass the 
Senate. 


se- 


Let me again say I have no criticism 
for what was done by the Senator from 
New Mexico. He very properly, at the 
request of the Secretary of the Interior, 
introduced the bill in question, and im- 
mediately upon learning of its tenor very 
sincerely and plainly stated his opposi- 
tion to it. I have no complaint against 


the Senator for this and hope he under- 
stands that. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 


Senator. yield for just one word? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lucas 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
California yield to the Senator from New 
Mex:co? 

Mr. DOWNEY. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. Merely to save taking 
time to reply later, I shall ask the Sen- 
ator to permit me to interpolate at this 
point in my cwn defense. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Yes; I shall be very 
happy to have the Senator do So, al- 
though the Senator needs no defense. 

Mr. HATCH. So I will say that long 
before the bill was read, I told the Sen- 
ator from California what my position 
would be. The moment I arrived in Sac- 
ramento I walked into the room where 
the Senator was holding a press con- 
ference. 

Mr. DOWNEY. That is correct. 

Mr. HATCH. The newspapermen 
asked me if that was my bill. I said, 
“No,” and I said, “It is not the final an- 
swer of the Department of the Interior.” 

Mr. President, we must be frank about 
this matter. I said, “The Department 
of the Interior sent the bill over and 
asked that it be introduced as a spring- 
board on the basis of which we could 
discuss this subject and obtain sugges- 
tions.” And at that press conference I 
said, “In this form I will vote against the 
bill. I will not let it come out of my 
committee if I can help it. But it may 
serve a useful purpose.” And I did ex- 
actly that. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, the dis- 
tinguished Senator need not elaborate 
on that point. I am in total agreement 
with what he has said. I wish the Senate 
to know that the Senator had absolutely 
nothing to do with the preparation of 
the grandiose and extravagant bill which 
would have returned those of us in that 
part of California to a State of feudal 
existence. I know the Senator had noth- 
ing to do with the preparation of the bill. 
Of course, I have too high an estimate 
of the Senator from New Mexico to think 
that he had anything to do with its 
preparation. 

Mr. President, let me say that by the 
time we had made our investigation and 
by the time we had considered the bill, 
everyone had abandoned the bill. Ithink 
that statement is correct. I wish to say 
that undoubtedly many months were 
spent by someone in the Bureau of Rec- 
lamation in preparing the bill, which is 
long, technical, and involved. It is a 
bill which some persons characterize as 
communistic. I would not characterize 
it as such. I would term it a bill at- 
tempting to return the Central Valley 
project to a state of feudalism, with the 
Bureau of Reclamation as the masters 
of it. Under the provisions of the bill, 
no one could ever again have sold an 
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acre of land in the Central Valley project 
without the consent of the Secretary 
the Interior. No one could ever again 
have had water except in such amou 
as the Secretary of the Interior wished 
to have allotted from time to time. Th 
terms of the bill were so onerous and 
complicated that everyone who once r¢ 

it realized its total impracticability and 
the fact that it could not become the la 
of the land. 

At the conclusion of the hearings at 
which the four Senators I have named 
in addition to myself, were present, the 
distinguished senior Senator from Ne: 
Mexico [Mr. Hatcu] very fairly, pre- 
cisely, and justly, as he always does, re- 
stated his position that Senate bill 1948, 
which he had introduced for the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, was not a good bill, 
and should not be passed. Then the dis- 
tinguished Senator said, “We must 
one of two things. We must either find 
some way of enforcing the 160-acre limi- 
tation in the Central Valley project 
we must have the Elliott amendment.” 
The distinguished Senator himself svi 
he did not see any way to practically 
apply the 160-acre limitation, but that 
he was not prepared to say that thei 
was no way of doing so, and that what 
we all should do was to attempt to find 
the solution which the Bureau of Recla- 
mation has now been seeking for 7 years. 

I acquiesced in the statement of the 
distinguished Senator from New Mexico, 
and I returned to Washington. I held 
numerous conferences with Mr. Bashore, 
the Commissioner of Reclamation, with 
Bill Warne, the Assistant Commissioner, 
with Mr. Straus, First Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and with other per- 
sons from the Bureau of Reclamation 
They discussed, as I thought, in a very 
impractical and unrealistic way, many 
solutions of the problem which were way 
up in the air. As soon as those gentle- 
men had called to their attention laws 
not only of man but of nature—for in- 
stance, the law of hydraulics—they would 
admit that their solutions were unwork- 
able. So far they have not presented any 
solution whatsoever, and the distin- 
guished senior Senator from New Mexico 
knows that months have passed since we 
concluded our hearings in California. 

I have said they have not presented 
any solution, but I desire to qualify that 
remark. The distinguished members of 
the Bureau of Reclamation have finally 
said to me in effect, “No; there is no way 
we can apply the 160-acre limitation, but 
in lieu thereof we suggest that a highe 
water rate be charged the farmers in th 
Central Valley project, large and small.” 
That is the only solution they have dis- 
cussed with me. It is a way to increase 
water charges on farmers in California. 
It does not apply the 160-acre limitation 

Mr. President, I desire to be brief, and 
I shall conclude as rapidly as I am able 
to do so. But I wish to say to the Sen- 
ators now in the Chamber that, for 7 
long years, out of the 500 most intelli- 
gent and experienced people in California 
who know about this matter, there is not 
one person who does not know that the 
limitation cannot be enforced. Every 
Representative from the State of Cali- 
fornia in the House of Representatives 
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10 comes from the area including the | 
itral Valley project is firm in the opin- 
that the limitation cannot be en- 
ed. Our legislature by almost unani- 
is vote of both the senate and the 
mbly resolved in favor of the Elliott 
ndment. 
here are hundreds of directors in the 
district who have been elected by 
ular vote. With a few exceptions, 
one of them has stated that, in 
ir opinion, there is no way of enforc- 
the 160-acre limitation. Every wat 
neer, every expert in Irrigation law 
i every State official has reached the 
onclusion. For 7 long weary years 
have patiently, with our hats in our 
s, asked the Bureau of Reclamation, 
are you going to do with us out 
We have no effective answer of 
kind. 
Why did not Mr. EL.iott introduce the | 
ndment to the rivers and harbors 
Because the Central Valley project 
created in a rivers and harbors bill 
i because we are now ready to deliver 
ter out there, and 2,000,000 acres of 
most fertile land in California is im- 
iled in its water supply merely because 
cannot operate the Central Valley 
ject with the limitation to which I 
ve referred. 
I should like to state briefly to the Sen- 
why the 160-acre limitation cannot 
enforced. 
In the first place, Mr. President, there 
» 2,000,000 acres of land in this project. 
is the most complicated, the most 
riegated project in the whole world. 
Four hundred thousand acres of those 
wo million lie in the delta of the Sacra- 
nto and the San Joaquin Rivers, and 
subject to inundation almost every 
nth of the year except where islands 
ive been created by building dikes right 
tin the delta. Those islands generally 
nsist of 1,000 or 1,500 acres. They are 
low sea level. They are mosquito-in- 
ted. They are so hot that no one 
will live there. How any Senator can be 
) unrealistic as to believe that that area 
10uld be cut up into small farms when 
no one could or would live there is be- 
yond my comprehension. Not only that, 
Mr. President, but it would be utterly im- 
ssible to farm that under those con- 
itions unless we were to go into col- 
tive farming. I will explain why. 
During periods of high water we must 
pump excess water out of those islands 
to the river. The water plane neces- 
rily, as a matter of hydraulics, remains | 
nstant over one entire island, which | 
nerally means that only one crop may 
raised, such as potatoes, asparagus, 
igar beets, or what not. Almost every | 
land is devoted to the raising of but | 
type of crop because only one water 
j 





el can be maintained which comes 
se to the surface. It can be main- 
tained only by pumping during periods | 
high water. 
During periods of low water we have 
reverse situation. The water is | 
imped in in order to irrigate, and gen- 
erally the crops raised must require the | 
ame amount of irrigation. 
When these facts were stated to Harry | 
Bashore, Commissioner of the Bureau of 
Reclamation, he said what every engi- 





cr 


neer is compelled to say, namely, “Why 


oft course, you cann t cut those isianads 
up Those islands be successful- 
ly farmed The workers live in small 
towns 10, 15 20 mil ay. Vast 
mount f heavy equipmer e used on 
the ind No one Calif iv 
any at ee ol int ( St ( l- 
ion tnat w ] ( e to cu 1a 
land up ) f s of 100 160 
ac , or into an 12 that 
of the i ids iseiv Even t 
could be don e limi Ss C l 
m be enf ced 
Mr. P nt, t ! t which 
We lking s stored be- 
hind the § i ibd l I 
1 purposes—fl 4 pe 

navigation, ir ation, and for wh 
call salinity control. This because dur- 
ing periods of low water the ocean 


i Uu 


flow up the river and impregnate the 
lands along the bank 


Out of the reservoir on the S: 

River will be released enough fresh wa- 
ter to counteract the salty tides and 
protect adjacent lands from their effect. 

It is true that the delta farmers n 
now pump fresher water than they could 
before the project was installed. It 
true that the river water will not 
so high nor fall so low and pum; 
charges will be lower. Undoubtedly 
those islands are benefited by this proj- 
ect, but no plan has ever been proposed 
by which any acreage restriction could 
there be enforced, 

As we proceed up the Sacramento 
River we are faced with a different situa- 
tion. The Shasta Dam is on the Sacra- 
mento River. On that river we have 
water rights 50, 25, 20, and 10 years old. 
A water right which is 50 years old may 
mean that a farmer, under the pattern 
of the past, would have the use of water 
every year except once in a century 
when he might fail in 10 percent of it. 
If a farmer has a water right for a sec- 
tion and a century from now there may 
be a need for some of the stored water, 
would there be any way of enforcing the 
limitation against him? Take another 
example: Here is a man with a water 
right 20 years old who, ordinarily, once 
every 10 or 15 years fails to have suffi- 
cient water to fill his rights. All the 
bureaucrats and lawyers in the world 
could not work out any plan of imposing 
the acreage limitation in such 
These are extreme cases it is true, but 
let me say that it is accepted by every- 
one of experience that the water I hav 


described, to be used for firming up pi 


mento 


rise 
wn 


cases. 








poses, cannot possibly be restricted 
any acreage limit: n. 


1b} 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr 


. Pre ident will the 


MCL vais Ul 





Senator yield? 
Mr. DOWNEY. I yield. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Ish 
whether the water rights to which tl 





d by purchase 
j I do not understand 
the difference between the advant 
of those water rights. 

Mr. DOWNEY. As the Senate perha: 
knows, in California, as elsewhere in t 
Vest, we have what is known as the doc- 
trine of prior appropriation. The man 
who first uses water h } 
in it. For example, if some man settled 


Senator refers were acqui! 
Tt 


tlement. 





s the first ri 
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on a rive ( n to irri- 
te out of t I r, he v } iy 
I prior subse oO i- 
t s. That eak is 
yn Vv In my 
¥ { ( lutions S ) 
} tha si 
Ca 
M r ‘ . } = — 
M RUSSEI h P I ) 
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I I m 
a 
h DOW Y I 
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Ir ( f la ! 
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int T tne Re iv) « 
l al y l 169 
»)an oO i i l 
V h are ly v 1 > 
M DOWNEY No » | is 
which take their water from e } 
I may briefly say that und t I i- 
mation law which } been in eff for 
a it 40 years ' er from a 1 ma- 
tion project, e) pt Dy} C ‘ ol 
Congress, of which there have beer . 
eral can be used for a parcel of land ex- 
ceeding 160 acres, or 1 smaller ur 
the Secretary may declare, down to as 
low as 10 acres. Origina of course 
that law worked fairly because we had 
large bodies of undeveloped lic ] i 


and that land was free, and was taken 


up under the he 


ymeste 


ic t whicl 
aq rignts which 


gave a person 160 acres 
Mr. RUSSELL. I understand that, 
but I understood the Senator t y that 


} +} 
¢ the 
@il Ai 


priv ate lv owned. 
Mr. DOWNEY. 


lands whi 
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ment purpos 


“we aia 
all privately owned, 


irrigated, and unde 


nm were Mvoived Wel 


Yes, Senator; they are 


} the I re m 
rf p o? ry ‘ “ ] 
tor f ) } 

v €r 101 FCpicilisile 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, if the 


Senator from Ca 


s 
should like to inf 


lifornia will yield, I 


Georgia a little further, if I 

Mr. DOWNEY. I; 

Mr. HATCH. W I 1 n dis- 
cussed is the irr : 
policy of irrigation - 
; y thoares bt Cc : 
TInit is } oa i t 
providing sm I l 

Mr. RUSSELI 11 t 1 

Mr. HATCH. ‘ h 
t hout t! par- 
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same ter! : 
40 veal tT 
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atICe 
ae iestl 
t! are many things which have to be 
¥ i out. So it is not fair to say they 
do not want to comply. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
senator leld 

Mr. DOWNEY. I have the floor. 

Mr. LANGER May I ask a question 
of theS itor from New Mexico? 

AT, 


. DOWNEY. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER I hap 


ppened to be in 
Californ at the time hearings were 
being held and I read about the matter 
in the newspapel but I never got it 
( rly in mind: I was out there only 
overnight. Would the Senator mind ex- 
plaining a little further exactly why they 
uld h more than 160 acres? What 

is their contention? 

Mr. HATCH. That would involve an 
extended discussion, because they do 
have a ry complicated situation there. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I de- 
cline to yield further. Iam about to take 
that up now. 

Mr. President, the great bulk of this 
land lies in the Southern San Joaquin 
crea. A hundred years ago that area had 


bencath its soil one of the greatest bodies 
of underground water in the whole world. 
When farming first started there about 
840 over that great area they generally 
had artesian water, and as the valley was 
farmed irmers put down wells to 
get the wat Over the course of a 


+}, f 
viie i 


er. 


hundred years, the withdrawal has been 
greater than the inflow, so that now in 
many places in that valley the water 
plane is down 300 feet, and wells may 
have to be put down 2,000 feet to tap the 
water and bring it up to that level. To 
make the situation more complicated and 


difficult to understand, in some areas 
there has been very little diminution of 
the underground water supply while in 
some regions it is almost wholly ex- 
hausted. . 

This project was conceived long ago 
principally in order to provide replen- 
ishment water to build up this under- 
ground supply to be used on lands al 
ready irrigated. Let me say that about 
75 pere all the project water for 
the Southern San Joaquin will have to 
be supplied by underground pumping and 
about 25 percent by surface irrigation; 
indecd the flood waters that are to be 
stored must largely be stored in under- 
ground pools as there are not sufficient 
surface reservoirs available. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from California yield for a 
Guestion? 

Mr. DOWNEY. 

Mr. LANGER. 


ale 


; ¢ 
nt oi 


I yield. 

Iam not familiar with 
irrigation terms, but what is underground 
pumping and does it differ from ordi- 
nary pumping? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I mean an under- 
ground reservoir from which the water 
may be pumped. I am not referring to 
water pumped from a river or conveyed 
in surface ditches. 

Let me now in a few words state why 
the acreage limitation cannot be applied 
to underground waters. It is because if 
you allow a man with 160 acres to have 
the water, you cannot prevent the owne 
adjacent thereto from using it on a 
parcel of 64 acres. Gentlemen may not 
like that; they might desire to break up 


7 


and disturb all these farms of over 160 
cres developed over a hundred years, 
and apparently that is what they want 





tc do; but they simply cannot do it by 
this acreage limitation, because they 
cannot repeal the law of hydraulics. 

Let us take the one district of which 
ve made a specific study—the distin- 
guished Senator from New Mexico can 
check the facts as I give them—the 
Modera irrigation district, which was 
organized 25 years ago. All the land- 


owners have paid the assessments since 
then. About one-half their land is in 
of less than 160 acres and about 
one-half in units over 160 acres. 


Mr. RUSSELL. Is that a reclamation 
’ iaet 9 
yrojyect: 
Mr. DOWNEY. It will receive recla- 
mation water. 
Mr. RUSSELL. But up until now it 


has been a private project? 


Mr. DOWNEY. It is a State water 
district, obtaining water from under- 
zround sources. Most of that land 


which is held in units of more than 160 
acres is either dairy land, alfalfa land, 
or land growing crops which require 
more than 160 acres, still unirrigated, or 
grain land or dry pasturage land. Under 
the California laws of setting up water 
districts, revenues for the water districts 
can be provided in one of twoways. The 
lirectors may either levy an ad valorem 
tax according to the value of the prop- 
erty and distribute water proportionately 
to the receipts from the ad valorem tax 
or the district can levy an assessment 
according to the benefits received by the 
landowner. 

The Reclamation Bureau and every- 
one else admits that when the Modera 
district buys water it has got to utilize 
about 75 percent by pumping from un- 
derground sources. If it comes into the 
Modera by underground flow, it is going 
to go uniformly throughout the entire 
district, regardless of the units of land- 
ownership above. 

It would be possible for the reclama- 
tion district under the law of California 
to say to the farmers of the district “You 
cannot have any surface water if you 
have more than 160 acres of land.” That 
would then necessitate excluding the 
larger units frcm the district so that 
they would not be subject to any tax. 
But there is no possible way under the 
Constitution or laws of California to pre- 
vent the landowner having more than 
160 acres of land continuing to pump out 
and use the underground waters. Ex- 
clusion from the district would free them 
from the tax and only that. 

Many times while the hearings to 
which I have referred were in progress I 
discussed these problems with my fellow 
Senators. None of them have the slight- 
est idea of any way in which the recla- 
mation limitation to our underground 
water can be applied. 

In the Central Valley project there are 
about 2,000,000 acres of this, there are 
about 500,000 acres which are not yet cul- 
tivated. The suggestion has been made 
many times not to apply this limitation 
to the developed area, but in the future 
to apply it only to the undeveloped area. 
One reason why that cannot be done is 
because of the underground water sup- 
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ply problem. Any man with a thousand 
acres of undeveloped land in the Mad 
project can put his wells down when 

he desires to. Let me say as a lawyer who 
practiced irrigation law in Californ 
we just cannot prevent that being d 

by him. And he can do it whether his j 
developed or undeveloped. Of the 500. 
C90 ecres cf unirrigated land ebsut o1 
half isin units of 1€0 acres. Much of t 
250.000 acres is second- and third-: 
land. Much of it is the land which 
not been developed because it is not t 
best land. It is now used largely in dr: 
farming and for grain. It would b 
great national tragedy to do what 
Reclamation Bureau wanted tc do, name- 
ly, create a colonization plan for return. 
ing veterans on that type of land. Ti 
was the primary idea of the bill of 
Senate, S. 1948. Iknow something ab 
the trials and tribulations of the sm 
farmer, particularly on poor land, 
Never, so long as my Voice will hold cut, 
will I consent to the Reclamation Burcau 
taking our second- and third-rate lands 
and attempting to colcnize them by our 
veterans, who have already had a hard 
enough time :n life. In any event, let m 
say, even if we should want to do that 
very thing, there is no way, even in these 
undeveloped lands, of meeting the under- 
ground supply problem. 

Mr. President, a word or two more, and 
I shall have concluded. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I wish to make one 
thing very clear in my own mind. Tix 
undevelcped lands to which the Senator 
has been referring also have this under- 
ground reservoir under them? 

Mr. DOWNEY. Yes, Senator; they 
have, and I might say to the distin- 
guished Senator that they are scattered 
from Shasta Dam down to the Tcha- 
chapis, 400 miles away, they have every 
rate of rainfall, from 4 inches up to a 
hundred. They contain every quality of 
land. They are held in every kind of 
ownership, and this grandiose effort to 
turn the Central Valley into some sort of 
soldiers’ colonization plan was doomed 
to failure ‘or many reasons, from its very 
conception. 

If I were stating only my own opinion 
I might do it with some degree of hesita- 
tion, in view of the fixation and the 
phobia which exists here in Washington 
on this particular issue, but the Gov- 
ernor of California, the attorney general 
of the State, our watei project authority, 
almost every assemblyman and State 
senator, almost every director of every 
irrigation district, almost every engineer 
of importance that I know of, and almost 
every irrigation lawyer I know of, all are 
in agreement, after having lived there for 
30 years, that we cannoi enforce the 166- 
acre limitation in the Central Valley 
project. 

Mr. President, I want to say that I 
think it was unfortunate that 6 months 
ago the bill introduced on behalf of the 
Secretary of the Interior by the distin- 
guished Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
HatcH], was not referred te the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 
I cannot take any responsibility for that 
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this: When I found the act 


1d been taken perhaps I should 
sen in the Senate and insisted 
bill b Pee te proper 

ittee. But I di ot want to ca 
ling. 1 v aniad to go along, and I 
» work out the situation as 3 


President, I desire also to say that 
giad to submit this matter to the 
yon as brief an argument as I 
ake, and I am about to conclude 
the present, unless I have other aues- 
rguments to answel If th 
ver and harbor bill is beaten by 
mifilibuster or a long talk, that re- 
bility */ill not lie upon my shoul- 
But I — very firmly when I say 
the Senate that after long investiga- 
and consiaeré ee ait er aoe vears of 
with the Central Valley project, I 
ure the niin aa t ultimately we 
do nothing if we are ever going to 
zo this water, except pass the Elliott 
ndment. 
Mi oe Mr. President, wiil the 
tor yieid for a question? 
Ir.DO WNEY Y. Lyield. 
Mr. LANGER. How many’ acres are 
) ved altogetner? 
Mr. DOWNEY. About 2,000,000 acres 
which about 1,500,000 are cultivated 
1 500,000 are still not developed. 
Mr. LANGER. A moment ago the 
Senator spoke of stock being sold. Did 
enator mean livestock, or financial 





tw 


DOWNEY. Corporate stock, sold 
he extent of $5,000,000 to finance this 
it project 

Mr. LANGER. That was for 17,000 

9 
Ir. DOWNEY. Yes. 
{r. President, I pr to have placed in 
RecorpD at the conclusion of my re- 
irks a telegram om uring on the issue 
vy before us, from G. J. Jones, secretary 
the Technical Engineers’ Union, Local 


There being no obje 
is ordered to be print 


‘ 


follows: 


tion, the telegram 
ed in the Recorp, 


OAKLAND, Cauir., December 15, 1944. 
tor SHERIDAN DOWNEY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Our organizaticn vigorously opposes the 
amendment to the Rivers and Harbors 
We call attention to the fact that this 
nendment is again before the House through 
n of the House conferees among whom 
ur lame duck Congressman ALBERT E. 
( TER. California defeated Congressman 
ARTER precisely because of his past campaign 
this amendment and similar policies. 
age of this amendment by Congress will 
1 Opposition to the will of the people of 
area. Please insert in REcorpD 
G. J. JONES, 
Secretary, Technical Engineers, Un 
Local 89. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
tion is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The report was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments, request a 
further conference with the House there- 
on, and that the Chair appoint on the 
part of the Senate the same conferees as 
were previously appointed. 


3 
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Presid UO é i ( a 
Mr. Ba Y, Mrs. C WAY rc f 
Mi uri, Mr. Er.no, Mr. JOHNSON ( - 
iO! M V NSEs ivi DREW E 
nd Mr. I ON ( scnthe p f 
es t the ce 
M ATCH. Preside n 
for t ! i, a? lso per! Ss to ) 
conferees, I d e to make a - 
ment, not In rej to e Se or from 
Ca! at 1, bec > he does | 
a y compiicated situation in e ¢ - 
0 \ CJ 50 fal I kn 
t! ) one int S | 
S an expert on th 
are Many questions involved. I am not 
t all sure it e Central illey p 
should receive some $400,000,000 of C 
funds, witho interest, payable in an- 
nual installments, as in the case of all t! 
other reclamation projects, unl the 
project also comes within th ul terms 
and laws that apply to all other proj 
I shall not argue that poine today; b 


the principle of the 16)-acre limitation, 
think, ought to be preserved, anc in 
say to the Senator from California, as I 
said to him in his State, that if he cares 
to introduce a separate biil repealing the 
160-acre limitation, let that bill go to 

1e proper commitree; and ii tnere is no 
other solution, I will join the Senator, be- 
cause some solution must be founc I 
am not ready today, however, to say there 
is no other solution. That is alll a 
that the Senate of the United Siates, 
through its proper committee, as well as 
the House, give every possibie considera- 
tion to the question 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
ask to make a brief statement concerning 
the matter which has been under discus- 
sion by the Senator from California [Mr. 
Downey! and the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. HatcH]. I am willing to 
concede thac the historical development 
of this project has presented complex 
problems, but I am not willing to con- 
cede that the fundamental policy of the 
United States Government for the de- 
velopment of reclamation projects out « 
the Tre asury of the United States aaa 
be altered, and the conditions under 
which these projects were started should 
be changed by a rider on a rivers and 
harbors bill, which excludes considera- 
tion by the committee of the United 
States Senate which knows most, about 
reclamation, and is primarily responsible 
for the land policy of the United States 
in conjunction with reclamation projects. 
I am not willing that the matter should 
be handled in such a manner, otal that 
that committee should be short-circuited 
by the rider which is here under dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. President, there are many aspects 
of the situation in California which the 
Senator from California has not dis- 
cussed, but if we are to consider it in 
conjunction with a conference report, 
which cannot be amended and must be 
adopted or rejected in its entirety, I want 
the Senate and the country to know some 
of the other aspects of this problem, and 
some of the far-reaching consequenc: 
which I think would flow from the adop- 
tion of the Elliott rider on the rivers and 
harbors bill because, Mr, 
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the floor that offic {the R ma } 
Service are trving to stralt ick tl 
people of California. Tr! people of 
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] of 1 Republic 1 the pre- | 
Cl ( nd comin ar n through | 
t! ( r, t Homestead Act, and | 
1 { nt of th rrigation 
il re rn Or 1 

1 DOW it Y Mr Pre G t, will 
ti eld? 

I I FOLLETTEI I vield 

M DOWNEY I desire < y to make 

( b comment upon what th 
‘ fi lew Mexico {Mr. Hatcu] | 
h \ nI wa peak about 
t of the Bureau of Reclama- 
1 1 to f} the larmeé of Ca ornl 

( Lt it jacket, obviously I 
ri Senate bill 1948. 

1 | if tl debat pre ed 
n li I shall be very ad to read 
1 ( its on that Vv bill made by 
t ( I hed Senator from New 
I by the Commissioner of 
J in which they themselves 
vel ronely « demned the plan out- 
lined in the bill which was handed to 
ti ( inguished Senator. 

Before I conclude, I should like to say 
one thine further. We are not attempt- 
ll to pioncer the way. Already the 
Cc re very intelligently and prop- 
€) where it found that the 160-acre 
limit on could not be applied in whole 
cr in part, has enacted laws exempting 
certain projec I believe there are two 
such projects in the State of Nevada. 
‘shere is one such project in the State of 
Colorado, There is another such proj- 
ect in California. If the Senate of the 
United § should conclude that the 
reclamation States should lose their in- 
terest-frce money, I could not prevent it. 

I should like to say to the distinguished 
Senators from New Mexico and Arizona 
that we know there is a widespread eva- 


sion of the 1€0-acre limitation in proj- 
ects in their States. As a matter of 
fact, we know that there is very little 
attempt to euforce it. By family deeds, 
leases, and other methods well known to 
the distinguished Senators, the 160-acre 


limitation, is not now in force in many 
of the reclamation projects. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the 


Senator from Wisconsin yield to me? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the 


Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. President, there 
no ou on that there should be a 


imitetion of 160 acres 
e cf water 


upon the right 
from a reclamation 


roject bu at public expense. There 
ere practical considerations in Califor- 
n particularly with respect to lands 
irrig d by u rgeround supplies, which 
meke it very difficult to enforce the lim- 
itation. However, I am unwilling to 
concece that there is a lack of brains, 
skill, and ability in the United States 


Senate to ceal with the situation in Cali- 
fornia end co the right thing about it. 
For that reason I believe that this ques- 
tion should be considered by the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 
and should not be handled as a rider to 
a river and harbor bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
have only this to say in response to the 
statement of the junior Senator from 
California: In the first place, if exemp- 
tions have been made, that does not 
justify the blanket exemption attempted 





to be made in this bill. Sccondly, if th 
Reclamation Act is being evaded, or if 
its general provisions are not being prop- 


d, that 


certainly is no justi- 





ficati for further exemptions. In mak- 
ing tl tement, I do not say that I 
am f: r with the situation, or know 
t! nt made by t Senator from 
Cai to ke tru However, that 
is no 1 on for the blanket exemption 
h sought for this tremendous 

pre) he State of California. 

{r. McKELLAR. I! President, will 
{ pel r vie 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As an outsider, so 
t f I 1 1 to ask about th te- 
I which has been made by two Sen- 

O 1 the 169-acre limitation is be- 
ntly disregarded by the l- 
If that is the case, it is cer- 
duty of this body and the body 


r end of the Capitol to change 
yn and bring about the en- 
of the law. I believe that the 
eedingly wise. It is a crying 
hame if the administrators of the law 
disregarding the plain mandate of 
the law. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I agree with the 
F if that be the fact. I do not 
know it to be the fact. 

Let me further, Mr. President, 
that as one Member of this body I am 
xceedingly interested in the mainte- 
nance of the family-size, family-owned, 
family-operated farm, because I believe 
it is one of the cornerstones upon which 
our political democracy rests. I believe 
there should be a comprehensive review, 
study, and redetermination of the land 
policy cf the United States; but, Mr. 
President, this is certainly no way to go 





ecfrar?T 
svate 


about it. The method proposed could 
only have unfortunate repercussions and 
results. 


In conclusion, let me say that no man 
should assume from the statement made 
by the Senator from California that all 
the citizens of California are in agree- 
ment with the position which he feels 
compelled to take upon this matter, as a 
perusal of the hearings will disclose. 

This conflict runs back into the his- 
tory of the land policy and development 
of California, as well as the United 
States. Any interest which I have in 
this matter stems from my deep concern 
about the future economic development 
of agriculture in the United States. I 
consider the matter paramount in im- 
portance; and so long as Iam a Member 
of this body I shall exercise my rights in 
discussing the question legitimately, if 
we are forced to do so, when it is pre- 
sented in a conference report which can- 
not be amended, but must be rejected or 
accepted in its entirety. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I agree with the Sena- 
ter from Wisconsin, I have been follow- 
ing this particular project for years in 
the Committee on Appropriations. For 
years the people of the Central Valley in 
California have come before that com- 
mittee asking for the appropriation of 
money under the authority of the Rec- 
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lamation Bureau. The project start 
with a very moderate appropriation 
it has now increased to more than $209.- 
000.090. From the information bet 
the committee, it would probably 
the people of the United States $400,001 
cece 

Why should 


7 


the people of Califor 


now seek to get out from under | | 
of the country, or the authority of 
Bureau of Reclamation, and say that t 


money which the Congress app! 
ating should be only for the benefi 


1S 


the people of California, or the peo} 
a particular valley in that State, v 
the people in other sections of the « 
try, whether in my State or in Or 
or Moniana, where projects have b 
constructed under the reclamation 


back the money? That is en- 
ide from the policy of the 16)- 


are paying 


‘ 
tirely ¢ 
: 
< 


from Wisc 
another mom 
I am pleased to 


hope the Senator 
ll bear with me for 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. We have millions « 
soldiers now making or ready to m 
the supreme sacrifice. Why should 
now pass a law in the interest of a fe 
contrary to sound policy which in tl 
future might result in giving all the peo- 
ple of California a chance to own a lit 
piece of land? I agree with the Senat 
frcm Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOuLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from New Mexico. 

I state again that I concede there are 
complexities to this problem, but I refuse 
to believe it cannot be solved, and I stat 
again that this is not the way to solve 
It does .ot give us the benefit cf the c 
sideration of the one committee in the 
Senate which has had long experien: 
with this matter. If the problem is to | 
solved, a recommendation should fi 
come from that committee. 

Mr. President, I wish to say, further- 
more, that the 160-acre limitation is n 
the only condition precedent which has 
been required by the States and projec 
which have secured money from the 
Treasury of the United Siates to devel 
undeveloped lands. There are provision 
to prevent excessive speculation and pro- 
visions relative to other important as 
pects of the policy which would be com 
pletely eliminated should this rider pr« 
vail and this bill become law. 

Mr. President, I have indulged only i: 
this brief discussion of the subject be- 
cause statements have been made herve 
which would indicate that those of us 
who do not agree with the Senator from 
California and who are concerned about 
this matter must accept full responsi- 
bility for the consequences of any discus- 
sion of it. I wish to say that I think the 
responsibility rests squarely upon the 
shoulders of these in both Houses of Ccn- 
gress who have sought to change the 
fundamental land pclicy of the United 
States with regard to reclamation prc)- 
ects by a rider on a rivers and harbors 
bill which is denied the proper legisla- 
tive consideration by the one committee 
in the Senate most competent to pass 
upon this complicated and vitally impor- 
|; tant problem. 


~ 








te resumed the consideration 
I (H. R. 5587) making appro- 
ipply defi sin certain 
for the f | year endil 
1944, and for } r fiscal yea 
I , Ip] ments appre YY l- 
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ndment was l i to 
I : mendment \ on p 2, 
I 6, to insert: 
( e % \ P1 ( t B I 
J 20, 1945, t ullowance for cleri« 
e ft the Vice Pre heret 
i fr 11,460 $15,420 } nnu 
l amour be | i 
r Dp f rie f hice 
é of the § é d the I - 
I ch d Judiciary tion 
Pr. fiscal year 1945 i ac- 





> amendment was agre 
The next amendment was, on page 2, 


efter line 13, to insert: 








Clerical ¢ stance to Senators: For an ad- 
C n r cler ] 
s (including chairmen 
ttees) from January 1 t 
vide $5.040 per annum for eac 
each State n 4 population of 
000 « more inha it $45,360; and 
per annum for each Senator from each 
s havi 2 population of less than 4,000,- 
( $156,780; in all, fiscal year 1945, $202,149 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
I merely wish to ask the Senator in 


the bill if he 

aticn of how the committee ar- 
rived at the various categories contained 
in the amendment on page 2, beginning 
in line 14, which I understand is the 


arge of a brief 


will giv 


, y 
CAaVidl 


9 


The House passed 
ate, House bill 5590 
clerk hire, and for other 
rurp . The House of Representa- 
tives increased the amount of their cierk 
hire by $3,000 a year for each Member 
The bill came bx the Senate com- 

The committee voted to add an 
10rization which has not yet been 
taken up in the Senate. The following 
emendment will be agreed to, we hope, 


fore 


in the event that the authorization is 
, 


rovided: 
Sec. 2. Effective January 1, 1945— 

(a) The paragraph in the Legislative 
Branch Appropriation Act, 1945, which per- 
and chairmen of standin 
C of the Senate to rearrange the 
schedule of basic salaries of employees ir 
their respective offices or committees is hereby 
amende?¢ by striking out “$4,500” wherever it 
sad 


mits 


mmittees 


Ga 





appears 
“$5,040.’ 


inserting in lHeu_ thereof 





559 


ro 
- 





The odd mount of dollars pre d 
for is bec e mu es of $5 e used 
ln ms ng t ( I 

The next pre nis as I 3° 

( The int « t 


x7 C TA DI T. 2 M P = 
I IcK ELI I as ( 
I nt. I S ir fi 
l me to I ex] na ] 
then I will yield to him. 
\ Presic t commit t I 
nd 1 hink ( ‘ tna it n 
duty t terf{ h \ t t H 
\ ) GO th € enc { 
clerk hire, and I izht the p I- 
[ ing the Hou | 
Vi ubmitted this r I - 
mittee, as I recall Tk ibcommittce 
reported on the matter for t commit- 
tee, and the committ ista 1 1 it 
the subcommittee had re j Both 
the Senator from Conn and t 
Senator from Kansas had an idea tl 
we should appoint assistant Senators or 
senate investigators, or persons to 
in some such capacities; but on th le 


the committee, by majority vote, con- 
cluded that the proper thir 
to do what we have done heretofore and 


to follow the course we have previou 


followed, so that if any Senator wish 
to divide the money allotted to him fo 


‘lerk hire, he will be able 
he pleases. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
as I understand the statement of t) 
gard to the contemplated 

he amendment which 


the pending amend- 


to divide it as 


Senator with re 








notice Of our ¢ lire to 
considered Of cour 
two bills at th am 


LA FOLLETTE 


then, I understand the situation, a 
Senator representing a State \ 1 pop- 


inhabitant 


ulation of 4,080,000 or more inh 
would be permitted to employ 1 person 

s a secretary, and would be, permitted 
to pay him $5,040. 


Mr. McKELLAR Oh, no: he could do 
j as he pleased. He could rea 
the salaries to suit himself 


Mr. Li sut 
be permissible, I understand. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But 
who happened to represent a State hav- 
ing a population of less than 4,090,900 
persons could pay to only 1 individual 

| $4,020. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Unless he rear- 
| ranged the salaries paid his personnel. 
Mr. REED and Mr. GURNEY ad- 
dressed the Chair. 


that would 


a Senator 
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‘ ther Illinois was included, and I am 
} ure whether Michigan was included. 

Mr. VANDENBERG Michigan was 
not inciudea, 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not recall any 
request with reference to Michigan. 
Perhaps the requests came only from 
Senato1 representing California and 
r York. TI only discrimination 
would ne eem to be with respect to the 
$1,029, v 1 represents the difference 
| een $5,040 and $4,020. If thereisa 
( rimination it is because of the 
method used by Senators in dividing the 

uric It is a question of mathematics 

i not of oe or otherwise the 
amount would perhaps be $5,000. Sen- 

tors from the ane States are allowed 
en edditional amount of approximately 
$1,000. That, however, would be the 
only ¢ mination. We thought we 
could save more money by giving them 
the difference than by giving them extra 
clerks at considerably greater salaries 

So far as I am concerned personally, 
it does not make a particle of difference 
to me what the Senate does with this 
provision. It means nothing to me 
whatever.- I believe that if Senators 
desire an increased amount for clerk 
hire, now is the time to provide it, be- 
cause the House has provided for a sim- 
jlar increase, perhaps not so large, but 


at least similar, and if Senators wish to 
aes provision along the same line, now 
is the time to do it. However, Senators 
nay vote as they wish, so far as I am 
concerned. Iam indifferent to the mat- 
ter either way. I shall vote in favor of 
the provision because the committee in- 
structed that it be reported. It may be 
better to kill the whole thing. If the 
Senate does so it will be entirely satis- 
factory to me. I am not personally in- 
terested in the matter. 

Mr. GURNEY rose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will yield to the 
Senator from South Dakota fr. Gur- 
EY! who was a member of the commit- 
tee which made the report. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. 
thought I had the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Wisconsin has the floor. 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin de- 
sire to yield, and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield in a 
moment. 

Mr. President, 
adoption of 


President, I 


I can understand the 
the consolation differential 
so far as the number of clerks is con- 
cerned. I wish to suggest, however, that 
if this provision is agreed to there should 
be a proviso adopted which would permit 
a Senator from a State with less pop- 
ulation than 4,000,000 to pay the same 
maximum salary to a single employee as 
would be paid by Senators who come from 
States of 4,009,000 po pulation or more. 
Mr. McKELLAR, If the Senator will 
yield, I may say to him that if he will 
read lines 12 and 13 on page 3 of House 
bill 5580, i will see that all Senators will 
noes $5,040 for their respective offices 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; but in the 
case of a Senator coming from a less pop- 
ulous State there would be available for 
him approximately $1,000 less, as I un- 
derstand. After all, so far as ability of 
the person to be employed is concerned, 
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what counts is the amount of money to be 
paid, and not what is authorized. 

Mr. McK EI LAR. Mr. President, I read 
from the law as it now stands: 

Senators and chairmen of st 
mittees may change the number of employees 
in their respective offices or committees, and 
may rearrange the schedule of basic salaries 
of such employees in muitiples of $5 per 


anding com- 


That would take care 
about which all of us, 
are perhaps somewhat ignorant. But it 
is the law of the land at the present time. 
That is why it is used in connection with 
the amendment to this bill. 

I continue reading: 

Provided, That such changes and rearrange- 
ments shall not increase the aggregate of the 
salaries provided for such offices or commit- 
tees by law or Senate resolution: Provided 
further, That no salary shall be fixed under 


of the multiples, 
including myself, 





this paragraph at a rate in excess of $4,500 per 
annum, and no action shall be taken to re- 
duce any salary which is specifically fixed by 
law at a rate higher than $4,500 per annum: 
Provided furiher, That Senators and commit- 
tee chairmen, before the day on which they 


are to become efiectiye, shall certify in writing 
such changes or rearrangements to the dis- 
bursing office of the Senate which thereafter 
shall pay such employees in accordance with 
such certifications. 


We do not change that a at all ex- 


amount \ whicha Senator may pay a clerk 
will be raised from $4,500 to $5,040. In- 
stead of providing Senators from the 

tates of large populations with extra 
clerks, they are allowed approximately 
$1,000 more th an they were before. As 
I understand it, that is the effect of the 
amendment. 

If the Senator would be good enough 
to yield to the Senator from South Da- 
kota (Mr. Gurney], I should like to have 
him explain the amendment. I am sure 
he will give the Senator the facts about it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. GURNEY. I thank the Senator 
from Wisconsin. The subcommittee 
had information before it that it was not 
the desire of 96 Senators to have a high- 
priced assistant, expert, research man, 
or whatever he might be called. Many 
Senators of whom we inquired needed 
more heip to work on soldiers’ and vet- 
erans’ affairs. The Senator from Wis- 
consin knows the increased load all of us 
have had. Some Senators want more 
clerks; some are losing clerks and ste- 
nographers because of the higher wages 
offered downtown or in private business. 
So we made it possible to pay an in- 
creased amount to the secretary, or 
whatever name he may be designated by. 
We want to give that opportunity to each 
Senator, and he would be allowed to do 
that, and there would be no discrimina- 
tion between the Senators from the vari- 
ous States because of population. So as 
not to make it mandatory that they hire 
so many extra clerks, we provided a lump 
sum. I feel that that is about the best 
solution we could have come to, inas- 
much as we all know of the extra assist- 
ance each Senator needs at this time. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What I was try- 
ing to get at was whether or not the Sen- 
ator had considered the proposal that 
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there should not be any discriminat 
in the total amount of money avail; 
to any one Senator on the groun ad « of } 
ulation provided the money was ; pal j 
one individual person. 

Mr. GURNEY. That did not e 
into the consideration of the sul 
mittee, because most of the Senato1 
were talking about an assistant felt t 
they could not get an assistant r 
capable of being a research man \ 
would be efficient and could be rs 
on unless he was paid $6,000 or ein 
$7,560. We did not feel that $5.0 
proached the necessary salary for Py 
an assistant. So we provided in the 
that each Senator should have comp 
authority to separate his payments to 
clerks as he desired, and made it po 
for all Senators who desire to do so ? 
pay a Salary of $5,040 to a research m 
I hope I have made it plain. 

fr. MALONEY. Mr. Bresident—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. D 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield t 
Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Iyield. 

Mr. MALONEY. I want the Senat 
from Wisconsin and the Senate to kn 
that the point which he is making v 
brought up in the Senate committee. \W 
discussed it at some length, and I poin 
out the discrepancy which the Sena’ 
has so ably described this morning. T) 
committee, after quite lengthy consider- 
ation, decided to do what is provided in 
the bill. I desire the REcorpD to show that 
I voted against this proposal, and that | 
thought it was a mistake. I made up my 
mind not to oppose it here because I did 
not want to run the risk of involving th 
Senate in a ae with the Hou 
of Representative I do not think vy 
should interfere with what Members o! 
the other House feel is their need, and I 
was afraid if a controversy was provoked 
the Senate might possibly reject the 
House request, and, if that should hap- 
pen, we would, in my judgment, provoke 
a feeling which might last as long as w 
live and be very detrimental to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I share absolutely 
the Senator’s feeling that the Hoi 
should be the judge of its own require- 
ments and that neither body should in- 
terfere with the other. I was simply 
seeking information on this question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to th 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from 
Wisconsin will recall that this matter ha 
been discussed very frequently here be- 
fore. I object to discrimination between 
the States. I agree that a Senator from 
a small State deserves adequate hk 
just as much as a Senator coming from a 
larger State. I trust that all Members 
of Congress will read the statement made 
by the Senator from Connecticut, and I 
hope that comity may prevail in these 
matters between the two Houses. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me 
once more? 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield first to the 
Senator from Connecticut and then IL 
shall yield to the Senator from Vermont. 








Ker y the ReEcorp might mis- 
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LA FOLLETTE. Personally, I 


have said, that this is a step in 
re n, but I was somewhat con- 
d lest in trying to compare H. R 


with the pending deficiency bill l 
lave gotten , 
McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
1ater yield? 

I LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I have a great deal 
mpathy with the views which have 
i. l attempt to use 
Lich May come to me under 
the bill for the very 
} tor from 


somewi 








on any Senator can allocate the 
which will come to him as he sees 
inder the law. Therefore, if it is de- 
to have an assistant of the char- 
referred to, or any other character 
tor can have him under this law 
arranging the salaries of his office. 
LA FOLLETTE. Yes, but here is 
point: Suppose a Senator com 
m a State with less than 4,000,009 
tion; he now has a Staff of secre- 
ind stenographers in his office and 
desires not to reduce the salaries or 
harge anyone now in his office, be- 
cau they are already overburdened. 
He will find that when he comes to avail 
mself of this proposal, if it becomes 
he will only have $4,020 additional 
h which to employ a single individual! 
reas a Senator from a State with 
4000C00 or more population will hav 
$5,040 
Mr. McKELLAR. That is true. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. So far as my own 
lice is concerned, in ail good conscience 
Iam ashamed of the money which I now 
dd to pay them in the light of 
t they can make somewhere else and 
e emount of work which they are called 
upon to do. Therefore, so far as I am 
concerned, coming from a State of less 
han 4,000,000 population I cannot in 
d conscience either discharge one 
yn and thus increase the burden of 
others nor car I in good conscience 
luce the compensation they are now 
ving. So, the net effect cf this is 
t a Senator from a State with less 
an 4,600,000 population will have to en- 
meone for $4,020, whereas a Sen- 
‘coming from a larger State can en- 
>» someone for $5,040. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if 
he Senator will yield, we have those dis- 
minations now; the Senators from the 
r States have more clerks than do 
the Senators from the smaller States. 
Theat is discrimination as I understand 
discrimination to be. All Senators are 
not equal in the number of clerks they 
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informa il] 
Cifficult to reallocate it, unl I} en 
to be the most unjust and unkind em- 
pl in the i, for in my « I 
h I la! Ol re tio Is 

I 1K all us | > had, t l é 
Gi I I y I Sal \ ‘ 
I p I departn 
I \ Ih v t est I 
world; I think I ] e had t or fou 
or five r¢ nations during the last 3 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 111 Iam I 
to do in this matter—and I should like 
to submit it for the consideration of 
Senator—is to explore the possibility of 
in amendment bein adopted vhich 
would provide—and I am not n pro- 
posing the amendment but simply stat- 
ing the effect which I should like 


obtained—tl f a Senator from 


aA Ah A Ww Ad 
of 4.000.000 or I population paid this 
additional money to one individua’ he 
should have the right to pay him 
instead of $4,020 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will ! 
state what the population of Wisconsin 
) 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE 
Mr. MCKELLAR. 
0c0? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. 


the Sen 


IS 
About 


A little over 


3,090 000. 
3,0C0,- 


Mr. McKELLAR. Let me read t 
lav 
Tl \ id nal « Ks t $1 - 
1 each, one for « 1 Sena ( 
S hich has a po} n of 3 000 
e inhal ts +9 ) 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did not say 


Mr. McKELLAR. It was said this was 
a discrimination, in giving certain big 
States a thousand dollars more from the 
fund. Last year we passed a law giv- 
ing to the Senators from Siates of 3,- 
000.000 inhabitants or more another 
clerk. That is a discrimination in favor 
of the States with population of 3,000,- 
090 or more. 

I call the attention of Senators to th 


For three additional clerks at $1,500 per 
annum each for each Senator 

tate which has a population of 1 0,000 
or more inhabitants, $18,000 


a 


In other words, we discriminate in 
favor of certain of which the 
Senator’s State is Cne, and then we go 
to the other big States and give the Sen- 
ator from New York ancther clerk at 
$1,509. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
am familiar with that, and I understanc 
the basis upon which it was determined, 
namely, that the amount of work which 
a Senator has to do in his office depends 
on how many people there are in h 
State. I have sOme doubt that that is 
necessarily true, but I am not asking for 
the right for any Senator who desires to 
employ more than one person to offset 
this population differential which is in 
the basic law, and maintained in the ap- 
propriation bill and the bill which is to 
follow, but I am asking that serious con- 
sideration be give to the suggestion that 
any Senator who desires to employ 
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from Wi nsin yield to me to read the 
present law? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield 
Mr. McKELLAR. It 1 
— 
I é 3 
T ; 
i 
‘ pcr 
Mr. TAFI I stand « 1 
Mr. McKELLAR. Tha law, 
and it h 1 the law ! 
Mr. WHEELER Mr. Pre t, will 
t Senator from W nsin vield? 
Mr. LA FOLLETT I yield 
M1 WHEELER N ng 
tha e ] t Ss ! 
I ) ( ] Senat 
I I | ” n e | ) 
? ¥ ‘ m r < . I 
I mu l t t ima r 
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not supposed to have the intelligence 
} essed by those in the States with 
larger populations, like Pennsylvania 
end New York, and some of the other 
State then it is without que n that 

f ld have more high-priced help 
t of intellige from the larger 
K f Laughter.] 

So far as I am concerned, I need some 
1 I lass help, be e I acknowl- 
€ that I do not compare, in intelli- 
{ ( | r, with Senators from 

me of the larger States with popula- 
tions of from four to six million, who are 
dep nt for election on some machine 
organiza in their States. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I cer- 


tainly do not wish to be drawn into an 
argument as to the right of a Senator 
to have clerks based on his ability. I 
should then feel on very uncertain 
ground. I should rather stick to popu- 
lation as the basis for staff allocation. 


Yet, I wish to say that while I am one of 
the Senators who would benefit by the 
additional $1,000, I am convinced by 
the argument of the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

I wish to say that I am in the unhappy 
position of receiving 200 to 300 letters 
and telegrams and long-distance calls a 
day, and now, out of my own funds, I am 
carrying 1 clerk at $2,700 and 1 at 
$1,800 to handle that mail, and I shall 
be happy to shift that burden to this 
$5,000, if the bill shall be passed, as I 
hope it will be. 

Yet, Mr. President, I am keenly con- 
scious of the position of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. I do believe that Senators 
require economic assistants, and the Sen- 
ators from a small State are certainly 
just as much entitled to that type of 
worker as are the Senators from a larger 
State. 

So I sheuld like to see an amendment 
in the law providing that any Senator 
who did pay the $5,040 to one employee 
should be entitled to the additional 
amount, as well as the Senators from 
the larger States. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
was merely raising the question because 
I think it something which should 
have consideration of the Senate before 
the bill is disposed of. Now I yield to 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, there is 
one matter I should like to have cleared 
up. The Senator from Tennessee stated 
that the figure of $5,040 was arrived at 
because that would be the amount which 
the secretary could be paid. Yet as I 
read the bill, I find no words at all in- 
creasing the sum a secretary may receive 
from $4500 to $5,040. . 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator 
will refer to House bill 5590, Calendar 
1406, he will find that is a bill which 
amends existing law, and I assume the 
fate of that bill will depend on whether 
or not the Senate approves the item in 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is the author- 
ity for it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly. 


is 
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| 











INC 


SS 


Mr. AIKEN. However, that bill has 
not yet been passed. 

Mr.LA FOLLETTE. No; but I under- 
tand it is the plan, if the amendment 
shall prevail, to follow the deficiency bill 
with the other bill. 

. McKELLAR. That is correct. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is the bill 
to which the Senator from Tennessee 
made reference last night when he was 
speaking of the appropriation bill. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is cor- 
that is what I was referring to. 

AIKEN. Then the figure $5,049 
is provided in legislation which has not 
been enacted? 


A . 
Mr 


Mr. 


Mr. McKELLAR. It is. If the provi- 
sion we are now considering shall be re- 


jected, the House bill will not be enacted. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. REEpD] 
wishes to discuss the substantive issue 
involved, and I have already long tres- 
passed on his time, and I therefore yield 
the floor. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, an earnest 
discussion took place in the Appropria- 
tions Committee last evening, and the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ma- 
LONEY], the Senator from Wyoming [LMr. 
O’MAHONEY] and some other Senators, 
including myself, have a different view 
from that represented by the provision 
contained in the bill. What we are talk- 
ing about here is an increased amount of 
help from Senators. The question has 
been discussed for quite a long time. 
The bill does give relief in some direc- 
tions, but I do not think, and the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut has authorized me 
to say that he does not think the pro- 
vision contained in the bill approaches 
the question properly. The Senator and 
I discussed the matter yesterday. 

The bill increases the clerical expense 
of the Senate by $400,000 per annum. 
Two kinds of help are needed. So far as 
the character of the work done by a Sen- 
ator is concerned, it does not make any 
difference whether he comes from Ne- 
vada or from New York. If the Senator 
is earnest, if he tries to understand the 
subject on which he is legislating, he 
must give considerable study to it. A 
Senator from the smallest State in area, 
Rhode Island, has just as much respon- 
sibility, and must do as much research 
and as much reading in connection with 
proposed legislation, as a Senator from 
the largest State in area, Texas. Or us- 
ing the other illustration, that of popu- 
lation, the Senator from Nevada, who 
comes from the State having the small- 
est population, must devote as much 
time to study of legislation as any other 
Senator. In connection with this illus- 
tration we all know that the Senator 
from Nevada (Mr. McCarran] carries as 
heavy a load as does any other Member 
of the Senate, notwithstanding the fact 
that he comes from the State having the 
smallest population. 

Mr. President, I am authorized by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ma- 
LONEY] to say—and the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O’MAHOoNEy] and other 
Senators voted accordingly last night— 
that what we want to do is to provide 
competent research assistants at a sal- 
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ary perhaps of $6,000 a year, for y 
sum we thought competent research 
sistants could be obtained, and ¢ 
Senator could have the benefit of 
an individual, no matter whethe: 
Senator came from a State la 
small in area or large or small in p 
tion. 

Referring to the clerical side, I 
that, while the need for asSistancs 
not run constantly with population, ; 





miscellaneous business, mail and 
grams and departmental errands 
duties which a Senator may have t 
form. 

In my earlier years in this bod 
formed a very great admiration fo: 
late Senator Alva Adams, of Colorad 
think he was as well poised and } 
much judgment as anyone who has 
a Member of this body during the , 
of my service. I remember that Ss 
Adams stcod upon the floor of the S 
one day and said that everyone of 
who takes his job seriously is overwo! 

He said that anyone who took his 
seriously could not help but be over- 
worked. 

For myself, Mr. President, the o 
time in the 24 hours I can find to.r: 
and concentrate and study is from 9 
o’clock to 11:30 every night; not a ni 
now and then, but every night. The re- 
maining 21% hours are taken up wi 
other things. Senator Adams said: 

We will give the departments downt 
anything they ask of us. We give them 
the assistants they need and pay those - 
dividuals up to $9,000 a year, and yet we ) 
not have the moral courage to give oursel 
a competent research assistant who Can t 
off our shoulders some of the burdens wh 
keep us struggling 7 days a week and 52 w 
in the year. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. How many times are 
Members of the Senate compelled to \ 
on legislation they have not had an op- 
portunity to study and understand, for 
the simple reason that it is physica 
impossible to do so? If we could h 
high-class assistants and pay them sal- 
aries commensurate with what such in- 
dividuals would receive in a Government 
department, we would not be compelled 
to take the word of a clerk in a bureau 
for everything. People complain ab< 
the Congress of the United States, and 
one of the reasons for complaint ari 
from the fact that we do not have su‘i- 
cient help, we do not have available in- 
dividuals who can give us the result 
research conducted by them with res! 
to all important legislation that com 
before the Congress. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, every 
ator votes on some legislation concern- 
ing which he has a very dim under- 
standing, if any, simply because he h 
had no opportunity to inform him: 
We organize our offices upon the b: 
of salaries for clerical employees. Ih 
strongly to the belief that, instead 
following the plan outlined here, the Se! 
ate ought to meet the issue squarely, anda 
allow a research assistant—call him 
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ever you want to, but that is simply 
nay title—at a salary of $6,000 a 
id then provide whatever clerical 


tance may be necessary, and that, of 
e, depends somewhat upon the size 
ie State from which a Senator comes. 
with the Senator from Con- 
I do not want to interfere 
the House What the 
is none of my business. But 
we are increasing our clerical ex- 

in the Senate $400,000 a year, I 

we ought to do the jobright. The 

r from Senator from Tennessee 
McKELLaAR!] and the Senator from 

( riq {Mr. Russetu], the chairman 
the I have taiked 


doe 5. 


} > does 


ibcommitee, and 
matter. I think that when we 
in thing we ought to do it 
I do not think the way now pro- 


y this 
ao tis 


s the right way to do it. I have 
1 the floor because I wanted Sen- 
to understand fully and definitely 
hat v ire voting. 
Mr. McSELLAR. Mr. President, will 
Senator yicld? 
Mr. REED. I yield the floor. 
Mr. McKELLAR. No; I do not want 
Senator to yield the floor. I want 


him to yield to me. 
Mr. REED. I yield. 
.McKELLAR. The Senator says he 
ints the thing done right. I think that 
the idea of everyone who has dealt 
the subject. I will say that I was 
careful enough and scrupulous enough to 
ppoint a special committee composed 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rvus- 


7 . 
IVI 


LL], the Senator from Oklahoma [| Mr. 
THOMAS he Senator from South Da- 
ta {Mr. Gurney], the Senator from 


More 
vial y 


yland {Mr. Typrncs], and the Sen- 
ator from Illinois |Mr. Brooks] to in- 
vestigate and make a report as to what 
they recommended be done. We had a 
discussion similar to the one now taking 
place, before the committee. My dis- 
tinguished friend, the Senator from 
Kansas | Mr. REED], and the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY], who is a 
splendid and upstanding Senator, both 
wanted an amendment which would give 
them what one Senator called an assist- 
ant Senator and another called a sen- 
atorial investigator. 
Mr. REED. No; a research assistant. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The committee 
voted to adopt the proposal contained 
in the bill by quite a large majority, and 
I hope Scnate will take the 
view of the matter. I am merely acting 
for the committee, and not personally, 
because it makes no difference to me 
personally 
Mr. CH 


he same 


AVEZ. Mr. Pres nt, will the 


a 
iu 


Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I will yield the floor in a 
moment. If the Senator from New Mex- 
ico wants to ask a question I shall be 
happy to answerit. After one additional 
tatement, Mr. President, I will yield the 
f 1 


iat we are doing in this bill is 


rovide $4.000 a year ad ional for cleri- 
l alone to Senators who do 


r 
Cai expenses 
not need it. I do not need it I can get 


to 


along with my present office fore 
Other Senators tell me they are not using 


all the money provided for present cleri- 
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cal expenditures. Yet, regardless of their 
needs, it ls proposed to ex Ss an 
additional $4,000, but by so doing we are 
not reaching w} in my opinion e 
crux of the whole matter, that is, t« é 
Sel rs a Cl > to employ real assist- 
ants who can help them with the diffi- 
cult problems with which they have to 


Mr. CHAVEZ. 
Senator vield? 
Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. With due def 
the Senator from Kansas, I think he is 
unfair in his conclusior 
m« 


1! wh h 
ney is intended for. I fully agree with 


the Senator from Kansas that we should 
meet this question squarely. The thi 
about which I have been complaining is 


this: In the Appropriations 


we listen to requests from the dep - 
ments, many of them approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget, and some not ap- 
proved by the Bureau of the t 


dll 
B Aus 

millions of aollars 
nts, we never i 


it tor gran 


When we appropriate 
for the departm¢ 
to salaries. We 
the departments will do wl 
Yet shoe clerks are hired at salaries 


$6.500. $7,500, or $9,000; and we who 


quire as 
ted that 
it is fair. 
of 


are 





Lake 


} 


supposed to carry on the | 
of the Senate, with tremendous 
bility, are worried 
$4,020. 

Let me say to the Senator from Kansas 
that I have a secretary who is 
food any senatorial secretary from 
the standpoint of training, education, 
and experience. However, because he 
so busy carrying on secretarial work, it 
is impossible for him to do the research 
work which should be done in my office. 
If the Senator can find someone in Kan- 
sas to do investigating and research work 
for the amount now provided, I have no 
objection. But members of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have investigated 
the question; and the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Gurney}, the Sen- 
ator from Maryland | Mr. Typi1ncs], the 
Senator from Oklahoma |Mr. THOMAS 
and other S_aators who are interested in 
the question, and who are just as sincere 
as we are, have come to the conclusion 
that these services are needed. I know 
that my office would be better served if 
I could pay a Salary of $6,000 rather than 
$4,020. 


ative WOrkK 
responsl- 


about a salary of 


yu as 


as 


1S 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. P! nt, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I agree w the 
Senator from Kansas, first, that if we 
are to settle this problem, we ought to 
s le it correctly now, because we all 
know that it will be some time b 
there will be another opportunity to 
‘ roach it 

Secondly, I ee with him’ whole- 





- J r, I believe that we 
! ye in n to pay € - 
E s for equ rvice and resp ) i 
as compared 1 the executive branch 
of the Gov ment. Cong! ] 
not have such an inferiority complex 
that it is afraid to staff its own offices 
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W competent d well-paid em- 
ployees as th in executive branch 
C he Gover! { 

Mr. REED - eS from 





I WHEELER. Mr. P1 t, will 
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to al yze t bills, or to make inve - 
itio to whe ( I t 
telling the t h or whe r their re- 
quest reb 1 upor a desire inc1 e 
their own pows 
I feel that the Senate of the United 
St S not dol! a { 1 job for tl 
I ple of the count when a 
miserly tude toward providil uffi- 
cient help for Senator I believe that 
the people of the country would respec 
the Senate and Senators much more 
than they do if we had competent help 
to do research work for u 
Mr. President, I have become weary 
of discriminations against Senators from 
the Middle West or the We because 
our St s do not have the great popu- 
lations that reside in other Stat 
do not wish to say anything a nst any 
other State, but vw 1 recognize the 
f that in e of the larger States 
\ political mact exist, the 
eat majority of tl ( ns do 1 
know one-tenth mu about their 
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drawing salarie 
est salary we can pay to our principal 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Ee tor d? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

M THERRY. Mr. President, I have 
been a Member of this body for a few 
days short of 2 years. Possibly I car 

k with some authority, because I 
1ave been as active as I possibly could 
ye in attempting to gain information with 

pect to legislation. It is most con- 


2 to try to analyze all the bills which 
me before us and at the same time do 
committee work which we are 
led upon to do and which we are glad 
» do as Senators. 
I shall support this provision in the 
bill, because I need the clerical assistance 
which would be provided. However, I 
offer the suggestion that for me, at least, 
this would not solve the problem. Pos- 
sibly it may be because of the war or 
perhaps because of changed conditions, 


but it is physically impossible for me 
to correctly analyze and interpret pro- 
posed legislation without assistance. I 


should like to have someone who would 
be an assistant to me and not an em- 
ployee of some Government agency which 
is lending me the services of a clerk. 

There is another point to which I 
should like to invite attention. It will 
be recalled that about 2 months ago I 
submitted a resolution requiring com- 
mittees of the Senate to make reports 
with respect to employees loaned to them 
by other governmental agencies, and who 
were not employed in the immediate of- 
fices of the committees. A report was 
required as to what agencies loaned the 
employees, and what salaries they were 
receiving. I do not know whether Sen- 
ators have studied those reports, but if 
Senators will examine them, they will be 
surprised, 

We do not question the salaries of em- 
ployees who are loaned to Senate com- 
mittees by executive agencies. It has 
been said that this proposal would cost 
$400,000. We could eliminate a sufficient 
number of employees who are loaned by 
the executive agencies to account for 
perhaps four times as much as the cost 
which we are discussing, and at the same 
time give each Senator a competent re- 
search assistant with a salary compa- 
rable to that which he might be paid 
in one of the executive departments. 

There would be an additional advan- 
tage. If a person were employed directly 
by a Senator, he would be in the Sen- 
ator’s office, and would give the Senator 
his best efforts. In one committee of 
which Iam a member there are 17 loaned 
secretaries, 1 from the W. P. B., another 
from some other agency, and so forth, 
When any question of legislation arises, 
almost always they interpret the pro- 
posed legislation in the interest of their 
own agencies and not in the interest of 
the Senate. 

I do not believe that the pending pro- 
posal goes far enough toward granting 
the relief which I feel a new Senator 
needs if he is to vote intelligently on 
important legislation. The Senator from 
Nebraska must do research work, just as 
the Senator from New York does. A 





in excess of the high- | Senator should be able to employ a clerk 


or secretary who is just as competent 
and who could be paid as high a salary 
as a corresponding employee in any other 
Government agency. Such an assistant 
should represent the office which em- 
ploys him. If a Senator could have such 
an assistant, he could be depended upon 
to make a fair investigation of proposed 
legislation, which would enable the Sen- 
ator to render better service to his State. 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 

Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I am glad to yield to the 
Senator 

Mr. WHEELER. I can give a con- 
crete illustration. As chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, I 
had a man who worked for the commit- 
tee for several years. At that time I could 
pay him only $3,000 a year. He is now 
in the Navy. But if he had not gone 
into the Navy, he could have taken a 
90sition with a salary of $10,000 a year 
with a private company, because repre- 
sentatives of the company came to me 
and told me that if it were not for the 
fact that he was going into the Navy, 
they would have hired him and would 
have paid him $10,000 a year. He would 
have much preferred to stay with the 
committee, instead of going with a pri- 
vate company, provided he could have 
received anything like a reasonable salary 
on which to live. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the sub- 
committee which drafted this program 
was headed by the very distinguished 
and able junior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. RusseL_t]. The Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GurRNEY] was a member. I 
wonder whether the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will be willing to pass over the 
matter temporarily, to permit the Sen- 
ator from Georgia and the Senator from 
South Dakota confer with, let us say, 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
FOLLETTE], to see if we can work out some 
language which might be better adapted 
to the situation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask 
the Senator please not to do that. 

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. GURNEY. I desire to call the 
Senator’s attention to the fact that he 
could accomplish his purpose by offer- 
ing as an amendment to the language 
which is now before us—it would be very 
easy to handle the matter in that way— 
a provision that, within their discretion, 
the respective Senators could determine 
whether they wished to use the entire 
amount for the payment of an assistant 
or a research man, or whether they 
wished to use only part of the entire 
amount of money for that purpose, or 
whether they wished to increase the sal- 
aries of some of their clerks. That could 
be accomplished by merely striking out 
the figure $4,020, and by inserting a 
larger figure. The exact figure to be de- 
termined upon can very easily be figured 
out quite quickly. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
hope the Senator from Kansas, who is a 
member of the committee, will not re- 
quest a rereference of this matter. The 
Senator will recall how much time this 


th 
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matter took in the committee yeste; 
if he was there. If he was not the: 
am sorry. 

Mr. REED. Does not the Senat 

nember? I certainly was there. 

Mr. McKELLAR. But the situati 
that we have already taken every p: 
tion under heaven to adjust and , 
promise and settle this matter. We 
appointed a special subcommittee t 
that; and the five Senators whi 
members of that subcommittee 
able as any other Members of this b 

We could not accept an amend: 
much as we would like to. But we |! 
come very near to it. Even the Sen 
from Connecticut stated, as I unde: 
him awhile ago, that he would a 
the provision which is in the bill. 

I hope the Senator from Kansas | 
not insist on having this matter go « 
We have argued it here. Many Sen: 
have taken part in the discussion 
us vote on the amendment. If it 
be voted down, it will be all right \ 
me. But let us get rid of it. Let us 
talk about it all day. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I was « 
going to ask the Senator from Tennes- 
see to let it go over for approxim: 

15 minutes, to see whether or not 
might determine upon some lan 
which would meet the views which h 
been expressed here. I judge that it l 
take at least that long to dispose of t 
bill. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, if t 

enator from Kansas does not belli 
that $4,020 is sufficient, he can certail 
offer an amendment to increase 
amount to $6,000. He might receive so 
help in that connection. 

Mr. REED. I should like to have s 
comment made by the distinguished jun- 
ior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Russet}, 
who is chairman of the subcommitice 
which considered this matter, and { 
whose opinion I have very high regard 
I should like to have him express his 
opinion, if he cares to do so. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I 
should like to say that yesterday the dis- 
tinguished acting chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, during the 
consideration of the deficiency appropri- 
ation bill, appointed a subcommittee, 
composed of the Senators who have been 
named, to look into and examine a bill 
passed by the House of Representatives 
which relates to clerical hire by the lower 
body. 

Mr. REED. May I inquire when that 
was done? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The bill was passed 
in the last day or two, but the subcom- 
mittee was appointed yesterday. 

The subcommittee met. We had a ful! 
attendance of all five Senators who were 
named as members of the subcommittee. 
The matter was discussed at some length. 
Three or four different ideas were ad- 
vanced as to the best method of dealing 
with the question. The plan which has 
been suggested to the Senate was finally 
approved by four members of the sub- 
committee. I personally did not approve 
the plan, but I did not think there was 
sufficiently wide difference between the 
views to justify me in making a fight on 
the proposition here, particularly in view 
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out the d f in d upon it by 
601 tt f 1941 (55 St 
l ng the ex 
), one-half to 
t Sec aI the S 
ft Clerk of the House on 
I e ch in of the 


rreed to. 


Mr. AIKEN Mr. President, may we 
hi L ¢ ] ion of the amendment 
te 1 t Senate has just agreed? 

h T ELLAR. T is an item for 
{ f of the joint committee of 

1 Senator from Virginia {Mr. 
I i ( rman. I may say that 
‘ mibe { that committee—per- 
] with exception of myself, I be- 
] al n r of tl ccommittee—have 
I la d vice. The Sen- 
‘ { 1 V nia asked for the addi- 
t l I t wil 1 th amendment 
} { er iun his commit ee 
h ( er 11 ve | n eX] 1¢ 1 eco- 
r ically and for » public interest. I 
hope the S tor eas Vermont will not 
ol t to this ‘very nece ary item. 

Mr. AIKEN. I am not objecting: I 
have not objected. I notice by the lan- 


gl of the amendment that the sum of 
$10,600 would be available during the 
existence of the committee. Ishould like 
to inquire what is the legal existence of 
the com aes tee? 

Mr. McKELL: 


be in existence u 


AR. The committee will 
ntil it makes a final re 
Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator mean 
that the c ommittee would carry over into 


the next session of Congress? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. I believe I 
am correct in that statement. I ask the 
Senator from Virginia to correct me if I 


am mistaken. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator will yield, I will say that the Senator 
from Tennessee is correct in his state- 


ment. The committee is a joint com- 
mittee of both the House and the Senate. 

Mr. AIKEN. And the committee does 
not expire with the expiration of the 
present term of C ngress? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It does not. 

Mr. BYRD. The total expenditures of 
the committee are only approximately 


$17,000 a yea 


Mr. McKELLAR. I do not believe any 
Senator would care to vote against the 
splendid work which has been done and 


which is being done by the use of such a 
comparatively small sum. 


AIKEN. Mr. President, I am not 





obj 1g, because I too believe that the 
committee is doing good work. But I 
should like to invite attention to the 
fact that we have a regular standing 
committee of the Senate known as the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, which was estab- 
lished many years ago, and has never 


been given sufficient money to enable it 
to function properly. If that committee 
1ad sufficient funds to function and per- 
form the duties which naturally devolve 
upon it, it would be unnecessary to ap- 
propriate all the money which we have 
appropriated for the use of special in- 
vestigating committees. It seems to me, 
Mr. President, that when the new Con- 
gress meets we should make provision 
> 


»f 


for the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments to be given 
sufficient funds with which to perform 
operly and function in a satisfactory 
ner. I have no objection to the 
appropriation provided by the amend- 
ment to which the Senate has agreed. 
Mr. BYRD. I should like to make 
ar to the Senator from Vermont that 
> committee of which I am chairman 
a joint committee including Members 
yf the House and Members of the Sen- 
ate: also the Secretary of the Treasury 
and | the Director of the Bureau of the 
we 


et. 
Mr RUS SSE LL. Mr. President, will the 
t m Tennessee yield? 
AR. I yield. 
2USSEI L. Am I to understand 
the Senator from Virginia that the 
t of his committee has been 
000 a year? 
BYRD. That is correct. 
. RUSSELL. Does that include the 
cost of personnel involved? 
Mr. BYRD. It includes stenographic 
expenses, the cost of the expert attached 
to the committee, and all similar ex- 


p nces 


Mr 
Mr 


Mr 
pen 


eS 


RUSSELL. In view of the ex- 
’s of other committees, I think the 
Senator from Virginia is to be com- 
me nded for the splendid work which has 
been done by his committee with only 
$17,000 made available to it for annual 
expenses. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I under- 
stand the functions of the committee, 

and I know they are somewhat different 
fr om the functions of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Executive Depart- 
ments. But at the same time, I express 
the hope that the new Congress will make 
it possible for the Committee on Expen- 
ditures in the Executive Departments to 
function by making available to it neces- 


sary funds. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I think 
that the Joint Committee on Reduction 


of Nonessential Federal Expenditures, 
having performed the work which it has 
performed on an annual expenditure of 
only $17,000, when considered in compari- 
son w a the expenditures of other com- 
mittees, is to be highly commended. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think we all owe 
a debt of gratitude to the Senator from 
Virginia for the wonderful work which 
he and ‘he other members of his commit- 
tee have done. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next committee 


amendment. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, 
after line 4, to strike out: 

The Alien Property Custodian is hereby 
authorized to pay out of any funds or other 
property or interest vested in him or trans- 
fer: ed to him not to exceed $4,000,000 for the 
entire fiscal year 1945 for all necessary ex- 
pens es incurred by the Office of Alien Prop- 

rty Custodian in carrying out the powers 
and duties conferred on the Alien Pro perty 
Cus in pursuant to the Trading With the 
Ene emy Act of October 6, 1917, as amended 


ai 
toalé 


(50 U.S.C. App.): Provided, That after June 
80, 1945, the Office of Alien Property Cus- 


todian shall not incur any obligations for the 
administrative expenses of said Office except 
pursuant to an annual appropriation by the 
Congress specifically therefor. 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The Alien Property Custodian 
authorized to pay out of any fund: 
property or interest vested in him or 
ferred to him not to exceed $4,500,00 
entire fiscal year 1945 for all n 
charges and expenses in carrying 
powers and duties conferred on t 
P-operty Custodian pursuant to th 
with the Enemy Act of October 6 
amended (50 U. S. C. App.), with 
to any other provisions of law as to 
of expenditure: Provided, That of s 
not to exceed $3,700,000 shall be ava 
the general administrative expens 
Office of Alion Property Custod 
exceed $800,000 shall be available for « 
and expenses directly related to p 
properties or interests vested in 
ferred to the Custodian: Provided 


is } 





That after June 30, 1945, the Office 
Property Custodian shall not incu: 


ligations for the expenses of said C 
cept pursuant to a further annual au 


tion by the Congress specifically t 
Provided further, That on or before 
1945, the Alien Property Custo: 


make a report to the Appropriations C 

tees of the Senate and the House of I i 
sentatives giving Cetailed informatio: 
administrative and nonadmini 

penses incurred in connection with t 
tivities of the Office of Alien Property < 
dian. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Pre 
may I propound a question to the § 
tor from Tennessee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do 
Senator from Tennessee yield 
Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 


to 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to inqui 
whether the sum of $4,500,000 was 


amount requested? 


Mr. McKELLAR. No; the amount re- 
quested was $4,800,000. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the S 
explain why the requested amount 
reduced? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It will be re 1 


that some time ago the Senator f 1 
Georgia [Mr. Russet] insisted that all 
governmental agentcies which were 
without restriction money from i 
obtained by them should report to Con- 
gress and receive their appropri 
from Congress. his time $4,000.000 
asked for to cover all necessary exp 
incurred by the Office of Alien Pro; y 
Custodian in carrying out the powers and 
duties conferred on him pursuant to | 
Trading With the Eremy Act of O 
6, 1917, as amended, with the pro 
that after June 30, 1945, the O 
Alien Property Custodian shall not in 
any obligations for the expenses oi 
Office except pursuant to a fu 
annual authorization by the Con 
specifically therefor. 

It developed that there were two k 
of expenses: One was the ordinary - 
partmental expense and the other 
the general expense for handling | - 
erties. It was believed by the commit 
that it should place a limit upon tl 
expenses. It placed a limit of $800,000 
and reduced the allotment for adminis- 
trative expenses by $300,000. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Perhaps I did 


not make myself clear. Since these 
funds come out of receipts which the 
Alien Property Custodian receives, I was 


wondering what reasons prompted the 











e to ! du e the amount re- 
the Office of Alien Property 
from $4.809.( 09 to $4,500,C00. 
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e in Maki { approprila- 
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mendment, which is one of 
> } + ‘ } h } * 
amendments which have been 


"OFF! ICER. The 
to the amenda- 


committee, whici 


e amendment was 
M McKELLAR. Mr. 
| an amendment to the desk. 
rhe -RCSIDING OFFICER. 

ndment wiil be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. On rage 6, line 25, 
posed to strike out “1944” and 
“1945, Fe 
ndment was agres 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
xt amendment reported by the com- 
iitee will be stated. 
The next amendment was, under the 
iding “Independent executive agen- 
Federal Security Agency—Public 
Health Service,’ on page 9, line 3, after 
numerals “1945” to insert a comma 
i “and the pay, allowance, commuta- 
n of rs, and uniform allowance 
of regular and reserve commissioned 
nurses, the number of regular commis- 
d nurses appointed to be in addition 
number of regular active commis- 
1 ofiicers otherwise cuthorized, and 
to exceed 50 regular commissioned 
nur may be appointed in grades above 
t of senior assistant and for pur- 
y and pay period shall be con- 
"havine had 


e am 


d to. 


quart 





d ¢ on the date of 
intment service equal to that of the 
or cficer of the grade to which ap- 
: inted”; and in line 12, after the 
men just above stated, to strike 
: out “§ CO” and insert “$1,225,523.” 
! amendmer.t was agreed 
The next amendment was, on page 10, 
r line 12, to insert: 
Tubercu For expenses necessary, fiscal 
r 1945, to carry out the purposes of section 
14 (b) of the Public Health Service Act of 
July 1, 1944, including personal services in 
the District of Columbia; purchase of reports, 
3 uments, and other material for publica- 
n and of reprints from State, city, and pri- 


vate publications; the purchase (not exceed- 
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n dm \ be aegr O 
The FRESIDING OFFICER The 
qu on is on ry tot amend- 
ment reported by the commit 
The amendment v reed to. 
‘The PRESIDIL 'G OF Fl ER. The next 
amendment reported by the ccmim 
V It tated 
The next amendment was, under the 
ubhead “Office of Education,” on 1 : 
12, line 2, after the num rals "1949", to 
e out “$15 a“ * and in $18,000. 
The amendme was re =f t 
The next amen: acai ata e 12, 
after line 2, to in t 
OFFICE F TH ADMINISTRATOR 
Traveli expe For ] 
amount trave expens k - 
C ty Agency i l ye r 1945 in e 
( ( pecified u this I a Fed- 
€ Security Agency I A 1945, 
$959 000 
The amendment was agreed to 
Th e next amendment was, on page 12, 


7, to insert: 


Printing and binding: For an additional 





amount for printing and binding, Federal Se- 
curity Agency, fiscal year 1945 L f 
objects spe od under t d the Fed- 
eral Secu ity a Ap p A ] ) 


The ame 


r = . oO > + ™~ > . . , . hy 
the next amendr nt was, uncer the 


ndment was aert 


1e@ V 


“to remain”, to 
and insert 


yoras 


000,000” 





19 ' a 


»* Ol it ae 
da 
G 


0° 0,090" ; and on page 13, line 7, after 
the figures “$80,000,000”, to insert a colon 
and the following additional rroviso: 
“Provided furil That in making allo- 
cations out of the funds appropriated in 
this paragraph for construction pr 
priority shall be given to emergency proj- 
ects inv olvi ng 


an estimated cost to t 


i 
nt of less than $2: 


"The amendme 
The next am 

ubhead “Public 
ion,” on page 13, 
“include”, to in 
and.” 

fr. LANGER. Mr. President, on page 
13 I should like to have the Sones in 


nt was ed to. 

‘ndment was, under the 
Buildings Administia- 
line 16, after the word 
ere. 


] +<re rite 
veietype service 


acre 
asi 

















































-CORD—SENATE 0509 


I ss » 
‘ Y 7 79 
ar AT AIS OT 7 a 
I mht A I 
‘ c 
Rt. TA . . 19 
i i | - 
ry y j 
; y . 
\ ( ; i 
A y 
é I 
At. ® -OrTTAD ' ; 
a, ® x ~~ 
G Y 
n« ~T ' 
‘ ' 
L 
‘ ( vr y 
I ) 
’ 
T ; 
1 
4 ( - 
r 
I i 
. Dprrec . 7 
i rN i i 
( 
} Y 
' ‘ i 
Per y 
+ ‘ y 
y ty y ’ 
} l 
y } 

( l ‘ 
on I of C I 1 ] ma- 
chi y mn at ¢ y t + 

i Al i t 
It I é 0 it 5 
me ! { ( » ¢ ife 
+) ¥ 

. ; 

w nr YT } } ’ 
Mr. LANGER. How 1 I I 1 
iy 19 
s 4.‘ 


‘ y 
i t i t 
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CONG 
in full payments and grants earned by farm- 
€ n carrylr out a norized s0il and waver 
Cc r it 1 practi 3 

And in lieu thereof to i 

I ( l n I d- 

y t ] con ed in th m 
ong 11 of rT Itural land 
ré 1 ( ned in D irtment cf 
A pr Act, 1944, includ- 
in s} the same m 
j e Dep n¢é f Agriculture Ap; a- 
tion Act, 1945, $13,000,000. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
may I ask either the acting chairman 
of the committee or the Senator from 
Georgia what if any effect the change in 
the language here, which is the first 
time I have had an opportunity to lock 
at it, will have uvon existing law? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
Senatecr from Georgia [Mr. RussSeEezL] is 
my expert on agricultural matters on 
the committee and I refer the question 
to him. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from Tennessee for 
his statement. When the regular appro- 


priation bill for the Department of Agri- 
culture was pending before the Senate 
last year the annual appropriation for 
what are commonly called triple A pur- 
poses was fixed at $300,000,000. I pointed 
out at the time that that involved a re- 
duction of $100,000,000 in the amount of 
the appropriation as compared with the 
preceding year and a reduction of $200,- 
000,000 as compared with the two pre- 
ceding years. 

These payments are made to farmers 
for following soil and water conservation 
practices. Before the crop year—and 
this prcgram of necessity is on a calen- 
Gar year basis and not on a fiscal year 
basis, because farming operations are 
carried on on a calendar year basis—be- 
fore the crop year the triple-A committee 
in es — State develops a program of soil 
and water conservation. The committee 
provides a program for the construction 
of terraces, for the planting of certain 
cover crops, for the use of certain phos- 
phates and lime to enrich the soil, and 
they prescribe the schedule of payments 
which will be made to the farmers for 
following each of these practices. In 
other words, they pay so many cents a 
hundred feet for terraces constructed to 
conform to the standards which have 
been fixed; they pay a part of the value 
of the lime and the phosphates which the 
farmer applies to his soil in order to im- 
prove it and enable him to produce larger 
crops as well as to preserve for all the 
years to come, for generations yet un- 


born, the fertility of the soil on our 
farms. 
All Senators are aware of the magnifi- 


cent performance of the American farm- 
er in supplying the food and fiber which 
have been essential for the fighting of 
this war. Under great handicaps, in the 
face of great obstacles, such as the 
shortage of labor and the shortage of 
machinery, the farmers of this country 
have greatly increased their production 
over that we have ever before known. As 
a result of these intensified farming oper- 
ations, there has been a greater compli- 
ance with the soil-conserving practices of 
the crop year 1944 than there has ever 
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been heretofore. For the first time all the 
funds allocated have been earned by the 
farmers. There have been years when as 
much as from sixty to eighty million dol- 


lars of this appropriation has been re- 
turned to the Treasury because the 
farmers did not earn it all. This year 
the farmers in this great agricultural 
movement to support the war effort have 


not cnly followed these practices to the 
extent of the $300,000,000 appropriated 
but have conformed to these practices 
prescribed by the State agencies of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration 
to an extent which will require $313,- 
000,000 to pay all the farmers the full 
amount they have earned. 

The House of Representatives by a 
vote on an amendment offe red fro ym the 
floor determined that insofar as was in 
their power, they would keep faith with 
the farmers of this country and pay them 
the full amount they have earned. It 
cevelcped, however, that the lancuage in- 
serted by the House would not accom- 
plish this purpose. So the committee 
had the Director of the triple A before 
it, and upon the advice of the Depart- 
ment and the heads of a number of farm 
organizations that are interested, this 
amendment was inserted in the bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr, President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Ihr. ELLENDER. Did the committee 
obtain sufficient evidence to show thet 
the amount of $13,000,000 is amply suf- 
ficient to pay those who have complied 
with the programs in question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The amount of $13,- 
000,000 will enable the Department of 
Agriculture, through the Agricultural 
Adjustment Administration, to fully pay 
every farmer in the United States for 
compliance with the farm program of 
soil and water conservation. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to take this opportunity to compli- 
ment the distinguished junior Senator 
from Georgia for his untiring efforts in 
behalf of the farmers of our Nation. I 
may state that I consulted with the Sen- 
ator in respect to this item and in re- 
spent to many other items which affected 
our farmers, and I have always found 
him willing and desirous of lending help. 

Mr. President, I am very happy that 
the Appropriation Committee saw fit to 
include this item so that those in charge 
of the triple-A program are in a posi- 
tion to comply with a solemn obligation 
made to the farmers of our country, who 
have so valiantly responded to the call 
for more and more food. Mr. President, 
I thank the Senator. 

Mr. LANGER. Will this take care of 
the 4-cent increase in wheat authorized 
a few days ago? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No, this has no con- 
nection at all with the 4-cent authoriza- 
tion as to wheat. As I understand, that 
was a case where, due to the increase of 
the cost to the farmer, the parity price 
of wheat rose 4 cents a bushel, and that 
merely means that the market price and 
the loan value of wheat go up by 4 cents. 
This has to do with the soil-conservation 


practices. 
Mr. LANGER. Soil conservation 
only? 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Solely soil-consery,- 
tion practice. 

Mr. LANGER. Does the Senator 
lieve that $13,000,000 is sufficient? 

fr. RUSSELL. The informa 
have received from the Depa rtm 
Agriculture enables me to state that 
tainly this $13,000,000 will enable t! 
ministration to pay every farme; 
full for complying with the pr 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the § 
from Georgia yield to me? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to t! 
the able Senator from Geo rgi a = 
very lucid explanation of thi 
to say that I think it is Guanes J 
tial to provide all the money nece 
fulfill the obligations which the Goy 
ment owes to the farmers under ths 
I wish to subscribe to every word 
Senator has said about the magnifi 
war efforts of the farmers. I also d 
to say that, despite two enactment 
Congress so far as support prices \ 
concerned, some producers felt that t 
did not get adequate support, and t! 
not involved in this matter. We want 
be doubly certain that no oblig pati 
which the Government owes to the f: 
ers, in view of their magnificent war « 
fort should lack complete fulfillment. 

I wish to compliment the Senator f 
having taken this matter up and look 
after it in this particular bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the Senat 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, I am sure all the Mem- 
bers of the Senate realize the feart 
impact it would have on the entire agri- 
cultural program if we failed to pay t! 
farmers after they have conformed 
the requirements of the Government with 
respect to the soil-conservation practic« 
the full amount they have earned, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T! 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
committee amendment will be stated. 

The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Office of Information,” on page 
22, line 16, before the word “including”, 
to strike out “$7,353” and insert “$8,650.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. under the 
subhead “Library, Department of Agri- 
culture,” on page 22, line 22, before the 
word “including”, to strike out “$6,375” 
and insert “$7,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Agricultural Research Admin- 
istration, Bureau of Plant Industry, Soils, 
and Agricultural Engineering, Salaries 
and expenses,” on page 23, line 9, after 
the numerals “1945”, to strike out “$61,- 
100” and insert “$83,000”; and in the 
Same line, after the word “exceed”, to 
strike out “$23,100” and insert “$45,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Extension Service,” on page 23, 
line 15, after the word “expenses”, to 
strike out “$34,000” and insert “$40,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Bureau of Entomology and 
Plant Quarantine, Salaries and ex- 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I 
! ived a number of communica- 
concerning the farm-labor problem, 

| 1 appreciate it if we could 

(planation of what the com- 

has done in this matter. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if I may 

permitted, I may say that we have 
nued, on the same scale and in 

ly the same manner, what was done 

the last calendar year. This 
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on the 3lst of December, so we 

on for 1 more year, to December 

1ount available last year was 

8.000.000, $30,000,000 was ex- 

ied, leaving a carry-over of $8,000,- 

. We have made the carry-over 

lable, and added $22,000,000, so tha 

amount of money and the method of 
form he work are provided for. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Precisely the same 

iast year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I may interrupt, on 

6, Senators will notice that not less 

n $7,000,000 is set aside for agricul- 


\Urai agenws, 
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House, and afterward sent to the Sen- 
at and the Senate committee simply 
felt that the House had not given suffi- 
ci money for that purp and raised 
it, 1 the idea of letting it go to con- 
1 ( It do not ki what will be 
done 1 confers of cour That i 
th t 1. It is a Budget estima 
RI % AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS— 
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Pre ent, I here! 
€ Li ion to reconsider the vote 
v »y the Sena ee eae 
€ rey on Ho bill 3961, the river 

1 harbor authorization “bill, Having 
given that notice I move now under the 
rule that the House be requested to re- 
turn the papers tothe Senate. Iask that 
the motion be acted on at once. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 


Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. Does the Senator contem- 


plate now not going back to conference 
on the bill? 
Mr. BAILEY. We cannot go back to 


conference. The House is unwilling to 
w a conference. 
. BILL. 1 ene House is unwilling to 
£0 ‘nto conference? 
. BAILEY. Yes. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lucas 
in the chair). The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina that the House be requested to re- 
turn to the Senate the papers in the 
river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. We will receive the 
papers, I should say, about 4:30, and I 
intend to press my motion. Of course, 
IT should like Senators who are interested 
to be present. I see that the Senator 
from New Mexico [Mr. Hatcu] is present 
now. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator intend 
to press for the adoption of the report? 
Is that correct? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. I shall make the 
motion to reconsider first. 

Mr. HILL. If the motion to recon- 
sider the vote is agreed to, then the ulti- 
mate end would be to have the report 
adopted? 


Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 
1945 


The Senate resumed the consideration 

of the bill CH. R. "ae making appropri- 

ations to supply deficiencies in certain 

ppropri itions air he fiscal year ending 

> 30, 1944, and for prior fiscal years, 
provide su} em ntal 

rs ending June 


I 
for the fiscal ye 
45, and June 30, 1946, and for other 


) appropri- 


OFFIC 


next 


ER. The 
committee 


was, under the 
Geodetic Survey,” 
after the numerals 
34,000” and in- 


» next amendment 
subhead “Coast and 
on page 28, line 13, € 
“1945”, to strike out “$34 
sert “$40,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
su head “Patent Office,” on page 29, line 
4, after the numerals “1945”, to strike out 
“$71 000” and insert “$80,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to 


CONGRE 














tSSSIONAL RECORD 
The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Department of the Interior,” 
on page 29, after line 23, to insert: 
GRAZING SERVICE 
expenses: The limitation of 
$12,000 for personal services 
in the District of Columbia contained in the 
Interior Department Appropriation Act, 1945, 
is hereby increased to not to exceed $21,500. 








Salaries and 


not to exceed 


The enero enn was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the 
subhead “Bureau of Reclamation—Gen- 
eral a: construction,” on page 31, af- 
ter line 12, to insert 

Colora 1o-Big Thompson project, Colo., 
$2,000,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, 
after line 13, to insert: 


Colorado River project, Tex., $126,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, 
line 15, after “Columbia Basin project, 
Wash.”, to strike out “$1,900,000” and in- 
sert “$2,000,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, 
after line 17, to insert: 

FORT PECK PROJECT, MONTANA 

For an additional amount, fiscal year 1945, 
for construction of the Fort Peck project, 
Montana, $400,000, to remain available until 
expended, and to be expendable as specified 


under this head in the Interior Department 
Appropriation Act, 1945. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, 
after line 8, to insert: 

HUNGRY HORSE PROJECT, MONTANA 

For work preliminary -to construction of 
Hungry Horse project, Montana, as author- 
ized by section 1 of the act of June 5, 1944 
(Public Law 329), fiscal year 1945, to remain 
available until expended, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, 
after line 18, to insert: 


BUREAU OF MINES 


Synthetic liquid fuels: The appropriation 
for synthetic liquid fuels in the Interior De- 
partment Appropriation Act, 1945, is hereby 
made available in an amount not to exceed 
#50,000 for temporary employment of engi- 
neers, architects, and technical consultants 
or firms or corporations thereof, by contract 
or otherwise, without regard to civil-service 
and classification laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, 
after line 2, to insert: 

Mining experiment stations: 
ditional 
tions, fis 
spec 


For an ad- 
int for mining experiment sta- 
cal year 1945, including the objects 
ified under this head in the Interior De- 
partment Appropriation Act, 1945, $160,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, 
after line 6, to insert: 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

National parks: For an additional amount 
for the furnishing and refurnishing of official 
residences in Acadia National Park, Maine, 
for fiscal year 1945, including the objects 
specified under this head in the Interior De- 
partment Appropriation Act, 1945, $4,000. 


amo. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Department of State—Interna- 
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tional obligat 
4, to insert: 

United Nations Commission for t 
vestigation of War Crimes: For all r 
cpenses of the participation by the 

tes in the United Nations Commiss 
Investigation of War Crimes, i: 

sonal services without regard 

service and classification laws; tray 
penses without regard to the Sta 
Government Travel Regulations and t 
sistence Expense Act of 1926, as 
allowances for living and quarters f 
porary and permanent person nel in 
ance with standardized regulati 
by the President for civilian officers ‘ 
ployees of the Government temporar ‘ ( 
tioned in foreign countries and in ac 
with the acts of June 26, 1930, and F 
23, 1931; entertainment, stenographic 1 
ing and other services by contract, b« 
reference and pericdicals, and rent of 
space without regard to section 3709 
Revised Statutes; printing and bindir 
the share of the United States in 
penses of the Secretariat of the Comm 
fiscal year 1945, $30,000, payable fr 
appropriation “Emergency fund for = 
dent,” contained in the First Sup} 
National Defense Appropriation = 194 
supplemented and amended. 


ions,” on page 45, aft 








The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under | 
heading “Treasury Department—O! : 
of the Secretary,” on page 46, after | , 
24, to insert: 

Smaller War Plants Corporation, capi- I 
tal stock: For an additional amount t 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury | 
make payment for capital stock of 


Smaller War Plants Corporation, $100,- Y 
000,000, to remain available until Jw { 
30, 1945. \ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under t! t 


heading “Title II—Penalty mail cos 
gislative branch,” on page 51, lin ‘ 
after “Architect of the Capitol”, to strike , 
out “$255” and insert “$300.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 
line 18, after “Library of Congress” 
strike out “$12,750” and insert ‘$15, 
The amendment was agreed to. ' 
The next amendment was, on pa ! 
line 19, after “Government Printin 
fice”, to strike out “$258,400” and in 
“$304,000.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr.McKELLAR. Mr. President, th 
are a number of other amendments d 


oan 


ing with penalty-mail costs. They « 
tend to page 60 of the bill. I wond 


we could not agree to adopt those am 
ments en bloc. I hope they can 
agreed to en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is t! 
objection to the request of the Sen 
from Tennessee that the remairz 

ame aa be adopted en oo 

Mr. NAHER. Mr. President, I! 
no eaten of objecting. I ao l 
to invite the Senator’s attenti on, 
ever, to page 46, line 25, the amend 
which gives to the Smaller War P|! 
Corporation $100,000,000 with resp 
its capital stock. I should like to kn 
if there were hearings on that subj 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. The Smail 
War Plants Corporation is out of mor 
and we have a Budget estimate for t 
amount. We thought that there was! 
other way but to allow that amoun 
That is the largest increase contained 1 






















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE C513 


r tho circumstances. while the 
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t it was very important to the | good of small businessmen ii: ! i 














{ ve these small plants con- | ! Such 1 
d. iat was why this large ap- direct and é l iccess- : 
yn was piaced in the bill. BUS PUORSSUSIED GE Tee WHI ee = 
DANAHER. Would the Senator FIRST STEPS FOR CAPITAL INCREASE ft : enka Caeiae! Aca 4 ' 
Tennessee cbhject to placing in the Small busi mall manufacturers— t r nat ; : 
; ] rp at this point the statement cf | have been mobilized more effectively through Amé n G 
ness in that respect? the efforts of the Corporat 1 | be key 
Mr. McKELLAR. Indeed not. 1 will | 227 ther concetvaite Government machiner neciemiinn in acm a aia 


: ' mark the part he wants placed in 
Recorp I shall be obliged to him, so 
we may move on with the bill. 
Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in fur- 
‘ , » between the 
F senator from Tennessee | Mr. McKELLAR |] 
and ! cerning Hon. Maury 
Maverick, let me say that the testimony 
| on page 19 and runs through page 
2 f the hearings. 

Mr. McEKELLAR. Yes. May it be in- 

s d at this point in the Recorp? 
There being no objection, the statement 
\ ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 


re 
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the v f th € t produc n war in 
t y e \ i not} 1, The 
€ cheap credit op} s f big 
} 1 } In the V-T 1 
I f r pie, ¢ ] la in Is- 
tr ( n 1 1] Th 
t 1 l le ( Pp I nD to- 
v I t I ( of 
t I C t Sm: War 
I ( 1 | tl e |} ! le , 
} r l a r ) 
1] l¢ I 
t of t Cor ratl I - 
f ‘ machinery to little 
I 1 ft > re of t 
] ( I t equ ed y 
v l 1 tl I ry suc f of 
‘ i ( eve \ The ) t 
c r ar I this com! ee to regard this 
I t I 1 i W h € ( i 
j l every indivi l ¢ ted by the sts 
ol € I 7.2 a st e 
J CATION FREQUENTLY RECORDED 

D of the recorded ac pl ment f 
t : War Corp n I , 
} i ed to C in a ni tk f 
] in recent 1 Bim hly re- 
port : +s Corp tion record even mcre 
\ ly the progressive history of the organ- 
iz 1. If I had the time I should like to 
re w these s e details, but because the 
c y bill which you ¢ considering is 
it f an emerge y m Ire, and bec e 
t t 1 t of it which relate ] ller 
War Plants Corporation 1 er- 
pent I will u upon you of 
t ap} i n with my I ssur- 
ance that not one penny not needed for the 
p on of small business and the ulti- 
n » degree of participation thereof in war 
production will be expended 

Senator McKetiar. What was the reason 


the House did not include it? 
Mr. Maverick. The legislation was not 
igned until this morning. It only passed 


Senator HaypeNn. All you want the com- 
mittee to do is to request the Bureau of the 
Budget, if they have a budget estimate down 
there, to send it up here? 

Senator McKeitiar. We have an advance 
copy of the Budget estimate. 

All right; I think we understand it. 

Mr. MAvericK. Are you going to give us a 
hearing, or is this the hearing? 

Senator McKetuar. This is the hearing. 

Mr. Maverick. Thank you, sir. 


COOPERATION WITH THE WAR DEPARTMENT IN 
ORDNANCE PROGRAM 

Senator GurRNEY. Has the War Department 
requested that your Small War Plants Cor- 
poration assist in the presently increased 
ordnance program? 

Mr. Maverick. Yes, sir. They have asked 
us to assist, and one of our men is in each 
ordnance office throughout the entire United 
States, and also our entire organization is 
at their disposal. 

BREAK-DOWN OF AMOUNT REQUESTED 

As I have stated we are only asking out of 
this $200,000,000, for $100,000,000, which we 
have broken down as follows: $62,000,000 for 
the regular program, $20,000,000 for muni- 
tions, $18,000,000 for loans and purchases. 

Senator Gurney. Loans and purchases of 
what? 

ASSISTANCE TO SMALL PLANTS IN CONTRACT 

SETTLEMENTS 


Mr. Maverick. That is under the Contract 
Settlement Act and the Surplus Property Dis- 
posal Act. Under these acts we are enjoined 
to do several things; among them to go out 
and assist in contract settlements of small 
plants or plants up to a certain size. In my 
opinion, the $18,000,000—well, if it is going 





to amount to anything, it will run far more 
than that. It is a type of interim financing. 
} gets his cut-back, he needs 
cing to determine his future 

i ies d $18,000,000 is an extremely 
small amount of money. We may, if neces- 
sary, purchase property surpluses for sale to 
small business. Our program has got poten- 





tialities of large amounts of money that will 
be nec ary, and, according to our regular 
I m, we think we are going 


to need 
$100,000, 000, but we have made this $62,000,- 
000 for the regular program and $20,000,000 
and $18,000,C00. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Ord ce is not even touched on. The 
fac ; the War Department is going to 
build for that program will run into about 


000. I don’t know how much the 


n going to run, but it will be much 
re than that It may run two or three 
liion or more for allI know. Our Corpora- 
1as put in a list of 236 plants in which 
believe we will have contracts executed, and 
finance a considerable part of that. 

Senator Gurney. Two hundred and thirty- 
six plants, and you expect specific requests 
from Ordnance to help finance those plants? 

Mr. Maverick. Yes, sir. And if we don’t get 
specific requests, we are going to do it anyway, 
because, to be perfectly frank with you, little 
business has a hard time getting along. Of 
course, it has to be approved by Ordnance in 
the end. We get along very well with them, 
but we go after the business for the little 
plants, which is our duty under the law. 
‘nator GurRNEyY. You wouldn’t just set up 
nt and finance it, unless you knew it 
ing to get business from Ordnance or 
e other military branch of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. MAvERICcK. No, sir. I want to explain 
this: These 263 plants we have submitted are 
in order to set up a program with existing 
facilities, and not to set up a competitive en- 
terprise against those in business now. If 
we use existing facilities and finance th 
amount of their contract, we are saving the 
Government time, and we are also saving the 
building of a lot of useless plant facilities 
throughout the United States that are going 
to be white elephants on the market when 
the war is over. Our program is very sound 
on that point. Nobody could object to it, I 
believe. 

SUMMARY OF CASH POSITION AND FINANCIAL 

OPERATIONS 

I should like to incorporate in the record a 
summary statement of our financial position 
and our balance sheet as of October 31, 1944. 


aduMeohs 














DECEMBER 15 
| (The statements referred to are a 
REPORT NO. 34 
| Smaller War Plants Corporation 
of cash position and financial 
cumulative as of Dec. 2, 1944 
Cash: 
in U. B. Treasury... § 
Held to our order at De- 
fense Plant Corporation. 1,91 


72, 255 


| SOBRE: Cl aniinnsene 74, 1¢ 
| Earmarked for undisbursed 
loan and lease commit- 
| DN ak cect 72,1 
Net available (unencum- 
oe - 2,977 
Unrecorded cash encum- 
brances Dec. 2 to 7, in- 
a - 8, Of 
| Unrecorded cash deficit... 15,02 
| Loans: 
D.rect loans: 
Net authorizations... 112, 396 
Amount advanced under 
loan agreements___.-. 83, 060 
Less: Principal re- 
payments ........ 49, 284 
Outstanding loan bal- 
DOG co moietiniieeickee - 33,776 
Undisbursed commit- 
WO acseeecce 29, 33¢ 
Outstanding emergency 
a a 333 


Interest collected... _. 850 
Indirect loans (deferred 
participations) : 
Net authorizations__.... 44, 123,165 34 
Amount advanced by 
participating banks... 15,337, 5 
Less: Repayments to 


REG ca anentmaen 8, 622, 43 9 
Outstanding deferred _ 
participations ___-_-- - 85,500, 742 62 
Compensation collected. 27, ¢ 
| Leases: ies 
Net authorizations__.... e- 19,232, 443 19 


Equipment purchased_.... 12, 881 
Less: Equipment sold... 18, 72 3 


Equipment inventory -.... 12,862,8 
Undisbursed commit. 


en endian: 6, 350 l 
Rents collected..... nie wg ane 0 2 
1Collections in this approximate am t 

are in transit from the Treasury Depart t 


on redemption of unexpected balance f 
prior years’ administrative appropriations 


Weekly comparative statistics 











Gross Canceled This week Last 
Loans authorized............... sp icaneh cidatninta Secatises | $12, 605, 948, 50 $82, 000. 00 $12, 523, 048. 50 $474 
Loans disbursed_........ otensanenndsassdacndsetsiiian item iia daniianiaesailheeaiie 2, 420, 006. 80 2,47 
Leases authorized _- 120, 993. 07 152, 804. 67 (31, 811. 60) ( 
aL, nese procecennaseewens 116, 403. 44 2 








ExuHsiT A 


Smaller War Plants Corporation—Balance 
sheet as of Oct. 31, 1944 


ASSETS 
Current assets: 
Cash in U. 8S. Treasury: 
Available for loans and 
DD sinctin ig tassios - $16, 154, 061. 05 
Reserved for unpaid com- 
mitments, loans, and 
leASES .cncccccncccccnoe * 60, 633, 106.96 


1See the following table: 
Ordinary loans........... $7, 175, 439. 48 
Production loans......... 19, 125,915.92 
Deferred participation loans. 27,327, 685.00 
ee 


| ne 


Current assets—Continued. 
Reserved for administra- 
tive expenses, fiscal 
RP Se 6 ictiniteisins tiie ae $771, 331 
Reserved for administra- 
tive expenses, fiscal 
ee - 5,394, 151 
Reserved for administra- 
tive expenses, fiscal 
year 10ibicccaccacunce 7,763, 06! 





90, 734, 731.21 





Accounts receivable: 
Due from Defense Plant 
Corporation .........--. 8, 753,278.00 








‘ e—Co! ed 
L ¢ nment | - ; 
‘ a Winenien $690, 842.38 
I a 2 38, 243. 04 
I R 
| ne ee 1, 031, 052. 48 
1 I ee 
Other receivables ........- 
I 
) nd equipment. 12, 182, 876.17 
L Reserve for de- 
I ! ouidee 890, 574.95 
11, 292, 301. 22 
Off Ire and equip- 
‘is 434, 613. 25 
L R rve for de- 
prec > 105, 328. 39 
379, 284. 86 
T ul ssets_....134, 496, 219. 39 
LIABILITIES AND CAPITAL 
( $j es: 
ints } ble (sched- 
1 — o $12, 750. 73 
( ities (sched- 
) nas st 15,305. 05 
I les (adm 


t i; BORING. ccncmeiitinn 36, 407. 80 
( S nd surplus rs 
( 3 EERIE 150. 000. 000. 00 
Det 
I June 30, 1944, as 


00 


86 


usted rm 
t fiscal period... 2, 326, < 

16, 001, 109. 86 
3,998, 890.14 


- 


Shicaitetenanaiiial 134, 496, 219.39 


Well, thank you, I 


me 


;. Mr. President, the Sen- 
I see made request for 
of a number of amendments 


Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
’ mail costs. 
Mr. E. Are those amendments 
I d on judements, or anything of the 


They all re- 


or are they simply compromises 
with claimants that have been worked 
( or what are they? 
Mr. McKELLAR. They refer to pen- 
¢ mail costs. The I: requires that 
? q 


lepartment or agency turn back the 
money into the Treasury and we have to 
appropriate it in order that the depart- 
m or ney be paid. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, of course 
I ordinarily rebel against consideration 

f amendments en bloc. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is entirely 
proper. If the Senator would prefer, I 
shall be perfectly willing to proceed with 
the consideration of the amendments in- 
dividually. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not object. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well, then. I 
a cee he amendments be considered 
en bloc, 


CONGRESS 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
tion, the amendments reierred to 
will be considered and agreed to en bloc. 


reed to en bloc are 








naments ag 





as I WS: 

Unc the subhead “The Ju wy,” 
on 51, line 22, after the word “ex- 
c , to e out $1,360’ and insert 
“$1.600.” 

On pa 52, line 2, after the v i “Ap- 
peais”, to s ce out 153”. and i t 
“$130.” 

On page 52, line 7, after tl word 
“Court”, to Ke out “$425” and ert 
“$500.” 

On page 52, line 11, after the word 
me ms”, to strike out “$425” and insert 
$500.” 

On page 52, line 15, after “Mi l- 
laneous expenses, United Sti Courts”, 
to strike out “$71,400” and insert “$84,- 
000.” 


0 
Under the su 


nder th ibhead “Execut Office of 
the President,” on page 52, line 18, after 
the word ‘“‘exceed”, to strike out “$3,825” 


and insert 

On page 52, 
ceed”, to sti 
“$500.” 

On page 52, line 24, 
“exceed”, to strike out 
sert “$10,000.” 

On page 53, line 4, ¢ 
ceed”’, to strike out 
“$25,000.” 

On page 53, line 6, after the word “ex- 
ceed”, to strike out 
sert “$6,000,000.” 

On page 53, line 9, 
ceed”, to strike out 
$30,000.” 

Under the subhead “Executiv 
the President—Office for Emergency 
Mana on page 53, line 18, aft 
the word “exceed”, to strike out “$1,658 
and insert “$1,950.” 

On page 53, line 22, aft 
ceed”, to strike out “$638” 
“Sice. 


On page 54, | 


after the word 


“$8,500” and in- 


the word “ex- 
90” and insert 


Office of 


y ont *? . 
ement, I 


” 


r the word “ex 


and insert 





after the ward “or 
cai i s vy 4 A 


ine l, le W 
ceed”, to strike out “$4,250” and in 
“$5,000.” 

On page 54, 
ceed”, to strike out 


“$210,000.” 


> 


co 


, 


line 5, after the word “ex- 
$178,500” and insert 


On paze 54, line 7, af T ( X- 
ceed”, to strike out “$1,275” and i rt 
“$1,500. 

On page 54, line 10, af t word “Ad- 
ministration”, to strike out “$43,605 d 
insert “$51,300.” 

On page 54 ] X- 


line 16, after the word ‘ 
ceed”, to strike out “$40,800” 1 i 


re A 
On page 54, line 20, after the word “ex- 


ceed”, to strike out ‘$8,500’ and insert 
“$10,000 


ge 54, line 23, after the word “ 
‘ 


d’’, to strike out “$78,710” and insert 
On page 55, line 1, after “War 

power Commission”, to strike out ‘ 

300” and insert “$618,000.” 

On page 55, line 2, after “Office 
Mobilization and Reconv 
out $8,075” and insert “$9,500.” 

On page 55, line 4, after the word “ex- 
ceed’”’, to strike out “$298,006” and insert 
“$350,595.” 


Man- 


‘$525,- 


of War 


ersion’’, to strike 
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word 
1 Of 
On 
Or 
On 
br 
© 





55. line 7. after > wor x- 
1 
ou 533,150 i rt 
) 
I 1 i ent tI - 
4 > 
: on |} ) ; 
€ wer Cc } ) 
44 : “4 
» SUU A \ »<UT,* 
ee 1 


) nd Non 
) l€ , a - 
( l 10 ) l t 
e 55, line 24 ederal 
Cc t Ou 4 - 
na OU 
) PAS) I i l Se- 
to $25,000” 
).000 
] rd “ex- 
Ou to 1 1n U 


“Federal 


>» 56, line 4 
Agency”, to sti out “$28,050” 
rt “$33,000 
> 56, line 7 
38,250” and 
e 56, line 10 
Comn Ol 





p 56, line 14, 
i’, to strike out ‘ 
3,000.” 
56, lir 17 f tl word 
* to ou 50” and 
3 000.” 
I 6, line 21 r the word 
to out $275,170’ nd 
729”; in line 25, bef , 
F i to ( t 375” 
7.5 0": on T 7 rné 
t se to out 
) » 429 ] 
A ] I - 


) ( i ) | - 
17.700 
‘ 
7, line 6, after 1 
} it 9 t 
, i ¥ i ; \ 1 
) » 500 nd 
,nnNn 
t 7 » Og 1 
12,7 A 
Y 7 >» 7] the 1 
ie t 490.000’ 1 
) ' ; 
7 14 f ? ¢ 1 
e ¢ + 284 
9? 
I e 57 ne 18. ; r ft 1 
4 7 + 
) I oul $1,186 A 1n U 
} 
pa 57, line 21, aft the word 
” ») St fi lt $489” and ll t 
page 57, line 23 r the word 
4 t ’ 
a rike ¢ 45,900” and 
$54,000,” 




























































































On page 57, line 25, after “Veterans’ 
Adm tion”, to strike out “$446,250” 
f ) 5,( 0.” 


58, line 2, before the word 


to strike out “$76,500” and in- 


On page 58, 


line 7, after the word 
“ex ’ to strike out “$850” and insert 
“61 000 

Ur f bhead “District of Colum- 
I "on ] e 58, line 11, after the word 
; , to strike out “$192” and insert 
“$995 

On } 3 line 16 fter the word 
* o strike out “$400” and insert 
“Ss iV. 

On ] > 58, line 18, after the word 
‘ d’’, to strike out “$447” and insert 
, 5.” 

On } 58, line 21, after the word 
“exe i”, 2 ike out “$425” and insert 
“S$ 00.” 

On page 58, line 24, after the word 
Hoye 


xceed’”’, to strike out “$107” and insert 
“$135.” 

On page 59, line 3, after the word “ex- 
ceed”, to strike ut “$425” and insert 
00.” 


Under the 


¢ 


subhead “Department of 
Agriculture,” on page 59, line 8, after 
the word “Administration”, to strike out 
“$2,905,300” and insert “$3,418,000”; and 
in line 9, after the word “exceed”, to 
strike out “$23,970” and insert “$28,200.” 

Under the subhead “Department of 
Commerce,” on page 59, line 14, after 
“loan agencies)”, to strike out “$263,500” 
and insert “$310,000.” 

On page 59, line 17, after “1945”, to 
strike out “$3,145” and insert “$3,700.” 

On page 59, line 21, after the word 
“exceed”, to strike out “$22,525” and in- 
sert “$26,500.” 

Under the subhead “Department of the 
Interior,” on page 59, line 25, after “For 
the Department of the Interior”, to strike 
out “$238,000” and insert “$280,000.” 

On page 60, line 2, after “For the De- 
partment of Justice’, to strike out “$297,- 
500” and insert “’$350,000.” 

On page 60, line 4, after “For the De- 
partment of Labor’, to strike out “$99,- 
025” and insert “$116,500.” 

On page 60, line 6, after “For the State 
Department”, to strike out “$42,500” and 

isert “$50,000.” 

On page 60, line 8, 
Treasury Department”, 
“$5,412,800” and insert “$6,368,000.” 

Under the subhead “War Depart- 
ment—Civil Functions,” on page 60, line 
11, after the word “exceed”, to strike out 
“$6,715” and insert “$7,900.” 

ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next committee 
amendment. 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Title I1I—Judgments and au- 
thorized claims—Property damage 
claims,” on page 61, line 13, after “Fed- 
eral Works Agency”, to strike out 
“$903.80” and insert “$736.71.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, 
line 24, after the words “In all”, to strike 
out “$95,222.02” and insert “$95,054.93.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.BURTON. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
or the Senator from Arizona a question. 


after “For 
to strike 


the 
out 


| 
| 


As I understand, a number of the penalty 
mail amendments are all based upon pre- 
cisely the same rule of procedure. 

Mr. MCKELLAR. That is correct. 


Mr. BURTON. Will the Senator 
please state for the Recorp what that 
rule is? That will explain every one of 


them. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, the 
amounts stated in the amendments are 
the amounts which were estimated for 
in the estimates. They are the 
amounts which are required by the de- 
partments. The House simply slashed 
é y one of them by 15 percent. Rep- 
resentatives of Several of the depart- 
ments, particularly the Department of 
Agriculture, appeared before our com- 
mittee and stated that the departments 
mply could not function with the 

sh. In order to get the matter to con- 
rence we restored the Budget estimate 
in each instance. 

Mr. BURTON. AsI understand, every 
one of these changes is explained in the 

me manner—that is, it is a restoration 
of the Budget estimate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Exactly. Of course, 
each item will be considered in confer- 


ence 


Budget 


e 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the next committee 


amendment, 

The next amendment was, under the 
heading “Title IV—General provisions,” 
on page 86, after line 7, to insert a new 
section, as follows: 

Sec. 404. That during the fiscal year 1945 
there shall be available for expenditure or 
obligation for long-distance telephone tolls 
and for telegrams and cablegrams by the De- 
partment of Agriculture, the Department of 
Commerce, the Department of the Interior, 
the Department of Justice, the Department 
of Labor, the Treasury Department, and the 
Post Office Department not to exceed 980 
percent in the case of each of said Depart- 
ments of the amounts included for such pur- 
poses in the Budget estimates for the fiscal 
year 1945 under the schedules in the Budget 
under the heading “Communication serv- 
ices”: Provided further, That the savings 
hereby effected in the items for long-distance 
telephone tolls and for telegrams and cable- 
grams for each of the said Departments shall 
not be diverted to other use but shall be 
covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts: Provided further, That section 8 
of the Interior Department Appropriation 
Act, 1945, is hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, 
line 1, to change the section number 
from 404 to 405. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the committee amendments. 

Without objection, the clerks will be 
authorized to renumber the sections. 

The bill is before the Senate and open 
to further amendment. If there be no 
further amendments to be proposed, the 
question is on the engrossment of the 
amendments and the third reading of 
the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill H. R. 5587 was read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr.McKELLAR. I move that the Sen- 
ate insist upon its amendments, request 
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a conference with the House of R 
sentatives thereon, and that the < 
appoint the conferees on the part of 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. M 
LAR, Mr. Guass, Mr. HaypDen, Mr. T 
Mr. RuSSELL, Mr. Nye, Mr. Hormaz 
Mr. Brooks conferees on the part of 
Senate. 

INCREASED CLERICAL ASSISTANCE 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 

Mr. McKELLAR. I move 
Senate proceed to the considera 
House bill 5590, which increases t 
lowances for clerical assis t 
bers of Congress, and which has a] 
been discussed. 

The motion was agreed to; and 
Senate proceeded to consider tl 
(H. R. 5590) to increase clerk h 
for other purposes, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Ap 
ations with an amendment on 
after line 6, to insert a new sex 
follows: 

Sec. 2. Effective January 1, 1945— 

(a) The paragraph in the Legis! 
Branch Appropriation Act, 1945, w! l - 
mits Senators and chairmen of standing « - 
mittees of the Senate to rearrange th: 
ule of basic salaries of employees 
respective offices or committees is h 
amended by striking out “$4,500” whe 
appears and inserting in lieu thereof ‘35 

(b) The aggregate amount of the | 
compensation authorized to be paid to « 
ployees in the offices of Senators (inci 
employees of standing committees of v 
Senators are chairman) is hereby in« 
by (1) $4,020 in the case of each Ser 
from a State which has a population of 
than 4,000,000 inhabitants and (2) by § 
in the case of each Senator from a 
which has a population of 4,000,000 or n 
inhabitants. 


The PRESIDING OFFI 
question is on agreeing to the commi 
amendment. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, this is t) 
authorization bill relating to the sal 
of clerical employees. ‘The only lim 
tion now imposed on salaries of employ- 
ees of Senators is the maximum limi 
tion, under which no employee may 
paid more than $4,500. It is propos 
this amendment to raise the amount to 
$5,040. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is correct. 

Mr. TAFT. That has no relation to 
the salary of any person stated in t 
appropriation bill. I-cannot understand 
why, in rearranging the staff of aS 
tor, he should be limited to $5,040. I 
not see that it would in any way ch: 
the general arrangement made by 
committee if that figure were inc! l 
to $6,600, which it seems to me would ac- 
complish all the purposes sought by \ 
rious Senators in obtaining assistan 
greater ability in the research ficld. IU 
this amount were increased, of cou! \ 
Senator might pay his secretary $6,6 
or he might use it for the employm 
of some other person. 

The amendment would also allot $4,000 
or $5,000 more for employees in the oi- 
fices of Senators. Under existing cir- 
cumstances, $500 of that amount m! 
be paid to a secretary, but the remaina 
must be paid to the other employees. 











that 


tance to ] 


TR "T} 
aul. A 
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McKELLAR. Mr. President, 
t been through a very long de- 


i va 1) . L 
TAFT. What I wish to do is to 











] menament, on p e « l Ld, 
) 2 amonamoent ts ctrilra 
oad “en NAN? —_— 
ires 0,040 ana in 





reof “$6,600.” 


not understand the phil y of 
committee amendment. When we 
to Senators the right to distribute 
allotted to them among all 
nployees, why should we then im- 
maximum limit, and say to § . 
“Under no circumstances May y 


1 
n employee more than $5,040.” I 
t understand the for that 
ion, after removi all other re- 
ns in the rearrangement ofaS 
staff. 
Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
hich I have referred. I can see no 
1 why it would change the other 
1ents of the committee, except 
ingle respect which I ha'‘ve men- 
1. Perhaps I am going a little fur- 
than the committee went. My 
1.dment would cost the Government 
money. The committee has 
approved the additional allot- 
of funds. Now I am proposing 
simply remove the restriction, 
e the maximum limit higher, so 
we can pay either a secretary or a 
il assistant more than $5,040. 
McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
le is that apparently it is impossible 
$; a measure increasing clerk hire 
nators, to the absolute satisfac- 
of every Senator. s bill, to- 
r with the committee amendment, 
received very careful consideration 
r committee, as has been shown. 
n I came to the Senate, the limit 
ries to employees of Senators was 
ver than it is today. Since 1929 
limit has been $3,900. Before that 
I understand that it was even lower. 
ve forgotten what I paid when I first 
o the Senate, but it was less than 
). The limit was fixed at $3,900 in 
). After that time the House in- 
ed its limit, and we likewise in- 
d our limit to $4,500. The 
e amendment would increase the 
to $5,040. 
remove all limitations, we shall 
it of line with the House. I think 
ld be exceedingly unwise to in- 
the amount which Senators may 
d for clerical assistance almost at 
and fix no limit upon it, or fix a 
‘ high limit. 
] > the Senator from Ohio will 
nn his amendment. If he d 
1 I hope Senators will vote down 
ndment. All I can say is ths 
t has been given the mo 
ieration by one of the best s 
s that could have been appoi 
Committee on Appropriations. It 
been gone over most carefully, and I 
bsolutely sure that under the limit 
et forth in the committee 
Senators could readjust 
to take care of every need. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, 
> to the Senate 6 years ago th ‘ 
ies of secretaries to Senators were lin 
xC——600 


basis 


is 


-n- 





t 
y 





re 


Thi 
aii 








1 - 


amend- 


ries so 








| 





ited to $3,900. I made a general inquiry 


o the subject, and I found very few 





int 

Senators who were not paying out of 
their own pockets an additional sum over 
the $3,900 Today the limit is $4,500, 
and there ¢ ill a number of Senat 





who are paying additional sum » tl 
secretaries out of their own pockets. It 
seems to me that if we were to start on 
a scientific basis to organize a senatorial 
staff, we should certainly start with a 
man who would receive a salary of $6,600 
I do not that the Senator from 
Tennessee has made any argument 
against sucha ent of funds. The 
departments are ply full of persons 
being paid $6,500 a year, and many of 
them assist our committees or special 
committees assigned to our regular com- 
mittees. In the whole field of research 
and in the field of the type of work which 
must be done by secretaries, the scale of 
salaries has risen sadily. A Senator 
would not have to pay all the money to 
be able to dis- 





see 






Sté 
al 
his secretary; he would 
tribute the money among other persons, 
if he chose to do But if a Senator 
thinks that such a plan is the best ar- 
rangement relat to clerical help, 
should not be limited by a provision to 
the effect that he could not pay any one 
person in his office more than $5,000. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the 
Senator has spoken of salaries which 
have been raised to such large propor- 
tions in the various departments of gov- 
ernment; but let me point out that the 
Senator has heard interminable criticism 
of that, too. So far as I Know, however, 
no one has criticized the plan which the 


cn 


ive 


committee has undertaken to propose, 
except < in Senators themselves. No 


persons outside the S 
cized the plan, 


have criticized 


have criti- 
although many pe! 
the salaries now bein 
paid to many of the employees of th 
various departments and ncies of 
government. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
will the Senator yield? 
Mr. TAFT. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As I 


ot 
hate 


ao 
a 


the plan of the Senator from Ohio, it 
will not make an additional dollar avail- 
able to a Senator, but it will simply en- 
ablea& tor to readjust the n1 r ¢ 

persons in his office and t ri , if 
he is able to do so, and to pay the amount 








he sus ts to a single individual if h 
desires to do so. 

Mr. TAFT. That is correct. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But I understand 
that the amendment will not take one 
more dollar ou ury 

Since we | litation 
as to the num}! n { I ) 
me, we shol tl m 
amount wil ltoas : 
individual. I do not t c that c 1 
be subject to any legitimate critic 


becau it would not be incrs ng th 
committee’s proposal in dollars an 
by one penny. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
question is on agreeing to the am 
ment of the Senator from Ohio. Put 
tine the question.] 

The Chair is in doubt. 


Mr. TAFT, I ask for a division, 
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was ordered to be prints 
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amount originally provided in the bil 
The bill was passed by the Senate yester- 
day without amendment. The error was 
not detected until today. 

In order to carry out the purpose and 


intent of the Committee on Claims, I 
ask unanimous consent that the votes 
by which the bill was ordered to a third 
reading and passed may be reconsidered, 
that the committee amendment be 
azreed to, and that the bill as so amended 
nia} be. irded as passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from eee he Chair hears none, 
and it i ordered. 

Mr. CO? NALLY. Mr. President, in 
regard to the request made by the Sen- 
etor from Wyoming, I wish to state that 
it seems to me that is rather a ytgun 
requé If the Senator wishes to have 
the bill reconsidered, let it be recon- 
sidered. But to ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be reconsidered and the 
amendment tricken out and a new 
amendment considered, and so forth, all 
by one unanimous-consent request, is 
not in keeping with the dignity of the 
Senate or with proper parliamentary 


praci ice. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 


from Wyoming? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I object. I do not 
object to having the bill reconsidered. 
But I wish to see the bill and to know 
what is in it before I vote or agree by 
unanimous consent or agree to have ac- 
tion taken in any other way. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the votes by 
which the bill was ordered to a third 
reading and passed be reconsidered. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is all right; I 


do not object. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? he Chair hears none. With- 


out objection, the votes are reconsidered, 
and the bill is before the Senate. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee, which will be 
stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page l, in 
line 6, after the words “sum of”, it is pro- 


posed to strike out “$3,805” and insert 
“$4,250.” 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, may the 


bill be stated? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
vill be stated by title. 

LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 


rhe 
4353) for the relief of Bertha LeFrancq. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, what is the 
purpose of the amendment? 
Mr. ROBERTSON. There was an er- 
ror. 
Mr. HILL. The purpose is merely to 


correct a typographical error; is that cor- 
rect? 
Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes. 


Mr. HILL. Oh, I did not understand. 


Certainly I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed, 





| 





SUSPENSION BRIDGE CONVEYOR AT 
SPRIGG, W. VA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 
5206, c r No. 1402, an act to au- 
thorize the Belfry Coal Co., of Kentucky, 


ale nda 


bje ction to consideration of the bill or 
» bill itself. 
r. WHITE. Mr. President, let me in- 


e whether the measure is a bridge 
19 


to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork 
of the Big Sandy River. I have consult- 
ed the chairman of the Commerce Com- 
mittee, the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr “Ba ILEY], a ind he has no objection to 
the bill. I make this request at the re- 
C t of the House Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. I take it there will be no 
( 

i 





Mr.CHANDLER. Itis. It is Calendar 

1402, House bill 520 It would au- 
thorize the construction of a local bridge 
in a local community. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

will be read by title for the information 
of the Senate. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
206) to authorize Belfry Coal Co., to 
construct, maintain, and operate a free 
suspension bridge conveyor across the 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or 
near Sprigg, W. Va. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 

ad the third time, and passed. 

IENDMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRI- 
CULTURE ORGANIC ACT OF 1944 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, yes- 
terday House bill 5566, an act to amend 


aT 
INO. 


520 


section 502 (a) of the Department of 
Agriculture Organic Act of 1944, was 
reached on the calendar, but objection 
was made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Tart]. I have asked the Senator from 


Ohio if he would not look into the matter 
further to see whether the objection 
could be withdrawn. He has indicated 
to me that it could be. 

Therefore, in view of that situation, I 
ask unanimous consent to have the bill 
con sidere d and passed. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, my objec- 
an is withdrawn. I have conferred with 
representatives of the R. E. A. about the 
bill, and I no longer have any objection. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, what is 
the calendar number of the bill? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill is Calendar 

Yo. 1397, House bill 5566. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (H. 
R. 5566) to amend section 502 (a) of the 
Department of Agriculture Organic Act 
of 1944, was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. McKELLAR subsequently said: 
Mr. President, with regard to House bill 
5566, which we considered and passed a 
short time ago, I ask unanimous consent 
to insert in the Recorp following the 
passage of the bill, the departmental 
statement which I send forward. 


| 
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There being no objection, the state. 
ment was ordered to be printed in 
RecorpD, as follows: 

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION 

Vashington, D.C., December 15, 1 
KENNETH MCKELLAR, 

United States Senate. 

Deak SENATOR MCKELLAR: In accor 
with your request I am sending you h 
information concerning H. R. 5566 wi 
pending in the Senate, having pa 
Touse. 

Enactment of this mex 
form, would make possibile the refi 
of certain loans made by Tenne e \ 
Authority pursuant to the provisions 
Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 
Fourteen R. E. A. borrowers have " 
curred indebt< sto T. ¥V. A. Eile 
these borrowing units are cooperative 
ciations operating in Tennessee, Mis 
Alabama, and Georgia. Two are Al 
municipalities, and one is a Tenne 
nicipality. In addition, four cooper 
iations, which, to date, have 1 
R. E. A. loans, are indebted 


Hon. 


sure, in its 


anes 


ecipients of 


‘It would seem entirely 
sound business principles to consolic 

one agency the responsibility for F l 
loans made for the purpose of extendi1 - 
tral station electric service in rural 

By making possible the refinancing by R. I 

of this indebtedness to T. V. A., an a1 
saving of 1.5 percent to these borrower 1 
be effected. The indebtedness to T. V A 
bears interest at the rate of 3.5 percent, y 
the interest rate for R. E. A. loans 1 
under section 4 of the Rural Electrif 

Act, as amended by the Pace Act, is 2 p 

The consolidation of financing contemp! 

by this proposal will ee be to t 
advantage of the - rrowers and the result 
reduction in interest rate may make p 

an acceleration of further extension of 


con 


istent 














tral station electric service in the 
affected. 

According to our present informat 
total balance of loans out f 1 
T. V. A. to cooperatives is approximately 
$2,800.000. While we have no present k1 - 
edge as to the total amount of such re- 
financing which might be requested 1 
the proposed legislation, the provisi 
H. R. 5556 are so worded that the refinan« 
will not interfere with construction pro- 


grams to reach persons not now served with 
electricity in the States involved. The pro- 
vision in the bill authorizing the refinan 

from sums made available by 
and 3 (e) of the Rural Elect 
without regard to the limitat 


section 3 
rification A 
ions contai 1 


in the section will preserve so far as possible 
for the States involved the maximum s 
to which they would be entitled for new - 


struction. To the extent that it is po 
it is contemplated that such refinancing cf 


obligations owing to the Tennessee V: 
Authority will be accomplished out 
“carry-over” funds from preceding fi 


years as provided in section 3 (e) and t 
such refinancing loans will not be charged 
egainst sums available to the States involved 
for other purposes. 

Since Congress has already determined th? 
policy of 2 percent interest on R. E. A. ob! 
tions, including all loans that are present! 
outstanding as well as new it wot 
seem logical that all coc es engaged in 
rural electrification with Government fina 


loans, 
yperativ 


ing should pay the same interest rate. An 
additional advantage of the bill, end 1 
both by T. V. A. and R. E. A., is a simplifica- 
tion in administration of this Government 
program and elimination of the present ne- 
cessity of certain borrowers dealing with two 

a 


lending agencies with respect to @ Sing 
program and business activity. 
Sincerely yours, 
VINCENT D. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Administrator. 
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move that the Senate 


to the consideration of execu- 
motion was agreed to; and the 
proceeded to the consideration 


utive busin¢ 
ECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
h PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
as in the chair) laid before the Sen- 
ges from the President of the 
ates submitting sundry nomi- 
s, which, with the tion of 
n the Army and Navy, were re- 
d to the appropriate committees. 
(For nominations this day received, 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 
ECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
following favorable 
minations were submitted: 
Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on 
n: 
Carusi, of the District of Columbia, to 
Commissioner of Immigration and Natu 
ion, United States Department of Jus- 
vice Earl G. Harrison, resigned. 
Mr. CONNALLY, from the 


n Relations: 


is 


r) 


ion exce] 


COMMITTEES 


reports of 





Committee 
William W. Corcoran, of Massachusett 
Foreign Service officer of cl 
in the Diplomatic Service, to 


2 etary be 
a consul general; and 
( rles W. Lewis, Jr., of Michigan, now a 


mm Service officer of class 4 and a secre- 
the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
ll general 
Mr. MCKELLAR, from 
Post Offices and Post Road 
dry postmasters 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
yf a quorum. 
The PRESIDING 
¢ will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called 


the Committee 


I suggest the ab- 


OFFICER. The 


the roll, and 


- the following Senators answered to their 
n Green Pepper 
i Guffey Radcliffe 
Gurney Reed 
- I id Hall Revercomb 
1 Hatch Reynolds 
. ter Hawkes Robertson 
I s Hayden Russell 
Till Shipstead 
n Holman Smith 
hfield Jenner Stewart 
r Johnson, Calif. Taft 
J j Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Idaho 
( per La Follette Thomas, Okla 
( away Langer Thomas, Utah 
( ndler Lucas Truman 
Chavez McCarran Tunnell 
Clark. Mo McClellan Vandenberg 
Connally McFarland Walsh 
Cordon McKellar Weeks 
I aher Magnuson Wheeler 


Maloney Whe 


Downey Maybank 






I nder Millikin Wiley 
I uson Murray Willis 
ge O'Daniel Wilson 
Gerry O'Mahoney 
. Gillette Overton 


' The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seven- 
in y-nine Senators having answered to 
a ; their names, a quorum is present. 
SURPLUS PROPERTY BOARD 
‘ Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
t 1y we have order in the Chamber? 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will state that the Chair hopes 
‘6 the Senate will cooperate in attempting 
to keep order while the Senate is in ex- 
ecutive session. The Chair will also re- 
spectfully request the occupants of the 
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galleries to keep order, and asks those ir 
the rear of the Chamber t be 
and cooperate. 


seated, so far as possible, 


rindly 
) Kindly 


Then we can expedite the business of 
the Senate, which is important 

The clerk will s te tne n na ns 
( Executive Calendar 

The le e clerk read as follow 

Nomin Ss | P - 
erty Board 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move tl é 
Senate proceed to consider the nomina- 
tions of the two memb ft Surplus 


Property Board 
Mr. CONNALLY. 

yield? 

Mr. CHANDLEI 

fr. CONNALLY 


> 
v. 


hs be 


nate has be- 


I yiel 
The S 
I 


fore it a number of nominations in the 
State Department. I am extremely anx- 
ious to have the Senate consider them 
at the earliest possible moment I am 
not, however, going to make any mo- 
tion which would displace that of the 
Senator from Kentucky, but I do ) 


the Senate will a 

consideration of Jusiness which 
would in anywise delay or 
consideration of the State 
nominations. 

Mr. President, this is a very critical 
period in our foreign relations. With 
one exception, the nominations in the 
State Department constitute the entire 
organization of the high officials of the 
State Department, there being only one 


( ll speed in the 


ct witn ¢ 

any | 
hinder the 
Department 


Assistant Secretary there now. Under 
the Constitution and under the decisions 
of the courts, the President is our sole 


sentative in conferring and negoti- 
foreign nations, and it is of 
the highest importance that he have a 
his servants and subordinates men o 
his choice. These nominations are all 
the personal choices of the President of 
the United St who, I feel, has the 
backing and the support of the Senate, 
the Congress, and the people of the 
United States, in the very onerous duties 
he has upon him in conducting our for- 
eign relations. I am extremely anxious 
that our boys on the fighting front and 
Our enemies, as well as our allies, may 
realize that we are not going to hesitate 
or delay in acting upon these ni! 
tions, which are of such vital importance 
not alone to our own country, but to all 
those with whom we are associated in the 
war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. 
floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have a 
boy who is a private first class in the 
Marine Corps, and I should like to ask 
the Senator from Texas whether he 
thinks it is essential to winning the war 
to have a fellow like MacLeish confirmed. 
If the Senator can convince me of that, 
I shall be very glad indeed to yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve I will not yield for an answer to that 
question at the moment. That can be 
answered a little later. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clerk will report the nominations. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, I have the floor, 


repr‘ 
ating with 


ra Y 


ates, 


Will the 


I do not have the 


The 
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OFFICER The 
has the floo1 


I decline to yield for 








The PRESIDING 


K 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


. 
Mr. AUSTIN. A parliar \ y in- 
quiry 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Ser r from Vermont s 
I liamentary inquiry 


Safe ATICTTR as ; ¢ 
Mr. AUSTIN Is there a reqt t lor 


unanimous it pene 


The PRESIDING OFFICER ll > 

I n vpeloOre tne S 1 

The clerk ll state tl 

Mr. DANAHER. A | - 
quiry 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will st » it 

Mr. DANAHER. Did not the Senator 
from Kentucky move that the Senate 
proceed with the executive nomination 
of M Robert A. Hurley and Lt. Col. 


Edward Hel ? 





rhe PRESIDING OFFICER rhe 
fi hing tl fore the Senate 
is wl uti Calendar, 
which the who I e 
been ; t will be 1 - 

ry f ke up tl leS- 
tion will ad ind 
consent 

Mr. DANAHER. A further parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The 2RESIDING OFFICER The 
Senator will state it 

Mr. DANAHER H the Senate dis- 
creti to t order in wl m 
pl d to consider nominations of the 
Ex 


cecutive Cal 
The PRE 


ndar? 


SIDING OFFICER The 
regular order would be to take them up 
they appear on the calendar, but the 
Senate can do anything i » do, 
M1 DANAHER Mr. Presi t, I 
would respectfully move that t nate 
pr d to the « on of mi- 
na : of J C. Grew to be Under 
Secretary of Stat 


Mr. CHANDLER 
make the point or order that that mo- 
s not in order. 


Thi PRESIDING 


point of order is sustained The clerk 
will report the first nomin 1 on the 
Calendar 

Mr. CLARK of M 1 I make the 
point of order that tl not a quorum 
pl nt. 

Mr. WHITE. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it 

Mr. WHITE. Is it now in order to 


move to postpone the consideration of 
the nominations of the members of 
the Surplus Property Board to a time 
certain, or indefinitely? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
make the point of order that such a mo- 
tion is not in order, because the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will state that the motion is not in 
order until something is before I 
ate, as the Chair has tried to state. If 
the Senate will permit the clerk to state 
to the Senate the tion on 
the calendar, then tion would 
be in order 

Mr. TAFT. A point of order. 


the & 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 


Mr. TAFT. A point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


Senator will siate it. 
Mr. TAFT: When the name is stated, 
during the time it is being stated, can 


the Senator from Kentucky retain the 


Mr. CHANDLER. You sce if he can- 


not {Laughier.] 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 


Mr. TAFT. I should like to have an 
answer to my inquiry, whether that does 
not automatically take every Senator 
off the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the first name on the 
Executive Calendar. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. 
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Missouri will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Did the 
Pvesiding Officer state that I could not 
make a point of no quorum? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
have not yielded for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is 
nothing before the Chair to decide. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I make the 
peint of no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Kentucky did not yield for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Very well. 
I will stand on my feet until some busi- 
ness has been transacted, and I will make 
the point of order. 

The PRESIDiwG OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the first nomination. 

Mr. AUSTIN. A parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Vermont will state it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. What is the parliamen- 
tary effect of having the clerk report the 
first name on the calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair has tried to state to the Senate 
that it is necessary to have something 
before the Senate before any business 
can be transacted, and when the clerk 
reports the name of the first one who has 
been nominated by the President for the 
Surplus Property Board, then there will 
be something before the Senate. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, a further 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. What will be the effect 
on the parliamentary situation of this 
report by the clerk? What will be the 
situation in the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When 
that is stated, then the question before 
the Senate will be, Will the Senate advise 
and consent to the nomination? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Whose nom- 
ination? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
nomination stated by the clerk. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it, 


Presi- 


I did not yield for 


| 


Mr. AUSTIN. Is not the effect of that 
procedure then that the Presiding Ofii- 
cer of the Senate determines, without 
consideration by the Senate, the question 
of whether that nomination shall be be- 
fore the Senate? That is a 
question. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. 
point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Texas will state the point of 
order. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The point of order 
I make is that if the Chair submits the 
nomination, then any Senator may make 
any motion to postpone with regard to 
the nomination, but a Senator cannot do 


President, a 


| so until the nomination is presented to 








the Senate. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, a fur- 
ther parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Sen- 
ators cannot by such a device teke the 
Senator from Kentucky off the floor. I 
am going to keep the floor, and I now 
serve notice that I shall keep the floor. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Par- 
liamentarian advises the Chair that it 
nas been the universal practice since he 
has been here that nominations are 
taken up in order. What motion may 
be made after they are taken up in order, 
or during the debate, is something else 
that may come along during the regular 
parliamentary procedure. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. 
dent, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I made a 
point of order a moment ago when one 
of these nominations was called, sug- 
gesting the absence of a quorum. If the 
roll has been called I have not been able 
to hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Kentucky | Mr. CHANDLER] 
still has the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I decline to 
yield for the purpose the Senator has in 
mind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


Fresi- 


Mr. Presi- 


| Senator from Kentucky declines to yield 


for the purpose suggested by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator will state it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Can a Senator Keep the 


| floor while business is being transacted 


by the Presiding Officer of the Senate 
which amounts to placing before the Sen- 
ate a nomination? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to speak after the business is trans- 
acted. 

Mr. HILL. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. HILL. Is it not true, as the Chair 
stated, that a nomination has to be stated 
in order that business may be before the 
Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
correct. 

Mr. HILL. And then the fact that 
Senator is recognized on the nomina 
does not defeat any other Senator’s 
at any later time to make any m 


| which may otherwise be in order in ref- 


erence to the nomination. If any S - 
tor wants to make a motion to postp 
the consideration of the nomination ; 
a later date, or anything of that k 


| the fact that another Senator had m 





a speech in behalf of a nomination or op- 
posed to a nomination would not inter- 
fere with the right to make such a mo- 
tion. Is that not correct? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President. 
soon as these matters are disposed of 
they are disposed of, the Senator fron 
Kentucky is going to have business with 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI! 
Chair will answer the Senator from 
Alabama. The Senator from Alabama 
has stated the situation correctly. The 
Senate will operate under rule XXII as 
soon as the business is started. Any Sen- 
ator can make any motion in line with 
rule XXII at any time he receives recog- 
nition to do so. 

The clerk will now state the nomina- 
tion. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi- 
nation of Robert A. Hurley, of Connecti- 
cut, to be a member of the Surplus Prop- 
erty Board. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
Senator from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senate to 


proceed to consideration of the nomina- 


tion of Robert A. Hurley, of Connecticut, 
to be a member of the Surplus Property 
Board, and, if there is no objection, I 
should like to have also Lt. Col. Edward 
Heller’s name considered at the cane 
time. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
want to discuss with the Senate at this 
time the nomination of Robert A. Hurley, 
of Connecticut. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent—— 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, 


Robert A. Hurley—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
dent—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not yielded. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
cent, before the Senator proceeds I cer- 
tainly have the right to suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not yield for 
that purpcse. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not care 
whether the Senator from Kentucky 
yields for that purpose or not. Before 
he undertakes to make a speech I am 
certainly entitled to suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Missouri is out of order. 
The Senator from Kentucky has the 
floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the 
Chair mean to say that the Senator from 
Kentucky can take the floor and make 
a speech in the absence of a quorum? 
That is the most remarkable rule that 


Mr. Presi- 
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made in the Senate for a hun- 


~ 


Mi CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 

t to speak to the two or three Sena- 
10 are present. [Laughter.] 
» no desire for a crowd. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 

nt, I insist on my right to make the 

nt of order that there is no quorum 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

int of order is overruled. The Senator 

m Kentucky did not yield for that 

+} - Le 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President 

iil the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I yield for a ques- 

n. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Sen- 

r understand that the able Senator 

m Vermont [Mr. AvustTIn], who cer- 

nly has been a very faithful member 

he Military Affairs Committee in the 
isideration of these nominations, is 
posing to ask simply that the nomina- 
ns go over until the printed record is 
iilable, and should he be foreclosed 

m raising that point before the nom~- 
ms are brought up, in the Senator’s 

pinion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam glad to answer 
Senator. Under ordinary circum- 
es I would join with my friend the 

Senator from Vermont and say that con- 
ration of such important matters as 
ought not to be had until the rec- 

s are fully completed or printed. I 

nt to say to the Senator that I have 
mplete records of the hearings cn my 

k. But if it is proposed to lay aside 

» Surplus Property Board nominations, 

n which admittedly the hearings are 
printed, and every Senator will not 
ve a copy when the nominations are 
ussed, and take up State Department 
nominations, with respect to which th 
rd is not complete—if the business 
so important that it has to be rushed, 
then I prefer to be in front and rush my 
wn first, and the others can be rushed 
r. That is the practical proposition 
hich is presented here. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. So the Senator 
is proceeding on a filibuster against a 
menace which he foresees confronting 
him later? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; but if I can get 
these nominations before the Senate and 
if within a reasonable time I can have 
the Senate proceed to vote on the nom- 
inations, I certainly am not going to fili- 
buster on the nominations. I am going 
to make a reasonable presentation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
is not going to save any time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me proceed. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield for a ques- 
tion, 

Mr. AUSTIN. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Kentucky, who I have 
found is always reasonable and fair, 
whether we cannot clear the atmosphere 
of a little confusion, if we state clearly 
that our purpose is not to delay the con- 
sideration of the Surplus Property Board 
nominations, and it is not our purpose to 
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put them behind the State Department 
nominations, and that the whole point is 
that we ought not t r these nomi- 
nations until v ave printed |} r- 
in be us, | u e discu 1 is 

ly ment out V t 


I have found that so 
ill have to point out 
7 was. We cannot do 





that with a couple of copies of typwritten 
transcript. I say it is simply a reason- 
able consideration of this matter that is 
necessary. Let us agree here that we will 
make this nomination the eee q 
business, but not proceed with it until v 


have the printed c pies of the hearings. 
I suggest that to the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would be agreeable 
to that if we would make all nominations 
the unfinished business of the Senate, 
take up nominations in order at a reason- 
able time, and proceed to a careful con- 
sideration of all nominations on the cal- 
endar. Iintend to proceed, because these 
nominations have been called on the cal- 
endar. They have been before the com- 
mittee. The hearings have been com- 
pleted. I know that every Senator doe 
not have a complete copy of the hearin 
but I happen to have a complete record 
of what has gone on in the Senate Com- 
= aittee on Military Affairs. I am unwill- 

g to put aside my unfinished symphony 
a take on another symphony which has 
just been begun. I am quite certain that 
my good friend the Senator from Texas 
sae CONNALLY], who has to handle the 
State Department nominations in the 
Senate, also will be confronted with the 
same kind of objection that is now raised, 
because the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions has not had time—having closed 
the hearings only on yesterday—to print 
the hearings and place a copy into the 
hands of every Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will 
the Sc nator yield for a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. 

Mr. STEWART. Would it be the pur- 
pose, if there is delay, to have printed 
the hearings concerning the nominations 
of Messrs. Hurley and Heller? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If there were to be a 
delay, I take it that all of the hearings 
would be printed, and that in due time 
every Member of the Senate would have 
a complete copy of them. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the hearings 
concerning the State Department nomi- 
nations also be printed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the leadership 
were to agree, and Members generally on 
both sides of the aisle should agree, I 
should have no objection to that. I do 
not know of any opposition on this side 
to confirmation of the nominations of 
Messrs. Hurley and Heller, I have not 
been informed that a single Senator on 
this side of the aisle intends to speak 
against the nominations of those two 
men. I know of one or two Members on 
the other side of the aisle who will speak 
against the nominations. I do not in- 
tend unduly to delay the Senate in the 
discussion of these nominations; but 
there may be considerable debate before 
the State Department nominations are 


| having to do wit 
| should like to see them both print 
| 


| believe that emphasizes the need f 


Ua 


confirmed. I dor rore< t a filil I 
against them; | ( b - 
sumed, I do no t nd t 
filibuster when I in f ( t at ’ 
I nent {Laughter g ; who 
I e been behind filibust yw Vv 
it means to be behind one 

If that course were to be adopted by 
al Senator or group of S i id 
I do not say t C emplated— 
the State Department non itions would 

» < i take tl ul l Proj . 
Bo nominations out v them on : 
last dav of t Con s I | l - 
c ‘ 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


Mr. STEWART. It is not my purpose 
) ‘ - , 


to try to deprive the Senat of } re- 
served seat. It seems to me that the 
observation which the Senator has mad 

regardless of which side of the aisle ob- 
jection may come from, merely empha- 
sizes the importance of having the hear- 


ngs printed in both instances, so that 





every Senator may inform himself a 
to everything that was id. I was un- 
able to be present on ¢ sion of 
state in the caucus room. There v¥ 

quite an assemblage there on Tuesd 

when hearings were held with respect to 
the nominations for the State Depart- 
ment. Because of a hearing of the Small 


Business Cemmittee, of which I am a 
( ri hat 


member, I was unable to attend on t 
day. The Small Business Comm Q 
has held hearings continuously, dw f 
the day-time hou , until this afternoon 
at about 2 o’clock. 

I have h urd va us reports as to the 
testimony, both in "th case of the nom- 
inations for which the Senator s con- 
firmation, of the two m rs of , 


t t} 
Surplus Property Board, and also tl . 
l h the State 


I should like to see printed copies of ! 
hearings. If one is to be printed, 


~ rt Se 


The Senator has said that the nomin 
tions might be discussed at length 


“ett 


printed hearings, because until we can 
procure printed copies of the hearin 
we shall not know what wa 1id or v 
was not said. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 


aap yield? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. With regard to the 
point as to the time involved in obtain- 
ing printed hearings on the Surplu 
| Property Board nominations, I stated 
yesterday that the printed |! 
| would be ready this morning: but this 
| morning I was informed that something 
| had happened with respect to printing 
| the hearings which had delayed them, so 

that they would not be ready today. My 
| judgment is that we shall have them by 
| tomorrow morning. So there need be no 
| delay which would upset anyone. It 
| now 25 minutes after 4, and if we were 
| to suspend business at this point, no 

harm whatever would some from it. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
| Senator yield? 















































Mr. CHANDLER. In a moment If 
} ] ( DV unanim ( } nt 
t] { n hould discontinue busi- 
] at t point and reco ne at 11 
or 12 0’ ¢-tomorrow, and that I could 
then proceed to make the speech which 
I now inte to make, I should be glad 
to: t decision. I do not intend 
toa ! n 1 flo T shall continue to 
m ! until I finish it, unle 
tl f 1 unanimous consent agreement 
uch I have described 

M HILI Mr. President, will the 

5 


Senator qd? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 


Mr. HILL. There is a large attend- 
ance of Senators at this time. What 
harm could result if the Senator were to 
proceed with his speech at this time? I 
am sure the Senator has much informa- 
tion to give the Senate on the subject 
of these nominations. I can see no 
r on for the Senate now taking a re- 


cess, in view of the fact that the Senator 
is present and prepared to speak. He has 
a fine attendance of Senators to hear 

im, and he has much information to 
give the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if 
not interrupted, I shall proceed to ad- 
vocate approval by the Senate of the 
nomination of the former governor of 
Connecticut, Robert A. Hurley, to be a 
member of the Surplus Property Board. 
If given an opportunity, I shall proceed 
to consider the case of Lt. Col. Edward 
Heller. Originally I asked that the tw 
nominations be considered together, be- 
cause I thought that would save the time 
of the Senate, 

Mr. President, every Senator and every 
other citizen of the country realizes the 
importance of a board to take charge of 
the more than $100,000,000,000 worth of 
surplus property which the people of the 
United States will possess when the war 
ends. This property is property which 
has keen made for the armed services, for 
the defense of the people of the United 
States: and it ought to be disposed of by 
2 board named by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate, which board should 
ke able to dispose of the property to the 
greatest advantage to all the people of 
the United States. 

In order to give the Senate some idea 
of the magnitude of this job, I should like 
to recall that at the close of the last war 
there was approximately $6,000,000,009 
worth of surplus property, after the en- 
deavors of American people in that 
great war. 

Not so long ago a report was made to 
Congress to the effect that at that time 
there was $104,000,000,000 worth of sur- 
plus property. The members of the 
Surplus Property Board—the two men 
whose nominations are before the Senate 
for consideration, in addition to a third 
member of the Board—will have charge 
of the distribution of this property to 
the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Senate Committee 
on Military Affairs gave most careful at- 
tention to the provisions of the bill. 
When the bill came over from the House, 
the committee conducted a long series of 
hearings. It went over the bill item by 


> 
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item, and practically rewrote the entire 
bill. It rejected the idea of prompt adis- 
posal of the surplus property of the peo- 


le of the United States. 
idea that the main object 


try to get the money into 


It rejected the 
should 
the Treasury 


as auickly as possible 

When complaints are made by the peo- 
ple that the war has cost tremendous 

ms of mcney, the answer is that we 
ml have sufficient goods and materials 
toc uct the war; that war is costly; 
and that failure to have enough means 
that we might lose the war. In war the 
loser le everything; so I have never 
been willing to join in criticism of our 
men in the armed services who have ear- 
nestly sought to acquire a _ sufficient 
amount of materials, and to get those 
materials into the hands of the Army of 
the United States, where they could be 
used against the enemies of the United 
State 


After this carefully prepared bill was 
passed by the Senate, and after the Sen- 
ate had carefully considered whether or 
not disposition of surplus property 
should be left in the hands of one man— 
a proposal which consumed a great deal 
of time in debate, and was finally re- 
jected—we passed a bill creating a three- 
man board. The names of two members 
of that board have been submitted to the 
Senate by the President of the United 
States, and the question before us is the 
confirmation of those nominations. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. WHEELER. I agree with what 
the Senator says about creating surpluses 
for the Army, and that it is necessary to 
lave even more than what is expected to 
be used; but what is puzzling a great 
many persons—and I must confess that 
I have been asked questions about it and 
have been unable to answer them—is the 
question, What is the reason for the sud- 
den shortage of ammunition and other 
supplies, when we have a vast surplus in 
other lines? Who is to blame for that? 
What is the explanation of it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
will say to the Senator from Montana 
that we are probably short 27 percent 
of the critical materials the Army now 
needs. There are many reasons for that 
situation. One reason is that eminent 
statesmen such as Mr. Churchill and 
others forecast the early end of the war. 

hey were too optimistic. Some of our 

wn people were too optimistic. They 
thought we had sufficient supplies for 
almost anyemergency. As it turned out, 
after some plans were made to reconvert 
the industries of the country to peace- 
time pursuits, it was found that there 
was a shortage of supplies which were 
critically needed. 

Another thing which caused the short- 
age, I will say to the Senator from Mon- 
tana, was that certain officers found, after 
they reached the battlefront, that more 

shells were required than they thought 
would be needed. The fact was simply 
that more shells were fired. The expla- 
nation of the shortage is simply that 
there was a failure to know in advance 


I yield. 
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all the hazards and complexit 
would arise. 

Some of the shortage is because of } 
man failure; some of it is becau 
error in judgment; some of it is b 
of failure on the part of some of 
people of our country to realize tha 
war was notover. They thought th ! 
was about over, and they quit work a: 
went on vacation. 

There are a great number of other fac- 
tors. For instance, in a demo 
there is a tendency for people to t 
that when things are about done 
can slow up and stop. There are many 
other factors which enter into the sit- 
uation. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
the Senator will yi 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does t 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the Sen- 

ator from Montana? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Government | 
a vast surplus of certain materials, | 
apparently there is a shortage of other 
materials. Certainly someone either 
made a bad miscalculation about wh 
would really be necessary or overesti- 
mated by a great deal what we needed 
in the way of other articles. 


les WI! 


But, Mr. President 


ld 
iG 





Mr. CHANDLER. I think mistakes 
unquestionably have been made. Some 


articles were obtained more easily than 
it was anticipated they could be ob- 
tained; it was found that stocks of them 
were not so difficult to obtain. But wh 
we must consider is the entire job. The 
whole job is the greatest job of its kind 
that has ever been done by any pei 

in all the history of mankind. In this 
emergency the American people have 
produced more things and better things, 
and against all the hazards they have 
transported them across all the oceans 
and deserts and seas and jungles, and 
have put them into the hands of the 
American boys, who made the best pos- 
sible use of them. The whole matter 
has been handled better than such an 
undertaking has been handled by any 
other people in all the history of man- 
kind. So we cannot simply point out 
isolated instances of failure, which we all 
regret, and which we all must admit have 
happened, and say that they amount to 
so much that we should repudiate the 
whole job. Mr. President, the whole job 
is magnificent. 

Mr. HATCH. 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LA 
FOLLETTE in the chair). Does the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. In reference to the re- 
marks the Senator has just been making, 
let me say that I recognize the deficien- 
cies which have existed, but I am con- 
tinually amazed that more mistakes 
have not been made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, war 
needs changed. The democracies were 
not ready for war; they did not want 
war; they were not experienced in war. 
The manifold complexities and difficul- 
ties of the job—in short, the logistics— 
created some almost impossible situa- 


Mr. President, will the 
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All the situations which have 
n have, in total, made the job a 
difficult one. 

HILL. Mr. 
tor vield? 
1e eee OFFICER. Does the 
yx from Kentus icky yield to the Sen- 
from Alabama? 
ir. CHANDLER. I yield. 
. HILL. For instance, as the Sen- 
from Kentucky Knows, on the Ger- 
front the weather has been the worst 
has been experienced there in 40 
There has been much more rain 
fog and snow than ordinarily occur. 
t does that mean? It means that 
ve not been able to use our air- 
ras much as we estimated we would 
ble to use it. Ordinarily we would 
been able to use it to a much greater 
nt, but we could not foresee the 
ual weather which would pr ao 
normal use of our bombers and othe 
aft. That meant that it was neces- 
y to use more artillery, and that meant 
more of the big guns had to fire 
‘e shells. Is that not correct? 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is 
loubtedly correct. 
Ir. HILL. There are many other fac- 
which could be cited, which have 
ight about changes, and they have 
lired changes in production in order 
meet the needs. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The statement of 
the Senator from Alabama is correct. 
Mr. President, the President of the 
United States has undertaken to appoint 
former Governor of Connecticut, Gov- 
ernor Hurley, and Lieutenant Colonel 

Heller, of San Francisco, Calif., and their 

names are before the Senate, for its con- 

nt and advice. Both those men ap- 


President, will the 


peared before the Senate Committee on 
Military Affairs. The Committee on 
Military Affairs made a careful investi- 


tion into certain charges which had 
been filed with the committee with re- 
spent to the conduct of the Narragansett 
Machine Co., of Pawtucket, R. I. 

First, let me say that in the operation 
of that company in January 1943, Gov- 
ernor Hurley became its vice president 
in charge of production. Colonel Heller 
went to the Boston ordnance district as 
» finance officer for the Army in June 
1942. At first,if unexplained,some sus- 
picion would arise because of the fact 
that the President of the United States 
ad appointed to this very important 

ard two men who had been working 
1 a small community or a small section 
of New England. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the Sen- 
ator from Montana? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

r from Montana. 

Mr. WHEELER. What experience 
had Governor Hurley had prior to the 
time when he became vice president of 
the company? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He had been Gov- 
ernor of Connecticut. He had been an 
engineer. He had his own engineering 
and construction firm. I will say to the 
Senator that, in spite of the efforts made 
to find something wrong with Governor 


by 





I yield to the Sen- 


| 











Hurley, nothing of the sort was devel- 
oped at the hearings. 
Mr. HEELER. The fact that he 


had been 1 Gor ernor of a State would not 


give him much experience—— 

Mr. CHAND LER. Oh, that gives a 
person tremendous ex lence I am 
bound t fy what the governor ) 


Mr. WHEELER. But I wonder what 
his experience had been befor e he be- 
came vice president of company in 
charge of rroduction. If he had mere! 
been a politiciun who was put into that 
position, that would be another matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was a Public 
Works Commissioner, he had been a 
manufacturer, and he had had his own 
engineering an. construction firm. 

Mr. WHEELER. What had he manu- 
factured? 

Mr. CHANDL!#R. I shall have to ex- 
amine the record in urder to determine 
that. I believe he had manufactured 
some automotive parts. I must consult 
the record on that point. 

I wish to say that the record will show 
that there was no connection at all be- 
tween these two men and the fact that 
they were located in one section of the 
country, because I am sure the record is 
plain that they never consulted with each 
other with respect to loans made by — 
Industrial Trust Co of Rhode Is land, 1 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston, or 
by other financial institutions which 
made loans to the Narragansett Machine 
Co. Colonel Heller was the finance offi- 
cer for the Boston ordnance district. It 
was his duty, when called upon by the 
Ordnance Departmer.t of the Army, to 
make investiga" ion into companies such 
as the Narragansett Machine Co., to as- 
certain whether they could make impor- 
tant war material and cquipment for the 
Army and Navy of the United States. 

The Boston ordnance officials request- 
ed Colonel Heller to exumine the Narra- 
gansett Co. Colonel Heller did make an 
inspection. He recommended to his su- 
periors that the Narragansett Co. was in 
position to make important war mate- 
rial; that it be given a contract; and that 
it be given financial support ty banking 
institutions or by the Government of the 
United States. 

When they were asked whether the 
Narragansett Co., according to its record 
of performance and its financial condi- 
tion, was entitled to a banking loan, the 
answer was “No.” But this was an emer- 
gency, and the Government needed the 
things the Narragansett Machine Co. 
could make; and Mr. Pittman, of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Boston, said 
that if every cent of money in the way 
o. loans to the Narragansett Co., which 
the Government had guaranteed 100 
percent, had been lost, nevertheless, 
the work the company did for the Army 
and Navy of the United States in making 
war materials which were so seriously 
neeeded by the Government would have 
entirely justified the loss. 

Some question may be raised, because, 
after the first loan was made and Colonel 
Heller had recommended the loan to his 
superior, Colonel Meacham, in Washing- 
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ton, Narragansett Co. obtained a loan 
which was pe nt secul U UovVe- 
( ment oi > Uni istat ] - 
! it secured y th Inc bb ck Ol 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. HOLMAN Mr. P1 l 
the Senator yield? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 
Mr. HO -MAN, It is my recollection 
+h . 


that the Narragansett Co. had a } 
record of performance until G 
Hurley | 

pl lent nd neral manager, al 


which the effi 


ney of pre 1 W 

greatly imp 1. Am I not <« ect? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I { n- 
ator’s staten tis entir ly correct. The 
first loan whic h Co! lonel Heller was crit- 

ed for making—he did not make tl 


loan; he recommended it—was a loan in 
the amount of $2,000,0( 0. It was made 
because the Narragansett Co. had con- 
tracts with the Ford Motor Co. I ask 
the Senator to tell me what the company 
was making. I do not recall at the mo- 
ment. 

Mr. DOWNEY. The company was 
making gun mounts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; gun mounts. 
The contract amounted to more than 
$4,000,000 and later aggregated arproxi- 
mately $8,000,000. The Ford Motor Co. 
was a prime contractor. The Narra- 
gansett Co. was a subcontractor. The 
prime contract was canceled. But at the 
time of the cancelation of the prime 
contract the total amount owed to the 
Industrial Bank was only approximately 

$230,000. So at that time it was not bad 

business even to have made the loan, 
and the record of performance on the 
part of the Narragansett Co. in deliver- 
ing gun mounts to the Ford Motor Co. 
was exceptional. They had delivered 
more gun mounts than the Ford Motor 
Co. was able to use in the time required. 
The subcontract was canceled not be- 
cause of the Narragansett Co. but be- 
cause of the cancelation of the prime con- 
tract held by the Ford Motor Co. 

I may say that Colonel Meacham came 
before the committee and stated that 
Colonel Hell e's actions as director of 
finance for the Army in the Boston dis- 
trict was exceptional, that he took no 
action which was not in accordance with 
good business or good judgment, and 
which was not either directed or ap- 
proved by his superiors in Washington. 
The colonel offered the testimony of 
cheracter witnesses from his native State 
of California. I ask unanimous consent, 
Mr. President, to include in my remarks 
at this point in the Recorp the statement 

Colonel Heller’s business experience. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, reserv- 
ing the right to object, I should like to 
ask the Senator from Kentucky what 
is the source of the paper to which he 
refers? What is the authority for it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 
Senator wishes to raise the q 
authority, I will get the record from 
Who’s Who. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I do not think the Sena- 
tor should treat my question in that 
manner. What is the authority for the 
statement? Is it taken from Who’s 
Who? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. No; but I will take 
it from W Who if the Senator wishes 
me tod 

Mr. AUSTIN. No; I am not trying to 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wished to put into 
the Recorp the statement which was 
given concerning Colonel Heller’s busi- 
ness associaticns, and so forth. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Was the statement 
made cutside the committee hearing? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Was it not asked for 
by the committee? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I eo not know. All I 
want is the source of the paper. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Sen- 


ator from California. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I may say to the dis- 
tinguished Senators that Colonel ‘Heller 
sent a telegram to me stating the names 
of the corporations and business enter- 


prises with which he had been connect- 
ed ina general way. That telegram was 
introduced in evidence, and appears in 
the record, As a matter of fact, it was 


read twice, once by Mr. Pittman and once 
by Mr. Raymond. The material included 
in it is in the record at another place. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from 
Vermont objects, I will read the state- 
ment into the REecorp. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have not objected, Mr. 
President. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I will read the state- 
ment into the Recorp on my own behalf 
and have it made a part of my remarks. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I trust the Senator 
from Kentucky will be patient with the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will be patient. 

Mr. AUSTIN. All I want to have the 
RecorpD show is the nature of the paper 
which the Senator frcm Kentucky has 
d to have printed in the ReEcorp. 
Where did it come from? That is all I 
wish to know. If it is the paper to which 
the distinguished Senator from Califor- 


aSK 


nia r. Downey] has referred, I have 
no cl tion to its being printed in the 
ReEcorp. J] am merely trying to identify 
the paper. 

Mr. President, the distinguished Sen- 
ator from California nodded his head in 
the aflirmative. I should like to have 
him! tatement so that it may go 
into the REcorp. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
should like to s 


ite that I will adopt the 


statem made by the Senator from 
Cal 1 so that the Senator from Ver- 
mont will have no objection to the ex- 
hibit. I should like to have the state- 
ment of Colonel Heller’s business con- 
nection hich is shown jin the telegram 
sent to the Senator from California, and 
to which he has referred, incorporated 
in the Record as a part of my remarks, 

The FRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 


from Kentucky? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. 
nt, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 


Mr. Presi- 
de 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I ask the 
Senator from Kentucky if Colonel Heller 
is interested in the following companies: 
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manente magnesium plant, Permanente 
cement plant, and the former Rich- 
mond Shipbuilding Corporation. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I believe, if the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky desires me to do so, 
an properly answer the inquiry of the 
nator from Colorado. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I believe the distin- 
guished Senator from Colorado has read 
a list of companies largely owned and 
controlled by Mr. Kaiser. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. 
correct. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Yes. Colonel Heller 
has no interest in the Richmond Ship- 
buildi Corporation, the Permanente 
magnesium plant, or any other company 
among those which the Senator has men- 
tioned, except that he does have a small 
financial interest in the Fermanente Ce- 
ment Co. He has a comparatively 
small financial interest in that company. 
The other companies which the Senator 
has mentioned are the companies of 
Henry Kaiser. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The telegram ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp is as follows: 

Grandfather I. W. Hellman was one cf 
founders of First Bank established in Los 
Angeles. Father E. S. Heller was senior mem- 
ber of law firm of Heller, Ehrman, White & 
McAuliffe. Born in San Francisco March 15, 
1900. Attended San Francisco public schools. 
Volunteered in Army 1918, served as private 
in Infantry and at end of war was at Central 
Infantry Officers Training School, Camp Mac- 
Arthur, Waco, Tex. Graduated from Uni- 
versity of California 1921. Worked several 
years in Wells Fargo Bank & Union Trust Co, 
Became partner of Echwabacher & Co., in- 
vestment bankers, and later members of New 
York Stock Exchange in 1925, a connection 
which I still retain. I was director and mem- 
ber of executive committee of Wells Fargo 
Eank for many years, since passage of bank 
act which required me to resign as director. 
I have been invited as stockholder to attend 
d y 
C 


I ¢ 
S 


That is 


noe 
as 


ve 
tors meetings and meetings of executive 


mmittee. As result of my connection with 
Schwabacher & Co., became interested and 
active management of concerns in diverse 


4 


fields. When I again volunteered in the Army 





June 2, 1942, was a Director of Pacific Coast 
Aggregates dealing in kLuilding materials: 


C+ 


Permanente Cement Co., Permanente Steame- 
ship Co., Roos Bros., Inc., a chain of depart- 
nt stores; Bankers Investment Co., an 
in real estate holding company; Sonora 
roducts Co., a concern which owns farm 
.ds; Mark Hopkins Hotel Co.; Curle Manu- 
facturing Co., a machine shop; and Pigin 
Whistle Corp., a chain of restaurants. I am 
a substantial stockholder but not a director 
of Pacific Intermcunitain Express Co., a motor 
truck common carrier operating between 
Los Angeles and San Francisco in the West 
and Kansas City and St. Louis in the East. 
I am a regent of the University of California. 
Was commissioned as above stated on June 


m<¢ 
urt 
Pr 
lai 


2, 1942, as a major and assigned as liaison 
officer in the office of the Fiscal Director, 


Special Financial Services Division, Washing- 
ton. Was sent to the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Boston in the same month to assist in 
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making War Department guarantees of | 
to concerns doing work necessary to th : 
effort, and have remained in Boston ; 
Was promoted to lieutenant colonel Sept 
ber 23, 1943. You can obtain details 
Army record by securing my 201 file wh 
in Washington or by communicating wit} 
Chief, Col. John C. Mechem, chief, Sp¢ 
Financial Services Division, Office of 
Fiscal Director, Republic 6700, extensior 
EDWARD H. HELLER 


Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr, 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iyield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I ask the 
Senator from Kentucky if Colonel Heller 
has any interest whatever in th. Kaiser 
Co., Inc., the Fontana Steel Co., at 
Fontana, Calif., or the holding company 
of that company known as the Henry 
Kaiser Co.? Does the colonel have any 
interest in any of the business enterprises 
to which I have referred? - 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
can only say that I have no personal] 
knowledge of Colonel Heller’s connec- 
tions, and I do not recall anything in the 
record which would answer the question 
propounded by the Senator from Colo- 
rado. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If there 
were anything in the record I would not 
have asked the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam merely saying 
that I have no information about the 
matter. I do not know what else I can 
say to the Senator. I have no informa- 
tion about the subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The 
Senator is proposing to put into the Rec- 
orp the names of companies in which 
Colonel Heller is interested, and I want 
to know whether he has any financial 
interest in those companies. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In proposing to 
place the names of the companies into 
the REcorD I was proposing to put them 
all in. I have no objection if the Sen- 
ator from Colorado can prove that Col- 
onel Heller has any interest in any other 
company. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am nof 
trying to prove anything. I am trying 
to obtain some information. The Sen 
ator from Kentucky has told us abot 
Colonel Heller’s financial holdings. 
should like to know whether he has a 
interest in the companies to which I have 
made reference. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I can answer that, 
Mr. President. I do not know. I would 
have put it in if I had known. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
Senator from Kentucky yield to the Sen- 
ator from California? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I might state to the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado that 
I discussed with Colonel Heller in a gen- 
eral way the various and many enter- 

rises with which he is connected. As 
the Senator should be advised, the reccrd 
shows that he is a very wealthy man, with 
very large interests, and is managing di- 
rector in many large affairs. 

I asked Mr. Heller whether or not he 
was connected with Mr. Kaiser’s enter- 
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prises except the Permanente Cement Co. 
The reason for asking h'm that was that 
Coloncl] Heller in his telegram to the 










ee did state that he had an in- 


ind knowing that 





































JOHNSON of Col 
niyv ques n. 
AUSTIN. Will the Senator from 
icky yield? 
CHANDLER. I yield. 
AUSTIN. Iwished to ask whether 
x from Kentucky had, in his 
the corporations in which Colon 
id he was interested, the Per- 
nte Shipbuilding Co. 
CHANDLER. I understood that 
in the telegram. 
DOWNEY. I do not understand 
the Permanente Ship Co. was in the 
n. Is it, I ask the Senator from 
nt? 
AUSTIN. Ido not know. I have 
r seen the telegram. 
Mr. DOWNEY. It was introduced in 


+i 


mmittee. It is attached to the file 
. 1 the Senator has from the Military 
Committee. It is the first paper. 


seen it attached to the Senator’s 
file. It was introduced in the 
7 
Mr. AUSTIN. I have never seen it. 
Mr. DOWNEY. Iwill find a copy of it. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
vr from Kentucky has the floor. 
a he yield, and, if so, to whom? 


F Mr. CHANDLER. I do not yield at 
moment. Let me explain that I 

. to get a statement which would 
: the truth of Colonel Heller’s con- 
I My friend the Senator from 

mont by his question seeks to force 

t tate one. I am not certain I have 
I thoucht the statement was ac- 

' If it is not accurate, I disavow it. 
want the Recorp to show, if it 
show, what the connections were. 

% itor from California has id 


wer to the question, that it did 
» had interest in certain b 

ns. If I am asked to tell which 
they were I am not prepared to 
hich ones they were, because I 
a not know. I have heard numerous 
ntioned, but if the statement does 
he true record, I di wit. I 
wished to ascertain the true 
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job. Colonel Heller handled the 

; which were made to this company. 
$ my opinion that they produced an 
tire justification of the recommenda- 
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so man nA thot #3 eel eae an n } etill ret a . . a 
he made, and that the record will so which I lir 1. I in 


business acumen; Democrats and Repub- | © ae Ss 
licans, and no member of the committ 

ive failed to be deeply impressed : | 
th the testimony that was offered in f ¢ t B 








ant me to tell you what I think of ‘ L ‘ - 
Colonel Heller, I will say that I said to E I Ex- 
my wife, ‘If anything ha ns to m t C ‘ 
and } t in trouble with my esta ) I I ° 
( Colonel H r and then do w \ K ( 
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Mr. WHERRY. 


ther information, does the Senator from 
Kentucky now mean to give the Senate 
the impression that these are all the 
corporations in which Colonel Heller has 
an interest, or some executive position, 
or do e Senator still maintain, as he 

id before, that he does not know 
whether or not the Colonel is interested 
in other corporations? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to 
give the Senate any impression which is 
not —_ ate, and I disavow trying to 
give anything hal an accurate impression. 
I] given the Senate his business con- 
nections, so far as I am informed. If 
I find there are others, and I shall = 
quire, I want to have them placed in th 
RecorD. I want every business with which 
he connected placed in the REcorpD. 

Mr. WHERRY. I wish to thank the 
Senator, because in arriving at a-decision 
with respect to the nomination it is of 
vital concern to the Senate that we know 
every business with which the colonel is 
affiliated, and that it be placed in the 
REcorD. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. I want to say 


that Colonel Heller as an Army officer 
in the Finance Department of the Army, 
whose duty it was to inspect facilities 
able to do important war, work, has made 
those inspections under the direction of 
his superiors, one of whom was Julius 
H. Amberg, special assistant to the Secre- 
tary of War He appeared before the 
Military Affairs Committee and expressed 
approval of Colonel Heller and his action. 
Colonel Mechem, who is his direct supe- 
rior, said to the committee that this man 
had not done anything which had not 
had the approval of his superiors, or that 
had not been done at their direction, al- 
though he was not simply a mere “yes” 
man. He had performed his duties ear- 
1estly and conscientiously, and I submit 
there is not a single word of testimony in 
the entire record that casts any reflec- 
tion upon the business ability or the 
honesty or integrity or, in my opinion, 
the ability of this man to perform the 
services he will have to perform in car- 
rying out the provisions of the law. 

I rather gained the impression from 
the witnesses who came from his home 
State that they had a high regard for 
his devotion generally to the public wel- 
fare and for his great anxiety to under- 
take to administer the provisions of the 
law so that the provisions of the law, as 
they were passed upon by the Senate 
Mili tary Affairs Committee and later by 

the Senate, would be effectively executed, 
so that the surplus property could be 
widely spread among the people of the 
United States, because it belongs to the 
people of the United States, and was paid 
for by the taxpayers of the United States. 
The colo nel does not want this property 
to get into the hands of speculators s 
that ene can make profit at the expense 
of the people of the United States. He 
wants the land provisions of this act 
carefully executed, so that the land de- 
clared to be surplus will get into the 
hands of farmers and small businessmen 
and tenants and previous owners; that it 
will get into the hands of those indi- 
viduals who can move onto the land and 
establish homes and farms and raise 


In the absence of fur- | 
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families 
of ours. 

I was impressed not only with his rec- 
ord, but with his disposition and desire 
in the future to promote the welfare of 
the people of the United States through 
the proper administration of the act, and 
I repeat to the Senate that the job isa 
. rrific one; it is a tremendous job. It 

s barely possible that after examination 
and investigation, Senators might find 
other individuals whom they would wish 
named and considered for the position, 
but it must be remembered that these 
appointments belong to the President of 
the United States, and that unless there 
is some reason for the Senate failing to 
‘ and consent, the Senate should 

ve the President its advice and its con- 
sent to the nominations, because ulti- 
mately the President is going to be 
charged with the over-all responsibility 
for handling the job. 

We have before us the nominations of 
Colonel Heller and Governor Hurley. I 
want to say a word now for Governor 
Hurley. Governor Hurley has been the 
governor of a sovereign State, the State 
of Connecticut. It was brought out in 
the record that Governor Hurley in the 
last election was not reelected by the 
peopie of Connecticut. I do not want 
any Senator to damn individuals who are 
not reelected by the people, because the 
people have the right to defeat an in- 
dividual who is running for office, as my 
friend former Senator Henry Ashurst 
used to say, for a good reason or a bad 
reason or for no reason at all. In the 
short time I have been in the Senate, 
which is now going on 6 years, I have 
seen many good men defeated for public 
office. I am persuaded, after having 
been 22 years continuously in public 
office, which it will be when I shall have 
finished my present term, without hav- 
ing been out of office a day, that is be- 
cause of the goodness to me of the people 
of Kentucky, because of their kindly feel- 
ing toward me. The people can make 
mistakes just as politicians do, and some- 
times they do, and the only difference 
between the people and a man who is in 
public office is that the man who is in 
public office does not always have a 
chance to correct himself, but every time 
an election comes along, if the people 
find they have made a mistake they usu- 
ally at the first opportunity correct it. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Will not the distin- 
guished Senator agree with me in the 
statement that certain Senators who 
were defeated in the last election were 
men of the very highest integrity, ability, 
and energy, and were a high credit to 
the Senate of the United States, and that 
the Senate will be a poorer place without 
them? 

Mr.CHANDLER. That is exactly what 
I wanted to say. If Old Dobbin were 
placed in a race with Man-of-War he 
would be badly defeated. Sometimes de- 
feat comes because of the conditions 
which exist at the moment. As has been 


and enjoy this blessed country 
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said, there is a good time to run and there 
is a bad time to run, 
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Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, wil! +) 
Senator again yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; I yield to tha 
Senator from California. 

Mr. DOWNEY. * Would not ths 
ator agree that probably Governor D 
can continue to do a fairly good - 
though he was beaten by a better : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not know 
I think Governor Dewey got exact): 
he wanted. He said, as I recall, that | 
wanted to serve out his term as Go. . 
of New York, and it may be tha 
people of New York decided that 
wanted to help him attain that « 
Certainly the pecple of the United s 
in a measure con ‘ai an to it. 


Mr. President, I wish to say that Goy.- 
ernor Hurley made a good record as Goy. 
ernor of Connecticut. It wiil pro 


be urged that he was the only Den 
who did not win in Connecticut 
year. I should rather have some citizen 
of Connecticut explain that situ 
because I would not undertake to ex. 
plain it. There is no record here that in 
any way shows the commission of 


improper official act or any other < 
fraud or dishonesty which disqu 
Governor Hurley from being a men 
of this Board. I am quite certain t 
if such a record could have been found it 
would have been produced at the hear- 
ing. So I urge the Senate, as speedily 
as possible, after a careful, full, and free 
discussion of the record of these nomi- 
nees, to give the President approval] 
the nominees and let them proceed 
this important task. 

Based on the record, I express my own 
faith in their ability to perform these 


difficult duties. They will make mis- 
takes. I am certain that it requires a 
courageous man even to agree to under- 
take this job, because it is one of the 


most difficult jobs that any citizen of this 
country will have been called upon to 
perform. ‘Thousands of people in the 
United States will want things, and will 
be unable to get them because they can- 
not be supplied. When various ee 5 
are declared surplus, there will be a rush 
for such materials. These men will | have 
to tell some people, “You can have these 
things,” and they will have to tell others, 
“You cannot have them, because there 
are not enough. They are gone.” In 
my opinion, it will be one of the most 
difficult jobs that two American citizens 
ever undertook. They will need the 
prayers, good wishes, and support of 
every patriotic American. 

The thing that we most want to do is 
to get this material, which has been paid 
for by the people of the United Stat« 
back into the hands of the people of the 
United States, where good use of it can 
be made for the benefit of as many citi- 
zens as possible 

Mr. President, I earnestly hope that 
after a full and free discussion, based 
upon the record which was produced in 
the hearing, the Senate will give its 
approval to Governor Hurley of Connec- 
ticut and Colonel Heller of California. 
No reason is shown in the hearings why 
the nominations of both men should not 
be confirmed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
















































































if 


nt to the nomination of Robert A. 
» of Connecticut to be a member 
Surplus Property Board? 
AGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A me 


message from the House of Repre- 

tives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its 

announced that the House had 

ed without amendment the following 

and joint resolution of the Senate: 

1971. An act to provide for the disposal 

tain mail matter condemned by the 
r of Censorship; and 

J. Res. 148. Joint resolution 

1 of certain blood-plasma reserves 


~ 


MESS 


authorizing 
isposal 
rhe message returned to the Senate, in 
mpliance with its request, the bill (H.R. 
authorizing the construction, re- 
“ , and preservation of certain public 
ks on rivers and harbors, and for 

er purposes. 
he message also announced that the 
se had disagreed to the amendments 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5587) 
.- cing appropriations to supply defi- 
ncies in certain appropriations for the 
| year ending June 30, 1944, and for 
r fiscal years, and to provide supple- 
ital appropriations for the fiscal 
rs ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 
16, and for other purposes, agreed to 
» conference asked by the Senate on 
r- disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
y reon, and that Mr. Cannon of Mis- 
ri, Mr. Wooprvuo of Virginia, Mr. Lup- 
ni- w, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. O’NEAL, Mr. RABaut, 
of } JOHNSON of Oklahoma, Mr. ENGEL of 
higan, Mr. Case, and Mr. KEEFE were 
pointed managers on the part of the 

e at the conference. 

The message further announced that 


1 
" 1) 


- House had agreed to the report of 
a » committee of conference on the dis- 


l- reeing votes of the two Houses on the 
nendments of the Senate to the bill 
H. R. 1963) for the relief of G. H. 

to Garner 
The message also announced that the 


House had severally agreed to the 
- mendment of the Senate to the follow- 
5 ng bills of the House: 
1 H.R.976. An act for the relief of Mr. and 


irs. Sebastian Eger; 
H.R. 1023. An act to establish a Chief of 
rs, haplains of the United States Navy; 
a H. R. 1284. An act relating to the natural- 
"Se zation of persons not citizens who serve 
: novably in the military or naval forces of 
he United States during the present war; 
H. R. 3400. An act for the relief of LaVerne 


{ Whipple; 
of H. R. 3645. An act for the relief of Mary 
Agnes Lichtefeld Droppelman; 
9 is H.R.4101. An act for the relief of P. E. 
; Brannen; 
: H. R.4333. An act for the relief of Bertha 
a LeFrancq; 
ule H.R. 4367. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
can Julia Toler; 
iti- H. R. 4481. An act for the relief of William 
H. Crompton; 
hat H.R. 4588. An act for the relief of Robert 
sed L. Whiddon; and 
1 it H.R. 5590. An act to increase clerk hire, and 
te for other purposes. 
1eC- The message further announced that 
nia the House had severally agreed to the 
why amendments of the Senate to the follow- 
not ing bills of the House: 


H. R. 2005. An act for the relief of Christine 
Mangrum, Laster Mangrum, and. Nathan 
Mangrum; 


The 
and 
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H.R. 2066. An act f the relief of A. L 
inkenb and John Floering; and 

H.R.4918. An act to provide for the pay- 
ment to certain Government employees for 
accumulated or accrued annual leave due 
upon their separation from Gov n t 
service 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON ORGANIZATION 
OF THE CONGRESS 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that, as in legisla- 
tive ion, the Chair lay before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to Se Concurrent 
Resolution 23. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Connecticut? 

There being no objection, as in legis- 
lative session, the Presiding Officer laid 
before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the con- 
current resolution (S. Con. Res. 23) « 
tablishing a Joint Committee on the Or- 
ganization of the Congress, which 
on page 3, to strike out all after line 21 
over to and including line 2 on page 4; 
on page 4, line 3, to strike out “(d)” 
and insert “(c)”; and on page 4, line 
5, to strike out all after “recommenda- 
tions” down to and including “study,” 
in line 7, and insert “not later than April 
1, 1945.” 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I am 
about to ask that the Senate concur in 
the House amendments, but I shall delay 
that request for a moment to make a 
brief explanation. 

This concurrent resolution was unani- 
mously adopted by the Senate some time 
azo. Amendments were offered in the 
Committee on Rules of the House and 
sustained by the House. 

As the Senator sponsor of the concur- 
rent resolution, I am disappointed in the 
changes which were made. The original 
proposal provided for a report to the 
House and Senate within 6 months. The 
House reduced the period to 3 months. 
I am assuming, however, and it is my un- 
derstanding, on the basis of discussions 
which I have had with House Members, 
that the limitation of time provided, that 
is, not later than April 1, 1945, is not 
intended to mean that the committee will 
expire on that date, but is rather in- 
tended to mean that the committee must 
report and make recommendations by 
that time. 

If this were at a different time, I 
should be hopeful that by sending the 
concurrent resolution to conference we 
might more nearly meet the desire of the 
Senate, and might increase the time 
within which the report must be made. 
Three months is not time enough. How- 
ever, because of the lateness of the hour, 
and because of the seriousness of the 
subject, as well as the very great need 
for a study of the reorganization of Con- 
gress, I do not wish to run any chance 
of the matter going over until the next 
Congress. 

Mr. President, I now move that the 


ses: 


nate 


S= 


W ‘ re 


Senate concur in the House amend- 
ments. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 


question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut that the 


O597 
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Sen concur in the Hot t 

to Senate concurrent resolution 23 
The motion was agre¢ ) 

NOMINATIONS OF ADMIRALS OIF THE 


FLEET AND GENERALS OF TH. ARMY 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Pre 
President of the United States submitt 
to the Senate nominations of Ad- 
miral William D. Leahy, Admiral Ernes 
J. King, and Admiral Chester W. Nimitz 
to be fleet admirals of the Un 


sident, today 


tha 
Lilt 


ted St 


Navy, and the nominations of Gen 
George C. Marshall, Gen. Douglas Mac- 
Arthur, Gen. Dwight D. Eisenhower nd 
Gen. Henry H. Arnold to be generals of 


the Army 


I have today conferred with the dis- 


tinguished chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs |[Mr. WALSH]! an 
he and I, as well as the distinguishe 


Military Affairs |Mr. REYNOLDS 
full accord that our country has bee: 
most fortunate in having mili y con 
manders of the character, courage, and 
great ability of these men I hope that 
the Senate may, as a tribute to the mag- 


, are 


i 

1 

chairman of the Senate Committee on 
1 

l 


yilitv 


nificent services of these men, confirm 
their nominations at this time 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, are 
these the nominations of the so-called 


5-star generals and admirals? 


Mr. HILL. Yes 

Mr. CONNALLY. Is there any 
authorizing such action? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, yes. Congress has re- 
cenily enacted such a law. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Does the Senator 
ask that the pending nomination be tem 
porarily laid aside? 

Mr. HILL The Hurley nomination 


pending. I was about to yield to t 

distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, chairman of the Committ on 
Naval Affairs, to ask unanimous consent 


for the confirmation of the naval nomi- 
nations, and to the distinguished chair- 


man of the Committee on Mil ry Af- 
fairs to ask unanimous consent for the 
confirmation of the Army nominatior 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, these 


officers have rendered such distinguished 
service to our country that I am in com- 
plete sympathy with the request of the 
Senator from Alabama. I hope the rule 
may be waived, and that these nomina- 
tions may be acted upon immediatel} 

Mr. CHANDLER. M1 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I correctly un- 
derstand that the Senator wishes tem- 
porarily to lay aside the pending nomi- 
nation? 

Mr. HILL. It would amount to that. 
The pending nomination would be tem- 
porarily laid aside, but con 
it would be immediately ri 

Mr. WALSH. Mr 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. 


ident, will 


ideration of 
umed 


] 
President, will the 


I yield 


Mr. WALSH. In view of the fact that 
comment has been made of the omi i 
of the name of Admiral Ha y from the 
list of nominations submitted by e 
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President, I think I should offer a word 
of explanation. 

The Senate authorized the naming by 
the President of four ficet admirals. 
The President has sent to the Senate but 
three nominations, leaving one vacancy. 

I conferred with representatives of the 
Navy Department to ask for an expla- 
nation, and was informed that the Navy 
Denartment felt that Admiral Leahy, 
Chief of Staff of the President, should be 
promoted to this rank; that Admiral 
Izing, who is Commander in Chief of the 
United States Fleet and Chief of Naval 
Operations, and in command of all mili- 
tary forces of the Navy, should be pro- 
moted to the rank; and that Admiral 
Nimitz, Commander in Chief of the Pa- 
cific Flect, and Commander in Chief of 
the Pacific Ocean area, should be pro- 
moted, because of the large number of 
naval units under his command: 

Serving under Admiral Nimitz are two 
ful! edmirals, namely, Admiral Halsey, 
Commander of the Third Fleet, and Ad- 
miral Spruance, Commander of the Fifth 
Fleet. 

The Navy Department felt that an of- 
fiver of the rank of fleet admiral was not 
required under Admiral Nimitz at this 
time, and that it was undesirable to ap- 
point one of these officers to the rank of 
ficet admiral and not the other, in view 
of the fact that they were both in com- 
mand of separate fleets and performing 
the same type of duty. 

I was also informed that at the present 
time the Navy Department believes that 
three officers of the new rank are all that 
ere required, even though the Congress 
has authorized four. It- might be pointed 
out that the original bill, as approvea vy 
the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, 
ectually authorized only two officers in 
the rew rank. The Navy Department 
stated, however, that it was very probable 
that at some time in the future it might 
become necessary or desirable to appoint 
anoiher officer of the Navy to the rank of 
fleet admiral. 

I make that statement in view of the 
fact that there appears to be some dis- 
appointment that the name of Admiral 
Halsey was not included in the list of 
appointments. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course, 
this rank is an entirely new one. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mir. CLARK of Missouri. It is a rank 
which has never before been authorized 
in the United States Army or Navy. 

Mr. HILL. That is true. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Officers 
who may be appointed to this rank will 
have a higher rank than that held by 


or General Sherman or General Sheri- 
dan, who were appointed generals under 
special provision. 

Ilfr. HILL. But not higher than Gen- 
eral Pershing has. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He is only a 
four-star general. 

Mr. HILL. I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri that the legislation which 
was passed by the House and Senate and 
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was signed by the President, under which 
these nominations have come to the Sen- 
ate, provided that such appointees 
should not take any higher rank than 
the rank of General Pershing. He is the 
General of the Armies of the United 
Scates. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. However, he 
has only four stars. 

Mr. HILL. I am not sure how many 
stars he has, but I know the legislation 
we passed particularly provided that he 
should continue to be the General of the 
Armies. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He is the 
Generai of the Armies, but he has the 
rank of general, and he wears four stars. 

As I understand the legislation, each 
one of the generals or admirals to be ap- 
pointed will take rank with five stars, at 
least temporarily, far outranking anyone 
the United States ever appointed before, 
in the theory that their rank will be 
equivalent to that of a field marshal in 
the British Army. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, because he was the author 
of the legislation in the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. I am delighted to yield 
to him. 

Mr. GERRY. I made an inquiry in 
regard to General Pershing. General 
Pershing has higher rank than any other 
general, and he would outrank these offi- 
cers, because General Pershing’s rank is 
General of the Armies. He is entitled 
to wear any uniform he chooses to wear. 

So there is no question. The point was 
made in the House. I asked the same 
question the Senator from Missouri has 
asked. Although these officers will wear 
five stars, General Pershing’s rank is 
higher than the rank of any of them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield to me again? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the 
Senator say that General Pershing could 
wear seven or eight stars if he chose to 
do so? 

Mr.GERRY. Idonot know how many 
he could wear. The point was brought 
out that he can wear any uniform he 
chooses to wear. He is the ranking gen- 


eral of the Army, and his title is General * 


of the Armies. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am very 
familiar with his title, and I am very 
familiar with General Pershing, so far 
as that is concerned. I knew him in the 
service, and saw him several times. 

But the point I make, Mr. President, 
if I may be permitted to do so, is that the 
rank of admiral and the rank of general 
have been very carefully reserved in the 
history of the United States to be be- 
stowed upon very few individuals, and 
only for conspicuous and outstanding ac- 
complishments. That rank was be- 
stowed on General Grant, General Sher- 
man, and General Sheridan at the end 
of the Civil War, with the understand- 
ing that the title would lapse at the end 
of that service. It was bestowed on 
General Pershing. Afterward the title 
of General of the Armies was bestowed 
upon him, with the understanding that 
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he can hold it as long as he lives or as 
long as he wishes to hold it. He has 
held it ever since. 

I do not think we should be too free 
in granting these extraordinary titles 
and extraordinary ranks simply because 
we happen to be in a war, except for 
extraordinary accomplishments. 

I think the Senator from Texas wil] 
bear me out when I say that when the 
matter of the appointment of the new 
lieutenant generals was first mentioned, 
the understanding was that there would 
be only 4 of them. Now we have at 
least 12 or 13; in fact, I do not know 
how many we have. 

It seems to me that the whole theory, 
from the time of the Revolutionary War 
on, has been to be very careful about the 
bestowing of these very high titles. I 
do not think it has ever hurt the United 


The fact is that the Congress of the 
United States has been very meticulous 
in its granting of these very high titles. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. GERRY. General Pershing can 
wear any uniform he wishes to wear, 
So far as I have been able to ascertain, 
he can wear any number of stars. He is 
the General of the Armies. It was the 
intent, in connection with the legisla- 
tion, and it was made perfectly clear, 
that no rank created by Congress would 
exceed General Pershing’s rank. I 
asked that very question. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If General 
Pershing chose to wear 15 stars 

Mr. GERRY. I suppose he could. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It would 
not make any difference so far as I am 
concerned. I do not think anyone 
should be put on the same footing as 
that of the commanders of our forces in 
other wars, until after the war is over. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH. I might add another 
word. The increased rank will not bring 
increased pay, except an increase in per- 
sonal allowances from $2,200 to $5,000, 
but there will be no increase in the base 
Salary. 

I wish to join with the distinguished 
junior Senator from Alabama and the 
distinguished senior Senator from Maine 
in expressing the hope that now that the 
nominations are before the Senate the 

enate will act in accordance with the 
usual rule and will confirm them en bloc. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the nominations in the Navy 
be confirmed. It seems to me to be a 
gracious and generous act and an evi- 
dence of our confidence and support of 
these naval officers who have rendered 
such magnificent service to our country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 
out objection—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. Just a moment, Mr. 
President. Will the Senator yield to 
me? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY, Are these ranks 
temporary? 











th- 


Mr. 
to 


aks 


1944 


Mr. HILL. They are temporary. 
CONNALLY. Will they lapse 6 
hs after the war? 
HILL. They will lapse, I will say 
» Senator. 
r. CONNALLY. Does the Senator 
J] at the moment how many lieu- 
generals we now have in the 
) 
Mr. HILL. I cannot recall offhand. 
CONNALLY. Inasmuch as the 
tor is a member of the Military Af- 
; Committee, I ask him to have the 
tary aide of the committee obtain 
it information for the Recorp, please. 
Mr. HILL. I shall be delighted to ob- 
1 that information. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I shall 

t. of course, object to the confirmation 

the nominations. In the first place, 

Congress has enacted the legislation 
viding for these ranks. In the sec- 

d place, the men on whom these honors 

been conferred have directed the 
litary effort of the United States in 

; war, and they are entitled to every 

bute, every honor, and every consider- 

yn the American people can pay them. 
uld not object or express any regret 

1 the ground stated by the Senator from 
Missouri that by this action we create a 

rank. I am sorry I was not present 

en the bill was considered, because I 

hed to state my objection to the en- 

tment of the legislation for the reasons 
ch were given. 

I understand that these bills were 

ed to enable us to have some super 

k which would compete with the rank 

field marshal and the ranks of the 

ier high-titled dignitaries of the Al- 

| Nations. I think that is a perfectly 

urd premise for the enactment of 

islation to increase the rank of any 
on in the armed services of the United 
es. By doing so, we merely get into 

contest as to the titles which can be 

nferred. If one of our allies names 
aman a “Great Exalted Super-duper 
Field Marshal”, instead of just Field 
Marshal, are we to have a feeling of in- 
feriority which is to drive us to find some 
title to make the individual officers of 
our armed forces equal in dignity to those 
of our allies? 

So far as my judgment goes, if we 
should see fit to call the commanding 
officer of all the American Fleets a sea- 
man fourth-class, or the commanding of- 
ficer of all the American armies a private 
fifth-class, the mere fact that he was 
leading the forces of the United States 
would make him the equal of or superior 
to any rank, however it might be em- 
bellished by words, held by officers in 
the armed forces of any other army or 
navy of the world. 

I regret that I was not present to make 
this brief statement when the subject was 
considered the other day, but I was at- 
tending a conference on the crop insur- 
ance bill, and could not be present in the 
Sencte. 

Mr. President, the officers in question 
will take their places in history among 
the great military and naval leaders of 
all times, and nothing that we do here 
by way of making a new rank conform- 
ing to that of some other nation will be 


+ 





| able to embellish by one whit the mag- 
nificent record they are making in lead- 
ing our brothers and our dear ones into 
battles on the seas, on the land, and in 
the air. 
Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. CLARK of 

Missouri addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Georgia yield, and if so to 
| whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this 
question may ultimately become the sub- 
ject of a treaty Letween the countries. 
Perhaps some day we shall go just so 
far, and then make a treaty that every 
nation will abide by. I become very tired 
| of other countries of the world having 
| officers who outrank ours. I think the 
rank and dignity of any representative 
of the United States should be equal to 
that held by any other person in the 
world. If any Senator thinks that our 
representative is not put to great dis- 
advantage because of not holding a rank 
equal to that of those with whom he is 
dealing, he is badly mistaken. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The statement of the 
Senator from Kentucky is absolutely cor- 
rect, if we are to be governed by the 
ranks created in other armies. On the 
trip which some of us took around the 
world we sometimes observed that some 
of the officers of our Army felt them- 
selves to be at a disadvantage when deal- 
ing with representatives of our allies. I 
have specifically inquired of the War De- 
partment whether there had been any 
agreement, treaty, or understanding 
which would enable an officer in an Allied 
army to outrank our officers merely be- 
cause of his title, and I was told that it 
was merely a matter of agreement. I 
have no objection to the new title being 
created. It could not be more worthily 
bestowed. But the reason which was 
given for the creation of the title, 
namely, to make our officers rank with 
those of other nations, did not appeal 
to me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Sena- 
tor will remember that probably the 
greatest seaman who ever fought under 
the American flag was Commodore John 
Paul Jones. He fought as a captain dur- 
ing the greater part of his naval expe- 
rience. He became a commodore. He 
never actually became an admiral in the 
American Navy. I believe that his name 
stands as high as that of any other of- 
ficer in naval history. Iagree with what 
the Senator from Georgia has said. 
When an American has deep respect for 
his enemies or his allies, I do not believe 
that it is mecessary to have any title 
whatever. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President, a rather 
practical example of what has been 
stated occurred just before the last 
World War at Veracruz, where a large 
part of our fleet was assembled. A Brit- 
ish vice admiral came in on a cruiser 
and, if my recollection is correct, he be- 
came the senior ranking officer, and it 
was most embarrassing. 





| 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 


objection to the 










t ( r 
from Massachu The C r ] ; 
none, and the nominations of Admiral 
William D. Leahy, Admiral Ernest J. 
King, and Admiral Chester W. Nimitz to 
be flect adn if the United States 
Navy are confirm nd, with ( + 
tion, the President will be notified forth- 


with. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I ask 

at the Army nominations be included 
this consideration. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from North Carolina? The Chair hears 
none. Without objection, the nomina- 
tions of Gen. George C. Marshall, Gen. 
Douglas MacArthur, Gen. Dwight D. 
Eisenhower, and Gen. Henry H. Arnold 
to be generals of the Army are con- 
firmed, and, without objection, the 
President will be notified forthwith. 

The clerk will state the next nomina- 
tion on the calendar. 


? 
L 
in 


FOREIGN SERVICE 


The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Hallett Johnson to be Am! 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to Costa 
Rica. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nomination 
be confirmed, and that the P: 
immediately notified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed; 
and, without objection, the President will 
be notified forthwith. 





siadent be 


POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the nominations of po 
confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the postmaster nominations 
are confirmed en bloc; and, without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


tmasters be 


THE NAVY 

The legislative clerk proceeded to reac 
sundry nominations in the Navy. 

Mr. HILL. Iask thatthe nominations 
in the Navy be confirmed en bloc 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withcut 
objection, the Navy nominations are con- 
firmed en bloc, and, without objection, 
the President will be notified forthwith. 

THE MARINE CORPS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask that 
the nominations in the Marine Corps be 
confirmed en bloc, and that the President 
be notified forthwith. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Marine 
Corps are confirmed en bloc; and, with- 
out objection, the President will be noti- 
fied forthwith. 

That concludes the calendar. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to 
state that the Government Printing Of- 
fice has advised me that the hearings on 
the Hurley and He'lker nominations will 
be available tomorrow morning. We 


ou 
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hone to have a copy of the hearings on 
the desk of each Senator tomorrow. 

Mr. AUSTIN. May I inquire of the 
Senator from Alabama if there is any 
way in which to obtain a copy tonight? 

Mr. HILL. I know of no way of obtain- 
ing one. I have been advised that the 
copies will be ready at approximately 9 
o’clock tomorrow morning. I believe the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont has 
a typewritten copy of the hearings. 
ir. AUSTIN. I have a transcript. 

Mr. President, it is my purpose to take 
the floor, if I can secure it, in the morn- 
ing at 11 o’cleck and speak on the nomi- 
nections. I wish that I could be placed in 
position to turn to pages of the printed 
; in order to enable Senators to 
snow to what I shall be referring, 

ir. HILL. As the distinguished Sen- 
tor from Vermont knows, the first part 
of the hearings is, of course, already 
available in printed form. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. According to the informa- 
tion which I have received from the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, the second part 
which, as I recall, should not be very 
voluminous, will be available tomorrow 
morning at 9 o'clock. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I thank the Senator for 
the information. 


RECESS 


Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate take 
a recess until 11 o’clock a. m. tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 
o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ete took a recess until tomorrow, Satur- 
cay, December 16, 1944, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the 
Senate December 15 (egislative day of 
November 21), 1944: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 
James C. Sappington 3d, of Maryland, to 
be a Foreign Service officer of class 5, a sec- 
retary in the Diplomatic Service, and a consul 
of the United States of America. 

Hervé J. L'Heureux, of New Hampshire, now 
a Foreign Service officer of class 5 and a sec- 
retary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul general of the United States of 
America 

Andrew E. Donovan 2d, of California, now 
a Foreign Service officer of class 6 and a 
secretary in the Diplomatic Service, to be 
also a consul of the United States of America. 

U. Alexis Johnson, of California, now a 
Toreign Service officer of class 7 and a secre- 
tary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul of the United States of America, 


IN THE ARMY 
TO BE GENERALS OF THE ARMY 

Gen. George Catlett Marshall (major gen- 
eral, U. S. Army), Chief of Staff. 

Gen. Douglas MacArthur (general, U. 8S. 
Army, retired), Army of the United States. 
Gen. Dwight David Eisenhower (major gen- 
eral, U. S. Army), Army of the United States. 

Gen. Henry Harley Arnold (major general, 
U.S. Army), Army of the United States, 

IN THE N’vy 
TO BE FLEET ADMIRALS 
Admiral William D. Leahy, United States 
Navy, retired, to be a fiecet admiral of the 
United States Navy. 

Admiral] Ernest J. King, United States Navy, 
to, be a fleet admirak of the United States 
Navy. 


ay 





Admiral Chester W. Nimitz, United States 
y, to be a fleet atmiral of the United 


States Navy. 





POSTMASTERS 
The following-named persons to be post- 


ALABAMA 
Martin V. Griffith, Hanceville, Ala., in place 
of G. W. Burkart, removed. 
ALASKA 
Beatrice A. Huntley, Palmer, Alaska, in 
place of H. B. DeLand, resigned. 
ARKANSAS 
Cecil L. Horn, Black Rock, Ark., in place 
of R. W. Moore, resigned. 
ILLINOIS 
Albert Engel Croegaert, Annawan, IIl., In 
place of A. J. Verdick, resigned. 
Ralph Leinicke, Ava, Ill., in place of B. H. 
Gardner, deceased 
Nautee F. McCrary, Robbins, Ill., in place 
of L. P. Thomas, retired. 
IOWA 
Florence E. Wynn, Gilman, Iowa, in place 
of M. E. O'Connor, deceased. 
KENTUCKY 
Ralph M. Ramey, Praise, Ky., in place of 
S. H. Ratcliff, resigned 
LOUISIANA 
Lydia M. Coroy, Gonzales, La., in place of 
A. B. Coroy, deceased 
MICHIGAN 
Roland H. Kolb, Fairview, Mich. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1944. 
MINNESOTA 
Hannah L. Strand, Perley, Minn., in place of 
H. O. Hoganson, deceased. 
MISSISSIPPI 
Olin H. Akers, Pontotoc, Miss., in place cf 
J. C. Edwards, transferred. 
MISSOURI 
Vera T. Sydnor, Blackburn, Mo., in place of 
Pearl Herndon, removed 
NEW JERSEY 
Thomas H. Ryan, Jr., Cliffwood, N. J., in 
piace of Emma Metze, resigned. 
NEW YORK 
Earl J. Hotwes, Elma, N. Y. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1944. 
toy A. Alstead, South Wales, N. Y. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 
OKLAHOMA 
John B. Taber, Osage, Okla. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1943. 
PENNSYLVANIA 
Clifford F. Steinmetz, Catasauqua, Pa., in 
place of S. H. Hauser, removed. 
William A. Thompson, Waynesboro, Pa., in 
place of A. R. Warner, resigned. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
Oscar G. Westgard, Astoria, S. Dak. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1943. 
TENNESSEE 
Jacob M. Jennings, Brush Creek, Tenn. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1944. 
Horace M. Coffey, Thorn Hill, Tenn. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 


Essie M. Britt, Wildersville, Tenn. 
became Presidential July 1, 1944. 


Office 


TEXAS 

Elmer Carlton, Carlton, Tex. Office became 
Presidential July 1, 1944. 

Oscar B. Fields, Jr., San Angelo, Tex., in 
place of T. M. Herring, retired. 


UTAH 


Orion Gottfredson, Circleville, Utah. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1944, 
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WASHINGTON 


Sadie Ensch, Clearlake, Wash. Offi 
came Presidential July 1, 1944. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate December 15 (legislative 
of November 21), 1944: 

7 ForREIGN SERVICE 

Hallett Johnson to be Ambassador } 
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the Uni 
States of America to Costa Rica. 

IN THE ARMY 
TO BE GENERALS OF THE ARMY 

Gen. George Catlett Marshall 

Gen. Douglas MacArthur 

Gen. Dwight David Eisenhower 

Gen. Henry Harley Arnold 


IN THE Navy 
TO BE FLEET ADMIRALS OF THE UNITED STATES 
NAVY 

Admiral William D. Leahy 

Admiral Ernest J. King 

Admiral Chester W. Nimitz 

TEMPORARY SERVICE 

William L. Calhoun to be a vice admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to rank 
from February 27, 1942. 

Oscar Smith to be a commodore in the 
Navy, for temporary service, to rank from 
April 12, 1943, and to continue while serving 
as deputy chief of staff to the commander in 
chief, United States Atlantic Fleet. 

IN THE MARINE Corps 
TEMPORARY SERVICE 
To be brigadier generals for temporary service 
in the Marine Corps from the dates indi- 
cated 

John T. Walker, from October 4, 1942. 

Merwin H. Silverthorn, from April 1, 1943. 

Maurice C. Gregory, from May 7, 1944. 

POSTMASTERS 
CONNECTICUT 
Anne V. Kenney, Mechanicsville. 
MICHIGAN 

E. Bernice Knisley, Avoca. 

Viola M. Meyer, Fair Haven. 

Rolland F. Allen, North Street, 

MISSOURI 

Alonzo E. Ellis, Dodson. 

Blanche G. Griffith, Perryville. 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Edmond M. Ellingson, Kintyre. 


OKLAHOMA 


Lee Nora Simpson, Caney. 
Nelle B. Harbin, Mutual. 
Mary McCutcheon, Schulter, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Fripay, DeceEMBER 15, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


Thou whose name is called Wonderful 
Counselor and Prince of Peace, for whom 
the heavens echo and who givest an over- 
mastering strength, in Thee we find One 
altogether lovely. Wherever Thy voice 
is heard and understood, the earth smiles 
a sweet welcome and the stars gleam with 
promises of a glad reunion. O keep our 
faith alive in the vastness of Thy do- 


era 
ing 


‘ful 
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yn and in the sweep of Thy Being; 
y in Thee there is hope to find wher- 
ere is man to seek. With Thy 
less hand lft up our souls as their 
twine around the manger Child 
hlehem. 
we approach the foreglow of the 
istmastide with toiling hands and 
y hearts, may each human soul be 
y child; let them cherish the power 
hoping and believing, with their eyes 
ng the future with glad expectancy. 
pray that we may not be indifferent 
faults of character or to human suf- 
ing; let us be to others such examples 
nduct and character as we wouid 
them be unto us. O may we magnify 
y name in our own world by adding to 
se less fortunate—happiness, peace, 
d plenty. Strengthen our wills, that 
t of the agony of the battlefields our 
efenders shall not have suffered in vain, 
d that from the womb of pain and 
ath there may be born a better world 
. which righteousness and brotherhood 
ill be exalted. In the name of our 
ssed Redeemer. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
zier, its legislative clerk, announced 
t the Senate had passed without 
mendment bills of the House of the 
llowing titles: 


H.R. 195. An act for the relief of Gladys A. 

nis as executrix of the estate of George 
Pearse Ennis, deceased, and Oscar H. Julius; 

i the Excelsior Automotive Service, Inc.; 

H. R. 449. An act for the relief of the Puget 

ind Bridge & Dredging Co.; 

H.R. 545. An act for the relief of G. F. 
Udaom; 

H.R. 763. An act for the relief of Lindsey 
Harcrow; 

H.R.1218. An act for the relief of F. L. 

H.R. 1556. An act for the relief of Archie 

wick; 

H.R. 1643. An act for the relief of Mary 

vis Elliott; 

H.R.1772. An act for the relief of Henry 
Stovall; 

H.R. 2016. An act for the relief of William 
H. Linhart; 

H.R. 2150. An act for the relief of Diemer 
Adison Coulter and Frances Andrews Coulter; 

H.R. 2213. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Agnes Wolters; 

H. R. 2300. An act for the relief of Rose B. 

H.R. 2354. An act for the relief of the 

tate of Mrs. Phoebe Sherman, and for Mrs. 


f- 


H.R. 2373. An act for the relief of Pearl 
Saievitz Hurwitz and Ruth Levin; 

H. R. 2543. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Nelle Jones; 

H. R. 2688. An act for the relief of Clar- 
ence H. Miles, Mrs. Mollie Miles, and Hardy 
Miles, a minor; 

H.R. 2827. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Ida M. Rutherford; 

H.R. 2903. An act for the relief of the 
Washington Asphalt Co.; 

H.R.2969. An act to establish official 
checking accounts with the Treasurer of the 
United States for clerks of United States 
courts and United States marshals; 

H. R, 2994. An act to extend Reissued Let- 
ters Patent No. 19,023; 


| 











H.R.3017. An act for the relief of Hubert 
McMahon and the legal guardian of Bar- 
bara McMahon; 

H.R.3138. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Bertha Macklin; 


H.R.3191. An act for the relief of Lillian 


Hill; 

H.R.3192. An act for the relief of Mrs 
Bertha Grantham; 

H.R.3218. An act for the relief of Enid M. 
Albertson; 

H.R.3250. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court of 
Maine; 

H. R.3279. An act for the relief 
ence G. Doelling and Doris J. 
Doelling; 

H.R. 3285. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Rose Poisson; 

H.R. 3302. An act for the relief of Eleanor 
Parkinson; 

H.R. 2323. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
William M. Watson and R. H. Price; 

H.R. 3369. An act for the relief of Harry 
V. Hearn; 

H.R.3414. An act for the relief of Ed- 
ward C. Robbins; 


of Clar- 
(McNeil) 


H.R. 3465. An act for the relief of Archie | 


Berberian, Kurken Berberian, and Mrs. Os- 
getel Berberian; 

H. R. 3467. An act for the relief of Miss 
Anne Watt; 

H. R. 3484. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Pearl W. Peterson; 

H.R.3584. An act for the relief of Elsie 
Hawke; 

H. R. 3590. An act for the relief of the city 
and county of San Francisco; 

H.R.3614. An act for the relief of the 
Queen City Brewing Co.; 

H. R. 3639. An act for the relief of Herman 
Weinert, Jr., M. D.; 

H. R. 3678. An act for the relief of Floyd 
E. and Lena Mae Drummond; 

H.R.3709. An act for the relief of Harley 
E. Carter; 

H. R. 3727. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Violet DeGroot; 

H.R.3781. An act for the relief of Hall 
Farris; 

H.R.3814. An act for the relief of M. 
Senders & Co.; 

H. R. 3852. An act for the relief of the O. S. 
Stapley Co.; 


H.R. 3880. An act for the relief of Mrs. | 


Anna Zukas; 

H.R.3881. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Anna Chandler; 

H. R. 2928. An act for the relief of James 
LeRoy Eden; 

H. R.3931. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Dr. A. D. Gibson; 

H. R. 3995. An act for the relief of Walter 
Lundmark; 

H.R. 4014. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ruby Winsch; 

H.R. 4016. An act for the relief of John 
Casey and Marie Casey; 

H.R. 4038. An act for the relief of Joseph 
W. Steel; 

H. R. 4049. An act for the relief of Alfred 
F. Ross; 

H. R. 4080. An act for the relief of certain 
former employees of the United States Court 
for China; 

H.R. 4105. An act for the relief of Ira 
Cannon; 

H.R.4111. An act for the relief of Louis 
Beckham; 

H.R. 4125. An act for the relief of Kelly 
Hobbs; 

H.R. 4144. An act for the relief of Brig. 
Gen. Louis J. Fortier; 

H. R. 4159. An act to amend section 33 of 
the act of September 7, 1916, as amended 
(39 Stat. 742); 

H. R. 4200. An act for the relief of William 
Weber; 

H. R. 4212. An act for the relief of Robert 
Rowe and Mary Rowe; 





Jou 


H.R. 4213. An act for the relief of Karl 
Lungstras; 

H. R. 4305. An act for the relief of Henry 
Clay Walker 

H. R. 4309. An act for the relief of Rosa Lee 
Foreman; 

H. R. 4322. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Floyd M. Adair, deceased; 

H.R.4331. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Florence Armstrong; 

H. R. 4345. An act for the relief of the legal 
u in of Luther Marcus Smith, a minor; 
H.R. 4363. An act for the relief of Ollie 
Brashear Hearldson; 


H.R. 4380. An act for the relief of Mabelle 
E. Olive; 
H.R. 4442. An act for the relief of Albert 


B. Weaver; 
H.R. 4451. An act for the relief of John 
McLaughlin, Sr., and John McLaughlin, Jr.; 
H. R. 4502. An act to amend the act of Con 
gress approved May 20, 1935, entitled “An act 
concerning the incorporated town of Seward, 
Territory of Alaska,” as amended; 

H. R. 4525. An act for the relief of M. Grace 
Murphy, administratrix of the estate of John 
H. Murphy; 

H. R. 4542. An act for the relief of Harold 
Miller; 

H. R. 4547. An act to amend the act of Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931, as amended, so as to permit 
the compensation on a mileage basis, of civil- 
ian officers or employees for the use of pri- 
vately owned airplanes while traveling on 
official business; 

H.R. 4549. An act for the relief of Sandy 
C. Brown; 

H. R. 4593. An act for the relief of Thomas 
R. Clark; 

H. R. 4629. An act for the relief of Ludwig 
Wolf; 

H. R. 4631. An act for the relief of John L, 
MacNeil: 

H. R. 4674. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Everette Maxwell; the estate of Red- 
man P. Maddux; and the legal guardian of 
Elmer Massa, a minor; 

H.R. 4703. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Annie Brown; 

H. R. 4736. An act for the relief of Dr. H. L. 








H.R.4786. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Kimball Lee Beckner; 

H. R. 4815. An act for the relief of the Board 
of County Commissioners of Volusia County, 
Fla.: 

H.R. 4817. An act for 
T. Plant, Sr.; 

H.R.4878. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Emma B. Fleet, deceased; 

H.R. 4910. An act -uthorizing the Atchi- 
> Railway Co., or it 


the relief of Wilfred 








son, Topeka & S: 
successors, to conve} the State of Arizona 
and California, jointly or separately, for pub- 
lic-highway purposes, an existing railroad 
bridge across the Colorado River, formerly 
known as the Red Rock Bridge, near Topock, 


Ariz.; 

H. R. 4921. An act for the relief of Dr. J, 
Sims Norman; 

H.R. 4927. An act for the relief of Francis 
D. Stovall, Jr.; 

H.R. 4962. An act for the relief of Jessie 
Springsteen and John Springsteen; 

H. R. 4968. An act to amend section 511 ( 
of the Merchant Marine Act 1936, 
amended, relative to deposit of vessel pro- 
ceeds received from the United States in 
certain cases, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 5034. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Francis A. Collins; 

H.R. 5048. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Cecile H, Burgett, deceased; 

H. R. 5060. An act for the relief of Clyde H. 
Palmer; estate of Lola J. Palmer; legal guard- 
ian of Margie Joan Palmer, a minor; 

H.R. 5062. An act to authorize certain 
transactions by disbursing officers of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 








oe 








O7z99 
wt 

H 5154. A t rela to dual employ- 
Y i the I tal Service, and for other 
] 

H.R 7. A t to confer jurisdiction 
1 { d Stat District Court for the 
j [ ( South (¢ lina to hear, 
< ern e, and render judgment upon the 
< of 1 rd of trustees of the Saun- 
ce M Hos} l; 

H.R.5219 An act to provide for the grant- 
i right f-way for pipe lines for petro- 
] ! é products and for tele- 
phone and/or telegraph lines through and 
‘ lands of the United States within the 
area of Indian Rock Dam and Reservoir, lo- 
C d in York County, Pa.; 

H.R. 5248. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for examination 
of monthly accounts covering expenditures 
} disbursing cfficers of the United States 
Marine Corps,” approved December 26, 1941, 
f to extend the time for examination of 
monthly accoun of disbursing cfficers and 


5] il disbursing agents of the Navy and 


H.R. 5331. An act to authorize the transfer 
of certain lan within the Colonial National 
Historical Park, Yorktown, Va., to the Secre- 
ta! f eae 





H.R. 5453. An act authorizing the convey- 
ance by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., a railroad 





corpora n, of certain perpetual easements 
near Aft in Augusta and Nelson Counties, 
Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge Park- 
way land of the Shenandoah National Park; 


An act to amend section 119 of 


H.R.&551. An act to transfer certain land 
Nacogdoches County, Tex., to the United 
States Forest Service; 


H.R. 5°63. An act to authorize the Admin- 





istrat of t Farm Security Administration 
to exchance certain land of the United States 
Within tl A tura irrigation project, Hot 
Oo} Dak., for certain land owned by 
the « Hot €prings, S. Dak.; 

H.R.&5 An act to authorize collectors of 
internal venue to receive certain checks and 
money orders in payment of taxes and for 
level my nd 

H I 7 t resolution reccgnizing 

ou ilng service rendered to the 
T ted Na ns by Field Marshal Sir John 


~n e also announced that the 
Senate had pa d, with amendments in 
which tl concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills of the House of the fol- 
] les: 





H.R.9 A t for the relief of Mr. and 
M S I 

H.R to € lish a Chief of 
C l d ites Nay > 

H.R.1284. An act relating to the natural- 
{zat I of rer not citizens who serve 
) I ry naval forces of 
t) l 1 du the present war: 

I A the relief of C S- 
t I Mangrum, and Nathan 


H.R. < 3. An act for the relief of A. L. 
he relicf of LaVerne 
II. R. 3645. An act for the relief of Mary 
A s Lichtefeld Droppelman; 
H.R.39°6. An act for the relief of F. L 
ise i tl al guardian of Rosalind and 
H.R.4101. An act for the relief of P. E 
H.R.4367. An act for the relief of Mrs. 


H.R.4481. An act for the relief of William 


H.R. 4588. An act for the relief of Robert 


H.R.4918. An act to provide for the pay- 
ment to certain Government employees for 
l rued annual leave due 
tion from Government serv- 





The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills and joint reso- 
lutions of the foliowing titles, in which 
the concurrence of the House is re- 
quested: 

S.1817. An act authorizing the appoint- 


in additional judge “for the district 





An act for the relicf of Oscar 
S.1910.An act to provide for the presen- 
tation of medals to members of the United 
States Antarctic Expedition of 1939-41; 

1957. An act to amend the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, so as to pro- 
hibit interference with the broadcasting of 
noncommercial cultural or educational pro- 
grams; 

S.1971. An act to provide for the dispos 
of certain mail matter condemned by the 
Director of Censorship; 

5.1985. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act authorizing the temporary appoint- 
ment or advancement cf certain personnel 
of the Navy and Marine Corps, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 24, 1941, as amended, 
and for other purposes; 

S.2002. An act for the relief of John T. 
Cooper; 

S.2056. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to lease certain lands situated 
in San Diego County, State of California; 

S. 2067. An act to authorize an exchange 
of lands between the city of Eastport, Maine, 
and the United States, and the conveyance of 
a roadway easement to the city of Eastport 
Maine; 

S. 2070. An act for the relief of G. F. Allen, 
chief disbursing officer, Treasury Department, 


i 


and for other purposes; 
S. 2071. An act to eliminate as uncollectible 


certain credits of the United States; 

S.2073. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to convey to Oanu Railway & 
Land Co. an easement for railway purposes 
in certain lands situated at Halawa, Ewa, 
Oahu, Territory of Hawaii; 


S. 2088. An act for the relief of Galen E. 
Walter; 

S.2123. An act for the relief of Antonio 
rv 


S.2132. An act for the relief 


Frederick Matthews McCord, United s 
Naval Reserve; > 

S.2179. An act to reimburse certain Navy 
p nnel for personal property lost or dam- 
aged as the result of a fire at the naval auxil- 
iary air facility, Astoria, Oreg., on April 2, 


S. 2180. An act to provide 
for personal property lost, 
tr i as the result of 


7 
A 


reimbursement 
damaged, or ce- 
an explo: at 


naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va., 





S.2181. An act to authorize the Secretary 

} 7 to grant to the city of Canton, 
; ighway purposes only, a strip of 
land situ ted within the United States Naval 
Ordnance Plant at Canton, Ohio; 

S. 2185. An act to authorize the Adminis- 
t of Veterans’ Affairs to transfer by quit- 
claim deed to the city of Los Angeles, Calif., 
for fire-station purposes, the title to certain 
iand located at Veterans’ Administration 

acility, Los Angeles, Calif.; 

S. 2189. An act for the relief of G. F 
chief disbursing officer for the Treasury 
Seperees nt, and for other purposes; 

S.2195. An act to further amend section 
22 of the act approved March 4, 1925, entitled 
“An act providing for sundry matters affect- 
ing the naval service, and for other purposes,” 
by changing the limitation on the total per- 





Allen, 
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sonnel of the Naval Reserve Officers T 
Cor rps, and for other purposes; 

S. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution erant 
mission to Charles Rex March; 
Sasseen and Jack Veniss Dassctt to ; 
certain medals tendered them by the ¢ 
ernment of Canada in the name of Hi 
tanic Majesty, King George VI; 

S.J. Res.129. Joint resolution ds 
period from Thanksgiving Day to Ch 
of each year for Nation-wide Bible re 
and 

S. J. Res. 148. Joint resolution auth 
the disposal of certain blood plasma r 

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE 


Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ack 
unanimous consent to take from t! 
Sveaker’s table the bill (H. R. 4911) to 
amend the Federal Crop Insurance A 
with Senate amendments thereto, 
agree to the Senate amendments, 
agree to the conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re; 
the title of the bill. 

The Clerk reported the title of the 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the genticman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Chair appointed the foll 
conferees: Mr. FLANNAGAN, Mr. Cot OLEY 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN, Mr. Hope, and Mr. 
AvucusT H. ANDRESEN. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 
The SPEAKER. Yesterday the Sen- 
ate passed many bills, House bills with 
Senate amendments. The clerks at t] e 
desk cannot go through these bills rap- 
idly, so any action with reference to them 
will be delayed until later in the day. 
FACT FINDERS ACT 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask ur 
imcus consent to file a supplemental re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 4808) to amen adit 
Fact Finders Act, for printing under the 
rule, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

There was no objection. 

WIDOWS AND ORPHANS BILL 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Sreaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my 
remarks and to include therein a ccpy of 
the bill H. R. 1744. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 

ssippi? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. RANKIN addressed the Hou 
His remarks appear in the Appen 
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SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE 
F. C. C—PERMISSION 


N TO FILE REPORT 
Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, by direc- 


tion of the Select Committee to Investi- 
gate the Federal Communications Com- 
mission I ask unani aa consent that 
notwithstanding any sible adjourn- 
ment of the House this committ: 2e may 
have until midnight on January 2, 1945, 
to file a report with the Clerk of the 
House. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, as 
I understand, this is simply a request 
from this committee for permission to 
file a report? 





Mr. PRIEST. Yes; to filea report with | 


the Clerk of the House on or before the 
i of January next. 

1e SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 


i LAC SOCC : 

There was no objection. 
REHABILITATION OF THE PHYSICALLY 

HANDICAPPED 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman fron 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, as chair- 
man of the Subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Lebor Investigating Aid to the 
Physically Handicapped, created under 
House Resolution 230, I have been in- 
structed by the committee to file a report, 
which I shall do today, covering the 
activities of the Subcommittee Investi- 
eating Aid to the Physically Handi- 
capped. 

Mr. Speaker, the objective we feel we 
should achieve is the formulation of a 
program which should result in the per- 
manent integration of the millions of 
physically handicapped into the normal 
cial and economic life of the Nation. 

In our work thus far we have heard 
rom the handicapped and from those 
whose interest and occupation is the 
care and assistance of the handicapped. 
From all comes the same complaint—no 
knowledge about the problem, no infor- 
mation among the handicapped as to 

it facilities are available, no plan, and 
no program. 

On the other hand, we read in our 
daily papers about the great need for 
} 1power—this when we have about 
3,000,000 physically handicapped persons 
registered with Federal vocational reha- 
itation and placement agencies. 

To restore these people we must de- 

velop devices to educate employers as to 

t r qualifications and abilities, studies, 

and surveys to show how the handi- 

capped perform on the job—how they 

compare with the nonhandicapped as to 
dent frequency, productivity, and ab- 
teeism. 

F.gures placed before the subcommit- 
tee show that handicapped persons are 
rehabilitated at an average cost of less 
than $200; that in 1 year some 44,000 
handicapped persons increased individ- 
ual earnings from around $150 per year 
to $1,700 per year. 

No national survey and study has ever 
been made with our goal in sight. We 
have made a beginning, but we have 
much more to do. 

At this time I want to take the oppor- 
tunity to express to the subcemmittee 
members and the staff my deep appre- 
ciation of their work and untiring as- 


sistance. 


f 





PERMISSION TO DECLARE RECESSES 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that for the bal- 
ance of the week it may be in order for 
the Chair to declare a recess of the 
House subject to the call of the Chair, 
xc 601 





The SPEAKER. 
the request of the 


caechiicett<c? 
eaCilu Ube 


Is there objection to 
entleman from Mas- 


There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consen: to ex- 
tend my remarks in two instances: In 
one to include two telegrams and in the 
other extension to include a speech de- 
livered by Grover Loening. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. ToLan asked and was given per- 
mission to extend his remarks in the 
REcorD and to include an editorial.) 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in 2 separate matters, one on 
the subject of environmental protection 
in which I wish to include a speech de- 
livered by Colonel Doriot of the Quarter- 
master General's Office. The Govern- 
ment Printing Ofiice advises me it will 
cost $156. In the other I wish to include 
a statement from the Wall Street Jour- 
nal. The Government Printing Office 
advises me this will cost $41.60. 

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding the 
cost, without objection it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the REcorpD and 
to include therein a letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

‘here was no objection. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, 
unanimous consent that my col 
the gentleman from California Mr. 
PouLSON! may Nave permission to extend 
his remarks in the Recorp and to include 
an item on the Japanese situation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
hree unanimous consent requests, first 
hat I may be permitted to extend my 1 
marks in the Recorp in reference to the 

widows’ pension act, next to extend n 

remarks in the Recorp with reference to 

the food situation in America and finally 
to extend my remarks and to include an 
editorial 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the requests of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’HARA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the Recorp 
and to include en editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

| There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
inanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to extend my remarks 
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The SPEAKER. Is there <¢ tion 

the request of the gentleman Irom Mich- 


There was no objection 
Mr. CrRawFrorp addr d the H 
His remarks appear in the Appendix. } 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I 
mous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. MIL- 
LER] may have permission to extend his 
remarks in the Appendix of the Recorp 
and include a letter and certain excerpt 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ne- 
bré 
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here was no objection 

Mr. SMITH of Wiscon 
er, I ask unanimous consent toa extend 
my own remarks in the Recorp and t 
include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMES of Washington. Mr. 
Speal.er, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude therein an article from the Colum- 
bia Basin Herald, published at Moses 
Lake, Wash 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

I 


equest of the gentleman from Wash- 


sin. Mr. Spe } 


There was no object 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and to include therein an 
address by the Secretary of State, and 
also an address by the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of Panama. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

e request of the gentleman from New 
There \ no obit 


Mr. STIGLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanin consent to extend my remark 
in the Recorp and include a statement 
by Judge N. B. Johnson, president, Na- 
tional Congress of American Indians, 
made to the Subcommittee on Indian 
Affairs of the House, at Oklahoma City, 
November 21, 1944 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the } t of the gent from Okla- 
ho! Mr. STIGLE 

\ no op) 
E < REI TERANS ¢ 
V RLD V NO. 1 
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There was no obj 
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secretary and I went cut there. There 

was only a ard at the door. We told 

him we wanted to see the files in order to 

look after a veteran’s claim. He said, 

“Go on upstairs and see if you can find 
We went up there and fortunately 

» did find the file. There was nobody 
there to assist us. 

Mr. Speaker, there are millions of dol- 
lars involved in the First World Wa 
j » old fil While this building 
may be fireproof, after all those papers 
can catch fire where they are now stored. 
I believe Congress should look into this 
matter. Weshould not risk all those val- 
uable papers of the First World War by 
having them stored in a garage. 

The other day a messenger had to be 


sent out there from the Veterans’ Bu- 
reau to get the files in another claim in 
order to prove a case. This matter, in 


my opinion, ought to be taken up by 
the Veterans’ Committee, looked into and 
better provision made for the filing of 
these valuable papers. Surely these 
claims of World War No. 1 and the mil- 
lions of claims from the present World 
War No. 2 should be provided protection 
against loss by fire and other hazards. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the REcorp and to 
include two radio addresses recently de- 
livered by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that my colleague 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Patman] 
may be permitted to extend his own re- 
marks in the Appendix of the Rrecorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

STORAGE OF RECORDS OF VETERANS OF 
WORLD WAR NO. 1 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very glad that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. REEpD] has 
brought to the attention of the House the 
deplorable condition of the buildings in 
which the very valuable veterans’ files 
have been placed. We all know that by 
reason of fire losses oftentimes informa- 
tion cannot be secured to establish serv- 
ice connection. Iam sure the gentleman 
from Mississippi |{Mr. RANKIn], chairman 
of the Veterans’ Committee, of which I 
am ranking minority member, will be 
very glad to look into the matter. I hope 
‘the gentleman from New York has al- 
ready taken that matter up with General 
Hines, of the Veterans Administration. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. LaAFOLLETTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 


CONG 
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marks in the Recorp and include 
editorials. 

The SPEAKER. 
the 1 
ana? 

There was no objection. 

STORAGE OF GOVERNMENT RECORDS 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minutes 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, for 
years I have been trying to have a build- 
ing constructed in the District of Colum- 
bia for the use of every Government de- 
partment and agency where inactive but 
not obsolete files can be placed. That 
matter was advanced until a special 
committee from the executive branch 
was appointed, this during the days that 
Admiral Peoples was Chief of the Pro- 
curement Division. That committee, by 
one majority, voted to use money that 
was available to put up some shelves in 
the center of The Archives Building in- 
stead of constructing a suitable building 
where files could be stored. There are 
valuable files all over Washington inac- 
tive but not obsolete such as the gentle- 
man from New York referred to. The 
Comptroller General’s office has stored 
very valuable records in about 20 differ- 
ent buildings. If they were destroyed, 
there is no telling the cost to this Gov- 
ernment. This is not the job of the 
Veterans Committee, but it is the job of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds that has jurisdiction to recom- 
mend legislation to authorize such a 
building. 

This matter was thoroughly discussed 
at many conferences. The thought was 
that it should not be a monumental 
structure but more of a warehouse with 
several subbasements about 10 stories 
high and covering about 2 city blocks. 
There was no necessity to place this build- 
ing, say, in the Mall. It was suggested 
that it would not be necessary to have any 
mahogany or walnut fixtures. In fact it 
would not be necessary to construct 
rooms on any of the floors except proba- 
bly on the main floor where each de- 
partment and agency could have an office 
with a telephone. 

It was thought that heavy wire screen- 
ing could be used on the various floors 
to enclose the space allotted to the 
agency or department with suitable locks 
on the doors to prevent anyone from 
disturbing the files. 

The file clerk or clerks assigned to this 
warehouse would immediately get files 
when called upon by the department or 
agency and dispatch those files by mes- 
sengers who could use motorcycles. 

Only documents that are obsolete 
insofar as Government use is concerned 
are sent to The Archives. The depart- 
ments and agencies retain records, al- 
though inactive, that might be called for 
from time to time. 

It was estimated that over 25 percent 
of the space used by Government de- 
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partments and agencies was taken 
vith files of this character and the: 
there would be a great saving in spac 
such a warehouse was constructed. 

This really is a very important mat 
if not an emergency matter because th 
will be a tremendous accumulation 
files that cannot be immediately « 
stroyed when this emergency is over : 
we should have a concrete building 
thing along the line I have suggesied 
house such files. 

PALESTINE RESOLUTION 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the Hoi 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. WricHt addressed the Hou 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 

G. H. GARNER 


Mr. KEOGH submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 1963) for the relief of G. H. 
Garner: 








CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
1963) for the relief of G. H. Garner having 
met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered (1). 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered (1), and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the figures 
$2,500" insert the figures “$1,750”. 

And agree to the same. 

JOHN JENNINGS, JT., 
T. G. ADERNETHY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
E. V. ROBERTSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House, at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, on the amendment of the Senate 
to H. R. 1963, for the relief of G. H. Garner, 
submit the following statement in explana- 
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon 
and recommended in the accompanying re- 
port. 

The bill as passed the House appropriated 
to G. H. Garner the sum of $2,500 for personel 
injuries as a result of an automobile accident 
on November 10, 1941, near Montgomery, Ala. 

The Senate reduced the amount to $1,250 
and at the conference a compromise of $1,750 
was agreed upon. 

EUGENE J. KEOGH, 

TuHos. G. ABERNETITY, 

JOHN JENNINGS, Jr., 
Lianagers On the part of the House, 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the conference report on 
the’ bill (H. R. 1963). 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report, 
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I RADLEY ¢ I { i ; 
é liect if he ¢ n+] . mn frat WI wy a. . ; : i - 
I iC oi the gentieman irom New the House. His remarks appear il ij r 

. . ; 

F eer Appendix. ] ‘ i 
lnere Ws no obiection. AMENDING RECLAMATION PROJI r ACT ‘ ; : , I i = enltt. 
ry’ ‘ shave dee + £4 oe? avd Ate 4t4 Ld Ae a’ » s 4 Ps 
rhe Clerk read the statement. pur ect ‘ ! been 

OF 1 ) ; ‘ I 


The conference report was agreed to. ( ped i to | part cf 


4 motion to reconsider was laid on the Mr. WHITE submi 1 the 1o.i0wing } e f f 
] conference report and statement on the t to ther in making the 
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meet its responsibilities unde e Constitu- 
tion his stud hall include, but shall not 
be limited to, the organization and operation 
of each House of the Congress; the relation- 
ship between the two House the relation- 
ships between the Congress and other 
branches of the Government; the employ- 
ment nd remuneration of sonnel by the 
Members and the committees of the Con- 
pre and the structure of, and the relation- 
ships between, the various standing, special, 
and select committees of the Cor 3: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this concurrent reso- 
lution shall be construed to authorize the 
committee to recommend any amendment to 
or change in the parliamentary rules gov- 
erning proceedings in either House. 

Sec. 3. (a) The committee, or any duly au- 
thorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized 


to sit and act at such places and times during 
the sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods 
of the Seventy-eighth Congress, to require ry 


subpena or otherwise the attendance of such 
witnesses and the product 
papers, and documents, to administer such 
oaths, to take such testimony, to procure 
such printing and binding, and to make such 
expenditures as it deems advisable. The cost 
of stenographic services to report such hear- 
ings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per 
hundred words 

(b) The committee is empowered to ap- 
point and fix the compensation of such ex- 
perts, consultants, technicians, and clerical 
and stenographic assist as it deems nec- 
essary and advisable, but the compensation 
60 fixed shall not exceed the compensation 


ion of such books, 


ants 


prescribed under the Classification Act of 
1923, as amended, for comparable duties. 
The committee may utilize such voluntary 
and uncompensated services as it deems 
necessary and is authorized to utilize the 
services, information, facilities, and person- 
nel of the departments and agencies of the 
Government. 


(c) The expenses of the committee, which 
shall not exceed $10,000, shall be paid one- 
half from the contingent fund of the Senate 


and one-half from the contingent fund of 
the House of Representatives upon vouchers 
signed by the chairman. 


(d) The committee shall report to the 
Senate and the House of Representatives the 
result of its study, together with its recom- 
mendations, within six months after the 
passage of this concurrent resolution and 
every six months thereafter until the com- 
pletion of its study. If the Senate, the House 
of Represontatives, or both, are in recess or 
have adjourned, the report shall be made 
to the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, or both, as 
the caSe may be. 


With the following committee amend- 
ments: 

On page 3, line 24, strike out all of sec- 
tion (c). 

On page 4, line 5, strike out “(d)” and in- 
sert “(c).” 

On page 4, line 7, after the comma, strike 
out the words “within 6 months after the 
passage of this concurrent resolution and 
every 6 months thereafter until the com- 
pletion of its study” and insert the words 
“not later than April 1, 1945.” 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 min- 
utes to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Monroney]. 

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks and also to revise and 
extend the remarks of my colleague 
the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Voornts! at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa? 

There was no objection, 


CONGR 
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Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ap- 
preciate opportunity given me by the 
members of the Rules Committee, and 
the leadership of the House, to take up at 
this late date the proposal of the Sen- 
ate Concurrent Resolution 23, to study 
ways to modernize the organization and 
the machinery of the Congress. 

The fact that during the past session 
over 32 individual bills have been intro- 
duced by Members of Congress propos- 
ing various improvement in the House 
machinery, in our equipment and in our 


ne 
Lilt 


way of doing business,I believe is illus- 
trative of the interest of the Members 
of Congress in the necessity for improv- 


ing and strengthening this organization. 
CONGRESS IS COEQUAL 
It is fundamental, I believe, that the 
framers of the Constitution intended the 
Congress to be a coequal branch of our 
Federal Government. It is mentioned 
first in the Constitution, and I believe 
more often in that document than any 
other of the three branches of Govern- 
ment. Yet we find the Congress for the 
past 20 years remaining almost static in 
its equipment and resources fc: doing its 
job, to cope with the problems that have 
become increasingly more confusing and 
complex. 
STRUCTURE COMPLETED IN 


When you consider that the last real 
organization of the House 01 committee 
structure, which, of course, is the work- 
shop of the House, was virtually com- 
pleted in 1893, I believe you will agree 
with me that it is at least time for the 
Congress to study ways of improving its 
own operation, and to give it added 
streneth to keep up with the new and 
manifold problems heaped upon us. 

Consider, if you will, the condition in 
1893, when the committee set-up, and 
most of the staffing was completed, and 
you will see that the appropriations for 
that year totaled $314,000,000. Our job 
this year involved the appropriation of 
$78,000,000,000. Our machinery is carry- 
ing this load that is 230 times greater 
than the load it was designed to carry. 

CONGRESS NEEDS NEW TOOLS 


The difficulty with Congress is not in 
its constitutional authority. It is in the 
tools that Congress has supplied itself 
with to do the job. The Congress is lit- 
erally trying to serve as the board of 
directors—the comptroller—of the big- 
gest business in the world—with hope- 
lessly outmoded tools and organization. 

The machinery that Congress has was 
once adequate. It was adequate in those 
gay nineties when the chief problems be- 
fore us were in the determination of what 
cities would get new post-office buildings, 
or what few harbors would be deep- 
ened or whether a slight revision would 
be made in the tariff laws. Those were 
the chief tasks before the Congress when 
the machinery in use today “unctioned 
adequately. 

Today Congress allots the funds for a 
business a hundred times bigger than 
General Motors, Ford, and the United 
States Steel all put together. It raises 
forty-five billions in taxes that affect 
every kusiness and every worker. It ad- 
ministers an insurance program many 
hundred times bigger than any of our 
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great insurance firms and does a ban 
business that would make Wall ¢s 
look like a country bank. It cd 
job practically with a quill pen an 
old-fashioned bookkeeper’s ledger. 
from the mammoth business opera 
it has the important function of 
laws that affect world peace, the far: 
labor, investments, and business of 
kinds. 

PENNY-WISE AND POUND-FOOLISH 

In my opinion we have been pennv- 
wise and pound-foolish not to insist 
this important branch of the Go, 
ment be as well equipped for effici 
and facts as American ingenuity 
make it. 

The job has outgrown the capacity | 
Congress to adequately meet its con . 
tional duty without extra tools, eq ‘i 
ment, and help. Congress is impo: 
for our liberty and our freedom and 
our purse. Yet it costs only half as m: 
to operate the entire legislative p! 
that is the House and the Senate, as 
does to run the Office of Indian Aff 
All of the salaries of Members of Con- 
gress, their clerk hire, their commit 
staffs, their investigators, and even t] 
travel cost a total of $13,000,000. 
Office of Indian Affairs costs $27,000,000, 


FUBLIC DEMANDS EFFICIENCY 


I believe the people of this country 
turning more to Congress in a fee! 
and hope that through the strength : 
an effective use of legislative authorit: 
an efficient Congress we will keep 
spirit of democracy and public int 
alive in this vast Government of o1 
Consider for a moment if you will that 
aside from the Members of the Senate 
and the House, that today, of the 3,00),- 
000 officials and employees of the Fed- 
eral Government who exercise varyi: 
degrees of authority over our life 

_freedom, there are only 2 other men who 
are elected by vote of the people. 


LINE OF DEMOCRACY WEARS THIN 


The line of democracy wears very thin 
as it reaches down through the vast Fed- 
eral departments, and I believe that only 
through improving the strength and 
ability of Congress to meet this challenge 
can we hope to bring more effecti 
public interest to bear on the operation 
and working of the Federal machine. 

Consider if you will for a moment 2 
few of these comparisons. Take the very 
important job of writing the laws that 
we pass. Every Member sitting before 
me today knows that more than 90 per- 
cent of the laws considered by this House 
are drafted not here on Capitol Hill, not 
by our own drafting legislative service, 
but are drafted by men downtown in the 
departments. The very departments to 
be regulated and governed by the laws 
we pass prepare the language of the laws 
that are to govern them. I believe it is 
time for Congress to survey this situa- 
tion here. We have been penny-wise and 
pound-foolish, 

STAFF OF FIVE DRAFTSMEN 


Consider if you will the iegislating 
drafting service in the House. Perhaps 
it is as efficient a branch of the Congress 
as we have, and yet they employ 5 mem- 
bers today in drafting the legislation for 
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In the Senate only 3 are 
this important job. Yet 
have in the Solicitor’s 
the Department of Agriculture 
0 employees costing this Govern- 
1600,090 a year. Yet we limit 
s to $83,000 for the important 
his legislative drafting. 
not only in draftsmanship, 
to advise Congress from a pure 
idefiled source of information on 
1ifold world problems Congress 
in the next 4 years, are badly 
the Hill. We have literally 
1 most freely for the depart- 
of the executive branch of the 
! to equip itself with thou- 
searchers, and statis- 


n we 


e aw af 
> OL EXPerts, re 


H INFORMATION IS SLANTED 

iness has equipped itself with all 
f experts to put this information 
re the Congress. But here we sit, a 
ry of the gaslight days, .without 
ay of finding out and determining 
truth in research data and statistics 
from interested depart- 
downtown and those which come 
ure groups or business organl- 

ns that are seeking legislation. 
brief comparison might be inter -t- 
yecause one of the big jobs that Con- 
{ will have in the post-war period 
will be to try to bring some financial sta- 
bility out of the muddled world affairs. 
The Banking and Currency Committee 
of this House and of the Senate will have 
a tremendous job dealing not with mil- 
lions but billions of dollars in trying to 
restore post-war monetary stability; yet 
e Congress has one expert employed 
the ] lative drafting service, our 
ource of completely unbiased in- 
mation on world monetary problems. 
one expert on banking and currency 
s employed at a salary of $2,600 a year. 


IGN COMMERCE EXPERT—$3,200 


come 


Tr} " 
ne 2 .1 Th 


=n and domestic commerce un- 
ubtedly will be of great importance to 
this Nation and to the world in the 
st-war pericd. On the decisions of 
is Congress will rest much of the suc- 
of our national policy. Yet the 
ibrary of Congress, in the legislative 
service, has one expert in foreign and 
comestic commerce on whose judgment 
and wh advice we can rely for sta- 
tistics and unbiased information. He 
draws $3,200 a year. 

The situation can be analyzed on down 
through these various groups. You will 
find the almust microscopic size of the 
legislative research service which is our 
only source of completely unbiased in- 
formation. They do their best to or- 
ganize, brief, and submit this informa- 
tion to Congress. 


AHA DA 


VOLUMES OF INFORMATION COMPILED 

It is not able to carry even a fraction 
of the load the Members have a right to 
expect it to carry. Literally, great 
amounts of the information gathered by 
the departments downtown, compiled in 
vast volume by business interests, and by 
special economic studies flows past Cap- 
ito} Hill almost like the Mississippi River. 
Yet we cannot ladle out of this vast 
stream of information even a teaspoonful 
to be of assistance to the Congress, Over 


there within one block is the Library of 
Congress with all that iniormation on 
file, indexed, and convenient for use. It 
is necessary only to add a ht addi- 
tional staff to properly o1 ind brief 
information needec p 
to keep them in 

and important 


S 


of st 

yuld be vastly impro\ 
e are penny-wise in 1 

el for each maj 
mittee of the House, of caliber equ 
any of the general counsel in th 
partments downtown; and I believe 
standing committees should be fu 
strengthened so they can deal intell 
gently with these problems that come 
before them by having perhaps an ex- 
pert or two to help them. 

One other important point I bel 
this resolution covers is that of a careful 
study to find how the relationship be- 
tween the departments downtown and 
the Congress itself can be improved. The 
Members present on the floor know that 
not for 8, 10, or 12 years, but for more 
than 20 years, this gulf between the de- 
partments and the Congress has been 
widening 


coun 


lieve 


Until Congress finds a way to bring 
national public interest to bear on the 
operation of this vast governmental ma- 
chine you will find us stripped of any 
real and lasting influence on the opera- 
tion of this Government save by passing 
extraordinary laws. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma has expired. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 ad- 
ditional minutes to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. MONRONEY. I believe it would 
be possible to strengthen the standing 
committees of this House so that they 
could continue their interest in the laws 
they pass and how they are administered. 
We should not only give birth to a law 
but we should continue our interest in it 
to find out what happens to that law 
after it is laid on the doorstep of the 
departments downtown. 

An additional and competent staff in 
the standing committees would help 
strengthen the Congress in that respect. 
It seems to me this at least deserves 
careful study by the House and by the 
Senate. 

BIPARTISAN STUDY NEED 

I believe also that this bipartisan 
study should find ways and means to 
strengthen the organization of the Con- 
gress, by regrouping and consolidating 
a few committees if mecessary, to 
strengthen a few of the crucial! commit- 
tees, perhaps by making them major 
committees. We should rearrange the 
staff of those which must carry extra 
heavy work and responsibility in rela- 
tionship to the job they have to do. 

It seems patent to me that without a 
firm determination by Congress itself to 
improve its own machinery, that nothing 
will be done. Yet, we have been talking 
for many sessions that we ought to 
strengthen the Congress. Bear in mind 


l 
T 
I 


e the 
and 
and to im- 
I hi ween the two 
It is biparti its nature and 
only at const? toe : we 
ti n ol 
on of demo 
t. conside 
is the pe1 
of the member 
ency is a public trust 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklah¢e 
tleman vield for a brief 

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield 
tleman from Oklahoma, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. 
listened with unusual inte! 
informative and construc 
of my brilliant and 
gentleman from Oklah 

late him up 


that his 
with no vi DI 
tribute to him and to his t 
I sincerely hope and | hat the 
pending resolution will be adopted with- 
out any ition. Permit me to add 
that, in my judgment, this is one of the 
most important steps m by the House 
of Representatives d 
rvice in the®Coners 
Mr. MONRONEY. I thank 
man for his contribut 
further point I wan 
tion of the 
we ciose 
In all 
once enJjo\ 
and no kk : 
were able to destroy the representati 
and parliamentary ems of govern- 
ment, these parliamentary systems had 
largely destroyed themselves on account 
of their inability to meet the ch 
and to carry the load which had been 
thrust upon them. 
The SPEAKER. 
tleman has expired. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I am very glad that this resolu- 
tion introduced by our able colleague Ane 


eli ve tl { tne 


oppo 
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allenge 


The time 
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gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mon- 
RONEY], is before the House. I think it 
should pass the House unanimously. 


This is as important an undertaking 

the Congress has embarked upon for 
many decades. 

If this committee does its work as 
effectively as I am confident it will, the 
ultimate result will be to equip the Con- 
gress with such sources of accurate, com- 
piete, and independent information, with 
such machinery for following through 
the administration of the laws it passes, 
as will assure to the Congress its coequal 
and coordinate position in the scheme of 
American government, upon the main- 
tenance of which the whole future of con- 

itutional government in this and other 
nations may well depend. 

The job of government today is tre- 
mendously more complex, tremendously 
nore difficult than it was even 30 or 40 
years ago. 

In every nation of the world where 
democratic government, and with it indi- 
vidual liberty, have been lost, those things 
have been lost because of the fact that 
the national legislature in that nation 
declined in prestige and in its ability to 
cope with the problems that the country 
faced. For one reason or another the 
national iegislature was not doing the 
kind of job that a national legislature 
ought to do. 

What is that job? In the first place, 
it is to be the source of legislation and 
of law, to be the body which conceives 
legislation, not without help, it is true, 
not without suggestion from the execu- 
tive department or from other sources, or 
from the people, or from pressure groups, 
if you will, but the source of legislation 
nonetheless so that legislation when 
passed by that legislature bears indelibly 
the stamp of the collectiv> action of that 
legislature upon it. 

In the second place, the function of a 
national legislature is to see that the laws 
it passes are carried out in accordance 
with its own intent. 

In the third place, as that national 
legislature faces the problems of modern 
government, it is inevitable that it must 
make certain grants of power to the ex- 
ecutive, but as it does so it has one pri- 
mary duty to its own constitutional posi- 
tion and to constitutional government. 
That duty is to see to it that trose grants 
of power are guarded so that it may 
never be in doubt that thé only sources 
of executive power that can possibly be 
valid are; one, the constitution of the 
nation itself; and two, a specific grant of 
power by the Congress. 

There is not any source from which 
the executive can properly derive power 
except those sources. What shall we do 
about it? What is our problem? What 
shall we try to do? I think that there 
are a number of things that need doing. 

The first of them is the absolute neces- 
sity for Congress to have complete, ex- 
pert, factual sources of information. By 
that I do not mean just the information 
we get because we ask for it. I mean 
a staff of people on the pay roll of Con- 
gress, and responsible to nobody but 
Congress, who will not only get infor- 
mation that Congress requests but who 
will anticipate the course of necessary 
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legislative action and be prepared ahead 
of time to testify before committees with 
that information, just the same as rep- 
resentatives of Government departments 
are prepared to testify, and who will be 
in every sense of the word the research 
steff of the Congress of the United States. 
I do not think anybody will question that 
we have to have that. 

There are ramifications of that. I 
would expect in the course of time that 
certain people from the staff would be 
working in certain fields and would in- 
evitably be attached to certain specific 
commiitees and be, as it were, those com- 
mittees’ experts. 

Without tnese independent sources of 
complete factual information, the Con- 
gress will find it impossible to do its 
fundamental job, which is to develop 
continuously a sufficiently constructive 
and complete legislative program to meet 
the needs of the United States. There 
are people in this Nation who identify 
executive action with progress and con- 
gressional action merely with the block- 
ing of action—saying “No.” The reason 
this is true is primarily, in my judgment, 
because the Congress has not seen this 
one important fact—that under the 
American form of government, when an 
executive proposal is refused by the 
Congress, the Congress immediately 
must assume the responsibility for put- 
ting its own constructive proposal in the 
place of that executive proposal. Our 
Government.does not work like the Brit- 
ish Government. In Britain, when that 
happens, the ministry falls and there is 
an election. But in our Government, if 
Congress negates an executive proposal 
for the meeting of a certain problem, the 
responsibility for finding an answer to 
that problem immediately passes to Cap- 
itol Hill. I think we have to see that. 
I think the chief position of the Con- 
gress in the Government of America and 
before the American people’s eyes will 
depend upon the effectiveness with which 
the Congress is able, on its own motion 
and by its own legislative action, to meet 
the needs of the Nation. 

The second point on which I believe 
we could take action now relates to the 
problem of delegation of power and 
grants of power. I said in the beginning 
that whenever a national legislature has 
declined ir its position in the govern- 
ment, or has lost its equal position in 
government, from that time on the basic 
freedoms of the nation have been im- 
periled, and I think the reason is quite 
obvious, for in the absence of effective 
action by the national legislature, in the 
absence of that national legislature hold- 
ing on to grants of power and seeing to 
it that those grants of power are not 
abused but are made sufficiently specific 
so the legislature knows exactly what is 
happening, in the absence of that type 
of action, the executive departments will 
be making rules and regulations which 
have the force of law itself, and becom- 
ing therefore not only a law-enforcing 
body but a lawmaking body as well. 

I do not need to go into a lot of lurid 
phrases about what that situation is. 
That situation means the concentration 
of government power in one branch of 
government, and that is not democratic 
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government. It is a threat to the | 
liberties of the people. 

I think there need be no differenc: 
opinion that we have to do somethi 
this field, and I think that the key t 
has already been suggested. Here it 
When Congress passes a law the j 
Congress is not complete. When C 
gress passes a law it remains for Con 
to see to it that that law is carried o\ 
accordance with the intent of Con: 
when it was passed. And if it be ala 
which grants of power are included, 
many instances it will undoubtedly 
then it is necessary that the Coner 
have machinery whereby it can k: 
check upon whether or not those gra: 
of power are abused or exceeded, ; 
whether the exercise of such rule-maki! 
power as is granted to an execu 
agency is exercised within the limits p 
scribed by the Congress or not. 

I think you know I am very far from 
having any hostility toward any execu- 
tive department of the Government. 
would like to see Congress get away from 
special committees that are set up be- 
cause we get angry at somebody. What! 
would like to see is a continuing rela- 
tionship between the legislative and the 
executive whereby we will 1.o0t wait until 
we think some department or agency is 
all wrong and then set up a committee to 
find out how bad it is, but whereby from 
day to day and month to month the Con- 
gress will have its means of Keeping in 
touch with the Executive and just as sx 
as it feels that a law is not being admin- 
istered in accordance with congressional 
intent, a bill can be brought in to amend 
the basic act to prevent that from hap- 
pening. 

There will be found times when an 
executive agency is set up and Congr 
has put in the beginning of the bill that 
such an agency is created for the purpose 
of solving a certain problem, when \ 
may not have equipped that agency with 
the necessary tools to solve that problem, 
and it may be necessary for Congress to 
specifically empower that agency to do 
things which it was not originally em- 
powered to do. In any case, the thing 
that we must have—and I do not think 
there will be must disagreement about 
this—is the assumption of a new func- 
tion on the part of Congress, namely, the 
function of continuously reviewing the 
actions of the executive agencies to see to 
it that the law is carried out in accord- 
ance with congressional intent. 

I hope that it will not be out of place 
for me to call attention to my own reso- 
lution, House Resolution 60, which I in- 
troduced in January of last year, which 
proposes to do the same job precisely ex- 
cept that it proposes the job shall be done 
by all standing committees of the 
House—that each standing committee 
shall do the job of reviewing the action 
of the executive agencies regarding 
which that standing committee passed 
laws. In other words, the Banking and 
Currency Committee would do it with 
regard to the O. P. A. or the Reconstruc- 
tion Finance Corporation. The Agricul- 
tural Committee would do it with regard 
to the Department of Agriculture, and so 
on. Ionly suggest that because if you do 
believe it is too big a job for one commit- 








tee to do, it seems to me that my pro- 
I il in House Resolution 60 is the an- 
cwer. That resolution would mean that 
committees of Congress would have 
sibility not only for the enactment 
| ation, but for seeing to it that 
e legistation is carried out in accord- 
with congressional intent. That, in 
judgment, will go a long way toward 
ding a misunderstanding between 
executive and legislative branches. 


I hope and believe that all the problems 

} ed with the job of Congress me 
hich I have discussed here, will re- 

e the careful attention of the m- 

1 to be appointed. Iam certain that 
of this aon will come guidance 


I we can measurably strengthen 
work of this Congress so that there 
] 1uestion about its remaining 
} test legislative body in the world. 
Mr. CO&%. Mr. Speaker, I now yield 
0 minutes to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr NER] to be reyielded | 
him as ~ > sees fit. 


Ree RATOVWONTE 
vil MICHENER. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the Se from Illi- 
nois [Mr. DirKSEN] who has introduced 
olution along this 3 li ne and has given 
much study to the matter. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I wonder 
how fresh there is in the minds of the 
I bers the experience we had a few 
’ ago when we were the recipients 
of bundles for Congress? I wonder if 
u remember with some degree of acute- 
the awiul pasting we tcok in the 
press onthe Xcards. That is not so lons 
ago. That was probably a part of the 
feeling in the country concerning the 
] ative branch of our Government 
it is a matter that should disturb 
everyone W _ has pride in this body. 
Iam not too happy about the comments 
that appear in the newspapers and are 
heard over the radio about the compe- 
ten f the Members of Congress. The 
were considering a resolu- 
I ling with additional clerk hire 
and that night no less a commentator 
than Lowell Thomas remarked on the 
fact, with some levity, that maybe Con- 
gressmen because they were seeking more 
clerk hire and more pay might be called 
upen to sell apples on the street in the 
] 
] 
v 
t 





t-war period. It is a part of the 
ture in the discussion that has de- 

‘oped over a period of time, concerning 
he efficacy cf Congress and its place in 
public esteem. 

Let me refresh you brieily on some 
of the titles to this literature that have 
come to my attention in recent days. 

There is, for instance, the critique of 
Charles Beard and Mary Beard, 
brated historians, on Congress as 
Power. There was a full-scale work by 
John T. Flynn, Meet Your Congress. 
Mr. Pendleton Herring, who has been a 
student of legislative procedure, has 
writtcn a book entitled “The Politics of 
Dei mocracy,” in which he deals with 

ress. “Al fred E. Smith, of late and 
ment d m-mory, wrote a very interest- 

nous 4 I ntith d “The Citizen and His 
G yvernme nt.’ Roland Young, secretary 
to a Senate committee for a long time, 
wrote a rather provocative work entitled 
“This Is Congress.” If you examine the 
literature in the periodicals in the last 
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year or two you will find titles such as 
these: “Stop Kicking Congress Around,’ 
which appeared in American Mercury; 
‘Rebellion on Capitol Hill” and also “Hot 
S ats,” which appeared in llier’s; 
‘Progressives in Congress,” which ap- 
peared in Common Sense magazine; “On 
Reforming Congress,” which appeared in 
the magazine known as Fré rl 
“How the House of Representativ 
Works” and “How the Senate Works, 
which appeared in the magazine called 
Glamour; “Congress Has a Post-war 








+ L 
Plan which appeared in Harpel 
“Coneress F: the People,” which was 
written by R L. Strout and appeared in 
the Independent Woman. Life maga- 
zine carried a series of articles by Roger 
Butterfield under the title of “Is It Tru 
What They Say About C ress?”’: tl 
New Republic, which has been 1 4 
critic of this body, writes under the ti 


ess As Usual.’ 





York 
ecnes, an r l i 
not only evince the abiding interest ir 
Congress but in the lar 
Congress that is in truth and in fact a 
completely coordinate branch of govern- 
ment. 

There has been a lot of withering and 
constructive criticism. Some of it has 
been on the malicious side. But the 
has been much on the constructive side, 
moved by an earnest desire for congres- 
sional improvement, and it is high time 
hat we turn the searchlight on our- 
selves. Ve have investi; 
and everybody except ourselves. We 
have investigated the cost of the Penta- 
gon Building and we have made money 
ble for research in the develop- 
ment of thrips on onions. We have in- 
vestigated everybody from Fannie Per- 
kins to Sidney Hillman, but we have not 
investigated ourselves. It is no wonder 
that George Creel wrote in Colliers a 
year or more ago that these were ox-cart 
days so far as the legislative branch is 
id that there is ox-cart and 


‘oncerned, ar 
horse-and-bugzy technique, when at the 
branch itis a 





er interest of 


sated everything 





other end of the excutive 
16-cylinder technique that is bur 
high-octane gas. It is time that we 
measure up to our responsibilities in this 
So the 


ning 


whole structure of government. 
goon, and I think the 
time has come to investigate our own 
procedures, to streamline and to modern- 
ize them, to improve them, to simplify 
them and to strengthen them, to do those 
hings that the people of this country 
expect and the things that are a respon- 
sibility, because legislative power is in 
retreat in every section of the earth. 
There has not been an elec tion in 
Great Britain since 1935. In Brazil, 
Getulio Vargas, the President, sent the 
congress home. He said, in effect, “Go 
home; I do not need you.” That is the 
story in every section of the earth, and 
if we are going to be introspective now 
an id turn on the searchlight, we are faced 


searchlight must 


with this question of whether or not 
legislative power is in retreat and 
whether it is a period of exec 

tery in what we are pleased to call this 
great representative democracy, and 
whether popular government as we have 
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which we work, to modernize it, to make 
it a branch of Government which oper- 
f with speed and dispatch, to make it 
fulfill not only every responsibility which 
the Ci ution imp upon it, to make 
it function as the people expect and have 
a1 it to ¢ to make it so function 
that this will remain a government of 
law and not of men, to kee execu- 
tive neh in proper sphere, and to 
provide assurance that as the tides of 
commu m sweep over many areas of 
the earth ernment by the people as 
well as o f t! P ople will be maintained. 
There are 498 8 agencies of Government 
te You | 2,880,000 people work- 
ing on the civilian pay roll. That is tes- 
timony to the growth of Executive power 
and administrative power, where the in- 
terpretative power of the things we do 
here is delegated to somebody else who 
is not responsible to the electorate of the 
country and to whom we have to appeal 


and go hat in hand ofttimes in the hope 
that we can get an interpretation con- 
sonant with the intent of Congress that 
may aid our constituents. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time 
of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Illiinois. 


Mr. DIRKSEN. You remember the 
celebrated hosiery order in O. P. A. or 
W. P. B., some 14 pages in length, with 


logarithmic table ‘aa that sort of thing 
You probably could have built a cruiser 
01 a destroyer on the basis of the blue- 
et out there, the number of 
; that were to be put in the heel 
nd ap e toe of a woman’s hose, how much 
ould be sold for by large depart- 
Le t sto by small dry-goods stores, 
nd by chain stores at the various levels. 
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Tt One 
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of the results of delegated power. 

y there was not a Member of this 

fouse who did not call up the Adminis- 
or and raise a b fu s because the 
folks back home saw here the reaching 
of administrative power to the point 
wl it ba fair to put a lot of our 
people out iness. It is a fair illus- 
t n of the exc ; committed when 
broad powers are delegated and we are 
completely unequipped today to follc ow 
thre 10n the pov ; that we grant and 
make certain that the will and intent 
of the lawmaking branch is carried out. 
S y, 1a situation admits of rem- 
edy. Take a look at this whole scheme 
and ] ry weak we are. We are sup- 
I i to tiate ] lation. Do we do 
it? Int first s yn of the Seventy- 
hc ess 271 bills were drawn in 

the executive branch, not here, and those 


m to have priority 


behind them is admini ion 
I co we do our job of initiat- 
l mm? That is a fair question 
suse it is part of the responsibility of 


How well 
1 are we to do it? There is the 

r, Who are the first wit- 
imes the witnesses 
ymmittee? The very people to 
r is to be delegated and 
who will exercise it over the people of 
this country. Too often, the only wit- 
nesses from whom we derive information 
concerning 


bof! lati 


} S and o 


I 

I 

i 

becaust is pi 

the lawmaking branch. 
t 

j 

I only 
I 


ea c 


whom the pows 


| 


those who will wield the power and spend 
the money. Should there not be a re- 
liable and independent source of infor- 
mation at hand at all times before powers 
are granted or appropriations authorized 
which touch the pockets and the lives of 
é man, woman, and child in the 
land? It is fair then to ask why such 
; of data have not been made 
Are we doing a job when we 
it have independent sources of in- 
rmation dnd data so that we do not 
onstantly have to rely upon the infor- 


»~yalilahie 


mation h we get from the very people 
who are to be entrusted with the issu- 
ance of countless rules and regulations, 
orders and decrees which reach down to 
the humblest people in the land? 


How we 
there we 
could tell 


ll do we appropriate? I wish 
e an hour available because I 

ou a story of just exactly 
ing to happen on the 8th of 


January when the first subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations be- 
gins to take testimony on appropriation 
bills for the fiscal year 1946. We will 


be ranged on one side of the committee 
table. There will be a great procession 
of departmental heads and agency heads 
on the other. They will have their ex- 
perts and statisticians. We will not have 
anybody on our side to help quiz and 
cross-examine them, to help supply the 
data by which we may elicit the story so 
that we can better and more intelligent- 
ly appropriate the people’s dollars out 
of the Federal Treasury. I have said 
before that it is like trying a lawsuit 
without any witnesses and without any 
evidence. {ten, it seems like a fruit- 
less proceeding. One develops a sense 
of frustration about it at times. So 
there is a field now in which we can do 
something. We can retool and reequip 
ourselves for the business of initiating 
legislation because this is the exclusive 
legislative body in this Government. We 
can reequip ourselves to better legislate 
securing the information that is nec- 
eae on which to predicate our judg- 

1en bills go across this floor. We 
p ourselves the better to prop- 
te money and coordinate 
venue-raising and the revenue-spend- 
ing powers which we enjoy. May I say, 
n trust somebody may correct me 
if I am in error, I have served on the 
n e on Appropriations for a good 





by 

es 

m 

can equi 
erly ¢ — 
re 


many years. I have no recollection that 
there | ever been a joint meeting of 
the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Con e on Ways and Means dur- 
ing my service on the spending commit- 
t of the Congress. Is it not strange 
th we do not coordinate the work of 
both committees? Each committee 
travels its parate uncoordinated and 


independent way and as a result, do we 
ximum of efficiency in this 
field, which becomes more 
sturbing as the national debt 
e neighborhood of three hun- 
d thousand million dollars? 

In addition to the task of initiating 
legislation and policy, the task of prop- 
erly legislating, and the task of appro- 
priating public funds, it seems to me 
there devolves upon us a responsibility 
of supervising, to some degree at least, 


t the ma 
whole fi cal 
and more 
moves in th 


a bill or an appropriation are | the impact of legislation upon the whole 
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economic structure of the country, } 


example, we will delegate bro: 
to the Administrator of the On 


Price Administration. He spells it 
the best he knows how and gets out 
sands of regulations. They fall 
great weight upon this whole f 
integrated business structure of 
country. How ill equipped we are to 
whether they are carrying out the in 
of Congress! As testimony to that, j 
this week there was a decision of 
Supreme Court which nullified « 

the intent of Congress, and we pa 
bill just a day or two ago to roll back 
decision because it was not in con ! 
with the intent of Congress or the Con- 
stitution. We had a deficiency bill here 
last week where the Agricultural Ad- 
ministration had committed $13,000,009 
more than we authorized in the an: 
appropriation bill. It was clea 


iiy 


abuse of authority. There seemed to 
real unanimity. that those respon: 


should be disciplined and called to ac- 
count. But nothing was done. In 1 
opinion, the proclamation under 
Antiquities Act whereby Jackson H 
was taken over in Wyoming was a cl 
nullification of the intent of Cone: 
The action of the Interstate Comm 
Commission in reducing the exi 
apitalization of railroads is a comp! 
nullification of legislative intent and 
the gentleman from Alabama (I[Mr. 
Hosss] seeks to cure it by so modifyir 
the language of existing law that it can- 
not be done. These few examples which 
come to mind in recent days seem per- 
suasive enough that our whole job is n 
done when a law goes on the books. It 
needs policing to make certain that le - 
lative intent is carried out. But where 
are the tools to do it? Where is tl 
equipment? How long is this going to 
continue before we generate some re- 
spect for ourselves by supervising the 
things we authorize and translatin: them 
way down to where the dollar is fi 
expended? You see, that is part of our 
job, because this is the body without 
whose action no dollar can, under the 


Constitution, be appropriated out of t 
public treasury. So as the a go uD 
as bureaucracy swells, we have to do 


something more about it than just give 
lip service and make speech I went 
all through the country during the 
campaign discussing these matters. I 
think in the last 65 days I spoke in some 
15 States. 

May I say to you gentlemen, parti 
larly over on the other side, with what 
grace I could. bring to bear, I critic 1 
bureaucracy and the usurpatiomof power 
very freely. 

I am not and I was not unmindful of 
the fact that there must be and there 
always will be administrative agencies of 
government. In an age when govern- 
ment grows more and more complex, such 
agencies are necessary. Such powers : 
they enjoy are derived from this branch 
of government. Such qualifications as 
they bring to their tasks are : 
prescribed by this branch of govern- 
ment. Such funds as they expend are 
derived from this branch of government. 
The investigation of their performance 
of the duties reposed in them is the task 
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id ‘ rec c- 
changes that 
and he Ipful. 
and here is 
942 I stood in the 
tan red for 
Ssident said, 
* price-co ntrol proposal, 
Bi = we had no substitute. 
2 the President, 
u think a is wrong, 
‘giternadies 
lata on which that should be predi- 
t is our job. 
pective? Let us 


we 1 of this 


in connection 


unless you 
and have 


make this mean 

Let us start overhauling this 
‘that has gone on without any 
‘aaa since 1830, when Daniel 
a Member 
» or the Senate, probably the Sen- 
and tl 1ere were 203 M embe rs in tt iis 
» have now 47 
t, in the name of good nite 
darity as a legis- 
Government, 
and in the 
in my judg- 
1 give way if we impair and de- 
functions of this 
this job of 

President 
legislative 
is the center of government 
erything has to come from that 


n the name of soli 


must have pride, 


the Government, 
zation must be done. 


1e could be no Presidential Cab 
is it was provided by the Congress. 
could be no court system except as 


administrativ 


*y, except as it was provided by 
the Congre 
of government and 
should en- 


ore and center 
tiation of that fact 
esponsibilities. 
mean for one moment th 
— be exercised 
‘y manner 
I do mean 
s of our national] life 
neg rn nent was in pro} ser ba lanc e 
we enjoyed our 

l contentment, 
all these stem from the 
t is born of bs alanced gOvV- 
It could be 
and you know 
;, there develops a certain 
There is an indisposition toward 
That is only human. 
The change 
to kerosene and from k 


.tive power sh 


at it oo power. 


that in a 


It has al- 
from tallow 
cerosene to 
- the change from 
in the mining 


ivs been so. 


hand work to machinery 


\ndustry; the change from the horse and 
) the horseless carriage—all these 
ere met with resistance simply 
ature is that way, 
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_ But there is a challez 
as been growing as 
l 






re before us. It 
evidenced by the lit- 
We are on trial. It 


re of dissent. 





ikes long time to live down the ap- 
pellation cf “rubber stamp” when once it 


has been popularized. 

I do fervently hope that this resolution 
will pass and then be reenacted in the 

-venty-ninth Congress to follow, and 
that under it we can simplify and 
strengthen the processes and operations 
of this body to recapture the glory and 
prestige which belongs here, and make it 
stand forth as a beacon of hope to every 
corner of the earth where legislative 
power has yielded to Executive mastery. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min- 

ites to the gentleman from Texas |Mr. 
LANHAM}. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, this 
concurrent resolution relates to a matter 
in which I am and have been very in- 
tensely interested. It was almost 3 years 
ago that I first introduced in this body 
a measure to create as an agency of the 
House of Representatives an office of 
fiscal investigations, to follow up the ap- 
propriations that are made, to see how 
the money is expended, to get the infor- 
mation upon which we might be able to 
detect and eliminate extravagance, 
duplication, and waste. That was pre- 
sented simply as a basis for considera- 
tion. It did not involve the whole prob- 
lem of proper staffing of the Congress. 
It does at least bespeak the intense in- 
terest I have had in this subject for a 
long time. 

In the present organization of the 
Congress we also have duplication and 
waste, duplication of effort in that some 
measures, dealing with the same pro- 
posal, from the standpoint of their sub- 
stance, are referred to more than one 
committee, and that involves a waste of 
effort and a waste of time. So, from the 
standpoint of duplication and waste the 
time has certainly arrived when we 
should give due heed and attention toa 
reorganization of our own legislative pro- 
cedure in order that we may cope with 
the problems which modern condition 
bring before us. 

We are the only direct representatives 
of the people. Of the more than 3,000,- 
C00 Federal employees today, in the final 
analysis there are 531 selected by the 
people themselves as their direct agents 
and representatives. They are the 
Members of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives; because, as 
pened in this country, nomi! 
Presidency and Vice-P1 esider ncy 
elected without a majority Saas vote. 
As the direct representatives of the 

and legislatively their only o1 


pe ople, : 
abuses, cxtravagance, and 











to combat 
waste, and to promcte econcmy and efii- 
ncy, it behooves us f 





ci in their b lf an 
not as a matter of selfish concern to 
have an organization that will effectuat 
the purposes for which we are assembled 
a nd concerning which we deliberate. 

Let me bring it to your attention that 
it required centuries for the people to 
wrest their rights from the autocratic 
power of the ruling classes. It required 
toil and hardship and bloodshed for the 

rights of the people to be secured. They 
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SE 41 
can be i of | protecticn 
or 1 | comp 1 « I ta- 
tive ! thems selec It is a very 
difficult r r to rec the r s of 
the peop from Ex é rity 
when ¢ y have been 1 ( hed, 
ana ely the trend in: rs, auge- 
I nted < i accelerated by the neces- 
sary powers that must be bestowed in 
time of war, has been to dec1 nd to 
minimize the effectiveness of those who 


j s body as the only representa- 
tives of the people selected by the voice 
of the people themselves. 

The SPE ev The 
tleman from Texas h expired. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the ger 
(Mr. KEFAUVER] 

Mr. KEFAUVER. Mr. Speaker, this is 
a great day in the history of representa- 
tive government in this country. The 


+i f th TO 
time or tne gen- 





] , vm * > > 
itleman from Tennessee 


American people want a strong Congress 
y } r > “oO , , ) ’ x ? Y " 
Indeed, if the representative system is to 


survive in this country, we must have a 
strong Congress, well equipped to per- 
form the duties imposed upon it. 
The gentleman from Oklahoma 
MonroneEy], the sponsor of this resolu- 
tion, has performed a great public serv- 
ice in \ pincer and intelligently advo- 
iting an expert and thorough examina- 
tion of our congressional uses and meth- 
ods. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DIRKSEN] and others who have worked 


[ Mr. 





with the sponsor of this resolution, who 
have pointed out the ways and means for 
strenethenir of Congress, d rve the 
gratitude of their colleagu and of the 
people of the Nation 

Unfortunately there are son few 
Memb of Congré who feel thers no 
nece ty of improving our 1 hods and 
who < iemn any Member Oo su sts 
that the orkir of Cor could be 
improved The gentleman from Okla- 
homa |Mr. MONRONEY] and others of us 
who |! e been advocatir nd 
chan which we think i make 
Congress ronger are often ringly 
referred to ¢ reforme! ( I id! 
There is no more con Y OI l- 
cere Member of the House than t! - 

r of t re tion. If nd I know 
that he feels, that Cc re ! excel- 
lent r ibership. D t t I 
have been here Ih l ! ision to 
doubt t patriot 1 01 Yr of any 
Men We may < I usl t 
t but my ex that Mem- 
| r¢ t In co- 
l! hat tl ] I 3ut the 
t list id ( techr 
1 do not |! tir f | yn 
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we pass are being administered or of the 
activity of the great agencies of our 
Government. 

For many years I have advocated a 


resolution to make it possible for Cabi- 
net members and top administrators to 
be invited by the committees having 
jurisdiction of the subject matter in- 
volved to appear on the floor of the House 
and report to all the Members of the 
House on the operation of their particu- 


lar departments and of their policy in 
the administration of the laws passed by 
Congress. Early in this Congress I fileda 
resolution (H. R. 327) to amend the 
rules of the House so as to make this re- 
port and question period possible. The 
resolution received Nation-wide approval 
in the press. Scores of House Members 
expressed interest in and support of the 
idea. For more than a year and a half I 
have been persistent in trying to secure 
a hearing before the Committee on 
Rules; but my efforts have been in vain. 
Many eminent students of government 
wished to appear before the committee 
and testify in favor of the proposal. 
They have been afcorded no opportunity. 
It is true, of course, that the Rules Com- 
mittee has been busy during this Con- 
gress, but whatever the reason for not 
being afforded a hearing, it demonstrates 
the desirability of the passage of this 
resolution. 

The committee appointed under this 
resolution will, of course, study all of the 
proposals that have been made. I as- 
sume that they will grant sponsors and 
those interested in the various ideas an 
opportunity to be heard. The sponsor of 
the resolution stated before the Rules 
Committee that I would have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard in support of H. R. 327 
and that it would be considered. 

The members of this committee will be 
rendering a great service to the Congress 
in studying and considering methods to 
help us meet the problems which are 
being presented to Congress with increas- 
ing rapidity. Let us hold up the hands of 
the members of this committee, and 
help them and support them in carrying 
out their difficult task. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 min- 
ute to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. KeocH], 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, during the 
past 6 years, in my capacity as chairman 
of the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws, I have come to have a personal 
knowledge which has been fortified by 
expressions of opinion from all parts of 
the country, of the great need for a com- 
plete reviewing, revamping, and modern- 
izing of our legislative drafting and law 
revision services. 

I should like to commend the author, 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr., 
Monroney], of the House resolution, 
companion to the pending one. He is one 
of the most studious and serious-minded 
Members of the House and has, over a 
long period, given great consideration to 
the subject matter of this resolution. 
The accomplishment of the objectives of 
this resolution will, in my opinion, be of 
immeasurable service to the entire mem- 
bership of the Congress and to the coun- 
try. I, therefore, am pleased to join with 
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keeping fully informed of how the laws | the other Members who have spoken on | 
the pending resolution and to urge its | 


favorable adoption. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker such time as 
he may desire to the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. Hare]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, on January 
24 last, I addressed a representative 
number of department heads and bu- 
reau chiefs on the subject now under 
consideration, giving special attention 
to the functions of the legislative branch 
of our Government, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that part o* these remarks 
be printed in the Recorp at this point. 
They are as follows: 


When the 57 delegates arrived in Phila- 
delphia in 1787 to form a more perfect 
union of the 13 States, they were very much 
in agreement as to the type or form of gov- 
“rnment they wanted. They were not long 
in deciding that the new government should 
be made up of three separate but coordinate 
branches to be known as the legislative, 
executive, and judicial departments. These 
departments collectively were to con- 
stitute the Government of the United States. 
The delegates had two outstanding common 
purposes in mind. One was to see to it 
that the new Government did not appropri- 
ate the rights and powers of the uniting 
States; the other was that neither of the 
departments should absorb the powers and 
discharge the functions of the other, The 
delegates were not unmindful there would 
be times when one department would be in- 
clined to exercise the functions of another 
or undertake to discharge the functions of 
the States; and in order there could be no 
misunderstanding in the matter they pro- 
ceeded to specifically enumerate the powers 
of each. Then to make more certain their 
ccmmon purpose, it was made clear that any 
powers not delegated to the departments in- 
dividually or collectively were reserved to 
the States or to the people. They were spe- 
cific in saying that the laws should be 
enacted by the Congress—the legislative 
branch—and were to be administered or en- 
forced by the executive branch. It was felt 
that with specific powers lodged with the 
different branches it would be an easy matter 
for each to discharge its functions and there 
would be little or no excuse for one to tres- 
pass upon the rights and responsibilities 
of another. This was particularly true as 
applied to the legislative and executive 
branches, for it was thought the executive 
branch would be content to look after only 
those matters specifically required or au- 
thorized by the legislative branch. But here 
is where the forefathers were mistaken for 
one time. In actual practice it was soon 
found that most administrative or executive 
officers, instead of being content to admin- 
ister what was specifically and clearly pro- 
vided in a law, were inclined to enlarge the 
work of their offices by reading into the law 
additional allied matters or what they refer 
to as “necessarily implied activities.” 

It was emphasized that the legislative 
branch was to be primarily the people's 
branch of the Government and that it would 
devote its time to the study and enactment 
of legislation and take no part in the ad- 
ministration of the law. Again our fore- 
fathers were somewhat mistaken because as 
s00n as a new law became operative and was 
administered to the inconvenience of some 
people they knew of no one to whom they 
could make complaint except their Repre- 
sentative in the legislative branch—their 
Congressman—who would then become busy 
and proceed to suggest or direct how and to 
what extent the law should be administered 
or enforced. There was not only a possi- 
bility, therefore, but an inclination for the 
two branches to infringe upon the powers 
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and functions of the other. Opportunit 
for increasing their respective services h 
been enlarged in recent years on account 
increased legislation in which individ 
participate directly, such as farm cre 
social-security benefits, soil conservat 
rural electrification, farm security, old- 
assistance, grants for crippled children 
to the blind, compensation for depend 
of men in military service, employment f 
ities, etc., all of which increased the du 
of many members of the legislative br 
and the work of their offices, thereby redu 
the time to be given to a study of legislat 
and legislative policies, and under the str 
for such time conceded increased powers 
be exercised by the executive branch. 

All of us now understand how the work 
duties of a member of the legislative branch 
may increase to the point it is physically im- 
possible to perform such duties effici 
and find time to give the required attent 
to all legislative matters. The situation is 
well illustrated by an observation made by 
one of our members when he spot-check« 
the work of his office for the month of | 
November. Counting the telegrams recei 
the telephone calls, personal calls, air m 
special deliveries, and other mail he four 
the number of inquiries or requests requir 
ing his attention totaling an average « 
approximately 100 per day. If it shou 
take on an average of 3 minutes of 
time to answer an inquiry or comply wit 
a request, that will total 300 minutes, 
5 hours per day. He was a member of a com- 
mittee that conducted hearings practically 
every day for the first 5 months of the year, 
these hearings lasting about 5 hours per da 
This means another 5 hours, or a total of 
approximately 10 hours per day, leaving only 
a limited time he may devote to purely legis 
lative matters apart from those considered by 
his own committee. Most members take the 
position that their first duty is to their con- 
stituents because they are servants of t 
people. This is a logical attitude because 
was contemplated when the Constitution w 
ratified the legislative branch was to be th: 
people’s forum and it was their represent 
tives to whom they naturally and logical 
could make inquiries and complaints. It 
not difficult to see, therefore, that memb« 
are anxious to personally look after matters 
coming from their constituents, and it 
not hard to understand that under pressure 
for time there is a temptation to transfer 
some of the functions of the legislative bran« 
to the administrative branch or why the ex 
ecutive branch should undertake to assum 
some of these duties and responsibilities. 

Although the legislative branch is often 
charged with being extra liberal in providinz 
appropriations for running the Government 
it should be observed that it has been lc 
generous in providing facilities for efficient 
discharge of its own functions than to other 
branches of the Government. To illustrate 
according to figures furnished by the cle 
of the Appropriations Committee, appropri 
ations for operating expenses of the legis 
tive branch were 4 times as much in 194 
as in 1900, whereas the appropriation for the 
executive branch was 17 times greater, show 
ing that the legislative branch has not in- 
creased its facilities for discharging its fun 
tions in proportion to its increased duties 
and responsibilities but apparently has de! 
gated some of its functions or powers to t! 
executive branch. This transfer of responsi 
bilities began several years ago when the le 
islative branch resorted to a practice of in- 
corporating into new legislative bills a pro- 
vision giving the executive branch the right 
to “make such rules and regulations as the 
administrator may find to be necessary in 
the administration or enforcement of the 
law.” 

With the inclusion of such a provision, the 
rules and regulations generally made have 
full force and effect of law and are consid- 
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Now this is a concurrent resolution, 
originating in the Senate, and will be 
binding on the House and Senate if and 
when the two bodies agree toit. We all 
realize that the House cannot bind its 
successors by concurrent resolution. 

This concurrent resolution passed the 
Senate in August 1944 and was referred 
to the Rules Committee of the House 
on August 24. It slumbered in the Rules 
Committee until December 7, 1944, when 
it was reported to the House in the form 
in which we are now considering it. 

May I call your attenfion to section 2 
of the resolution as it passed the Senate, 
which provides in part: 

The committee shall report to the Senate 
and the House of Representatives the result 
of its studies, together with its recommenda- 
tions, within 6 months after the passage of 
this concurrent resolution and each 6 months 
thereafter until the completion of its study. 


If the resolution had passed both 
Iouses in August, as was expected by its 
proponents, a report might have been 
made during the Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress, The Rules Committee, however, 
amended the resolution, requiring but 
one report to be made not later than 
April 1, 1945. 

Now, it is perfectly apparent that 
nothing can be accomplished under this 
resolution except possibly the appoint- 
ment and organization of the committee. 
This is December 15, and are any of us 
so naive as to even think that committee 
hearings can or will be had between now 
and January 3? Certainly not. In these 
circumstances, the passage of this resolu- 
tion at this late hour in the session is at 
most a gesture. It may satisfy some of its 
many proponents throughout the coun- 
try. It will be a good medium of public- 
ity and will have some propaganda and 
newspaper value, as I have already sug- 
gested. Do not forget that inasmuch as 
this resolution is amended it must go 
back to the Senate and possibly to con- 
ference. Unless the amendments are 
unanimously accepted by the Senate at 
once the House will have just marched 
up the hill and down again before ad- 
journment, like the people who talk 
about the weather and do nothing about 
it. 

A few days ago when the bill was be- 
fore the House, providing additional 
clerk hire of $3,000 for all Members, I 
called attention to the Maloney-Mon- 
roney resolution and predicted what was 
going to happen. The additional clerk 
hire bill passed the House and will be 
back here as a rider on the deficiency 
appropriation bill. Of course, as I sug- 
gested, the Senate undoubtedly will take 
advantage of the House bill and provide 
for additional clerk hire. I took the 
position that an over-all investigation 
should be made as to the needs and 
requirements of the Congress and, after 
all phases had been considered, then 
the committee should report remedial 
legislation that would possibly increase 
expenses in some places, decrease ex- 
penses in others, and make a more work- 
able and efficient institution of the Con- 
gress, Well, additional clerk-hire legis- 
lation has been assured and now we are 
going through the form of indicating 
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that we are going to reform the entire | the members representing each House, + 


procedure—maybe sometime. 

There are some inconsistences in the 
resolution which I think no one will deny. 
I do not want a resolution to pass the 
House containing language which I 
think is contradictory and which might 
be misleading. I make reference to sec- 
tion 2 which reads in part as follows: 

The committee shall make a full and com- 
plete study of the organization and opera- 
tion of the Congress of the United States and 
shall recommend improvements in such or- 
ganization and operation with a view toward 
strengthening the Congress, simplifying its 
operations— 


And so forth. At the end of this vital 
section is found this language: 

Provided, That nothing in this concurrent 
resolution shall be construed to authorize the 
committee to recommend any amendment to 
or change in the parliamentary rules govern- 
ing proceedings in either House. 


This instruction, providing what the 
committee is to accomplish, is entirely 
nullified as far as any “change in the 
parliamentary rules governing proceed- 
ings” in either House is concerned. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DIRKSEN] has just argued that there are 
too many committees under the parlia- 
mentary set-up of the House. This reso- 
lution will not permit any change along 
that line. My thought is that there are 
possibly many things in connection with 
the House that should be investigated 
and changed, but this proposed investi- 
gating committee is mandatorily pro- 
hibited from even recommending any 
amendment or change alcng this line. 
You know, this provision reminds me of 
the old story of the lady who authorized 
her daughter to go for a swim but said: 
“Hang your clothes on a hickory limb, 
but don’t go near the water.” 

Of course we can all understand that 
the Senate might not want this com- 
mittee to make any recommendation 
concerning the cloture or seniority rules, 
and that the House might not want this 
committee to make any recommendation 
providing for the elimination of com- 
mittees with clerks, messengers and 
other prerequisites, as well as the senior- 
ity rule. I do not believe this proviso 
should be in this resolution. Neverthe- 
less, nO amendment to strike it out is 
in order or will be permitted. It is, 
therefore, a question of taking the reso- 
lution for what it is worth or killing it. 
Of the two evils, I prefer the first, en- 
tertaining the fond hope that the next 
Congress, which will necessarily have to 
pass a similar resolution if anything is 
done about this matter, will take the 
proper action. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a partisan 
resolution and a more efficient Congress 
is a national question and not a politi- 
cally partisan one. This fact is recog- 
nized by the provision that of the six 
Senate Members not more than three 
shall come from an one party, and the 
same provision applies to the House 
Members. 

Here is another admirable passage 
from the resolution: 

No recommendation shall be made by the 
committee except upon a majority vote of 





separately. 


I think most of us appreciate 
joint Senate-House committees hay 
always in the past been succ 
However, it seems to be the consen 
opinion that a joint committee sh 
be given another trial. Where th 
life there is hope and where the: 
willingness there is prospect. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a practica] 
as well as a theoretical side to reorgan:;. 
ing Congress. Congress has its short. 
comings. It is not always efficient, 
we must not forget that the present 1 
and the present organization are the ce. 
velopment of 150 years of experi: : 
Representatives have come and Repre. 
sentatives have gone. All have und ‘ 
edly wanted more efficiency, and « 
has in his day and time contributed 
bit. The Congress is composed of l 
Members coming from all sections, from 
varied environments, and represent 
different and ofttimes conflicting lccal 
interests. Suffice it to say that unani- 
mous agreement is almost always impos- 
sible, yet the country has worried a! 
somehow, and on the whole the Cong: 
has done a pretty good job. The 
room for improvement and a care! 
consistent, tolerant study can undoubt- 
edly be of much value. In these circum- 
stances, I am supporting this resolution, 
with the full knowledge that no adequ: 
report can be made by April 1, 1945, and 
that the Seventy-ninth Congress will 
obliged to take action if this sugs: l 
committee is to in any way approxim 
the expectations of its sincere advoca 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield t 
remainder of my time to the gentlema: 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, the United States Congress is not 0! 
the greatest legislative body in the wor! 
but it has the greatest system of proc 
ure of any legislative body in the wo! 
And that system of procedure is today 
the most efficient system in use in any 
session since the establishment of the 
Congress in 1789. It is effective; it is ef- 
ficient; it is flexible; it is expeditious; it 
answers every legislative need. 

I make this statement on the authority 
of one who over a long period of ye: 
made a more exhaustive study of the 
subject than anyone who has spoken to- 
day, the Parliamentarian of the House, 
who says in his preface to the Rules and 
Manual of the House of Representatives 
for the Seventy-eighth Congress: 

The parliamentary practice of the House 
a system of procedure which ranks second 
none. It has proven adequate to meet ail 
the emergencies that have arisen in the pas*. 
It will meet the emergencies and problems 
of the future with the same degree of suc- 
cess, 


I call attention to this, Mr. Speaker, 
merely to keep the record straight, be- 
cause the impression may be given to- 
morrow in the press or over the radio 
that the House has today by the passage 
of this resolution conceded that there 
is something drastically wrong with Con- 
gress and its method of transacting the 
business of the Nation; that it is anti- 
quated and obsolete; that it lacks parlia- 
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» facilities for the consideration 


position of the congressional 


TY? 
I me say emphatically, Mr. Speaker, 
ichisnotthecase. There is noth- 
ig with Congress or its procedure 
ino need or demand for any material 
! ification of its method of doing busi- 
ness. That is the composite opinion of 


Congress. Out of the more than 509 
mbers of the Hcuse and Senate there 
probably less than a dozen—certainly 
more thana score—who are agegres- 
ly supporting this resolution. The 
it majority of the Members of the 
Congress, and especially thosc who have 
{an opportunity to observe intimately 
operation over a number of years, will 
| you that the present system answers 
every requirement and meets every necd. 
Of course no one is going to vote against 
h a resolution as this because no 
Member could vote against a resolution 
to investigate himself. So wher anyone 
mes along with a proposition of this 
kind we say: “Certainly. Go ahead. In- 
\ ate to your heart’s content. It 
may not do any particular good but it 
can’t do any harm.” 

But let no one get the idea that there is 
ything culpably hidden to investigate 
that anything except the usual report 
led with the usual platitudes and 
pped with a recommendation to in- 
ase salaries—including Members’ sal- 
es—will come of it. The membership 

the House, in its good-natured 
rance of the perennial] attacks on 
ngress and its rules, has no criticism to 
1ake of House procedure, nor any ex- 
‘tation or belief that material defects 
in be found through such an investiga- 
n and no one has this morning of- 
red any argument to shake that con- 

nce. 
In the limited time allowed, may I take 
r example the speech made by my good 

nd the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
IRKSEN], for whom I have the greatest 
imiration and affection. Let us analyze 
briefly the arguments advanced in this, 

1e longest and most entertaining speech 
made in favor of the resolution this 
morning. First, he alluded to the bun- 
cles-for-Congressmen protest against a 
proposal to bring Congressmen unde! the 
C 
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vil-service pension system. Now, what 
eference has that to procedure and how 

uld a change in the rules of the House 
affect either the bundles or the pensions? 
Then he called attention to the news- 
aper criticism of Congressmen who ap- 
lied for X-cards in the rationing of gaso- 
ine. What had that to do with proce- 
lure or what change in the rules would 
lave affected either the criticism, the 
ards, or the gasoline? 

Then he drew a vivid picture of the 
evils of the O. P. A—an exercise of the 
war powers of the President enacted by 
the Congress to facilitate the prosecution 
of the war. And, again, how could that 
affect congressional procedure and how 
could it be cured by an amendment of 
the rules of the House? 

Next, he animadverted to the $13,000,- 
000 which was voted on the floor here the 
other day for soil conservation. What in 
the world had procedure to do with that? 
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Regardless of what system of procedure 
you had, a majority of this House would 
have voted the $13,000,000. Such com 
ment was wholly beside the px 
without the re t ‘tion wi 
resolution pending before the House 

And then he got down te cas 


want to call particular attention to the 
Suggestion that next month the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will begin | 


ings on appropriation bills with the 
representatives of the departments be- 
fore us and no means of checking or 
verifying their statements. What are 
the facts? Throughout the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bills, thi 
sion, the Committee on Appropriations 
has had at its command the highest type 
of investigators, auditors, accountants, 
and scientists available anywhere in the 
United States today. Only yesterday the 
gentleman from Illinois met with his sub- 
committee and voted to send investiga- 
tors into the departments for this pur- 
pose, and after the vote had been taken 
he was asked if there was anything fur- 
ther in the estimates which would come 
before his subcommittee during the com- 
ing session that he wanted investigated 
and he said there was not. 

Mr. Speaker, it is surprising that when 
a resolution which has been so widely 
publicized comes before the House there 
should be so little tenable argument 
offered in favor of it. It was suggested 
by one of the speakers that there was 
imperative need of a better drafting serv- 
ice. Why, Mr. Speaker, we have the most 
efficient drafting service that could be 
secured—five men in the House and three 
men in the Senate, all of them experts 
of long experience, who collaborate with 
each other between the two Houses. Too 
much cannot be said in commendaticn 
of the service rendered by the present 
staff, and if they have ever failed to pro- 
vide for any committee I have never 
heard of it. And in addition there is 
available the drafting service < the 
Legislative Reference Service « the 
Library of Congres. which has supplied 
every need and complied with every re- 
quest submitted by any Member of 
Congress. 

The only other complaint submitted 
this morning is that committees ought 
to be reorganized. That is a perfectly 
simple matter. If you want more ccom- 
mittees, or if you want less, offer a reso- 
lution; and if there is any merit in your 
proposition, it will have instant attention. 
But remember this, whether you have 
many committees or few, the same men 
have to do the work and get the bills 
out. And whether you have many small 
committees or one large committee with 
a lot of subcommittees, the men who do 
the work will find themselves in about 
the same groups. 

In other words, there is yet to be 
offered any substantial reason for any 
material change in congressional pro- 
cedure. After all, the test of any sys- 
tem is the results secured. You judge 
any plant by its product. Judged by 
that high criterion, the Congress of the 
United States measures up to every re- 
quirement. During the last 4 years this 
Congress, operating under the greatest 
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stress to which any parliamentary bod, 
of like importance } ever been sub- 

ted, h funct 1] \ I 
has met at the 1 t d in the 
I iy every problem d ¢ emer- 

{ f ng ou ( { war 
in hist With t } \ 1 of 
N 1 até l fu ned 
( el el 
It has n ry 1 It | I i 
I ra of vy 1 the N lI lb 
} A } i 

It a flexible em. Under ¢ pro- 
cedure tft H e ( a 1 it 
wants to legi e and refuse | ~ 
late v 1 it does 1 t | e 
Witn t pa last k ¢ bill 
offered by my distineuished coll Fs 
the gentleman from Mi iri [Mr. Cocu- 
RAN to increase clerk hire It was of- 
fered, ruled out, submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, reported cut, authorized 
and p ed—all in one brief hceur, with- 
out estimates, hearings, or preliminary 
proceedings of any character 
On the oth hand, tl I n d in 


} 


favor of which a majority cf the House 
has been pledged since before the elec- 


tion, is still on the calendar and will die 
there when the House adjourns tomor- 
row. Let no one say the House is fet- 


tered by its rules. It does what it want 
to do, when it wants to do it—and re- 
fuses to do what it does not want to do 
It is the freeest, most versatile, most in- 
dependent deliberative body on earth 
Ana it has in its own hands the means of 


modifying its procedure to meet new ce- 


mands or new requirement If there 
is any need for streamlining Congress— 
I don’t know what that means and ap- 
parently none of the proponents of th 

people who 1 the term, kn t it 
means—but if there is any need fora 
changed status, we have at hand the ma- 
chinery with which to bring it about. 


The procedure of the House is not static. 
It is progressively mobile The state- 
ments that our committee system—or any 
other feature of our procedure—goes back 
to the last century are absurd. The! 

vision of 1911 alone drastically revised 
the rules and procedure of the Hou 

In fact House procedure has changed so 
rapidly and so completely 
quarter of a century that if Asher Hinds 
and Speaker Reed should return to this 





forum they would not re nize it No 
special committees or comm ns were 
utilized to bring about th remarkable 


changes. 

The Committee on Rules made 
men more familiar with the rules and 
better qualified to change them than 
any special committee that could be 
appointed, acting on resoluti 
duced by Members of the House, or on 
their own initiative, recommended them 
to the House and the House adopted 
them. And whenever there is need f 
further revision, the Committee on Rul 
will again recommend, and the Hou 
will again adopt. And the very fact 
that no resolutions of any moment have 
been introduced during sessions of Con- 
gress is conclusive evidence that the Con- 
gress is satisfied with its system of pro- 
cedure and there is no real demand— 
or need—for the appointment of a special 


lions intro- 
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committee to discharge the duties of the | 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust I make my posi- 
tion clear. I am not opposed to this 
resolution. ~I have no objection to any 
study or investigation under its provi- 
sions. But it should be understood that 
in its passage there is no reflection on 
Congress or indictment of its methods of 
deliberation. 

May I repeat, Mr. speaker, that Con- 
s during the eritical period of the 
last 4 years—under its present system of 
procedure—has made a world record for 
parliamentary efficiency. It has provided 
every legislative requirement for winning 
the war. It has dealt successfully with 
unprecedented domestic issues. 

I reiterate—the Congress of the United 
States of America is not only the greatest 
deliberative body in all the annals of time 
bnt it has the most progressive and effec- 
tive system of procedure in parlia- 
mentary history. It is the most demo- 
cratic of all democratic agencies and the 
most American of all American institu- 
tions. 


ere 





The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri has expired. All 
time has expired. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the resolution 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendments. Is a division demanded 
on the committee amendments? If not, 
I shall put them en gross. The question 
is on agreeing to the committee amend- 
ments. . 

The committee 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the third reading of the Senate joint res- 
olution. 

The Senate joint resolution was or- 
dered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 


DISPOSAL OF CERTAIN BLOOD PLASMA 
RESERVES 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate Joint Resolution 
148, authorizing the disposal of certain 
blood plasma reserves, and agree to the 
same. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the consideration of the Senate joint 
resolution? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Will the gentleman from North Carolina 
please explain this matter. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, the 
plasma referred to consists of 49,850 
units of dried human blood plasma and 
29,200 units of frozen plasma, which was 
obtained from blood donated to the 
American Red Cross, for the treatment 
of civilian casualties resulting from ene- 
my activity within the United States, 
Alaska, and Puerto Rico. Hawaii and 
the Canal Zone, being under military 
control, were suppliea by the Army. 
The Public Health Service obtained this 
plasma by paying only the processing 
costs which amounted to $7 a unit for 
the dried plasma and $4 a unit for the 
frozen, 


amendments were 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


The law authorizing the procurement 


| and distribution of this plasma restricted 


its use to the treatment of casualties re- 
sulting from enemy action, sabotage, or 
other war hazards. It is now apparent 
that, fortunately, only a small portion 
of this valuable material has been or will 
need to be used for the purpose intended. 
Because of its unequaled value in saving 


| the lives of injured persons and its cost 


both in respect to the patriotic citizens 
who don&ted the blood as well as to the 
Federal Government in processing the 
plasma, it must not be wasted. Like all 
biologic products, plasma has definite 
useful life beyond which it deteriorates 
and is no longer of value. Therefore, it 
is imperative that the law be modified 
to allow as much of this plasma as is in 
excess of the needs for wartime emergen- 
cies and the treatment of patients re- 
ceiving Federal medical care to be re- 
leased for use by State, Territorial, and 
local governmental medical care agen- 
cies before time renders the plasma unfit 
for use. 

The dating perioa for frozen plasma is 
3 years; for dried, 5 years. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And 
the gentleman’s committee has consid- 
ered the legislation? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. The committee 
has not, but I have spoken to the mem- 
bers of the committee—Mr. WoLvVERTON 
of New Jersey, Mr. Hotmes of Massachu- 
setts, Mr. O’Hara, and others. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 
they are all in favor of it? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the right to object. Could not 
that plasma be made available for the 
Army, or does not the Army need it? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I could not tell the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. It seems to me 
that that is rather an important consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I know that the 
Public Health Service has this plasma 
and I assume that Dr. Parran would 
have taken this up with the Surgeon 
General of the Army if it needed it. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I understand 
there is great demand for plasma. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. There is also a 
great demand among the Civilians in the 
United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. I understand 
that also. I am merely inquiring the 
reason. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I have stated to 
the gentleman that I could not answer 
that question. 


And 


Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Will 


this plasma be available to the Red Cross 
in communities should there be a civilian 
disaster? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. It has been bought 
from the Red Cross by the Public Health 
Service, to be sold to States and localities. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Will it 
be available for some unexpected emer- 
gency? I have in mind that last sum- 
mer after the circus fire there was a mad 
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scramble for blood plasma in the 

of Hartford. Fortunately the ci 
defense set-up was then functionin j 
had on hand a fair supply, and the 1 . 
mony was that that did save sco1 f 
lives following that fire. I am wonder- 
ing if this would take any supply o: | 
plasma now in the hands of the ci 
defense authorities, out of the commu- 
nities. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. This bill w: 
make it available for that, it would n 
it available to the counties and diffe: 
localities in the United States which 
requesting the plasma, 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I 
sorry; I misunderstood the gentleman, 
I thought this was to gather the blood 
plasma into the Public Health Ser, 

Mr. BULWINKLE. No; the P 
Health Service has it and wants to « 
pose of it before it is of no good. 

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts. 
Speaker-will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BULWINKLE. I yield. 

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts. As aq 
matter of fact in all large munici! 
ties, through the Red Cross the pul 
and private institutions get their plasma, 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts. But 
there are towns and communities wher¢ 
they have not those facilities and this 
will give them an opportunity to acquire 
this plasma. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. That is correct 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ti 
the present consideration of the re: 
lution? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the resolution as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That so much of the reservs 
of liquid, frozen, or dry-blood plasma 
serum albumin established from funds ap- 
propriated under the heading “Emerge: 
funds for the President” in the Independ 
Offices Appropriation Act, 1942, or from fu 
appropriated for emergency health and sa) 
tation activities (national defense) under t 
heading “Public Health Service” in the Lab 
Federal Security Appropriation Act, 1943, a: 
required by law to be held in reserve for 
casualties resulting from enemy action 
the Surgeon General of the Public Health 
Service determines are no longer needed for 
the purpose for which established or are likely 
to become ineffective prior to use if kept 
reserve, may be disposed of by such Surg¢ 
General by transfer or release to Federal 
State, or local public-health authorities or to 
Federal or other public or nonprofit hospitals: 
Provided, That any cost incidental to such 
transfer shall be borne by the transferee. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN CONDEMNED 
MAIL MATTER 


Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill 
1971) to provide for the disposal of cer- 
tain mail matter condemned by the Di- 
rector of Censorship. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object and I shall no‘ be- 
cause I think it is a worthy bill, but I 
do believe the chairman should explain 


D 


a 
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he purpose of the bill and its need at 

; time. 

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speak- 
er. this bill makes the Postmaster Gen- 
eral and the Director of Censorship a 
committee to dispose of useless mail they 
have on hand at the present time that 

been condemned by the Office of 
Censorship and is taking up valuable 
pace in the Post Office Department and 
elsewhere. This bill simply gives them 
right to dispose of this mail matter. 
\ bring about a saving of some 
quare feet of valuable floor space 
$7,500 or $10,000 a year in custodial 

It is for the duration of the war 

it is temporary legislation. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

yresent consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Clerk 





- 


read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby 
‘ lished a committee composed of the 
E master General and the Director of Cen- 
£ p, or their alternates duly designated 





1, Which shall have authority to dis- 
f mail matter consisting of (1) printed 
I ter containing propaganda material, and 
! d matter mailed by or to or pub- 
ons whose names are on, the 
ed ‘ist of certain blocked nationals, 
rcel-post packages or small pack- 
itaining articles of no monetary value 
articles which may be used by the United 
States in the prosecution of the war, if such 
matter has been censored and con- 
demned by the Office of Censorship as being 
al to the war effort of the United 
or contrary to the interests of the 
United States or its allies, but no mail mat- 
t ll be disposed of under this act until 
tion of at least 90 days after the 
( >of condemnation. Such committee may 
te such rules and regulations as 
s necessary to carry out the pro- 

t 


Ms act 
















2. This act shall expire upon the ex- 
1 


I of 6 mor after the date of the 
t 1 of hostilities in the present 

proclaimed by the President or de- 
clared by concurrent resolution of the Con- 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

CHIEF OF CHAPLAINS, UNITED STATES 
NAVY 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from th Speaker’s desk the 
bill (H. R. 1023) to establish a Chief of 
Chaplains of the United States Navy, 
with a Senate amendment and agree to 
the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and 
the Senate amendment, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause 
i insert “That until the termination of 
the wars in which the United States is now 
engaged, by proclamation of the President or 
uch earlier date as the Congress by concur- 
nt resolution may fix, there shall be in 
1e Chaplain Corps of the Navy one officer, 
f nated as Chief of Chaplains, under the 
hief of Naval Personnel, who shall be en- 
led to hold the temporary rank of rear 
idmiral, and shall receive the pay and allow- 

of a rear admiral of the lower half 
le serving in such grade.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania? 
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman explain the Senate 
amendment? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
shall be pleased to. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill was originally 
introduced in the House by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
PLUMLEY]. I wish at this time to express 
appreciation for his efforts and for the 
cooperation he gave to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. As the bill passed the 
House it provided that the Secretary of 
the Navy should designate the officer 
who would be Chief of Chaplains; that 
during peacetime he should have the 
rank of captain, and the temporary rank 
of rear admiral during the war emer- 
gency. 

The Senate amendment eliminates the 
necessity of designation by the Secretary 
of the Navy and says nothing about the 
permanent rank of captain because for 
many, many years it has been the prac- 
tice to appoint an officer of the rank of 
captain as Chief of Chaplains. It pro- 
vides for the rank of rear admiral for 
the Chief of Chaplains during the war 
and that he shall serve under the Chief 
of the Bureau of Personnel. 

I have spoken to the members of the 
committee on the Republican side as well 
as this side and they believe that the 
best thing to do at the present time is 
to accept the Senate amendment. All the 
religious bodies in the country are in 
favor of this legislation and the Senate 
amendment is acceptable to them, also. 
It is a recognition that is meritorious 
and which has been too long delayed. I 
am anxious to complete action on the 
legislation and send it to the President 
for his signature. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRADLEY of Pennsylvania. I 
yield to the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. PLUMLEY]. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. All I care to say is 
that I am not so concerned about the 
matter of rank or who holds the job ex- 
cept I do want to impress upon this Con- 
gress that the people of this country who 
interested us in the bill have a right to 
feel that religious aid and comfort will 
be given their sons and their daughters 
who happen to be members of the United 
States Navy. 

I have-absolute confidence that those 
in high command in the Navy who have 
directed the amendment as made will 
see to it that the wishes of the people 
are conserved. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

here was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
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for 10 minutes today at the conclusion of 

any special orders heretofore entered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 
There was no objection. 

PAYMENT TO CERTAIN GOVERNMENT 
EMPLOYEES FOR ACCUMULATED OR 
ACCRUED ANNUAL LEAVE 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 

Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 4918) to 

provide for the payment to certain Gov- 





ernment employees for accumul d or 
accrued annual leave due upon their 
separation from Government service, 
with Senate amendments thereto, and 


agree to the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ments as follows: 





P e 2. line 5. after inser ? 
or under the governmse f the District of 
Cc ] bia 

P 2, line 11, strike out “T nd ert 
“In the case of reem| Fec l 
service the 

P e 2 ne 13, a R t 

d in <¢ e ¢ reemp! e 
government of the D ct « ( u i e 
um s re 1 d si! be co\ r a 
reasury to the credit e Distric f 
ter ed ir ‘ t 
tax I 
23 and ir t ll 
} ’ nt < . id 
‘la x oraer of 
p 7 ce 
E he bens r benef es, if 
ny fu de by t é ee 
unc he retiren I his 
Ss ( 

d, if there t ich ¢ d 
ben ( to the € ] i c ed 
emp € 

P line 7 insert 
“except for pu of tax 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object 
will the gentleman explain the Senate 
amendments? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, the 
principal amendments are two. One 
makes certain we are not exempting from 
taxation money which wou 
for the accumulated leave. The other ‘s 
instead of having the money paid in 
case of death to the estate alone it shail 
be first paid to a named beneficiary 
the employee has already designated one 
under the Retirement Act and, if ni 
then it will be paid to the estate of the 
deceased employee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Is 
there any vital change in the tax struc- 
ture? 

Mr. RAMSPECK 





Senate amendment makes tt certain that 
it does not change the tax feature. In 
other words, it preserves the right to tax 
the money. 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusett Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Geol ia? 


There was no objection. 
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The Senate amendments were agreed FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE Omit the matter proposed t 
by the amendment of the H 


R 


a" 
wt 


u A further message from the Senate, by 


t: Ss a ses areata Mae oti the | Mr. Gatli in, one of its Cle1 ks, announced camaioaae ad > ge mg - 

ante, | that the Senate disagrees to the report the Senate bill, lines 7, 8, and 9, : 
NATURALIZATION OF PERSONS NOT CITI- | Ol the committee of conference on the “for the destruction of the resid 
ZE WHO SERVE HONORABLY IN THE | dis2greeing votes of the two Houses or said Oliver N. Knicht and of all 
MILITARY OR NAVAL FORCES | the amendments of the Senate to the bill | cane personal property therein 
EN ot bs . Genoa, | (H.R. 3961), entitled “An act authorizing | 28° - i a ; 

ie ae aes = a ae am | the construction, repair, and preserva- And the House agree to the same 


EUGENE J. Krocu 

JOHN JENNINGS, J 
Managers on the part of t 

ALLEN J. ELLEN 


tion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes.” 

The méSsage also announced that the 
nate insists upon its amendments to 


er, 

the Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 1284) 
relating to the n aturalization | of persons | 
not citizens who serve honor bly in the | « 
military or naval forces of the United a 


; v7 E. V. ROBERTSON 
States during the pre sent war, with Sen- the foregoing bill disagreed to by the Manag ers on the part of the § 
wet sears elyenncn em Rem ;. sa... | House; asks a further conference with 
5 seal ; eae +8, GE REPOS SO Se the House on the disagreeing votes of the STATEMENT 
eaenfie sain Wii two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. The managers on the part of the H 
The Clerk read the tit le of the bill. Overton, Mr. Bartey, Mrs. Caraway, Mr at the conference on the disagreei 
7 Clerk read the Senate amendmen Ciark of Missouri, Mr. BILso, Mr. JoHN- of the two Houses, on the amend 
as IOllOWS: 


the House, to S. 1827, for the relief ot ¢ 
N. Knight, submit the following 


¢ 


son of California, Mr. VANDENBERG, Mr. 
EREWSTER, and Mr. Burton to be the | in explanation of the effect of th 
conferees on the part of the Senate. agreed upon and recommended in th 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS panying report. 
é The bill as passed the Senate app 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask | to Oliver N. Knight $20,442.16 for 
unanimous consent that the gentleman | of his wife and three children as t 
cluding its Territories and possessions, shal) | from Wisconsin [Mr. McMurray] be | of an airplane in the service of the U 
have been at the time of his enlistment or in- | given permission to extend his remarks tae i crashing into his resid 
duction a resident thereof’ and inserting in | in the Recorp and include an address "ee Sen gti — ; 
lieu thereof the following: ‘Who shall have | notwithstanding the fact that the matter | 9.5 2 a it on sone cm res 

= : hc a ean tt . . e . u rr vv , a a rie ynierence a co! 
been at the time of his enlistment or induc- | js in excess of two pages. The estimate | of 920,442.16 was agreed upon 
tion a resident thereof and who (a) was law- . bli - ww ic 92 ages ¢ | pr = P 

: , of the Public Printer is 243 pages at a a 
fully admitted into the United States, in- cost of $138.80 EUGENE J. KEOGH, 
cluding its Territories and possessions, or ann oionan a : : . F JOHN JENNINGS, J! 
(b) having entered the United States, in- Phe SPEAKER. Is there objection to | Managers on tie part of the H 
cluding its Territories and possessions, prior | the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
to September 1, 1943, being ae - es- | sylvania? Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I 





Page 1 trike out all after line 2 over to 


| 
' 
| 
and incl ing line 2, page 2, and- insert | 
“That section 701 of the Nationality Act of | 
940 (56 Stat. 182-183; 8 U. S. C. 1001), as | 
ul nded, is amended— 

“(a) By striking out ‘who, having been | 
lawfully admitted to the United States, in- | 








tablish lawful admission into the United There was no objection. unanimous consent for the im: 
Cente Sarees Sey eS See eee Mr. ENGEL of Michigan. Mr. Speak- es of the conference re} 
- locan aaa of the United | er, I ask unanimous consent to extend | the bill S. 1827. 
~ tb) By inserting after the words ‘no dec- | ™¥ remarks in the Recorp and include | The SI PAK ER. Is there | ob . 
laration of intention’ the following: ‘, nocer- | @ letter I received from the National | the request of the gentleman from ! 
tificate of arrival for those described in group | Music Camp in my district. | York? , 
(b) hereof’.” The SPEAKER. Is there objection to There was no objection. 
¢ cCPRAKER pees wiehauda the request of the gentleman from Mich- Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ¢ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to | joano unanimous consent that the : 
= “ae 566 She SUNN See See There was no objection. on the part of the managers be 1 
oer itil . | Mr.CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask | lieu of the report. 
peer eee Se ee eee unanimous consent to extend my re- The SPEAKER. Is there object 
Te ce te er ee ‘ “~~,’ | marks in the REcorp following the de- | the request of the gentleman fro! 
aa gentleman explain the amend- | pote on the reorganizati on reso lution and | = 
: ee a statement by Mr. Wi lcox here was no objection. 
- happy to do so. ‘This bill: pasced the | ,,TH¢ SPEAKER. Is there objection to | ‘The Clerk read the statement. 
ouse twice, in late 1942 and on April tl re ai of the gentleman from Mich- . ant oe rho sing sas peceg 
13. The bill is designed to facilitate | * = Boas | ame o ee ee 
he naturalization of men in the armed | There was no objection. oe 


vices. The Second War Powers Act Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr. MR. AND MRS. SEBASTIAN EG 


Dehn Oo eT oe ee he 





cS rer nani . a | ae - 
utho the naturalization of men in | SPeaker, I ask unanimous consent toex- | wr KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
he armed services, but it did not do vend my re marks in the RecorD and in- unanimous consent - oe from 
y with the question of lawful admis- | CUG® an eal vial, co | Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 976) 
n, and this bill seeks to cure that de- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to | relief of Mr. and Mrs. s b 
We have many men in the armed | the request of the gentleman from Mich- | with a Senate amendment th 
; who ¢ ot establish the fact | 18am? | concur in the Senate amendment 
that they came to thi s country la w fully. } inere was no objection. The Cl rk read the title of the ! 
The Senate restricted the wae bill by | OLIVER N. KNIGHT The Clerk read the Senate a 
natin tine emaiite ol iin nan la | as follow 
ee See Cee oe this bill Prec Mr. KEO GH § submitted the following | ™ follows: 
to se who came here prior to Septe n- : ir ort and statement on the Page 1, line 6, strike out “$2,000” 
ber 1. 1943. and only to those who are conie! report ¢ 1d ateme?n nwne | rt “$1,000.” 


4171 (< 29 fo > . | Sert 
serving outside the continental United | Dill ‘S. 827) for the relief of Oliver . 


c : Knight: The SPEAKER. Is there obj 


a sn the request of the gentleman from 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I | CONFERENCE REFORT work? F 


Mt ee vd reservation of objection, The meeenrtgs = enn on the dis- There was no objection. 
ir, opea ‘ agreeing vyotes oO he wo iouses on tne The Se a oun RAN 
: : z= 1e Senate amer 1ent was 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to amendment of the House to the bill (8. 1827) in senate amendment : 
the request of the gentleman from Lou- for the relief of Oliver N. Knight, having met, . : : ae ee, ee ee 
isiana? after full and free conference, have agreed ‘ oT to reconsider was laid « 
ae ‘ ; to recommend an commend to their able 

There was no objection: eee Sone eee eee litres 

T) ss " i respective Houses as follows A. L. RINKENBERGER AND JOHN 

1e Senate amendment was concurrec hat the Senate recede from its disagree- FLOERING 

in ; ; : ment to the amendment of the House and 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the | agree to the same with an amendment as Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
table, | follows: unanimous consent to take from th 








1944 


Spyeaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 2066) for 
relief of A. L. Rinkenberger and John 

lo¢ , with Senate amendments 
reto, and concur in the Senate amend- 


Ls 


no 


Che Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments 
llows: 


1, line 6, strike out 


“$5,000” and in- 
» 500.” 
1, line 7, strike out “$10,000” anc i in- 
$7,500.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
» request of the gentleman from New 
k? 

re was no objection. 

The Senate amendments 

ed in. 

\ motion to reconsider was laid on th 


were 


con- 


RY AGNES LICHTEFELD DROPPELMAN 


ir. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
us consent to take from the Speaker's 
< the bill (H. R. 3645) for the relief 
Mary Agnes Lichtefeld Droppelman, 
th a Senate amendment thereto, and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 
The Clerk read the title of the bil 


4s 


The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ment, as follows: 
nd the title so as to read: “An act for 


relief of Mary Agnes Lichtefeld Droppel- 
and Fred J. Lichtefeld and Josephine 


Lichtefeld 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
equest of the gentleman from New 
York? 
There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


LAVERNE WHIPPLE 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker's 
desk the bill (H. R. 3400) for the relief 
of LaVerne Whipple, with a Senate 

mendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$4,500” and insert 
“$3,000.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was concurred 
in 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


i) 


+ 


P. E. BRANNEN 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
desk the bill (H. R. 4101) for the relief 
of P. E. Brannen, with a Senate amend- 
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike 
insert “$4,195.06.” 


XC———602 


out 





i 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was concurred 
in 

A moti 
table. 


yn to reconsider laid on the 


was 


MRS. JULIA TOLER 


Mr. KEOGH Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 4367) for 
the relief of Mrs. Julia Toler, with a Sen- 
ate amencment thereto, and concur in 
the Senate amendment 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment 
as ollo' 

P 1, line ¢ st 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 


serving the richt to object, Mr. Speaker, 
ndment apparently is an in- 
Is it not rather unusual for the 
ite to increase House bills? There- 
fore, I am a little bit suspicious. Will 
» gentleman explain the amendment? 
Mr. KEOGH. This bill passed the 
House appropriating the sum of $3,000 to 
Mrs. Toler in full settlement for all 
claims against the United States for the 
death of her minor daughter, who had 
been struck by a United States Army 
truck. The effect of the Senate amend- 
ment is to increase that sum from $3,000 
to $3,500. The only explanation I might 
assume to give to the gentieman, not 
knowing the actions of the minds of the 
Members of the other body, would be to 
tell him that on review of the facts they 
probably deemed the $3,500 to be more 
just compensation for the damages in- 
curred. 

Mr. MARTIN of Masschusetts. I ap- 
preciate that, but how does the gentle- 
man’s committee feel about the increase? 

Mr. KEOGH. I have been directed by 
the committee to ask for concurrence in 
the Senate amendment, which would 
seem to indicate that the committee is 
in accord with the action taken. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
the gentleman himself think the increase 
is justified? 

Mr. KEOGH. Iam a ministerial offi- 
cer at the moment. I am not personally 
acquainted with the facts in this case. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Does 
not the gentleman think he had better 
withdraw his request until he does be- 
come acquainted with the facts? 

Mr. KEOGH. As I review the bill, 
since it is compensation for the death 
of a minor child, I would certainly say 
it would be unreasonable to take the po- 
sition that that life is worth not more 
than $3,000 or $3,5000. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I 
think life is worth that, all right, but I 
want to feel sure that the gentleman is 
satisfied the increase is necessary. 

Mr. KEOGH. If the gentleman needs 
an unequivocal answer to that, I will say 
me! Mg 


this am 
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of Massachusetts. I 
ervation 


Mr. MARTIN 
withdraw my re 
Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. Is the objection t 


+) 7h + — > 
wne request oO. the entieman Ir ew 
Y Lo 
T"l. , } ; 
imere Was no oopjection 
rhe Senate amendment was concurr‘t 
’ 
AY n to re l V 


ROBERT L. WHIDDON 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


nimous consent to take f n ( 
S rel desk the bill (H. R. 4588) for 
the relief of Robert L. Whiddon., with a 
senate amendment thereto, and az1 to 
tl Senate amendm 
I Clerk read the t > of the b 
The Clerk 1 i Senate ame 
m<¢ as x 
] I 6 & ) d 
Mr. MARTIN of M husett M 
Speaker, reserving the right to t 
this another incre: P 


Mr. KEOGH. It 


Mr. MARTIN of Ma 1 What 
character of bill is thi 

Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
bill to compensate for p nal injw 


and property damages resulting from the 


claimant having been struck by an auto- 
mobile in the service of the United States 
Public Health Service The accident 


took place on April 21, 
further information 
other than that the « 


1943. I have no 


th respect to this 


rected me to ask that the House concur 
in the Senate amendment 
Mr. MARTIN of M: chusett M 


Crhoaalker 
wy 


aker, I withdraw my reservation 
tion. 

he SPEAKER. 
the request of the 


York? 


objection to 


I 
entleman from New 


+) ? 
Lilet 
; 

( 


I 


There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. 
EXTENSION O! 
DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


REMARKS 


Mr. 


unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the REcorp 
and include therein an article written 
by Capt. Richard L. Neuberger, entitled 
“Go North Young Man” appearing in 
Collier’s magazine for December 23, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is th objection to 


the request of the Del fror 
There was no objecti 
DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


Mr. 
unanimous consent to revise and « 
my remarks and to include therein a 
letter addressed to me by the £ nt 
Secretary of the Interior, Hon. ¢ rI 
Chapman, and a statement ! 


Alaska by my successor, Hon 

Bartlett 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (M1 

Hays). Is there objection to the re¢ 

of the Delegate from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Ur 
previous order of the Hou 
from Alaska [Mr. Dimo 
for 20 minutes. 


ND i recogn.z 








ALASKA 


Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, some 
weeks ago, in fact before the last recess 
of the House, several Members were gen- 
erous enough to say kind things about 
my service in the House of Representa- 
tives as Delegate from Alaska for nearly 
12 years past. Later, in the Committee 
on Territories and in the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, members of those com- 
mittees and other Representatives were 
in like manner and measure generous in 
their statements relative to my service 
here and of their regret for my impend- 
ing departure. I am keenly sensible of 
the gracious spirit which led them to 
make such observations knowing that 
they were inspired by that charity which 
St. Paul tells us is even greater than 
faith and hope. 

I am equally sensible of the many sim- 
ilar expressions which have been made 
to me privately by Members of the House, 
and of the uniform and unfailing cour- 
tesy which has always been accorded me 
here since I first entered the House as 
Delesate from Alaska. No treatment 
could have been finer, none more consol- 
ing and helpful. The position of a Dele- 
gate, as we all know, is unique since he 
is without the power to vote and, there- 
fore, Iam the more grateful to the Mem- 
bers of the House over all the years I 
have been here because in their attitude 
toward me none could possibly have been 
motivated by a spirit of self-interest. 

May I heartily commend to you for 
similarly generous treatment my suc- 
cessor, Hon. E. L. Bartlett who will take 
cffice on January 3, 1945. I have known 
Mr. Bartlett for many years. He is a 
man of outstanding ability and of un- 
questioned and unquestionable integrity. 
Anything which Mr. Bartlett says upon 
any subject can be confidently relied 
upon as being true. 

After a residence in Alaska of upward 
of <0 years, I am more than ever confi- 
dent of the great future of the Territory. 
My ardent hope is that it will not long 
remain a Territory but will presently be 
admitted to the Union as a State. 
Alaska, even now, is ready for statehood, 
and in my considered judgment is able to 
undertake all the burdens and responsi- 
bilities of statehood. 

Those who have lived in territories will 
know the political limitations of a ter- 
ritorial establishment. This is especially 
true of territories like Alaska where the 
vast bodies of the land are still owned 
br the Federal Government. It is not 
too soon for Alaskans to assume the labor 
of maintaining a State, and the admis- 
sion of Alaska as a State would be in the 
national interest. We, in Alaska, know 
that we can do a better job of taking 
care of our own affairs than can be done 
by some Secretary of a Department or 
chief of an agency or head of a bureau 
whose office is in Washington and who 
necessarily is lacking intimate first-hand 
knowledge of a land so far away from the 
National Capital as is Alaska. The ad- 
mission of territories to statehood as soon 
as they are ready and can undertake the 
obligations of a State government is in 
complete harmony with the whole theory 
and essential purpose of our national 
life. If self-government is to survive on 
earth, as I believe it will, then that self- 
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government must begin and be firmly 
established in the local communities and 
in the States. In fact, unless we have a 
firm belief in the principles of local self- 
government, a belief that we are eager to 
transmute into action, there is no reason 
why we should not join with the nu- 
merous people of the world who have 
yielded to the seductive ease and lack of 
personal responsibility for government 
which are always promised by a dictator- 
ship. Statehood will give to the citizens 
of the United States who reside in Alaska 
a standing and a dignity with which 
they are not possessed under a territo- 
rial form of government. 

Of course, there will be opposition to 
statehood both in and out of Alaska but 
principally from persons who do not re- 
side in the Territory. This opposition 
will come largely from two classes, first, 
those whom I refer to as “absentee land- 
lords”, persons who have considerable 
capital investments in Alaska and who 
will resist and resent any proposed 
change in its political status, for their 
interest in the Territory is not the estab- 
lishment of homes or the development of 
a civilized society but in extracting from 
the Territory all wealth that can be 
taken in a lawful manner; and second, 
those in the Federal Government who 
represent various departments and 
agencies and who at the present time 
exercise vast authority in Alaska because 
of its Federal status and who are more 
concerned with maintaining their own 
authority and power than they are in 
building the State of Alaska as an abode 
for increasing numbers of citizens. 

Months ago I introduced a bill—H. R. 
3768—proposing statehood for Alaska. 
Of course, before such a bill is enacted 
it will be necessary to have a definite ex- 
pression of opinion from the citizens of 
Aleska on the subject. Mr. Bartlett has 
informed me that he is equally ardent for 
statehood for the Territory, and he will 
press for legislation to grant statehood 
to Alaska at the earliest possible date. 
We both realize that during the course 
of the war the military authorities may 
be reluctant to have any change in the 
political status of Alaska, although how 
such a change could in any way harm 
any military operation I am unable to 
see. But surely when the war is ended 
no such reason can possibly be urged 
against Alaska statehood. 

Alaska is a great country, and its fu- 
ture possibilities are simply incalculable. 
As I have said on several occasions be- 
fore, Alaska lies in substantially the same 
latitudes as three countries of northern 
Europe with which comparison can be 
made, nameiy, Norway, Sweden, and Fin- 
land, and the climate of Alaska on the 
whole is not more severe than that of 
those three nations. We know from fac- 
tual observations that the natural wealth 
of Alaska is on the whole larger than 
that of Norway, Sweden, and Finland. 
When we reflect that before the war the 
three countries of northern Europe just 
mentioned supported in comfort a popu- 
lation of more than 13,000,000, possess- 
ing a high degree of culture, there is good 
ground to assert that eventually Alaska 
can support in like comfort and with a 
ike degree of culture a population equally 
large, 
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And yet, at the present time Alaska is 
nine-tenths wilderness, and the wilder- 
ness is always hard to subdue. While 
the natural wealth of Alaska is unde. 
niably great, prodigious labor is re. 
quired over a period of many years to 
make that wealth completely prod 
tive. I expect to see a considerable in- 
crease in the population of Alaska in ths 
post-war years, but I hope that peo; 
will not come to Alaska faster than t} 
can be assimilated and that no one wil] 
enter the Territory without understana- 
ing the difficulties which must be over- 
come in order to establish a home in the 
Territory. I have known persons to 
come to Alaska dead broke, confident 
that within a few days at the outside 
enough gold nuggets could be collected 
from some nearby stream to provide the 
newcomer with everything he needed 
not with great wealth. Of course, such 
ideas are fantastic. Anyone thinking of 
coming to Alaska should first sit down 
and count the cost and try to under- 
stand that Alaska can support hardy 
and resourceful people like those who 
crossed the plains and settled the West, 
and that anyone lacking the stamina of 
pioneers had better stay where the con- 
veniences of luxurious living are mor 
abundant. 

For its development the outstanding 
need of Alaska is the construction of 
roads. In modern days a wilderness 
area is not suitable for civilized living 
unless facilities for land travel exist. 
Many other things are required in 
Alaska, as in any other frontier country, 
but the construction and maintenance of 
an adequate system of roads for those 
parts of the Territory which are now 
suitable for immediate settlement is the 
outstanding requirement. Any plan for 
the development of Alaska which does 
not put roads in the first category of 
need is bound to lack full success. 

As a part of the highway system of 
Alaska, most of which is yet to be built 
the highway to connect the States with 
Alaska is of prime importance. Many 
people think that the existing so-called 
Alaska Highway satisfies our every need 
for highway connection between the 
States and Alaska. But such is not th: 
case. Recently the eminent Alaska civil 
engineer, Donald McDonald, who is 
known all over Alaska as “the father of 
the Alaska Highway,” set forth the pres- 
ent and pressing need for the construc- 
tion of a real highway to Alaska in an 
article which appeared in the Alaska 
Life, a magazine devoted to Alaska de- 
velopment and printed in Seattle, Wash. 
Mr. MacDonald entitled his article, “The 
Unfinished Fight for the Highway We 
Must Yet Build.” It appeared in the 
issues of the magazine of September, 
October, and November 1944. In his 
article Mr. MacDonald has stated with 
honesty, candor, and vigor the case for 
the Alaska Highway. That highway, as 
Mr. MacDonald points out, should be 
built to connect Prince George, British 
Columbia, with the existing Alaska 


- 
a4 


Highway, probably making the juncture 
some miles east of Whitehorse in Yukon 
Territory. The distance remaining to 
be built is less than 700 miles, and with 
such a road in being we would have a 
The existing 


real highway to Alaska, 








arily to 

: airfields along its route and also 
supply line to Alaska in case of need. 
it feeds into the middle of the 


itinent, it is of little use to Alaska and 
kans. The whole economy of 
is intimately associated with that 


western coast of the United States 
of Canada, and has little, if any, 
ion to the economy of the Central 
As Mr. MacDonald has pointed 

the possibility of transport by high- 
is virtually without limit. In the 
many short railroads, and par- 
rly logging railroads, have been 
1ed in recent years because high- 
transportation has proved cheaper 
more satisfactory. The highway, 
n built, should be so constructed as 
rry heavy loads and to make possi- 


the transportation over the highway 
ny quantity of materials or equip- 


or supplies, civilian or military, 

may be required. May I further 

ite the attention of the Members to 

rticle appearing in the December 

14 issue of Alaska Life, by Mr. Dewey 

lock, a highly competent engineer, 

has meade an examination of the 

ka Highway project. In this articl 

1 “The Coming Highway t 

he points out the convincin 

ons for its construction. Mr. Bul- 

article is accompanied by mal 

a profile showing the ease with 

ch a highway can be constructed 
g the route mentioned. 

Vhile it is always useful to build roads 

any wilderness that is capable of hu- 





man habitation, the existing Alaska 
Highway serves Canada much more 
ely than it does the United States 
Alaska. The highway which Mr. 


‘Donald and Mr. Bullock recommend, 
d which is unanimously approved by 
Alaskan International Highway 
Commission, of which our distinguished 
Senator MAGNuSoNn is chairman, is vitally 
necessary for the true development of 
Alaska and to enable the several States 
to benefit to the utmost extent from the 
ully material wealth of the Territory. 
Alaska should become self-supporting 
so far as possible at the earliest practi- 
cable date. The economy of the Terri- 
tory is ill-balanced as long as 90 percent 
of the foodstuff consumed in Alaska is 
imported from the United States. Most 
of this foodstuff could be grown in 
Alaska itself. More than 40,000,000 acres 
in Alaska are suitable for agriculture and 
grazing. Some of this land is as fertile 
as any to be found in the world. The 
growing season of Alaska is sufficiently 
long to mature crops of ordinary grain, 
ich as rye, wheat, oats, and barley, as 

1 as the ordinary vegetables. Mar- 
keting is a problem which should engage 
the attention of all citizens who are in- 
terested in the development of the Ter- 
ritory. The agricultural experiment 
work in Alaska should be much enlarged. 
Special problems concerning the grow- 
ing and maturing of the various types 
of grains and grasses and othe: food- 
stuffs which may be produced in Alaska 
are constantly encountered. The aver- 
age farmer has neither the time nor the 
money to make the experiments neces- 
sary to know precisely what ought to be 
done. I have introduced bills to put 





Alaska in the same status as the several 
States with respect to experiment sta- 
tion work and extension work carried on 
in Alaska unde. the supervision of the 
University of Alaska now under charge 
of the able Dr. Lorin T. Oldroyd. This is 
as valuable as any work now being done 
in Alaska, and it should be sufficiently 
expanded to meet the needs of the 
Alaskan farmers. In this respect, we 
may well pay attention to what has been 
accomplished under similar condition 
1 in recent yeal 

the people of the United States conse 5 
of Alaska and of its possibilities. Liter- 
ally thousands upon thousands of cit 


The incidents of the war have m: 


zens from all parts of the country have 
asked for information about Alaska and 
a great proportion of them have evi- 
denced an interest in the possibility of 
Alaska. This is particularly 
9f young men who have had mili- 
tary service in and out of Alaska. When 
I was last in the Territory in the summer 
of 1943, hundreds of men in Service told 
me that they intended to remain in 
Alaska and make it their permanent 
home when they were discharged from 
military service. Surely the subject is 
one which may well engage the attention 
of the Congress of the United States, be- 
cause whatever is done to insure the set- 
tlement in Alaska of veterans or others 
in the post-war period must have the 
interest and approval of Congress. I 
hope that the Members will give thought 
to the entire subject end to take what- 
ever action may seem wise to make Alas- 
ka the land of homes and civilization 
which its resources so amply warrant. 

The disposition to withdraw vast areas 
of land in Alaska from settlement and 
entry is a cause for genuine alarm. 
Since the war started, more than 90,000,- 
000 acres of land in Alaska have been 
withdrawn from entry. Some of these 
reserves were made for military purposes, 
some to keep for national] use the poten- 
tial oil lands of Alaska, some to aid in 
the construction of the Alaska Highway, 
and some for Indian reservations. 

One Indian reservation in what is 
known as the Chandalar region of north- 
ern Alaska embraces 1,408,000 acres of 
land and has been so reserved for 
claimed population of 202 Indians, al- 
though the 1840 census would appear to 
indicate that not more than 82 Indians 
were then found in this entire area. The 
use of a law authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to create reservations of 
public land in Alaska for the benefit of 
the Alaskan Indians and other natives to 
create a reservation so vast in area for so 
few Indians is startling, to say the least, 
but in order that the views of the Depart- 
ment may be known, I insert here an 
explanation of the sukject embraced in 
a letter dated December 13, 1944, ad- 
dressed to me by Hon. Oscar L. Chapman, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior, as 
follows: 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1944. 
Hon. ANTHONY DIMOND, 
Delegate from Alaska, 

My Dear Mr. Dimonp: With reference to 
the establishment of the Venetie reservation, 
I am quoting below excerpts taken from the 
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which they must « 
ir liveli dad. Each family, therefor re- 
quires a large area of land fro1 ) 
provide food for themselves and their d 
“The people of Venetie and neighboring 
villages have resided in their p: nt 1 ) 
for many years. They have lived off the 
country depending upon game and fish for a 


and Robert's Fish Camp, as well as of tl 
mall semipermanent camps are all mor I 
less interrelated Many of the trails and 
ps are used jointly by the people of the 
different villages. Such camps and tra 





indispensable to the utilization of the re 
sources of the region Since the entire area 
lies north of the Arctic Circle, the resources 
are sparse and large areas I t 
the support of a few peoples Travel over 
these areas in search of game and fur 
be in ssible without well-developed 
and 2 sufficient number of shelter cabi 
}; Camps 
“The natives depend upon the rivers which 
form the boundaries of their prop: 1 re 
vation for their supply of food f 
selves and their dogs. The streams are : 
used as routes of transportation, in s 
by boat and in winter by d sled. For these 
reasons, the natives requ that the « 
of the streams bounding the pror ir 
vation be made the boundary of their 1 r- 
vation 
“The main need for creating a reserv 
is to protect the hunting and tray 
grounds of the natives f n @& 


white trapper Well equipped white trap- 


pers go by plane into the areas habitu 
used by the natives I ish the de 

of the breeding stock, fur-bea x 

are becoming more and 1 € are I 
year, and unless something is done t ) 
the ruthless exploitation and 

game and fur-bearing animals of tl 


these people wil' soon be « 
quest aid from the Govern: t to pr it 


starvation. The fact that w e trappers can 
fly into these are: and ¢ t ng as much 
fur as two or three ! ive f 


in one season, is tend y to break 
| of these people, as well as to redu 
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poverty. If the native people of these vil- 
lages are to remain self-supporting, they 
must be protected against the exploitation 
of the white hunters and trappers. If this 
area is not reserved white trappers will con- 
tinue to fly into the territory and with the 
very best of equipment available, they will be 
able to diminish the fur to a point where it 
l 


will be imp ible for the natives to subsist. 
“There are no existing reservations in the 
area of the proposed reservation, and there 
are no known coal or other minerals that are 
found in paying quantities. Very few if any 
white people are now living within the area.” 
Sincerely yours, 


Oscar L. CHAPMAN, 
A tant Secretary. 


One of the most disturbing features 
of these reservations is the fact that all 
of them either directly or by implication 
forbid the prospecting for and develop- 
ment of minerals in the areas so reserved, 
and thus the provisions of the general 
mining laws of the United States are 
virtually circumvented. Surely, a res- 
ervation of this size for such a small 
population, even in view of the explana- 
tion of the Bureau of Indian Affairs as 
set forth in the letter of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, should leave 
the area open to bona fide development 
of its mineral wealth under the general 
mining laws of the Unitcd States which 
have been found so adequate over such 
a long period of time. It is plain that 
one way to maintain the wilderness in 
all its primeval glory and _ uselessness, 
and to prevent the settlement of Alaska, 
and to preclude the building of homes 
therein is to put the Territory in reserves, 
for the creation of a reservation will, 
in almost every instance, effectively pre- 
vent the possibility of settlement or of 
adequate use of the area embraced 
therein. 

Recently alarm has been expressed by 
many citizens of Alaska about the dan- 
gers of the creation of further large In- 
dian reservations in southeastern Alaska. 
I have always considered that one of 
my first duties and obligations as Dele- 
gate was to protect the rights of the 
native peoples of Alaska. To that end 
I have earnestly and vigorously sup- 
ported all the measures looking toward 
the aid or assistance to the natives. 
Prominent among these measures is the 
act of June 19, 1935, Public Law 152, 
Seventy-fourth Congress, supplemented 
by Public Law 587, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress, approved June 5, 1942, giving the 
Tlingit and Haida Indians of southeast- 
ern Alaska the right to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims to recover compensation 
for the property rights of which they 
may have been unlawfully deprived, and 
the so-called Reindeer Act of September 
1. 1937, Public Law 413. For the fur- 
ther assistance of the natives, I spon- 
sored legislation for the extension of 
certain beneficial features of the 
Wheeler-Howard Act to Alaska, Public 
Law 538, Seventy-fourth Congress, ap- 
proved May 1, 1936, and at the sugges- 
tion of the Department of the Interior 
and the Office of Indian Affairs, there 
was included in this legislation a pro- 
vision giving the Secretary of the In- 
terior the right to create Indian reser- 
vations in Alaska upon approving vote 
of the Indian affected. The Tlingit and 
Haida Indians of southeastern Alaska 





object to having the reservation plan ap- 
plied to them, and in a meeting of their 
association called Alaska Native Broth- 
erhood held recently in Kake, Alaska, 
and attended by 102 delegates, under the 
leadership of their able and patriotic 
president, Mr. Roy Peratrovich, resolu- 
tions were adopted opposing reserva- 
tions, but strongly insisting at the same 
time that the aboriginal property rights 
of those Indians be recognized and es- 
tablished and compensation paid there- 
for. 

Justice to the natives of Alaska de- 
mands that their aboriginal and other 
rights be judicially determined at the 
earliest possible moment and that just 
compensation be paid therefor. Nothing 
less is in harmony with political or pub- 
lic or private morality. But solution of 
the problem arising out of determination 
of the native Claims and the payment 
of just compensation in satisfaction of 
such claims cannot be had by the crea- 
tion of vast new reservations. This is 
another case where common sense and 
reason are, as always, not only useful but 
completely indispensable. Before leav- 
ing Alaska recently Mr. Bartlett made a 
statement on the subject of Indian claims 
and Indian reservations which is so in- 
spired by a keen sense of fair dealing 
and so replete with common sense that 
I present it here. It is as follows: 

In a few days I shall depart from Juneau 
en route to Washington, D. C., preparatory to 
taking over my duties as Delegate to Con- 
gress from Alaska in January. Before leav- 
ing I consider it my duty to inform Alas- 
kans as to my views regarding the Indian 
claims which have been the subject of sev- 
eral hearings in southeastern Alaska and 
concerning which another hearing is sched- 
uled to be held in Seattle beginning No- 
vember 15. 

No matter has come before the Alaska pub- 
lic in years which has occasioned so much 
discussion, public and private, and which has 
aroused so much controversy. 

Prior to the general election in Alaska on 
September 12 I was constantly invited, in 
fact urged, to denounce the claims and every- 
thing and everyone having to do with them. 
For two very valid reasons I declined these 
pressing invitations. First, because I be- 
lieved and still believe the injection of the 
issue as a matter of partisan politics was 
entirely meaningless, could not affect that 
issue in any sense whatsoever and would only 
stir up emotion without any useful result. 
Second, because no hearings had been held 
then, the facts available were insufficient to 
support anything but a snap judgment and 
to come out for either side then would have 
been similar to arriving at a decision in a 
law case without consideration of the evi- 
dence. 

Now hearings have been held. The gen- 
eral objectives are better known. It is pos- 
sible to arrive at a conclusion based on a 
sufficient body of facts to be supported ade- 
quately. 

As your Delegate in Congress I intend to do 
these things: 

First. Oppose, with all the vigor at my com- 
mand and for reasons to be stated presently, 
creation of a wholesale system of reservations 
for exclusive use or benefit of the native race 
in southeastern or any other part of Alaska. 

Second. Support to the very best of my 
ability, the taking of these claims into com- 
petent court of jurisdiction so that the In- 
dian people may receive just compensation 
in whatever amount they have been damaged. 

Third. Support, with a very real conviction 
as to the desirability thereof, the granting of 
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trap sites in selected Indian localities so ¢ 
economic lot may be bettered. 

If affirmative action were taken with 
spect to every petition pending there y 
be a strong tendency to give over to, or } 
in trust for the Indian people large ar 
southeastern Alaska. From a practical st 
point it is difficult to see why these c! 
could not eventually be enlarged to in 
other parts of Alaska. 

Assuming every claim is just in its ent 
assuming every petition is granted, a 
ing a series of reservations is created, a q 
tion arises which has not been suffi 
explored. It is altogether unlikely the 
tives as individuals, as tribes, or as 
would administer these reservatior 
would be done by a Government agency 
the profits, if precedent were followed, 
go to the United States Treasury to be 
bursed eventually for improvement of n 
communities and for the betterment of 
native race generally. Perhaps no 
agency ever established in Alaska woul 
called upon to cope with such a ¢ 
problem. The task ahead of it stagger 
imagination. If it were simply a pri 
of taking over existing trap sites no es; 
dificulty would be encountered in setti 
adequate machinery. In a majority of 
stances it is highly probable that the 
companies now operating the traps v 
continue to do so under a leasing arra 
ment, or some similar arrange ment 
natives through their government ag 

That would be simple by comparisen | 
what would have to follow. There w 
have to be taken into consideration the wh 
fisherman, the small independent, who, w 
his Indian counterpart, is the economic t - 
bone of southeastern Alaska. Most of th 
men, out of necessity if nothing else, wou 
have to stay here. They have their ho: 
here. There is no logical reason, no rea: 
in justice or equity, why they should be d 
possessed. What kind of a contract cov 
be entered into with every last one of thess 
fishermen? It would take an army of snoo; 
ers, a veritable gestapo, to see to it these 
contracts were enforced. 

No. If for no other reason at all, the prop- 
osition would collapse under the burden of 
an appalling administrative weight. 

More. Simple justice, entirely aside from 
laws, calls for and should compel equal treat- 
ment for all classes of citizens. That is a 
principle we most assuredly aim at constantly 
even if we fall short of attainment. Becaus 
we do fall short does not constitute valid 
reason for turning upon one class at this time 
and placing it under serious economic handi- 
cap by administrative ruling. 

Establishment of reservations over such a 
broad expanse of country and over the bor- 
dering ocean where settlement both of nativ 
and whites has proceeded for generatio.s ac- 
cording to an entirely different principle 
would be a departure from established Amer- 
ican procedure as unique as it would be 
unworkable. 

Let us not overlook the certainty that 
bitter antagonisms would be aroused. Wh 
they would lead no man can foretell and I, f 
one, care to speculate as little as possible « 
that feature. 

Under the present system of taxation—and 
under any system which may be adopted i 
the future—the territorial government neces- 
sarily looks for a considerable percentage 
its income from the products of the sea a! 
the land in southeastern Alaska. This fruit- 
ful source of taxation would be denied our 

wn Government in respect to those sectio: 
covered by reservations. They would be non- 
taxable. Since this is true, one firm founda- 
tion of the future state we look forward to 
would be removed, taken away forever. A 
State, like a Territory, cannot subsist upon 
nothing. 

So much for what might be termed the 
white side of the case. There is another side. 


a 
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Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
f m a? 
rm. wo ND. I yield to the ntle- 
W n f 1 O O 


. BOLTON. I feel very reluctant 


to ntleman leave u I have 
el d very much the association which 
] been permitted me in visiting back 
and forth with the gentleman from our 
( t] hall. Personally, I 
hall miss the gentleman very much, and 
I know that though we shall welcome 
his succe yr, we Shall always wish that 
he were with us. 

Mr. DIMOND. I thank the gentle- 


woman from Ohio. 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, wi!l the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIMOND. I yield to the gentle- 


man from Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. My col- 
lepaeues who have preceded me ‘have 
spoken of the high esteem in which the 
gentleman is held by the people of 
Alaska. I do not know about that. All 
I can speak of is the high esteem in 


which the gentleman is held by his col- 
leagues in the House on both sides of 
the ; 

Mr. DIMOND. 
man. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that following 
the remarks of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HorrMan] I may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 10 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horrman] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Speaker, here is 
a Detroit Free Press of Wednesday, De- 
cember 13. Extending across the front 
page from one side to the other is this 
caption: “Labor Board members join 
Vard pickets.” From down in the story 
I read the following: 

As the announcement was being made local 


aisle 


I thank the gentle- 


€ 


members of the W. L. B. were marching in a 
picket line in front of the Ward’s store on 
Grand River 


Down a little further the story con- 
tinues: 
Jan Gallagher, chairman of the C. I. O. 


membership of the regional W. L. B. panel 
and Morris Field, vice president, picketed 
for several hours in front of the entrance of 


the Ward Grand River store. 


Get that. A member of a Federal 
agency joins a picket line. What kind of 
a fair and impartial agency is it when a 
member called upon to settle a dispute 
joins one party in an effort to prevent 
workers going to their jobs? 

That strike grows out of the refusal of 
the Montgomery Ward & Co. to obey an 
order of the War Labor Board which 
contains among other things, two pro- 
visions. One is an order that the com- 
pany increase its wages to a certain sum 








* week and the other is that the com- 
1y enter into a contract with the 
C. I. O. containing a security-of-mem- 
bership clause. Note this, Congress has 
never passed a law which gave any au- 
thority to the President or to any execu- 
ney, giving to him or any agency 
i y over any business other 
war industries. The Ward stores which 
are being struck and around which thes« 
picket lines are being thrown are not 
war industries. They are ordinary mer- 
cantile establishments having no connec- 
tion with the war effort; that is, no more 
connection than any retail store in any 
small town or in any city. 

the War Labor Board admits, 
and I have heard its Chairman testify 
two or three times, that it had no au- 
thority to enforce these orders requiring 
a security-of-membership clause. The 
courts, time and time again over a period 
of more than 2 years, have refused to take 
jurisdiction to determine whether or not 
those orders were legal or illegal, just or 
unjust, and has refused by court order to 
enforce them or to declare them illegal. 
The court has declared and the Board has 
said that those orders were merely ad- 
visory; that the court has no authority 
to enforce those orders, and the Board 
admits it has no authority to enforce the 
orders. The only thing that so far has 
2een done is for the President to take pos- 
session of the plant or business. The 
Officials of the C. I. O., according to these 
newspapers, are asking that the Presi- 
dent take possession of the retail estab- 
lishments of Ward and put these two or- 
ders into effect. That means that the 
Government of this country is to take 
possession of those retail stores, give the 
employees the wage scale recommended 
by the Board, compel the employees to 
remain in the union or resign within 15 
or 20 days, depending upon the terms 
of the order. Then the Government will 
operate the retail store. You see where 
we are getting? Under this procedure, 
the executive department of the United 
States assumes the power to take pos- 
session and operate any business. The 
Congress gave the President no such au- 
thority. To go one step further, suppose 
the man or the men put in charge of the 
Ward retail stores do not make a suc- 
cess of the business? Suppose it runs 
on, as it evidently will, Ward’s attitude 
being what it is, suppose the matter runs 
on for months or a year and the store, 
under Government supervision and oper- 
ation, does not make a profit? 

The theory of the Government in this 
case is that the War Labor Board has the 
authority to order an individual or a 
corporation engaged in a retail business, 
which in no way affects the war, to com- 
ply with the wage and other demands of 
a labor union. Analyzed, that amounts 
to the proposition that a labor union, by 
making demands on management, can, 
if it secures favorable decision from the 
W. L. B., control and operate through 
the Government the business of the in- 
dividual or corporation. 

It is anew way of imposing labor man- 
agement upon industry and business. 

If the businessman does not comply 
with the demands of the labor union, 
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then the President, by Executive order, 
will take over the business and operate 
it in accordance with the union plan at 
the expense of the st It 
just another way of establishing state 
socialism, Government control of busi- 
ness, 

Suppose, under Government opera- 
tion, the assets of the company are dis- 
sipated, used up. Is the Federal Govern- 
ment, by appropriation, to make good 
the loss to the stockholders? Obviously 
someone would object to that. Then it 
follows that this is what the executive 
department can do. It can take posses- 
sion of any retail business, operate it at 
a loss, and deprive the stockholders or 
the owner of that business of his prop- 
erty. Is that due process of law under 
the Constitution which provides that no 
man’s property shall be taken from him 
without due precess? You cannot hook 
it up with the war effort, claim the Gov- 
ernment is acting because of a war ne- 
cessity. I read you now from another 
Detroit newspaper, the Detroit Evening 
News, of the same date. After reciting 
that the union officials asked that the 
Ward stores be seized by the Govern- 
ment, it says: 

Approximately 1,450 production workers 
at the Briggs Outer Drive plant struck to- 
day in a disagreement about the transfer of 
an inspector, 


eich iIlde ~ 
Lae blUsar iS. 


That is a war plant. The strike means 
the nonproduction of war materials 
which will be needed before the winter is 
over. Reading further from the news- 
paper: 

According to a company spokesman the 
strike began when the management “re- 
fused to violate its contract with the union 
by allowing an inspector a_ breaking-in 
period on a new job after he had been moved 
with agreed seniority provisions to another 
department.” 


In the next paragraph: 


He said the company wanted to demote the 
inspector instead. The strike had held up 
preduction of ball turrets for bombers. 


The press of today reports the destruc- 
tion and loss of bombers by the Japs— 
the strike causes the loss of the bombers 
because they are not completed on time. 

Here is another: 

Nearly 500 employees of Bohn Aluminum 
struck early today. Company and union of- 
ficials were unable to explain the reasons, 


No one knows why they struck. Never- 
theless they struck, and that plant is 
engaged in war work. That is the same 
company which back in 1937, for 42 days 
had a strike which tied up the manu- 
facture of airplane engines for fighting 
ships. 

Here is another: 

Officials of local 208, U. A. W.-C. I. O., 
which represents the workers, has scheduled 
a meeting for 11 a. m. Wednesday, at the 
local hall, to determine the issues involved 
and to seek an end of the strike. 


Then further on down in the same 
newspaper: 

The 1,300 striking employees of the Frue- 
hauf Trailer Co., ignored pleas of the Army 
to return to work for the third straight 
time, 
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That strike is 8 days old. That strike 
na plant of a company which is mak- 
ng trucks for the Army and the Army 
s asked them to go back to work and 
y will not do it. They have been out 
Did the Government do any- 
ing about that? Did the administra- 
n do anything about it? Does it order 
.e union men back to work? No, it 
es not, but in an ordinary retail store 
lke Montgomery Ward, it seizes the prop- 
erty of the company, it intends to put 
those striking employees back to work, 
them the wage which the Govern- 
ment says they should have and force the 
mpany to take them back and force the 
rkers to join a union and pay dues. 
But when it comes to a strike in a war 
industry, a strike in a plant on which 
e Army is depending for trucks for 
transportation of its supplies, includ- 
e shells and gasoline on the fighting 
front across the sea, then the adminis- 
tration refuses to take any action against 
those who cause the loss of bombers by 
nonproduction. I wonder if the Members 
of the House, if the people of our coun- 
y as a whole, realize what this admin- 
istration is up to? Realize what it is 
doing—how it, while asking the people to 
buy War bonds, itself condones and en- 
courages a policy which may result in a 
prolongation of the war, the loss of life? 
Do they realize that the administra- 
tion is encouraging the strikers to strike 
in war industries by refusing to take any 
action against them? By granting the 
demands of strikers? Do they realize 
the Government is taking over private 
business and intends to operate private 
business even though that must be done 
ataloss? Do we realize that some mem- 
bers of the W. L. B. panel have now 
openly joined the picket line to aid the 
Government in establishment of Govern- 
ment operation and eventually owner- 
shrip of private enterprise? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan has expired. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


(Mr. JACKSON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix and include an editorial from 
the National Herald.) 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 


Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I renew my unanimous-consent 
request to further insist upon the posi- 
tion of the House conferees on the bill 
(H. R. 3961) authorizing the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors and 
for other purposes, and to agree to the 
further conference asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS~— 
PERMISSION TO FILE REPORT 


Mr. MAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that notwithstanding the 
sine die adjournment of the Seventy- 
eighth Congress the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs may have until midnight 
January 2, 1945, to file a report on Army 
hospitals with the Clerk of the House. 


Uays. 


CONGR 





The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and to include 


therein an editorial dated December 12, 
944, from the Arkansas Gazette. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Rees] is recognized for 10 
minutes. 


HOLDING THE LINE 


Mr. REES cf Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
during the last few days there has been a 
considerable amount of legislation intro- 
duced providing for the increase of sala- 
ries for the President, the Vice President, 
the Cabinet, and for Members of Con- 
gress, as Well as other legislation for the 
benefit of Members of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe this is 
the time for Congress to give favorable 
consideration to such legislation, espe- 
cially when so much is being said about 
the necessity of holding the line on sala- 
ries, expenses, and cost of living. We 
hear a lot of discussion about adhering to 
the Little Stee] formula in order to pre- 
vent inflation. I voted against the legis- 
lation to increase the allowance for as- 
sistance in congressional offices because I 
felt that if later on there were a greater 
need for it, than now, we could take care 
of it at that time. 

Mr. Speaker, under a proposed measure 
a few days ago the President’s salary 
would be increased to $100,009. The 
President himself said he felt $25,000 
should be the limit for any executive. I 
do not see how he can approve such 
action, 

Mr. Speaker, we are in the midst of a 
most critical period of this war when 
everyone is expected to bend his energies 
and his efforts to bring this war to a suc- 
cessful conclusion just as promptly as 
possible. Congress is being called upon 
on the one hand to fix ceilings on the 
things we buy and the things we sell. 
Demands are also being made for in- 
creases in salary payments and wages of 
people in all walks of life. Many of these 
demands are justified. Salaries and in- 
comes of many of our people that are 
frozen are being shrunk because of in- 
creased prices and more taxation. 

Mr. Speaker, the old adage of charity 
begins at home ought to apply with re- 
spect to this matter. We ought not, in 
my judgment, and I speak for myself 
only, to increase our own salaries or that 
of Cabinet members or the President or 
Vice President in this crucial time. Mr. 
Speaker, I believe in view of the situation 
this House and this Congress ought not 
to give favorable consideration to such 
legislation. It is untimely and out of 
place, 


POST-WAR PROBLEMS 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
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my colleague the gentlewoman from 
New York |Miss STanteEy] may address 


the House for 5 minutes 

The SPEAKER. Is there obj 
the request of the 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Miss STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, no 
matter what other subjects we may dis- 
cuss in this illustrious forum, most of us 
are constantly thinking but the ter- 
rible toll of the war. Even those of us 
who have only young brothers, cousins 
and friends engaged in « 


> hy 
aut 


ymbat overse 


spend many hours tryir to be of real 
service in the world crisis. 

For that reason this Representative 
finds courage to rise in the presence of 


those who possess so much wisdom and 


such superior seniority. Naturally 
every one of us is deeply concerned with 
the conclusion of the war and with 
problems of post-war adjustment. How- 
ever, many of us feel that unless we de- 
vote our best attention to the important 
matter of finding the m« practical 
methods of maintaining world peace, 
other efforts will have been in vain 
Certainly we must be both idealistic and 
realistic if we are to help prevent future 


wars. 

A great many voices have been raised 
in favor of some kind of world organiza- 
tion to maintain the peace. Paradoxi- 
cally, such an organization may find it 


necessary to use force to prevent future 


wars. Even in the most peace-loving 
community there arise occasions when 
lawbreakers must be curbed by force 

The proposed United Nations organiza- 


tion would not use force as a declaration 
of war. Instead, it would be employed 
in the nature of a sanction to maintain 
world harmony. In the event of a 
threat to world peace, it might become 
essential to use this force immediately. 
There seems to some of us good reason, 
therefore, to give to the United States 
delegate to any such organization some 
congressional authority in advance con- 
cerning the use of that force. 

The following resolution is respectfully 
submitted: 


Resolved, That for national security and 


world peace, the Representatives of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress, contingent upon 
the ratification of a United Nations Compact, 
as a treaty, favor enactment of leg ation 
establishing and maintaining a peace author- 
ity of specific armed forces for the purpose 
of suppressing breaches or threatened 
breaches of the peace, and empowering the 
President without further sanction by ths 


Congress to use the peace authority or any 


part of it f r the purpose stated, on the oc - 
sion and conditions as stipulated f 
treaty. 

Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago our 


office wrote to a very seriously wounded 
boy from Buffalo who is now in Walter 
Reed Hospital. We offered to help him 
with any problems that he might have 


In reply we received a dictated letter 
This youngster, one of th casualties ) 
very concisely referred to as an amputa- 
tion case, said in his letter 

Thank you very much. I have no prcb- 
lems, but you people wl! e in Congress 
have mar I pr God 1 help ycu 
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nt report on the state of the 
” wT)T le 


Walter Lippmann has suggested 


t! { » of us who have the privilege of 
servil in public cffice should act with 
an understanding of the magnitude as 
well as the dangers of the task our fight- 
ing men face. An American infantryman 
stat the premise simply: “How strange 
that ar’ arithmetic discounts the 
spread of sorrow as the sorrow mounts.” 
Opinions in this great forum as to the 
best y to maintain world peace will, of 
co One fact is clear, the in- 
tense triotism and keen intelligence of 
t M of this distinguished House 
of Rep: ntatives guarantee their ap- 
pre tion of the magnitude of the job 
of ma ! world peace. It is obvi- 
cusly a job which will last as long as the 
human race survil\ 


-EAKER. From information 
the Chair has at this time, it might be 
wise for Members to wait until after- 
noon tomorrow before leaving the city. 

RECESS 


The Ss 


The House will now stand in recess 
intil 4:30 today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House stood in recess 
until 4:30 p. m. 

AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
4:39 o'clock p. m. 


STILL FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 


A still further message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. Gatlin, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H.R.5206. An act to authorize Belfry Coal 
Co. to construct, maintain, and cperate a 
free suspension bridge conveyor across the 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near 
Sprigg, W. Va. 


‘ 

The message also announced that the 
Senate Lad passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

H.R. 4333. An act for the relief of Bertha 
LeFrancq; and 

H.R.5590. An act to increase clerk hire, 
and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol- 


lcwing title: 

H.R.5&387. An act making appropriations 
to supply deficiengies in certain appropria- 
tio for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944 d for prior fiscal years, and to provide 


supplemental apprepriations for the fiscal 
yeal r June 30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, 
and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
vith the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. McKettar, Mr. Gtass, Mr. HAYDEN, 
Mr. Typincs, Mr. Russett, Mr. NYE, Mr. 
Hotman, and Mr. Brooks to be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 





The message also announced that the | 


Senate has ordered that the Secretary 
be directed to request the House of Rep- 
resentatives to return to the Senate the 
bill CH. R. 3861) entitled “An act author- 
izing the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes.” 
ELECTION TO COMMITTEES 
Mr. DOVGHTON of North Carolina. 


Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res. 
680), as follows: 

R ved, That the following-named Mem- 
I ; be, and they are hereby elected mem- 


bers of the standing committees of the House 
Representatives, as follows: 
Irrigation and teclamation: ALFRED J. 
E.viort, of California 
ferchant Marine and Fisheries: Ratpu H. 
DAUGHTON of Virginia 
Immigration and Naturalization: Raupu H. 
CaucntTon of Virginia. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 
BILL, 1945 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I1ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 5587) 
making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for 
prior fiscal years, and to provide sup- 
plemental appropriations for the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 
1946, and for other purposes, with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto, disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a con- 
ference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the sill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman frcein Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

The Speaker appointed the following 
conferees: Messrs. CANNON of Missouri, 
Wooprrum of Virginia, LupLOW, SNYDER, 
O'Nrat, RasBaut, JoHNSON of Oklahoma, 
DIRKSEN, ENGEL ci Michigan, Case, and 
KEEFE. 

RIVER AND HARSOR BILL 


The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following request from the Senate: 

Ordered, that the Secretary be directed to 
request the House of Representatives to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill (H. R. 3961) en- 
titled “An act authorizing the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,” together with the papers thereon. 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Dol 
correctly understand the parliamentary 
situation in regard to this bill to be that 
if we grant the request of the Senate it 
permits that branch of the Government 
to accept the conference report which 
was agreed to by the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Senate may re- 
consider its former action in rejecting 
the conference report. 

The question is on agreeing to the re- 
quest of the Senate. 
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The request of the Senace was agr 
to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on t 
table. 
ADDITIONAL CLERK HIRE 


Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, by di- 
rection of the Committee on Accounts, I 
ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s tabie the bill (H. R. 5530) 
to increase clerk hire, and for other pur- 
poses, with a Senate amendment there- 
to, and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment 
as follows: 

On page 3, after line 6, insert: 

“Sec. 2. Effective January 1, 1945— 

(a) The paragraph in the Legislative 
Branch Appropriations Act, 1945, which per- 
mits Senators and chairmen of standi 

committees of the Senate to rearrange th 


schedule of basic salaries of employees 


in 
their respective offices or committees is here- 
? 


by amended by striking out “4,500” wherey 
it appears and inserting in lieu thers 
“$5,040.” 

“(b) The aggregate amount of the basic 
compensation authorized to be paid to em- 


| ployees in the offices of Senators (including 





employees of standing committees of which 
Senators are chairmen) is hereby increased 
by (1) $4,020 in the case of each Senator from 
a State which has a population of less tha: 
4.C00,000 inhabitants and, (2) by $5,040 in 
the case of each Senator from a State which 
has a population of 4,000,000 or more in- 
habitants.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection, 

The Senate amendment was concurred 
in. 


A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


CROP INSURANCE BILL 


Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the House 
conferees on the crop insurance bill (H. 
R. 4911) be given until midnight tonight 
to file a conference report and statement 
on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

BERTHA LEFRANCQ 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speeker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 4333) for 
the relief of Bertha LeFrancq, with a 
Senate amendment thereto, and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment 
as follows: 


Page 1, line 3, strike out “$3,805” and insert 
"$4,250." 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was concurred 
in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
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WILLIAM H. CROMPTON 


Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
imous consent to take from the 
ker’s desk the bill (H. R. 4481) for 

f of William H. Crompton, with 
nate amendment thereto, and con- 
in the Senate amendment. 

rhe Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Clerk read the Senate amendment 
LOWS. 


» 1, line 6, strike out “85,000” 


and in- 
$4 .0( 
SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
juest of the gentleman from New 


re was no objection. 
Senate amendment was concurred 


motion to reconsider was laid on the 


STINE MANGRUM, I 
GRUM, AND 
Mr. KEOGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 

us consent to take from the Speaker’s 
the bill (H.R.2005) for the relief 

Christine Mangrum, Luster Mangrum, 

i Nathan Mangrum, with 
1dments thereto, and concur in the 
ite amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate amend- 
ts as follows: 


JUSTER MAN- 
NATHAN MANGRUM 


Senate 


e 1, line 6, strike out “$3,500” and insert 


1, line 7. strike out $5,000 and insert 


Che SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

request of the gentleman from New 

vo 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments 
ed in. 

4 motion to reconsider was laid on the 


e 


were con- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
sence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Taser (at the request of Mr. 
GamsiLe), for this week, on account of 
To Mr. Hutt, for 1 week, on account of 
ficial business. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 

> to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
he following title: 

S.1159. An act creating the City of Clinton 

i re Commission and authorizing said com- 

sion and its successors to acquire by pur- 

e or condemnation and to construct, 

ntain, and operate a bridge or bridges 

the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 

iowa, and at or near Fulton, Ill. 
BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that commit- 
tee did on this day present to the Presi- 
dent, for his approval, bills of the House 
of the following titles: 

H.R. 2874. An act for the relief of Robert 
Will Starks; and 

H. R. 3791. An act for the relief of the estat 
of Charles Noah Shipp, deceased. 

ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 











The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Satur- 
day, December 16, 1944, at 12 o’clock 
noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2109. A letter from the Coordinator of In- 
ter-American Affairs, transmitting a copy of 
the estimates of the number of employees 
required for this Office during the period end- 
ing March 31, 1945; to the C 
the Civil Service 

2110. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Power Commission, transmitting the quar- 
terly estimate of perso1 
the Feder Power Commi yn covering the 
pericd ending March 31, 1945; to the Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service 

2111. A letter from Charles B. Shaw, major, 
Army of the United States, officer in charge 
the American Battle Monuments Commis- 
sion, transmitting a copy of the quarterly 
estimate of personnel requirements for the 
American Battle Monuments Commission for 
the quarter ending March 31, 1945; to the 
Committee on the Civil Service 

2112. A letter from the Director, Selective 
Service System, transmitting a report of th 
registrants deferred as of Septen 
because of their employment in or u h 
Federal Government; to the Committee o1 
Military Affairs. 















REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. LEMKE: Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. H. R. 4808. A bill to amend 
the Fact Finders Act; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2021, pt. II). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union 

Mr. BLAND: Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. Interim report pur- 
suant to House Resolution 52. Resolution 
on the investigation of East Coast Shipyards, 
Inc. (Rept. No. 2075). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union 

Mr. CAPOZZOLI: Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. Report pur- 
suant to House Resolution 52. Resolution 
on the investigation of ship-repair yards 
(Rept. No. 2076). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. KELLEY: Committee on Labor. Re- 
port pursuant to House Resolution 230. 
Resolution on aid to the physically handi- 
capped (Rept. No. 2077). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MUNDT: Committee on Indian Affairs 
S. 1746. A bill authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue to Peter A. 
Condelario a patent in fee to certain land; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2079). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ: Committee on Indian 
Affairs. S. 1925. An act to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
to Charles F, White a patent in fee to cer- 
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(Legislative day of Tuesday, Novem 
} 


21, 1944) 


The Senate met in executive session at 


11 o'clock a. m.., 
recess. 
The Chaplain, Rev 


on the expiration of 


the 


Frederick Brown 


Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 
Our Father God, who stooped so nigh 
When love flamed in the Bethlehem sky, 
With face uplifted, seeking light, 
We peer with hope on Christmas nig] 
Above earth’s gloom and hate of men, 
Hang in the heavens Thy sign again. 
If in the window where we kneel 
A flag tells price of nation’s weal, 
Calm anxious hearts, if blue the star, 
God bless and keep the one afar. 
O Kindly Light, with love enfold 
The weeping hearts whe L ld. 

In the dear Redeemer’s nam«¢ ask 

Ame 
IHE OURNAI 

On request of Mr. Hix! nd by unani- 
mous consent, the reading oi the J - 
nal of the proceedir of the cal l 
day Friday, December 15, 1944, w - 
pensed with, and the Journal v )- 
proved 

MESSAGES FROM iT I wT 

M es in writing from t r - 
dent of the United & nitt 
nominations were communic d 
Senate by Mr. M one of his s - 
taries 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. HILL. I su absence of a 


quorum, 
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The 


} 











will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the followir Senators answered to 
th nam 
Aik Guft O’Mahone}y 
Au i CG Ove on 
j H Pepper 
Ba id I h Radcliffe 
Bilt I é R 1 
Bre ter H len Reve 
Br I Reyn 
Bushf 1 I in Robe 
But Jenner Russell 
Byrd Johi Calif. Shipstead 
Ca Jol ( ith 
( La ft ‘ Stewart 
( Lar r Taft 
( Li 
( Idaho Mc 1 
rf h McC an 
( McFa nd Pri 
< McKel Vandenberg 
D ! Magi n Walsh 
La Ma W 
I Maybank Whe r 
I r Mead Wherry 
I i I kin Whit 
( Murdock Wiley 
( Murra V s 
c ette Nye Wilson 
Green O'Daniel 


Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BarKLEy] and 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. Grass] 
are absent from the Senate because of 
illness. 


The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
prews!, the Senator from Mississippi 


{Mr. Eastianp], the Senator from West 
Virginia | Mr. K1icoreE], the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. ScrucHam], the Senator 
from Delaware | Mr. TUNNELL], the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Typrncs], the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WacNeEr], 
and the Senator from Washington [Mr, 
WALLGREN|! are necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHERRY. The following Sena- 
tors are necessarily absent: 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
3ALL], the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Bripces], the Senator from Dela- 


ware | Mr. Buck], the Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. Burton!, the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Moorel, and the Senator 


from New Hampshire [Mr. Tosey]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sen- 
etors have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 

CREDENTIALS 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, on 
November 7 last the people of Mary- 
land, by a very large majority, reelected 


my coll ue the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Typrmnes] to membership 
in this body for a 6-year term. It is 
a pleasure for me to present the cer- 


of the Governor of Maryland 
showing the reelection of the senior Sen- 


ator from Maryland. 
T credentials of Mr. Typrncs, duly 
chosen a Senator from the State of Mary- 


term commencing January 3, 
re read and ordered to be filed, 
STATE OF MARYLAND, 
Annapolis, 
SIDENT OF THE SENATE: 


Md. 
To the Pri 


This is to certify that on the 7th day 
of November 1944 MiLtarp E. TyDINGS Was 
Guly chosen by the qualified voters of the 
State of Maryland a Senator from said State 


to represent said State in the Senate of the 
United States for a term of 6 years, begin- 
ning on the 3d day of January 1945, 


CONGRE 


bert R 


the ve 









Witness: His Excellency our Governor, Her- | 
O’Conor, and our seal hereto affix 
Annapolis this 12th day of December, 
ar of our Lord 1944. 


HERBERT R. O'Conor. 





By the Governor: 
[SEAL] WILLIAM J. MCWILLIAMS 
Secretary of St 


Mr. BUSHFIELD presented the creden- 
tials of CHAN GURNEY, Guly chosen a Sen- 
ator from the State of South Dakota for 
the term commencing January 3, 1945, 
which were read and ordered to be filed, 


fr f 
iOiit 


ate 


WS: 
STATE vF SOUTH DAKOTA, 
OFTICE THE GOVERN 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION | 


OF 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944 CH nN GURNEY Was duly chosen 
by the qualified electors of the State of South 
Dakota a Senator from said State to repre- 

nt said State in the Eenate of the United 
States for the term of 6 years, beginning on 
the 3d day of January 1945. 

Witness: His Excellency our Governor, M. | 
Q. Sharpe, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Pierre this 8th day of December, in the year 


SENATE OF THE 





of our Lord 1944. 
By the Governor: 
M. Q. SHARPE. | 
[SEAL] Mrs. L. M. Larsen, 


Secretary of State. 
TRANSACTION OF LEGISLATIVE 
BUSINESS 


As in legislative session, and by unani- 
mous consent, the following business was 
transacted: 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS 


Letters from the Secretary of the Navy 
(confidential), administrative assistant to 
the Secretary of Commerce, Chairman of the 
Federal Power Commission, Administrator of 
the War Shipping Administration, Chairman 
of the United States Maritime Commission, 
and the officer in charge of the American 
Battle Monuments Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, estimates of personnel re- 
quirements for their respective departments 
and offices for the quarter ending March 31, 
1945 (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Civil Service 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 

A letter from the Archivist of the United 
transmittirg, pursuant to law, a list 
pers and documents on the files of the 
partments of War (4) and the Navy (2), 
the National Housing Agency, and the United 
States Maritime Commission and War Ship- 
Administration which are not needed 
in the conduct of business and have no per- 
manent value or historical interest, and re- 
questing action looking to their disposition 
(with accompanying papers); to a Joint Se- 
lect Committee on the Disposition of Papers 
in the Executive Departments 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
BaRKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PETITIONS 


we iLCs, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate telegrams in the nature of peti- 
tions from sundry citizens, postal em- 
ployees, of New York City and vicinity, 
praying for the prompt enactment of the 
bill (S. 1882) to increase the compensa- 
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tion of employees in the Postal S 
which were ordered to lie on the ta 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following 


reports of comn 


were submitted: 

By Mr. O’MAHONEY, from the C 
on Pui Lands and Survs 

H. R. 22¢1. A bill to abolish the J 
Hole National Monument as ¢ 
Presidential Proclamation No. 2 


March 15, 1943; without amendment 





No. 1388). 

By Mr. MALONEY, from the (¢ 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

S. 2208. A bill providing fo~ the 
of certain property from the Home (¢ 
Loan Corporation to the United § 
nationa yar purpose withou 
I 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RE; 
TION PRESENTED 

Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Con - 
tee on Enrolled Bulls, reported that 
December 15, 1844, that committe: 
sented to the President of the Uni 
States the following enrolled bills 
joint resolution: 

S.198. An act to amend further 
of the Civil Service Retirement 
proved May 29, 1930, as amended; 

S.1159. An act creating the City « 
ton Bridge Commission and auth 
said commission and its successors t 
by purchase or condemnetion and to - 
struct, maintain, and operate a 
bridges across the Mississippi River 
near Clinton, Iowa, and at or near Fuit 
Ill.; and 

S.J.Res. 155. Joint resolution 
a site and design for a national men i 
stadium to be erected in the District of 
lumbia. 


INCREASE IN GRAZING FEES ON THE 
PUBLIC DOMAIN—RESOLUTION BY 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS A! 
SURVEYS 
Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, 2 

3 weeks ago the Grazing Scrvice, w 

the Interior Department, made kn 

from the city of Salt Lake that they v 

intent upon raising and increasing g! 

ing fees on the open public don 

throughout the open-public-d 

States, under the Taylor Grazing Act 
The announcement struck so |! 

into the industry in the West that t 

affected have been telegraphing tl 

Representatives and Senators to 


set 


A 


rc 
( 


to consi¢ -r 


Co- 


everything possible to prevent an in- 
crease of the fees for grazing on 1 
open public domain during the prest 
war. It has struck consternation i 


the industry and into the financial in- 
stitutions which stand behind 
dustry. For that reason the matter wv 
brought to the attention of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands and Surveys 
morning, and the committee adopted a 


Tne 
aad 


resolution unanimously and _ direc 
that I request that the resolution 
placed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECCR! 


and I ask that it be printed in the REc- 
ORD in connection with my remarks. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was ordered to be printed in Ut 
REcorp, as follows: 

Whereas it has come to the attention 
the Committee on Public Lands and Su 
that the Interior Department, acting by < 
through the Grazing Service under said « 
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tment, is seriously considering, or is 
t to effect an increase in the fees charged 
he grazing of livestock on the open publi 
in, administered under the Taylor Graz- 
Act by the Interior Department; and 
much as such proposal mnnounced by 
Grazing Service has created, and is now 
1, widespread discontent and uncer- 
in the livestock industry, and in 
cial agencies connected with the live- 
k industry, and in the economics of 
ulture in the open public-domain States: 
herefore, be it 
plved, That it is the sense of the Com- 
» on Public Lands and Surveys of the 
te of the United States that no increase 
crazing fees should be imposed until the 
ymittee on Public Lands and Surveys has 
an opportunity to make a full and com- 
te study of the subject. 


{CULATION OF STOCK TRANSFERS IN 
THE DISTRICT—REENROLLMENT OF A 
BILL 


z Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, as in leg- 
; itive session I send to the desk a con- 
rrent resolution and ask unanimous 
isent for its immediate consideration. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 
n will be stated for the information of 
Senate. 

The legislative clerk read the concur- 
resolution (S. Con. Res. 57), as 

WS: 
solved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
itatives concurring), That the President 
the United States be, and he is hereby, 
uested to return to the Senate the en- 
d bill (S. 1979) to regulate in the Dis- 
of Columbia the transfer of shares of 
ck in corporations and to make uniform 
) with reference thereto; that if and 
- hen the said bill is returned by the Presi- 
dent, the action of the presiding Officers of 
» two Houses in signing the said bill be 
med to be rescinded; and that the Sec- 
y of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
ithorized and directed, in the reenrollment 
the said bill, to make the following cor- 
rection, namely, on page 12 of the Senate 











































































7 


engrossed bill, in lieu of the matter con- 
tained in lines 23 and 24, insert the fol- 
wing: 


“Sec. 25. This act shall take effect on the 
ist day of January 1945.” 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Mississippi ex~lain the res- 
olution? 

Mr. BILBO. In Senate bill 1979, to 
reguiate in the District of Columbia the 
transfer of shares of stock in corpora- 
tions and to make uniform the law with 
reference thereto, thc Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TypIncs] omitted from 
the bill its effective date. It is necessary 
that the omission be corrected. The bill 
had gone to the White House before the 
omission was discovered. 

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the present consideration of 
the concurrent resolution? 

There being no objection, the concur- 
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 57) was con- 
sidered and agreed to. 


SANTEE AND CONGAREE RIVERS 
PROJECT—AMENDMENT 


1 t Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, as in 
legislativé session, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed in the body of the 

ir REcoRD a proposed substitute amend- 

ys ment for the Santee and Congaree Rivers 
amendment which the Senate adopted 
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to the river and harbor bill and which 
was stricken out by the conferees. I am 
perfectly familiar with the situation in 
which the river and harbor bill is at this 
time, but for the permanent Recorp 
I should like to have the proposed sub- 
stitute printed in the body of the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the proposed 
substitute was ordered to be printed in 
the Rrecorp, as follows: 

In lieu of the language of 
amendment insert the following: 

“Santee and Congaree Rivers, S. C.; the 
improvements designated in Senate Docu- 
ment No. 189, Seventy-eighth Congress, as the 
first step, and consisting of a dam at the 
Blairs site, a dam at the Frost Shoals site, a 
reregulating dam at the Columbia site, and 
channel improvements, all in the State of 
South Carolina, are hereby adopted and au- 
thorized; and the sum of $25,000,000 is here- 
by authorized to be appropriated for the ini- 
tial and partial accomplishment of such im- 
provements: Provided, That this 
tion shall not be construed as in any way 
adopting or approving any of the recom- 
mendations contained in such Senate docu- 
ment other than those specifically referred 
to above as being included within the first 
step and shall not be construed to authorize 
or approve any project, or the extension of 
any project, which will result in backing up 
any water at any place in the State of North 
Carolina.” 
EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FILING REPORT 

BY CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent to lay 
aside the pending business and, as in leg- 
islative session, proceed to the considera- 
tion of House Joint Resolution 324 to ex- 
tend for 90 days the time for filing a re- 
port by the Civil Aeronautics Board re- 
lating to multiple taxation of air com- 
merce, 

I can say to the Senate that I have 
been informed by the Acting Chairman 
of the Civil Aeronautics Board that it is 
impossible, as a matter of physical ef- 
fort, for the Civil Aeronautics Board to 
submit the report which has been re- 
quired by the measure heretofore passed 
by Congress. 

I now ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
President, that the pending business be 
temporarily laid aside so as to take up 
and pass the joint resolution. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from 
Missouri again state what the matter is? 
I understood it simply to be a joint reso- 
lution extending the time within which a 
required report might be submitted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is en- 
tirely correct. The Acting Chairman of 
the Civil Aeronautics Board has called 
me up in my capacity as chairman of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Com- 
merce to advise me that it is a physical 
impossibility for the Board to make the 
report. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand, the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri is chairman of the subcommit- 
tee of the Committee on Commerce 
which handled the original measure, 
which was passed by Congress calling for 
the report? 


the Senate 


authoriza- 











Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. It is 
simply desired now to extend the time for 


$0 days so as to make it physi ly possi- 

ble to carry out the requ of C S. 
The VICE PRESIDENT (Mr. Lucas in 

the chair). Is there objection to the re- 

quest of the Senator from M 

the present consideration of tie joint 

resolution? 


There being no objection, the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 324) to extend the 
time for filing a report by the Civil Aero- 


nautics Board relating 


to multiple taxa- 

n of air commerce, was read twice by 

s+ 4347 y } y . hir 
its title, considered, ordered to a third 


reading, read the third time, and passed, 
AWARD OF NOBEL PRIZES 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, 

torn with strife and warfare 


in a world 
we can well 


pause to reflect on the lesson given us in 
the recent ceremonies at the Waldorf- 


Astoria Hotel in New York City, when 
the King of Sweden, acting through his 
Minister to the United States, awarded 
the Nobel prizes to five Americans and 
one resident of Denmark. The event 
took place on December 10 and is the 
first occasion when the Nobel awards 
were awarded in the United States. 

The whole event was an inspiration, 
and I consider the proceedings of suffi- 
cient importance and interest to ask that 
the full record be spread in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Particularly is this event a mirror of 
the character of the peace-loving Swed- 
ish people, and it is a pleasure to me to 
b: the means of placing these proceed- 
ings into the public rec of our 
country. 

I ask that the proceedings be printed 
in the body of the Recorp at this point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered 

The matter referred to is as ft 


yrds 


lows: 


THE Wurre Howse, 


Washington, December 6, 1944, 
HENRY GoOppARD LEACH, Esq., 
President of the Board the American 


Scandinavian Foundatli 
Pe 
Dear Mr. LeAcH: It is of particular inter- 
est to me to learn that two residents of the 
United States, Prof. Otto Stern and Prof. 
Isidor Isaac Rabbi, have been selected to 
receive the 1943 and 1944 Nobel prizes for 
physics. I am also glad to note that the 
1943 and 1944 Nobel for physiology 
and medicine are shared by four residents of 
this country, Prof. Henrik Dam and Prof. 
Edward A. Doisy, Prof. Joseph Erlanger and 
Prof. Herbert S. Gasser. Here in America we 
have always believed that science should be a 
servant of the people. I am confident that 
after this war the scientists of all nat 
will again contribute their talents to a world 
body of knowledge, useful alike to a 
The Nobel prizes I h 
fostered this concept that science and art are 
builders of peace. 
Very sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D 


yn, New York, 


prizes 









for the past 43 years 


ROOSEVELT 





MESSAGE BY RADIOGRAM TO 
NEW YORK DECEMBER 
MAJESTY, KING GU: 
The present war conditions prevent me 

from distributing personally here in Stock- 

holm the Nobel prizes, together with dl; 

mas and medals, to the prominent scientists 

in the United States who this year have been 
designated as Nobel prize winners. I there- 


NOBEL FESTIVAL IN 
10, 1944, FROM HIS 
TAF V OF SWEDEN 


O- 


fore wish, in this manner, to convey tO them 





my sincere congratulations and express, at 
the same time, my hope that the scientists 
of my country and those in the great Re- 
public on the other side of the Atlantic will 
in the near future be able to resume to the 
fullest extent their fruitful cooperation for 
the be it of 1 nkind 
GUSTAF. 

NOBEL 1 TION LI TE WALDORF- 

ASTORIA HOTEL, DECEMBER 10, 1944, HENRY 

( 4 LEACH, PRESIDING 

Y I i Nobt prizemen, and 
pus t ts that have gone out in 
I ! I out in Sweden In 
Swe t t cnar and of inteili- 
gel $ v 1 int d ent ean 
Swe n } t 3 VE aWarded eight Nobe 
p! ! ce and in art, six of them 
r¢ ) > ted & I on 
cele 1 ni iry of the deat of Al- 
fred } Nobel had inve d a powerful 
ex] é d disc ered the ere r useful- 
ne ( in the ser e of m kind and he 
gave t re s (of 8 bo » Stimu 

ci ] ture, and tl organization of 
p I but her examp of the 
ironies of civilization that his inventions and 
dist ries have been appropriated by men 


i n oblem of this global war 
is to re re the works of Alfred Nobel into 
the han of those who will use them for 


It is the custom that the Nobel prizes be 
presented to the recipients in the concert 
hall of Stockholm by His Majesty the King 
of Sweden. The present occasion is a dra- 

iatic exception. The American-Scandina- 
vian Foundation is honored to have been 
asked to make arrangements for this unique 
occasion in harmony with the program of 
this foundation uow for more than 30 years 
to sponsor the intellectual relations between 
America and the Scandinavian nations. On 
behalf of the Nobel Foundation prizes are to 
be presented today to five Americans and one 
citizen of Denmark by the representative of 
the King, Wollmar Filip Bostr6ém, Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary 
of Sweden to the United States of America. 
In his youth Mr. Bostr6m was secretary to 
His Majesty. They were friends in work as 
well as champions in tennis. Mr. Bostrém’s 
long diplomatic career has been a distin- 
guished one. Since 1926, as Minister to the 
United States, he has understood that intel- 
lectual relations are equally important with 
commercial intercourse. Sweden has scored 
many firsts in her relations with America. 
Sweden was the first nation that, unsolicited, 
sought, through Benjamin Franklin, diplo- 
matic relations with the new Republic. In 
Mr. Bostrom’s tenure Sweden was the first 
nation in Europe to recognize the impor- 
tance of American art by inviting a retro- 
spective exhibition of our paintings. Swe- 
den was the first nation to conclude, through 
Minister Bostrom, one of the reciprocal trade 
agreements proposed by Secretary Hull. 

It is a privilege to present to this assembly 
the beloved envoy of Sweden to the United 
States, His Excellency Wollmar Filip Bos- 
trom 





ADDRESS OF WOLLMAR F. BOSTROM, MINISTER OF 
SWEDEN 

Mr Chairman, honored guests, ladies and 
gentl n, the first distribution of the 
Nobel prizes on American soil is indeed an 
historic occasion. I need not tell you how 
much I appreciate the honor of having been 
asked to officiate here today. 

Since 1901, on this anniversary of Mr. 
Nobel's death, with but a few wartime in- 
terruptions, the Nobel prizes have been given 
out annually in Stockholm and His Majesty 
the King of Sweden has always made the 
presentations himself. This year, on ac- 
count of the obstacles to travel, the Nobel 





Foundation. which has charge of the funds 
left by the great inventor, decided to omit 
t usual festivities and have the prizes 
given out instead by the Swedish diplomatic 
representatives abroad. It so happens that 
a majority of the new winners—in fact, all 


but two—reside in the United States. This 
makes our gathering here today the only 
foreign substitute for the traditional observ- 
ance in Stockholm. As Sweden's Minister 


in Washington, I bid you all a hearty wel- 


We are fortunate to have as hosts the dis- 


ti lishéd and long-established American- 
Ss dinavian Foundation under whose gra- 
c is auspices so many events relating to the 


cultural bonds between the United States 
the Scandinavian countries during the 





I eneration have taken place. Founced 
in 1911 by the late Niels Paulson, an Amer- 

industrialist of Danish extraction, to 
foster closer educational relations between 
t country and the peoples of the north, 
it has fulfilled this mission in a manner that 
has been fruitful to both sides of the At- 
lai By the exchange of graduate stu- 
dents, one of whom is today here as a former 
Nobel prize winner, the publication in Eng- 
lish of the best books of the north—the 
Scandinavian Classics—the exchange of art 
exhibits and academic lecturers, and not 
the least by the publication of a literary 
quarterly, The American-Scandinavian Re- 
view, it has done pioneer work in creating 
closer international understandings which 
mu precede all hopes of future interna- 
tional peace. I take this occasion to pay 
t 


ribute from Sweden to the unselfish labors 
of Dr. Leach, who has been the main force 
of the foundation ever since its inception, 
of Miss Hanna Astrup Larsen, Dr. John Wat- 
kins, and their associates. 

The problem of international peace, which 
I just mentioned, lay ever close to the heart 
of Mr. Nobel. He was, first of all, a practical 
engineer, largely self-taught, like the late 
Mr. Edison, but like him an inventor who 
believed that the road to temporal happiness, 
if not eternal salvation, lay in man’s growing 
mastery over the forces of nature. While 
best known for his high explosives, such as 
dynamite, by means of which new highways 
and railroads, new tunnels, new navigation 
channels, new building sites, could be blasted 
out, he also was a pioneer in developing the 
oil resources of Russia, bringing new light 
and heat to millions of homes. To the end 
of his life, he also experimented with such 
modern articles as artificial silk and artificial 
rubber. His was a very fertile mind from 
which new ideas radiated constantly. While 
his first patent, obtained in 1863, when he 
was 30 years old, related to explosives, by the 
time he died in 1896 at the age of 63, he had 
obtained or applied for no less than 355 pat- 
ents covering a great variety of subjects. 

But while not unmindful of the military 
value of some of his inventions, this was not 
his primary interest. Throughout his life 
there always lay behind his experiments with 
explosives and munitions the hope that ulti- 
mately he would be able, with his aid to sci- 
ence, to make war so terrible that it would 
have to be abolished. This life-long ambi- 
tion, to which there are continual references 
in his letters and other writings, he summed 
up in 1892 in his famous remark to the Aus- 
trian author and peace advocate, Bertha von 
Suttner: “My factories,” he said, “may end 
war sooner than your peace congresses. The 
day when two army corps will be able to de- 
stroy each other in 1 second, all civilized 
nations will recoil from war in horror and 
disband their armies.” 

But disappointed as he must have been at 
the failure of this hope, had he lived through 
the past 30 years with its two world wars, he 
might not have fallen completely into de- 
spair, because in this war for the first time, 
thanks both to aviation, which he could not 
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have foreseen and the further impr 
of his own explosives, the effects of m 
warfare have been generally felt for t} 
time by the civilian populations as wel) 
the military forces. Is not there som 
hope that this very effectiveness in d 
tion will bring to war its own s 
Once the inevitable futility of war, the 
the winners as well as to the losers be 
apparent to all, will not the wisdom of s 
up lawful methods of settling inter: 
disputes, followed by gradual disarm 
become self-evident to all nations? 

Mr. Nobel's formula for settling int a 
tional quarrels was not entirely ne 
He had positive ideas, too. Early, h 
tended that disarmament was not the 
begin. Scme system besides nation 
defense, of assuring justice and gu I 
safety to all nations, both large and 
must be organized first. He foresaw 1 
the need of a League of Nations, bu 
that of an international police force I 
beginning to believe,” he wrote toa B 
friend in October 1892, “that the only 
solution would be a convention under 
all governments would bind themselv: 
lectively, to defend any country that n 
attacked. Such a treaty might gradually 
to partial disarmament, which is, in fa 
only disarmament possible, for it is 
sary that there should be an armed fi 
maintain order.” 

This kind of a convention, which Mr 
proposed in 1892, you might say, is ex 
the kind that was embodied in the Cov 
of the League of Nations in 1919, only 
fail of its purpose 3ut mark well, he 
“all governments” and once the League f 


r 
ie 








to become universal, it was, of course, doomed, 


as President Wilson so clearly foresaw 

In January 1893, or 2 years before 
signed his will, Mr. Nobel wrote to Bar 
von Suttner, “I should like to use part 
my fortune for the formation of a prize 
to be awarded at least once in every 5 ys 
This prize would be awarded to the man 
woman who had done most to advance 
idea of general peace in Europe.” 

Having read such sentiments, his frier 
could not have been surprised when t 
learned that in his will he had established 
peace prize “to be awarded” and I quote fr 
the will, “to the person who has done 
most to promote the fraternization of 
nations and for the abolition or reduct 
of standing armies and the organizati 
and distribution of peace congresses.” 

Though executed in Paris, the will ¥ 


written in his own hand in Swedish. It 
was witnessed by four of his assistants, most 


of them Swedes, and was signed at tl! 
Swedish Clubin Paris. As executors he ch 
two collaborators in Sweden, one of whom i 
still living. The care of his funds he t 


entrusted wholly to his own countrymen, bu 


in order to promote the solidarity betw 

Sweden and Norway he assigned the selecti 
of the winners of the peace prize to tl 
Storting, or National Parliament of Norw 


greatly certain Norwegian writers and h 


was known to have great sympathy with 

edvanced political ideas of Norway. T 
year, as during the past 5 years, the N 

Foundation in Stockholm decided, with 

approval of the Swedish Government, t! 
no funds were to be made available f 

peace prize. May we not hope that some 

will be found worthy of at least One n 
year? 

The nominations of winners of all 
other prizes he entrusted to learned b 
in Sweden. eing himself an inve1 
rather than strictly a scientiste it was 
surprising that he should feel grateful t« 
research workers in pure science on wh 
discoveries practical inventions are so of 
based. And indeed, have not the scient 
at least partly through the encouragem 


7 





—- 


1944 


and the material help of his prizes, made 
veries which have benefited all 
humanity? 
Mr Nobel’s hand-written will provided that 
er taxes, administration expenses, and 
rsonal bequests to servants and friends had 
n paid, the residue should be converted 
cash and then reinvested in safe securi- 
the income from which should be divided 
five equal parts. One of these parts he 
side for the peace prize. Another part 











directed should be paid, and I quote the 
“to the person who shall have made 

t important discovery or invention 

the domain of physics.” Today we have 





¥ 
uch prizes to give out here. A similar 


was to be given and here I quote again, 
the person who shall have made the 
inportant chemical discovery or im- 


vement.” Of this prize there is no new 
nner here today. A Hungarian scientist 
in Stockholm has received the 1943 
while that for 1944 has been reserved 
until mext. year. The selections of the win- 
mers of both the physics and the chemistry 
rizes he left to the Swedish Academy of 
i e, founded in 1739, of which, since 1884, 
he had himself been a member. 
It will be observed that he left no prizes 
for biologists, who unquestionably also 
nder great services to mankind,” to quote 
will. But he did leave a _ share 
the person who shall have made the 
1ost important discovery in the domain of 
ysiology or medicine.” Is it not likely 


that his life-long struggle with poor health 
was the reason? The winners of this prize 
re chosen by the Caroline Medical Institute 


f Stockholm, founded in 1815, and of these 

prizes we have today before us four winners, 
each of the two prizes, those for 1943 and 
1944, being divided between two men. 

Nor did Nobel establish any prizes in 
nusic, painting, or any of the fine arts. He 
uld never be induced to pose for a portrait; 
ven photographs of him are rare. But he 
was fond of reading and all his life he 

nted to be a writer. He did try poems, 
novels, and dramas and in several languages, 
including English, but none survived him, 
except as curiosities and in manuscript. 
What he did write masterfully was letters, 
about thirty a day, and all in his own hand. 
Some day, I hope, at least the best ones will 
be published. In his will he left a prize 
“to the person who shall have pro- 
duced in the field of literature the most 
distinguished work of an idealistic tendency.” 
The choice of winners he left to the Swedish 
Academy, a self-perpetuating body of 18 
Swedish writers, first organized in 1786 on 
model of the French Academy in Paris. 
3 year’s only winner of this prize is 
Johannes V. Jensen, a Danish author now 
iving in Copenhagen. 

It is, of course, a source of happiness and 
satisfaction that even before the war is 
over Sweden has been able to resume the 
distribution of the Nobel prizes. The 
founder’s gloomy forebodings about a world- 
wide reversion to barbarism have not yet 
come true. We hope that next year the 
prizes can again be given out in the usual 
place and manner in Stockholm, for Sweden 
is very proud to have been entrusted with 
t task by her very cosmopolitan son, Al- 
fred Bernhard Nobel, whose concern was for 
the interest of mankind. 
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ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT HAROLD W. DODD 
PRINCETON UNIVERSITY 


OF 


uv 


Your Excellencies, Nobel prize winners, 
dad guests, it is a pleasure to be here on 
this occasion, historic in the annals of 
Science and education when for the first 
time a ceremony of presenting Nobel prizes 
is held in the United States. It is a privi- 
lege to have been asked to thank His Maj- 
esty again on behalf of the six new prize 
Winners as well as to express the gratitude 
of American institutions of learning to the 
Nobel Foundation and the institutions as- 


a? 





sociated with it in making the awards: to 
the Swedish Academy of Sciences, which 
awards the prizes in physics and chemistry; 
to the Carolinian Institute of Stockholm, 
which awards the prize in physiology and 
medicine; to the Swedish Academy of Lit- 
erature, which awards the prize in litera- 


anh 








ture; and to the Norwegian Storting, which 
awards the peace prize. For during the past 












four decades t 1 American |} 
winners in sions American 
scientists have won n physics, che - 
try, and medicine rican authors have 
won the prize in literature, and American 
n tar s the peace e 


statesmen and hum 


I e é 

ners now resident in the “YJnited States. 
These prizes, the | 
disinterested service to mankind, are not 
only a reward to the winner but an incen- 
tive to creative intelligence. They are made 
without fear or favor, after expert s 
deliberation, regardless of political or com- 
mercial expediency. It is a great encourage- 
ment to science and the liberal arts in Amer- 
ica that our scholarship merits the approval 
of the deliberate judgment of Scandinavia. 

It was indeed fortunate for human welfare 
that Alfred Bernhard Nobel was a man 
broad sympathies and understanding. He 
lived in an age which worshiped ardently at 
the feet of science. He made a fortune by his 
unusual technological and inventive talents. 
Physics and chemistry were his specialties, 
yet he was passionately devoted to literature 
and he desired peace with all his heart. Two 
of his prizes he dedicated to pure science, viz, 
physics and chemistry; one to a mixture of 
science and art, viz., physiology and medi- 
cine; and two to the arts, viz., literature and 
peace, for I include the attainment of peace 
as an art, which it certainly is. 

A man of Nobel's background, living when 
he did, might naturally have devoted all of 
his prizes to science, for science was riding 
high at the time. In 1897, a few months 
after Nobel died, Sir William Roberts, in his 
Harveian oration before the Royal College of 
Physicians expressed the prevailing preoccu- 
pation with science in these words: 

“There is no doubt that, under the reign 
of science, a striking amelioration in the 
state of society has taken place * * *. 
There is some evidence that * * * modern 
civilization is acting favorably in the direc- 
tion of making people more reasonable and 
better conducted. Peace is now the normal 
condition between civilized states; and there 
is a growing trend of opinion in favor of set- 
tling international differences by the more 
rational methods of arbitration, rather than 
by war. Political morality approximates more 
nearly to that recognized as proper in private 
life * * *. Power has passed forever into 
the hands of the nations which cultivate 
science and invent.” 

Obviously, something went wrong. The 
next half century sadly betrayed Sir Wil- 
liam’s optimistic forecast. If science was the 
key to the new Jerusalem, mankind certainly 
mislaid the key. 

Who has been responsible for this backfir- 
ing of civilization? The scientist says that 
he is not, because science is 
to itself; it is amoral and has nothin 
about whether its find ar 
or bad use by others. The fault, continues 
the s ‘ientist, hi s been with the social scien- 
tist who has failed to keep his subject abreast 
of rapidly advancing na 


N 























responsible only 














‘ 
7 the social scientist has become quite 
, 





conditioned to the disy que 1: 
Why have you lagged so far behind the 
} 


natural scientists and when will you catch 
up? Fuller consideration, however, reveals 
that the question is misleading. It assumes 
that the two fields of knowledge are com- 
parable, when there is no measurable 
standard of comparison between them. Of 
course, the social scientist is only human 


and he cannot avoid nourishing a lingering 
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grievance in his breast that in the minds of 
80 nany people he should be left ! ling 
the bag of moral responsibility, w - 
league in the physics laboratory | 3 
experiments and makes ! qd I with- 
out being accountable at : ef I for 

relati ) . 1 
the we -orde s 

Both the so ’ ’ 

TY Ss ent r t t > 
f i the dark, w 

t 7 Y 7 TY? 

+ + ste h ¢ 
thev wot : 
I St expre i 3 
1 n r wl ! 
“Ty ¢ 
I e! 1 Y € t } 

: 1 = ’ 
i f And ¥ he ' 

Have ¥ lost fait! } Cer- 
¢ : but w ¢ ‘ 
God to the Ge M ( 

Is it clea I tl 
both faitt God f M 


nature and e' I t ‘ 
te mbat it was by caref i 
f ©A { it ¢ t d ‘ ‘ e 

was disturbed t Int d how the | 
of recovery might be d I 
method 1 y have shake f h f the t e 
being, but in the long run it w bound to 
open the way to a purer and h er faith 

As between science and faith, th l 
sciences, to which I shall devote the rest of 
my remarks, seem to occupy ; 
position. They seem to be neither fish 
fowl, but rather a mixture of both. They uti- 
lize the methods of ence so fa they i 
Sometimes they overdo it Admittedly we 
have not developed a science of ciety, and 
I don’t think we ever shal the se that 
the term “science” is applied to physics or 
chemistry 


Although the social sciences have much to 
offer us as guides t i 












accepted by the man in the street as possess- 
ing any authority comparable to that of nat- 
ural science. It is still true that an age will- 
ing to accept without questi the newest 
thought in the natural sciences continues to 
hold the social sciences in suspicion. If he 
has a stomach ache, the man in the t 
gladly submits himself to a physician, but in 
economics he wants to be his own d r 
You can sell a toothbrush by calling it scien- 
tific. You cannot promote a political plat- 
form by calling it scientifi 

The preference of the common man for 
“horse sense” is not surprising or un iral, 
and I confess to some sympathy with him. 
Certainly social science has helped him but 
little in deciding | I ould vote f - 
tific research has returned no clear jective 
answer to such problems as the stuy 3 
puzzle of business depre $s; natio1 l 
versus internationalism; whet r Ge ; 
territorial am v I have ¢ - 
oped under a ¢ } 3 tl i 
under fascism, or ¥v ‘ i 
be imposed on Gern y 

The social stud 2a 
fixed limits They e « - 
conscious indiv 
m f ‘ ‘ a 1 
cumvent prop! Scie 
social life 
be ++! 3 ; 
only in s ; f 
of i ur ( i f 
three cent s a 
creased re for t ; 
integrit j 

The me f 1 
experimentation ul! ! I y 
conditior In 1 I 1 t variables 
with which lenc leal i | seg i 




















































































































‘ L€ ( Every factor 
the experiment can be and 

But you cannot divide a man. 

H C tain n infini e number 
h at best we can harness 

( ime The holar may 

i them f ecial treatment, 

( rd é! ; science 

\ he tries to do so, it is no longer 

al n t he is studying but a figment of 
Our ex} ence with that 

the ¢ nomic man of clas- 

f enough of this fact. 

I ences cannot attain to the 

I of the objective sciences 
I 1 1 1 self-« is being car- 
I n 1 fa cay i f conscious 
( A f ! I understand, does not 
le m experience and revise its conduct 


A man can; but how he will use 





} experience is not predictable by the 
niethe I which the conduct of atoms is 
fo ld In human conduct, knowledge of 
past effe modifies future results of familiar 
Co.USE The more we learn of past responses 
to old stimuli, the more thereafter are similar 
Siimull likely to arouse unforeseen responses. 
For cxample, may it not be true that the 
knowledge that certain monetary policies 
brought inflation in the past has set up new 
forces which will temper inflationary tenden- 
c today? No one can yet answer with 
assurance. But we can know that beyond 


the realm of the stable in human nature lies 
the realm of the personality and the scien- 
tifically unpredictable. The more we know 
about history, the truer it becomes that his- 
tory never repeats, 


Because the social sciences must deal with 
ends they cannot escape the necessity of 
considering ultimate reasons for things. Sci- 
ence is satisfied when it describes phenomena. 
Therefore, by its intrinsic limitations, it is 
amoral But the social scientist cannot 
é de judgments of good or bad, just or 
unjust, for they are implicit in all with which 
he deals, and when he judges he steps out of 
science J. A. Hobson correctly contends 
that no other economics than welfare eco- 


nemics ts 
is a purely 
nomics or p 


intellectual 


possivle. To pretend that there 
objective, exact science of eco- 
litics, he asserts, is a species of 
self-conceit. 


rnis drives us to the humanities and to 
the admission that questions of moral ends 
and ethical values are part of the world we 
6 to understand, explain, and direct. In 
our infatuation with science we often tried 
to high hat the humanities. Dictators make 
no ich 1 take, and they have driven us 
back to a reconsideration of the same ques- 
ti that Socrates talked about. 


the social 
the humani- 


therefore, that 
; closely related to 


Is it not clear, 


studies are as 


ties as to the sciences? They cannot escape 
attention to the same ultimate values and 
human ends that concern the humanities. 
When the scientist begins to play his faith 
i ence on the weaknesses of our social 
oO r and to proscribe treatment for them, 
his ré ng may lead to some surprising 
conciusions. For example, certain of them 
have seriously suggested that we can cure 
the evils in our political system by exalting 
ec‘e! nto a new priesthood of political 
ru Anyone familiar with “new day” 


ature can testify how heavily 
the advocates of the all-inclusive state rely 


on the skill of the scientist to lift us out of 
our dif lties. Nor do they stop with mere 


expertise; they go further and endow the 


expert with noble spiritual qualities which 
will protect him and us against low motives 
and selfish ambitions. Indeed the best 
theoretical case for collectivism rests upon 
the assumption that experts working in the 
name of science will be lifted above the vile 


weaknesses of ordinary public officials to the 
piane of disinterested supermen. This is one 
of mother-knows-best school of thought 


form 














which does not belong in a democratic sys- 


and of the 
who is to officiate in its name, was set 
orth not long ago by an English writer of 


oO 
i 


This exaltation of the state, 


cpert 


great distinction in the following frank 
terms He was defending the proposition 
that the state can know better than I what 
is for my good, and arrange matters to my 
advantage better than I can. His explana- 
tion is that the state is to be administered 
by disinterested experts. “Modern life has 
become so complex,” declares the writer to 


whom I am. referring, “that the average man 





is no longer competent to decide what is 
good for him, since he can’t possibly have 
personal knowledge of the factors involved. 
We must accept science and the experts,” he 
concludes, “as men who do have such knowl- 
ecge and it is they who must decide those 
issues which cannot be left to the casual, 


hifty 
SHITY 


y tastes and desires of individuals.” It 
i. curious that the author I have quoted 
ould be at heart a sincere humanitarian 
with a long record of concern for the welfare 
of the common people. He would angrily 
deny that he is a Fascist but his psychology 
nevertheless is Fascist 

You will note that it is assumed that these 
decisions which are too involved for popu- 
lar treatment will be made by disinterested 
experts. How the experts are to become 
and remain more disinterested than ordinary 
people is not made clear. It is true that 
adequate education. and strict professional 
standards tend to develop a sense of duty 
and a commendable esprit de corps com- 
parable to the noblesse oblige and willing- 
ness to sacrifice that were so prominent in 
the old German bureaucracy. But it is a 
shallow view which holds that you can kill 
the old Adam in a man by tagging him as a 
scientist and an expert. 

The truth is that the social studies are 
by nature as much subjective and philosoph- 
ical as objective and scientific. Each man 
treats the available facts in accordance with 
the philosophical and ethical hypotheses de- 
rived from an individual view of life which 
cannot be expressed within the boundaries 
and limitations of science. Indeed the con- 
ceptual pattern behind our approach to so- 
cial judgments determines what are facts 
for us to a greater extent than the facts con- 
trol our hypothesis 

But please do not misunderstand me. 
Please do not interpret my remarks as an- 
tagonistic to science or as unmindful of 
what it has meant to human welfare. Its 
standards and methods have led to clarity in 
all fields of knowledge. Specifically, what I 
have said is not to be understood as depriv- 
ing scientific methodology of a worthy 
place in the social studies. On the con- 
trary, the methods of the natural sciences 
have had a tremendous influence on the 
social studies, an influence which is still 
capable of immeasurably greater develop- 
ment and effectiveness. 

We owe a heavy debt to science for leader- 
ship toward the ideal of an objective, disin- 
terested approach to a prcblem. The self- 
critical mind for which science strives, ever 
curious and ever flexible to new evidence, 
should be the goal of every student of so- 
cial affairs, but he should remember that 
conscious experimentation after the man- 
ner of the physical sciences is possible only 
to a Slight degree. No nation will de- 
liberately consent, for example, to abolish 
the family for an experimental period and 
to substitute state parenthood. By the time 
t decides that the family is to be abolished 
all thought of experimentation has passed 
in favor of conviction that it is the best 
thing to do. But we who term ourselves 
social scientists can observe with as strong 
a scientific attitude as we can command 
what is going on about us; and we can in- 
spire this attitude in our students. Social 
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and political movements provide us a clinic 














for as cool ard objective research as we know 
how to apply. And our methods of chserva.- 
tion, of getting at the facts, of analyzing 
them and drawing conclusions from the 
can constantly be improved by borrowing 
from the techn of science much 
we can use profitably. 

No art or no science has a right to « 
for itself alone, exclusively for the enter- 
tainment or enjoyment of its devotes To 


justify itself each must lead to an end prod- 
uct. The end product of the social 

should be social wisdom expressed in im. 
proved social judgment. There are grounds 
for pessimism, if you want to be a pessimist, 
in the fear expressed by Graham Wallas be- 
fore he died that, despite the enormous in- 
crease in accumulated knowledge and special. 
ized information, man’s social judgment 
becoming more and more inadequate. Spe- 
cialism, so successful in the physical scienc 
he believed to be one of the chief reasons for 
the decline of social judgment. The idolizi: 
of the laboratory in social research he con 
sidered to be another obstacle to social wis- 
dom. The idolizing of the pulpit he likewi 
condemned. He correctly believed that each 
of the two spheres, the sphere of the labora- 
tory and the sphere of human values, are 
valid within their proper domains, and that 
social wisdom consists in their combination 
in proper harmony. He was essentially opti- 
mistic as to the future because he believed, 
on the one hand, that the realistic scientist 
was coming to accept the world of values as 
real and, on the other, the speculative ideal- 
ist was becoming more hospitable to the 
contribution of science. In the willingness 
of each side to recognize that its field is not 
coextensive with wisdom lies its greatest 
possibility for contributing to the improve- 
ment of social judgment. Surely the issues 
of this war, not to mention its degradation 
and destruction, are contributing to this end 

The guerilla warfare between science and 
the arts still breaks out whenever occasion 
affords. On the one hand we have scientific 
imperialism, and on the other humanistic 
imperialism, and such imperialism is no 
credit to either side. Let science concede 
that it is concerned with means, but admit 
that until men agree on a destination they 
are in a “hopeless muddle on how to g 
there.” Conversely, let humanism confe 
that science does modify our culture, ¢ 
in so doing it gives man’s nature a chance t« 
expand to new values and to release new 
strength to the old ones. 

In both science and sociology the prizes 
go to the great imaginative minds of deep 
penetrating power. It is often said that we 
should let the facts speak for themszlves. 
But facts do not speak for themselves. Great 
science, like great art, is the product of the 
inspired imagination, nourished and seasoned 
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by hard work. It is not a mechanistic or 
pedestrian thing. I take it that neither 


science nor art were so conceived by the im- 
aginative founder of the Nobel prizes. Cer- 
tainly, over the years, the Nobel laureates 
have been people of inspired vision. With 
such as them am I willing to entrust the 
future of the race. 

You have kindly borne with me during my 
long discussion of the nature of the social 
sciences which deal with people, their cr- 
ganization, and institutions. I have tried to 
demonstrate that social judgment, which 
it is their business to cultivate, involves both 
scientific truth and human values and belief. 
With our world in flame, my remarks may 
have seemed irrelevant to the needs of the 
day, at best an interesting academic dis- 
course, if you happen to be interested in it. 
It is my contention, however, that the civil 
strife between objective science and subjec- 
tive personality is of prime significance al- 
ways, 


—— 
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the generation before the war collece 
university faculties tended to make ob- 

a fetish or, at least, the hallmark of 
1 reputable opinion. We liked to talk about 


ise and determined effect in politics, soci- 
literature, Culture, and history, just 
scientists do about light This atti- 


led us dangerously close to a sort of in- 
tual nihilism which destroys belief in 
ing but what is physically observabie 
mathematically measurable We courted 
ledge for its own sake alone. We care- 
veighed and balanced, and thereby 

eled out. cur thoughts regarding a moral 

» of the world. We froze our urge to 

n; we had ample knowledgs on which to 
but no incentive to act against the evils 
were building up to engulf us. Finally, 
war reached our shores ttacked by 
cal violence, we found that our emotions 
ulated us to action to which our intcl- 
had failed to arouse us. Our obiectivity, 

its corresponding moral indifference to 
urse of history, blinded us to the truth 
nazi-ism was bad and that its leaders 

e bad men. When the Axis Powers hed 
uered almost half the world, we of the 
generation discovered that our objec- 
vity was more easily laid aside than was true 
iny thoughtful young men and women 
them less shocked by Hitler's wave of 
uture than we were, some of us became 
little hysterical over youth's callous indif- 
nee to values we had been prone to forget 








now remembered were fundamental 
vy gloriously have these young men since 
ed their elders who questioned their 
1 stamir Daily are they proving that 
dcubts concerning them were truly evi- 
ce of a guilty conscience in ourselves 


er than weakness in them, once the fog 
1 which the older generation had enveloped 
r minds was burned away. 
Human history is the resultant of two 
forces. One force is the logic of natural law 
h science reveals. The other is the cre- 
ve personality of man energized by his 
ves and his hates, but also by high aspira- 
with which he feels at home because 
recognizes that they reach out to values 
the spirit. The world needs leaders such 
are symbolized by the whole pattern of the 
Nobel prizes; leaders who can combine skep- 
tic Objectivity and spiritual subjectivity in 
he classic tradition of the golden mean. It is 
the duty of all friends of learning, whether 
scientist, sociologist, or humanist, to apply 
scientific methodology to their scholar- 
ship; it is their duty also not to shun their 
moral and social responsibility to history. On 
iis platform comprehended by the scope of 
e Ncbel prizes all who are dedicated to the 
ivancement of learning can unite. Nothing 
short of this will save us. But with mutual 
respect and assumption of a common respons 
bility the promise quoted from Sir William 
berts at the beginning of my remarks can 
be fulfilled. 


Pp 
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THE NOBEL PRIZE WINNERS IN 1944 


Dr. Otto Stern, a member of the faculty of 
the Carnegie Institute of Technology, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., was born in Germany and came to 
the United States in 1933. At present he is 
engaged in work for the American Govern- 
ment. To him has been awarded the 1943 
Nobel prize in physics with the following cita- 
t “For his contributions to the atomic 
ray method and his discovery of the magnetic 
1oment of the proton.” 

Dr. Isidor I. Rabi, professor of physics at 
Columbia University, New York, N. Y., was 
born in Austria and brought to the United 
States in infancy. At present he is associate 
director of the radiation laboratory at the 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cam- 
bridge, Mass. To him has been awarded the 
1944 Nobel prize in physics: “for his reso- 
nance method of recording the magnetic 
properties of the atomic nuclei.” 
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Dr. Josenh Erlancer professor-emeritus of 


physiology at the Washington University, S 
Louis, Mo He was born in in Frar co, 
Calif., in 1874 To him has been awarded 








one-half of the 1944 Nob t [ 
and medicine “for his discoveries concerning 
the highly differentiated functions of single 
nerve fibers.’ 

Dr. Herbert Snenser Gasser, director cf the 
Rockefeller Institute for Medical Res 
New York, N. Y., was born in Platteville, Wis., 
in 1888. To him has been awarded the other 


half of the 1944 Nube!l prize in physiology and 
medicine “for his discoveries concerning the 
highly differentiated functions of single 


nerve fibers.” 

Dr. Eiward Adelbert Doisy, professor of 
biochemistry at the St. Louis University 
School of Medicine, St. Louis, Mo. He was 
born in Hume, I1l., in 1893. To him has been 
awarded one-half of the 1943 Nobel bwrize 
in physiology and medicine “for his discovery 
of the chemical nature of vitamin K.” 

D:. Henrik Dam, professor of biochemistry 
at the Copenhagen Institute of Technology, 
Denmark. He came to the United States in 
1940 as a fellow of the American Scandina- 
vian Foundation and is now continuing his 
research work in vitamins and allied sub- 
jects at the Univsrsity of Rochester School 
of Medicine, Rochester, N. Y. To him has 
been awarded one-half of the 1943 Nobel prize 
in physiology and mediciue “for his discov- 
ery of vitamin K.” 

Dr. George von Hevesy left his native Hun- 
gary about 10 years ago to work with Niels 
Bohr, winner of the 1922 Nobel prize in 
physics, in Copenhagen, Denmark He is 
now continuing his research work in Stock- 
holm, Sweden. To him has been awarded 
the 1943 Nobel prize in chemistry. (Citation 
not yet published.) 

Johannes V. Jensen, born in 1873 at Farsoe, 
Denmark, is the author of more than 60 vol- 
umes of poetry, plays, short stories, and 
novels. To American readers the best known 
are the Fall of the King and the Long Jour- 
ney. A study of his work by Signe Toksvig 
appeared in the American-Scandinavian Re- 
view for December 1943. See also a review 
of his bock about the United States, the Free 
States, by Francis Hackett, New York Times, 
November 23, 1944. Mr. Jensen is now living 
in Copenhagen. (His citation has not yet 
been published.) 








THE NOBEL PRIZES AND THEIR DONOR 


The Nobel prizes were established by the 
late Alfred Bernhard Nobel, a Swedish in- 
ventor, who lived most of his life in Paris. 
He was born in Stockholm in 1833 and died 
at San Remo, Italy, on December 10, 1896. 
His will, signed the year before in Paris, was 
composed by himself and written out in his 
own hand in Swedish. It disposed of an es- 
tate worth about $10,000,000, one of the larg- 
est private fortunes ever known up to that 
time. It had been earned, partly from his 
own inventions, chiefly that of dynamite and 
other high explosives, and partly from the 
Russian oil fields in the Caucasus which he 
and his brothers, Robert and Ludwig, were 
the first to develop. 

Alfred Nobel never married. His will pro- 
vided that after all minor legacies, taxes, and 
administration expenses had been paid, the 
residue should be reinvested in good securi- 
ties and the annual yield divided into five 
equal parts, and then be distributed in the 
form of the same number of prizes. No at- 
tention must be paid to the nationality of 
the winners. One prize should be given for 
the most important discovery in physics, an- 
other in chemistry, a third in physiology and 
medicine; a fourth in literature, and a fifth 
to peace workers. The selection of the win- 
ners of the first two he left to the Royal 
Swedish Academy of Science, the third to 
the Royal Caroline Institute of Medicine in 
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DUMBARTON OAKS CONFERENCE—LET- 
TER FROM JOHN B. TREVOR 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there be printed 
in the body of the Recorp a letter written 
by Capt. John B. Trevor, president cf 
the American Coalition of patriotic socie- 
ties, with headquarters in the Southern 
Building, at Washington. The letter is 
dated December 13, 1944, and is entitled 
“Dumbarton Oaks Conference.” 

There being no objection, the letter was 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 

AMERICAN COALITION 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1944 

My Dear CoMPATRIOT: The charter for the 
United Nations evolved at the Dumbarton 
Oaks Conference has stimulated discussion of 
the problem of preventing another world war 
A great many of the people who seem to favcr 
the project appear, however, tc be unaware 
that the Russian reservations to the plan, as 
reported unofficially in the press, would pre- 
vent any action being taken against a mem- 
ber of the Council of the proposed interna- 
tional body without the consent of that na- 
tion's delegate. As a world war, by definition, 
could not exist without the participation of 
a major power, this reservation would ex- 
clude the proposed body from any field of 
effective action 

All wars are caused by the existence of an 
unsatisfied want on the part of an aggressor 
nation for something owned by another na- 
tion and a willingness on both sides to firpht 
for its ultimate possession. The thing wanted 
may range from feal estate tc dominion over 
men’s souls, but if either side is unwilling 
to fight. the other will satisfy its desire to 
obtain it, or retain it, as the case may be 
without war 

The United States, as the richest nation in 
the world, is naturally subject to the envy 
of the “have not” nations. Due to our 
strength we are only in danger of attack | 
major powers, yet we must not lose sight 
the fact that many smaller nations woul 
gladly relieve us of our wealth if we shou 
provide them with an opportunity 

The wealth of the United States is an in- 


centive to war, yet no other nation is justly 
entitled to the fruits of our labors That 
peace cannot be bought was demonstrated as 
early as the time of Croesu ind the effort 


to purchase peace has never been considered 
a desirable policy by a nation bred in the 
tradition of “millions for defense, but not 
one cent for tribut However, let me point 
out that the charter approved by the dele- 
gates at Dumbarton Oaks provides for 

diction over economic and social questions 
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for oil cone sions and is attacked in conse- 


quence. Here are concrete issues which 
may plunge us into war upon the ratification 
of the Dumbarton Oaks charter. I ask you, 
are these ues sufficiently important for the 
pecple of the United States to risk another 
world war through the decision of the all 
powerful curity council created by the 
Dumbarton Oaks charter? 

Do not be misled by the charge that if the 
United States had adhered to the Covenant 
of the League of Nations, there would have 
been no Second World War. ‘The record sup- 
ports the assertion that our Government cid 
nothing to frustrate the League's action on 
political questions, and, in fact, was coopera- 
tive by taking, what it was pleased to call, 
parallel action on various issues as they arose, 

England and France held the fate of Eu- 
rope in their hands for at least a decade fol- 
lowing their ratification of the Treaty of 
Versailles. The trouble was that England 
reverted almost immediately after the signa- 
ture of the treaty of peace to her traditional 
policy of promoting a balance of power on 
the Continent of Europe. She thwarted ev- 
ery effort of the French Government to se- 
cure enforcement of the disarmament clauses 
embodied in the Treaty of Versailles. In 
England there was much jealousy of the pres- 
tige which France had gained as a result of 
the First World War, and little sympathy for 
her fears that her eastern frontier would 
once again be assailed by a rearmed Germany. 
As evidence of this attitude, Clemenceau said 
to Lloyd George some years after hostilities 
had ceased, “From the very day after the 
armistice, I found you an enemy of France,” 
to which Lloyd George replied frankly, “Well, 
was it not always our traditional policy?” 
(World in Trance, by Leopold Schwarzschild, 
p. 66.) 

The British Government even went so far 
in 1935, as to brush aside a whole series of 
agreements forbidding England to reach a 
separate accord with Germany on tne ques- 
val rearmament, and despite the 

the Italian and French Govern- 
ments, Sir Samuel Hoare signed a pact on 
June 13, 1935, whici granted to Germany the 

to build a larger fleet than either France 
y. Incredible as it may seem, Eng- 
land’s support of Germany against the 
French throughout the crucial years follow- 
ing the First Wor'd War was consistently and 
persisvently supported by the liberal and 
Icftist groups in France, England, and the 
United States. 

The next world war if reasonable pre- 
cautions are taken to prevent the rearma- 
mont of Germany and Japan, can be started 
only by Russia, Creat Britain, or the United 





States. Of the three, Russia is the unknown 
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Constitution of the United States? 
In conclusion, let me emphasize the fact 


the delegates at Dumbarton Oaks were 
le to agree upon the method of voting 
ich the Security Council of the United 
Vations may give effect to its decisions. 
1 such a decision is reached the charter 
fered for our consideration {is a meaning- 
ess document. I suggest, however, you must 
nvision the possibility that not only might 
ur country be plunged into war by the vote 
our American delegate in collaboration 
with his foreign colleagues, but also that 
American manhood could be led to slaughter 
even against the protest of our representative 
in the council and contrary to the will of 
the American people. To my mind, ad- 
herence to the charter prepared at Dumbar- 
ton Oaks would be a complete repudiation 
of the basic principles upon which our Amer- 
ican Republic was founded. 

Sincerely yours, 


JOHN B. Trevor. 


ADDRESS BY SENATOR THOMAS OF UTAH 
AT DINNER IN HONOR OF THE AMBAS- 
SADOR FROM THE SOVIET UNION 


[Mr. HILL asked and cbtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp an address de- 
ivered by Senator THomaAs of Utah at the 
Waldcrf-Astoria Hotel in New York, Novem- 
ber 25, 1944, on the occasion cf a dinner 
tendered in honor of the Ambassador from 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 


GERMANY’S CAMPAIGN OF MASS MURDER 
OF JEWS—ADDRESS BY SENATOR GIL- 
LETTE 


[Mr. GILLETTE asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an address 
delivered by him on December 15, 1944, deal- 
ing with Germany’s campaign of mass mur- 
der against the Hebrew people, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


MR. CHURCHILL'S SPEECH IN THE HOUSE 
CF COMMONS 
[Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp the speech 
of Winston Churchill delivered in the House 
of Commons on December 15, 1944, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 


POLITICAL QUESTIONS AND THE PEACE 


[Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial 
entitled “Those Non-Interventionists,” pub- 
lished in the Hartford Courant, of Hartford, 
Conn., December 15, 1944, and an article by 
Constantine Brown entitled “Political Ques- 
tions Arising to Plague Peace Planners,” pub- 
lished in the Washington Star of December 
10, 1944, which appear in the Appendix.] 


THE SPANISH SITUATION—ARTICLE BY 
WILLIAM PHILIP SIMMS 
{Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 


to have printed in the Recorp an article en- 
titled “Remember Hooligan?” by William 
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Philip Simms, from the Washington D 
News of December 15, 1944, which 
the Appendix.] 

THE POPE VERSUS STALIN—EDITORIAL 
FROM THE WASHINGTON TIMES-HE! 
ALD 
[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained | 

to have printed in the RecorD an edi 

entitled “The Pope versus Stalin,” from 

Washington Times-Herald, which appe: 

the Appendix.] 

AMERICA’S VILLAGES CARRY ON—ARTI- 

‘LE FROM NEW YORK TIMES 

[Mr. MALONEY asked and obtained 
to have printed in the REcorD an 
entitled “America’s Villages Carry On,’ 
lished in the New York Times of Aug 
1944, which appears in the Appendix. |} 

CHRISTMAS—POEM BY HORACE C 
CARLISLE 

[Mr. BILEO asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the REcorD a poem entitled 
“Christmas,” by Horace C. Carlisle, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

SURPLUS PROPERTY BOARD—ROBERT A, 

HURLEY 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
is in executive session, and the pending 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Robert A, 
Hurley, of Connecticut, to be a member 
of the Surplus Property Board. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, the Sur. 
plus Property Act of 1944 is a war meas- 
ure of the greatest importance. This 
Congress was urged by the Chief Execu- 
tive to enter upon a study of both the 
mobilization and the demobilization of 
all the physical property and resources 
of the country in order that we might on 
the battlefield win the victory we seek .t 
the earliest possible time, in the most 
efficient manner, with the least expenci- 
ture of human life. That is the primary 
purpose of the Surplus Prope.ty Act of 
1944. It is the first purpose declared 
in the act. The first obligation imposed 
on the Surplus Property Board is in these 
words, in the paragraph headed “Dutics 
and authority of Board,” in section 6: 

The activities of the Board shall be co- 
ordinated with the programs of the armed 


forces of the United States in the interests 
of the war effort. 


“ype 


That is the No. 1 responsibility of this 
Board, the nominations for membership 
on which are now under consideration 
by us. That obligation is grave enough 
to cause us, as representatives of the .aen 
on the battlefield, to examine with the 
utmost care the nominations of men fer 
the important duties of members of this 
Board, and with that objective to ascer- 
tain whether these candidates are the 
very best, whether they are above re- 
preach, and whether they will command 
the confidence and inspire the morale of 
the boys at the front. 

That is not all. The Surplus Property 
Act of 1944 established other duties for 
this Board of only three persons. Sec- 
tion 6 also provides as follows: 

Until peace is concluded the needs of the 
armed forces are hereby declared and shail 
remain paramount. The Board shall have 
general supervision and direction, as pro- 
vided in this Act, over (1) the care and han- 
dling and disposition of surplus property; 
and (2) the transfer of surplus property 
between Government agencies. 
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building a chain of warehouses Just to dis- 
play the stuff. There will be no single dam 
break, no one big auction day; the sales have 
already started and will go on for years. In 
October alone four Government agencies sold 
$25,700,000 worth, including two locomotives 


and 6,500,000 ‘lide fasteners. he total 
amount ultimately to be sold is variously 
valued at from fifteen to One hundred and 


three billion dollars. It can’t be appraised 
in advance even approximately, for its vol- 
ume would break any market it was dumped 
on; in fact, it can be measured only against 
the post-war economy as a whole. 

So what method, what objectives should 
we adopt for the disposal of this war-built 
wealth? Mr. Ickes, as usual, is preoccupied 
with the problem of “checkmating scoun- 
drels”—i. e., preventing speculation and in- 
track meets. One very simple method 
would be to sell it to the highest bidders, 
thus realizing the greatest sum for the Gov- 
ernment and with it reducing the national 
debt. Another possible method is to dispose 
of it with the least possible disruption of 
normal trade channels and the price level, 
on which it is bound to have a deflationary 
effect. From this standpoint the suggestion 
of a Navy man makes good sense: That every- 
thing be loaded on battleships and dumped in 
the middle of the sea. 

There is another objective, however, which 
is not so cynical or lazy as these. It is that, 
since the dispcsal of this property is bound 
to have a vast effect on the character of our 
post-war economy, we shovld decide now 
what kind of economy we want and aim our 
policy at that 

This objective, starry-eyed or not, is now 
the law of the land. The Surplus Property 
Act is a poorly drawn compromise, unwork- 
able as it stands and due for revision. It is 
nevertheless one of the few public acts of 
recent months that exhibit a profoundly 
idealistic purpose. Its chief aims are these: 
To reestablish free independent enterprise, 
to strengthen the competitive position of the 
new and small businessman and the family 
farmer; and to put Government property to 
widespread, nonmonopolistic use. It is a bill 
in the Jeffersonian tradition, an attempt to 
redistribute property in a way to make men 
free. 


side 


EFFICIENCY IS NOT EVERYTHING 


When he saw the bill Will Clayton, who 
had been handling surplus property under 
Executive order, resigned his job in disgust. 
It was the disgust of a capable, efficiency- 
minded administrator. For example, in sell- 
ing farm land the Government (according 
to the law) must offer it first to the former 
owrer or heirs, then to any tenant farmers 
he may have had, then to any farm-minded 
veterans who may want it, then to other 
candidates for subsistence farming. 


Mr. Clayton wanted to put the land on 
the market fast, via R. F. C. and the pro- 
fessional real-estate brokers. But the Sena- 
tors had a different idea. They were more 
impressed by the testimony of Norman Lit- 
tell, the recently fircd Assistant Attorney 
General, who convinced them that under 
‘layton’s methods the land would wind up in 
the hands of big corporate farmers. Said 
Senator CHANDLER, in the nearest imitation of 
Jefferson he is ever likely to achieve: “It 
is better security for the country to have 
our people on their own farms.” 


The law also tries to help the little busi- 
nmessman. Maury Maverick’s Smaller War 
Plants Corporation is authorized to inter- 
vene whenever it sees a chance to put indus- 
trial property into new and independent 
hands, This is inefficient. But efficiency is 
perhaps not the sole motive of all the ene- 
mies of the law. Established retailers, for 
example, who still shudder at the memory 
of the Army and Navy stores of post-war No. 
1, are lobbying for orderly distribution 
through normal trade channels, 
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The economic responsibility of our Gov- | 
ernment does not lie toward any particular 
trade channel, union, or company, however 
many E banners it may fly. It lies toward | 
the general level of prosperity and the free- 
dom and openness of the economy as a 
whole. To foster this freedom of the mar- 
ket, the Government may seem to be playing | 
favorites at times. Its favorites under the | 
Surplus Property Act are veterans, small | 
farmers, and small businessmen. But with- | 
out favoritism these three groups would be | 
at a positive disadvantage, not in wealth | 
but in opportunity. For big business and | 
corporate farming enjoy trading advantages | 
which threaten ultimately to close the door 
on individuals and newcomers if competi- 
tion is not ceaselessly renewed. 


CHANCE FOR A JOLT 


Every generation or so our Nation has 
been jolted into a great commercial expan- 
sion by some Government-assisted project. 
Northwest Territory development, railroad 
grants, homestead laws, rod building, and 
the like. The disposal of our new war-built 
wealth could be another such jolt. Let 
realists predict that 10 years hence the bene- 
ficiaries of a new distribution, the favored 
veterans and tenants, will be broke and land- 
less once more. Many of them will, no doubt. 
They will nevertheless have had their mo- 
ment of equal opportunity, which is all | 
democracy promises and all Americans have 
ever asked. 

But to give them even that much, those 
in charge of demobilization must rise to the | 
challenge. If the Surplus Property Act were | 
rewritten by Jefferson himself, it would still | 
require great courage and imagination to 
cairy it out. Its administrators must not 
only be in sympathy with its aims but must 
be men of enough political adroitness and 
guts to resist enormous pressure. 

Last week the President made his choice 
of men for the Surplus Property Board. 
They are Guy Gillette of Iowa, the lame- 
duck Senator; Robert Hurley, a former Gov- 
ernor of Connecticut; and Col. E. H. Heller, 
a California financier and active Democrat. 
Honest men, no doubt. But as the Wash- 








ington Post remarked, the President seems 
to have confused the problem of surplus 
property with the problem of surplus politi- 
cians. One looks in vain for the stature 
which the noble aims-and practical pitfalls 
of this job demand. 

Reconversion problems are not popular 
when the war news is bad. That does not 
make them unimportant. Our surplus- 
property problem contains the chance of a 
lifetime for a rebirth of economic freedom 
in America. If we let it go by default the 
spirit of Thomas Jefferson will not forgive us. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I have 
not read all the authority granted in the 
section to which I have referred. I have 
omitted some of it, because I wish to take 
less time. 

I now come to the matter of disposal 
agencies. It is covered in section 10: 


DESIGNATION OF DISPOSAL AGENCIES 


Sec. 10 (a). Except as provided in subsec- 
tion (b) of this section, the Board shall des- 
ignate one or more Government agencies to 
act as disposal agencies under this act. In 
exercising its authority to designate disposal 
agencies, the Board shall assign surplus prop- 
erty for disposal by the fewest number of 
Government agencies practicable and, so far 
as it deems feasible, shall centralize in one 
disposal agency responsibility for the dis- 
posal of all property of the same type or class. 


That is an enormous ticket. All ve- 
hicles of a class will have a single dis- 
posal agency named by the Board, from 
whose decision there will be no appeal; 
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and that situation applies to the entir: 
category of personal property,° which j; 
vast. A great catalog will not cover 
the detailed properties which will ha 
a disposal agency created by this Board 

When it comes to the disposal of rs 
property, a vast power is vested in th 
Board. I turn to section 21 of the act 
and read the following: 

DISPOSAL OF SURPLUS AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES 

Src. 21 (a). Subject to the supervision 
the Board, the War Food Administrator 
his successor, shall be solely responsible { 
the formulation of policies with respect 
the disposal of surplus agricultural commodi- 
ties and surplus focds processed from agri- 
cultural commodities, which shall be ad- 
ministered by the disposal agency or agencies 
designated by the Board. 


I have not read the entire section 
There is much more to it, relating to per- 
sonal property of an agricultural kind 

ut the real-estate provision contairs 
the element of power over our economy. 
The Board is vested with authority so to 
devise the regulations governing the dis- 
posal agency which transfers real estate 
that in cutting it up into individual fam- 
ily-sized farms and in regulating the 
terms which hover over the purchaser of 
the land as long as the Government has a 
claim upon it for the purchase price, a 
soviet can be set up, a communistic ele- 
ment can be established, right in the 
United States on the soil. Our ideology, 
and our theory of free economy, free 
governments, and free institutions can be 
damaged to a degree which is unthink- 
able. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Are we to draw the 
inference from the Senator’s statement 
that a board consisting of Colonel Heller, 
Governor Hurley, and the Senater from 
Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE] would use its power 
to create soviets, collectivism, or social- 
ism in the United States? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I hope 
the Senator does not draw such an in- 
ference. I did not make such an impli- 
cation. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Iam glad the Senator 
did not. Otherwise I should have to ad- 
mit that I do not see the relevancy. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, very well. I do not 
expect to convert the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, and certainly I could not educaic 
him today upon the importance of the 
act of Congress. I am undertaking to 
show its importance, and have it re- 
corded in this Recorp, because there will 
be a day of reckoning before the Con- 
gress and before this administration. 
There will come a day when people wiil 
turn to this Rrcorp and read the names 
of the men who, in their launching of 
this enormous piece of administrative 
lew, chose men in the light of the evi- 
dence which has been introduced relat- 
ing to these two nominees, Governor 
Hurley and Lieutenant Colonel! Heller. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. They will ask, How did 
it happen that men with no more general 
experience, and with no more standing 
before the public than those men had at 
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Mr. DANAHER. Am I correct in my 
recollection that the testimony indicated 
that the wife of Lieutenant Colonel Hel- 
ler is the Democratic national commit- 
teewoman from the State of California. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will answer that in 
this way: I have no personal Knowledge 
of it, but the document entitled “Factual 
Campaign Information, compiled under 
the direction of Edwin A. Halsey, Secre- 
tary, United States Senate; revised Oc- 
tober 2, 19844; printed for the use of the 
Office of the Secretary of the Senate,” 
contains this on page 27 under the head- 
ing “Officers of the Democratic State 
Committees,” under the column headed 
we find “California”; under the 
column “Chairman” we find “William 
Malone, 849 Mills Building, San Fran- 
cisco”; under the column headed “Secre- 
tary,” we find “Harry Burns, Fresno.” 

On page 26, under the title “Demo- 
cratic National Committeemen and Com- 
mitteewomen” we find the following: 
Column headed “State,” “California”; 
column headed “Committeeman,” “Ed- 
win W. Pauley, 756 South Broadway, Los 
Angeles”: under the heading “Commit- 
teewomen,” “Mrs. Edward Heller, Petrol 
Co., Los Angetes.” 

That answers the question, does it not? 

Mr. DANAHER, Will the Senator read 
further and tell us what the column 
shows as to who was Democratic na- 
tional committeeman for Connecticut? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Connecticut is the sec- 
ond name following after California. 
Under the column “Committeeman” 
there appears the name “Robert A. Hur- 
ley, 99 Outlook Avenue, West Hartford.” 

That answers the question, does it 
not? 

Mr. DANAHER. 
politics were raised anywhere in this 
whole matter it seems to me it would 
stem from the initiating source. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, after 
the name of Mrs. Heller the Senator 
read “Petrol Company.” 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; P-e-t-r-o-l. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Does the Senator 
have any knowledge as to what this is? 

Mr. AUSTIN. No, I have no knowl- 
edge. Perhaps the Senator from Michi- 
gan can tell us. 

Mr. FERGUSON. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN, I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the discus- 
sion in the committee will clearly show 
that at least those of us on this side were 
trying to prove that being a Democrat 
did not wholly disqualify one for public 
service. Ido not know how we came out 
in that effort, but we thought, in view of 
all the circumstances and the discussion 
that went on, that some on the Republi- 
can side rather indicated that it might 
be up to the people in the election, and 
that may be the reason why the Repub- 
licans have not had any better success. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, in Con- 
necticut the record is that this candidate 
who was selected in a very peculiar situ- 
ation to which I am about to refer was 
the only candidate on the Democratic 
ticket to be defeated, and that the re- 
versal of votes that would normally have 
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gone to him had his Democratic and 
Republican friends supported him as 
they did other candidates on the ticket 
aggregated about 60,000 ballots. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Vermont yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I should like to say to 
the distinguished Senator that when the 
question was raised as to the confirma- 
tion of Colonel Heller and Mr. Hurley, 
I was deluged with letters and telephone 
calls from leaders of every kind of group 
in California stating the desire of in- 


| dividuals there to testify that in their 


opinion Colonel Heller was an outstand- 
ing, almost perfect, choice for this posi- 
tion. I chose to ask to come to Wash- 


| ington principally prominent Republi- 





| cans, and we did present to the com- 
| mittee five or six or seven of the out- 
| standing Republicans, industrialists, and 


businessmen of the State, who testified 
that in their opinion Colonel Heller was 
an outstanding candidate for this posi- 
tion. I know that many Senators on the 
Republican side have received many tele- 
grams from prominent Republicans in 
the West endorsing Colonel Heller, be- 
cause I have copies of the telegrams in my 


possession, 


I desire to ask the distinguished Sen- 
ator a question. Does he know of one 
single Republican leader in the West who 
has stated the opinion that Colonel Hel- 
ler would not be an outstanding and ef- 
ficient member of the Surplus Property 
Board? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I do not 
know whether they have or not. Acting 
on the committee, of course, we had Re- 
publicans and Democrats alike who had 
been invited by Colonel Heller or the 
Senator from California [Mr. Downey] 
to support Colonel Heller, who had been 
asked to come here to do that, and of 
course they supported Colonel Heller. 
One of them, who was not hostile to Col- 
onel Heller in any way, namely, Mr. 
Chauncey Tramutolo, a lawyer practic- 
ing in the city of San Francisco, who was 
not a Republican, but who was himself 
active in politics there, Democratic pol- 
itics, testified as follows: 

Senator JoHNSON. Has Colonel Heller or 
any member of his family been actively en- 
gaged in partisan politics in California? 

Mr. TRAMUTOLO. Well, that is putting it 
rather strongly, Senator. I would say that 
he is what is known to be a Democrat. I 
know the Colonel and his wife were dele- 
gates, at least he was a delegate to the 
Houston convention, and also in 1928, but 
I know of instances where he has backed peo- 
ple that were not Democrats. 

Senator JoHNSON. That is all. 


Mr. President, it seems a most unfor- 
tunate circumstance that both these 
nominees should have to be taken cov- 
ered with the cloud of the investiga- 
tion made in May 1944, regarding the 
Narragansett Machine Co., of Provi- 
dence, R. I. Is it a mere coincidence, as 
my esteemed friend the Senator from 
Kentucky said yesterday, that both these 
nominees happen to come out of the 
cloud which surrounds the Narragansett 
Machine Co.? That is a matter which 
the public is entitled to regard as a very 
strange and suspicious fact attending 
these nominations, 





Mr. 
yield to me? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Not yet; I will yield 
a moment. If it is a mere coincide: 


as claimed by the Senator from Ken. 


tucky—and I want to take the posi 
that it is a mere coincidence—it 
nevertheless such a circumstance t 
we cannot overlook it. 

Now I yield to the Senator from C 
necticut. 

Mr. MALONEY. I wish to ask ¢ 
Senator if he himself did not be! 
that it was a coincidence. I atte: 
the hearings, I listened to the very « 
ful and able and constant cross-exa: 
nation of the distinguished Ser 
from Vermont, and I know that he c 
not come to any other conclusion t 
that it was clearly and without a q 
tion of doubt a coincidence. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, w 
the Senator from Vermont yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator ask 
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me a few moments ago if I had a: ; 


knowledge of the Petrol Co. Since 


asked me, I have used the telephone 


and obtained some knowledge. 
Mr. AUSTIN. The Petrol Co.? 


Mr. FERGUSON. The Petrol Co. is a 


California ccrporation. It has a tel 


phone number listed in the Washington 


directory. It sells petroleum product 
principally asphalt, and as a coinciden 
Mr. Edwin Pauley, who is treasurer « 
the Democratic National Committee an 
Democratic national committeeman \ 


m— 2 nm Oo 


California, is president of the company 


Mr. Harold Pauley is vice president, an 


Mr. Claude Cameron is treasurer. 
Mr. DOWNEY. Will 
yield? 
Mr. TAFT. Will the Senator yield 
moment? The office—— 


the Senator 


Y 


Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I have 


addressed the Chair. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I have 


the floor, and I wish to be fair to : 


colleagues on the floor, and I yield fir: 


to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. TAFT. 


I merely wish to ask 


whether the address of this corporation 


is not the Mayflower Hotel in Washin 
ton. 


Mr. FERGUSON. That is true, and 
that is where I telephoned to obtain this 


information. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Inow yield to the Sen 
tor from California. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I mu 


admit it is difficult for me to understand 


the mental processes of the Senato: 
who are now engaged in the discussio! 


We have a Mr. Edwin Pauley in Calif 
nia, who is our Democratic nation 
committeeman. He is head of the Pet 
Co. Mr. Heller and Mrs. Heller have: 
more connection with the Petrol Co. th 
any Senator on this floor, I have noid 


from what document or record the Sena 


tor was reading, but the gentleman t! 
distinguished Senator from Michigan 
now talking about, Edwin Pauley, has! 
connection with this matter as head 
the Petrol Co. Colonel Heller has ! 
connection with the Petrol Co. 


Heller has no connection with it. Th 
reference to it has no more relevancy t 
this argument than if we were talkin 


Mrs 
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about something in the Fiji Islands—and decision accordingly. I know my friend it isan 1 more nt quiry as 
I know whereof I speak in this matter from Vermont does not want to limit the to whe 4 mal ( i cor- 
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will inquiry to two members of the Surplus porations which | f id extensive 
the Senator from Vermont yield? Property Board. We will take as much dealings with and selling goods to the 
Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. time in determining the political views Government in th a of Surrplu 
Mr. FERGUSON. When the Senator and motives of the nominees to the State Property Board non } ld 
I i from the dccument compiled by the Department when we come to < de! I in tl ca of C€ ’ . 
Secretary of the Senate, Cr lonel Halsey, them. other individuals y\v ) i 
he read the name of Mrs. Edward Heller, Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, when w with the Governm 
Pr 1 Co. It was sign ficant that her come to the nominations to tl Stat ev are ; ! ' > 
bs nam hould be listed in that way, and Department we will have quite a differ- anyt t d s 
} t ie knowledge that Mr. Pauley ent proposition before us than we hav 
we connected with that company, Il before us at this moment. ° 1 v Mr A TIN. M evi- 
me information on the subject be d with the President's family, | ,¢ did 1 n 
It is iificant, or, rather, probably, a | his official life. In the « of the State | the connection of ' Cc 
; ( th that adk s and that Deps nent m ve ¢ I } " 
i ! be ed in ¢ tion with special oO! i used by , i con! 
I il Demo commiuitee- | re} I n of C€ T )- m 
' I might say t t Washing- | pointees to the Su E Board ( i} ! ’ 
{ ’ being the Mayflower Hotel are n carry ¢ p ( j I 1 i 
I ‘ 5 I Ip t ) { pDusine by Cx n al V I to } ( ‘ ‘ 
for t ( tion, listed as i Congress, and ! of the é S f S 
DOWNEY. Will the Ser ! m in connection with su is-property dis- ! ( nel Helle) 
\ 1? pos will b he re t of a ¢ 1 


fr. DOWNEY. Is it not « ct that bers of the Board returnins to Congress I , O 
t 1 en¢ ils tl Petrol Co., Los An- na saying, Here il ll ¢ ecol s of } 0 } 
t oods and properties on \ must I 
( 
Mr. FERGUSON. Will the Senator have instruction,” and 





from Vermont yield? matter to us. They are to be our repre- That is in the past t - 

Mr. AUSTIN. I shall yield in a mo- sentatives. And so, Mr. President, I I ector of t W i B 
ment. This reads, under the heed of think our approach to the duty of par- nd T n Trust ¢ I 
“Committeewoman,” Mrs. Edward Fell- ticipating in the appointment of the Ths 
er, Petrol Co., Los Angeles. Surplus Property Board is a somewhat 

Mr. DOWNEY. If the distinguished distinct approach, a somewhat different 
Senator will further yield to me, this is approach from the approach to partici- 

lit is. Ed Tauley is national commit- pation in the nominations for the State Which we have found out is one of the 
teeman in California, Mrs. Heller is na- | Department. Kaiser companies— 
tional committeewoman, and undoubt- Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will f the Pacific Coast A 


edly she has given that address so as to the Sen itor yield’ And we find out—it is in the record 
receive her official mail as national com- Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. somewhere but I cannot turn to it quite 
mitteewoman at the office of the national Mr. CHANDLER. What greater Or | handily—that this is a company which 


committeeman in California. If Sena- more important matter can be brought 
tors car find in that any reason for ob- back to the Senate than a treaty of 
jecting to the appointment of Colonel | peace with other countries, with the 
Heller, I hope the most will be made of it. responsibility for which this team of 

Mr. AUSTIN. It just turns out that State Department nominees is going to 
the record is as follows with respect to be charged? Of course, I disagree with 
Mr. Pauley. The address he gave for | the Senator from Vermont when he says 
himself is something else; namely, 756 that we are not a part of this so-called 
South Broadway, Los Angeles. family of the President; that we have not The Permanente Steamship Co.— 

Mr. DOWNEY. Again I might say to | the highest duty to ascertain, if we can, That is another one of the Kaiser com- 
the distinguished Senator that the the views of the men who are going to 
Petrol Co. has its address in Los Angeles undertake to deal with other nations, 


} 

lls all kinds of materials for building 

great dams and public works, and that 

the Federal Government is one of its im- 

tant customers. 

ir. CHANDLER. Mr. President-—— 
Mr. AUSTIN. Just a moment. Let 

me finish my statement 


panies— 


ng- : of Bruce Bros., In 1 chain of de} nt 
at the address which he has just read. and submit to the Senate for its approval ic ca — v . > : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will | a treaty of peace upon which probably | which is a « restau and « 
the Senator from Vermont yield? will be based the hopes of all the world. re f es iP ( . . 


Mr. AUSTIN. I yield to the Senator Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, we have 1 urban nd-holding company; of the 
from Kentucky. not reached that debate yet. If we Banke Investment ¢ lich is a com- 


F Mr. CHANDLER. I welcome an in- reach it and when we reach it I hope to 
quiry into the pulitics, if there is any, of participate in it. But I do not care to It will be rn h } 
‘ b } 


: the proposed members of the Surplus be diverted to that ground at the present } h { oe 
. Property Board, and their wives and time. f the Mark Hopkins H ( 

families. I am glad that that is being Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the sia en tase scat 

initiated by my friends on the other siae Senator yield to me? ; 

includi: my friend the Senator from Mr. AUSTIN. I yield to the Senator And then this significant answer: 

Vermont. I wish to serve notice that | from Ohio. And of seve! 

when the State Department nomination Mr. TAFT. I wanted to suggest that oe ee L 
me before the Senate I want him to in considering the qualifications of men eee 7 as ois ae 
just as diligent to call attention to for the Surplus Pr d . patie 





C 

I pert} A 7 : 

the Liberty Leaguers, presidents of big more relevant as to whether they have See tae 
corporations and steel companies, and so been connected with corporations which . 
fort] 
I 





and contributors to both parties. | have been selling goods to-the Govern- | that deal with the Govern: 
want Senators to be just as fair as | ment, particularly through positical | United Stat nd tha . oe 
t the matter. Let us channels, because such corporati' lat 

of them. Then if we | urally are interested in the disposal of | Men who will have, without any question 
t ics, or hav- surplus property of the same kind which at all, eithe i property to dispose 
ATS. ing political views, or party views, or | they may have bought. I do not mean | of themsels ul et rid of, or who will 
: belonging to the Liberty League dis- | to indicate that the evidence, so far as it be in the market seeking to purchase 
yt qualifies an individual, let us make a | has gone, has shown that; but I think surplus pro} 


( wt, ; th I , ; Cc ; d 
, 
ns nat- n in U 
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I now yield to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I 
want to apologize to my friend for tres- 
passing on his time. I know that my 
friend from -Vermont is fair, and my 

rvice with him on two important com- 
mittees, the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Military Affairs Committee, has 
always convinced me of his sincere desire 
simply to find out the truth of things 
and to do the right thing. 

It seems to me that all this is rela- 
tively unimportant when we compare it 
with the same duty with which we are 
going to be faced almost immediately in 
advising and consenting to the appoint- 
ments to the State Department. Cotton 
is very important in the war effort; steel 
is very important 
Here are two men who undertake to con- 
\ 


nce Senators in a hearing that they | 


are able to perform the job to which 
they are appointed, and if they con- 
vince the Senator that they have had 
some business experience the Senator 
will not have them, and if they cannot 
convince the Senator they are not eli- 
gible. 

I want my friend, who is diligent and 


fair and honest and patient, to join me | 


when the State Department nominations 
come before the Senate for consideration 
in finding out how important cotton is to 
the war effort, and to one who engages 
in foreign trade in many countries, and 
how important steel is to the war effort, 
and whether, on the other hand, there 
is a prospect of involving the United 
States in that sort of business. A Sena- 
tor suggests oil. 
cotton. I simply wish to find out that 
which really is important, whether the 
future of the United States is going to 
be made safe by a smattering of surplus 
property, or whether it is going to be 
made secure in the long run by giving 
close attention to the important matters 
I have just suggested, and I am going 
to call on my friend the Senator from 
Vermont to exercise the same diligence 
he is now exercising in inquiring about 
these matters which seem to me to be 
under all the circumstances relatively 
small. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, this 
‘smattering of surplus property” is 
about all that I can handle at this time. 


Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 


Lucas in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Vermont yield to the Senator from 
California? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I desire to read into 
the Recorp two very brief telegrams, 
which I think will perhaps clarify cer- 
tain statements which the Senator has 
been making with respect to Colonel Hel- 
ler. Yesterday there was some discus- 
sion on the floor of the Senate as to the 
extent to which Colonel Heller was as- 
sociated with Henry Kaiser in his enter- 
prises. I find that this is the fact—and I 
should like to read the telegram into the 
ReEcorp to support it—Colonel Heller has 
an interest in the Permanente Cement 
Co., in which Mr. Kaiser also has an 


| Kaiser. 


in the war effort. | 





Yes; oil and steel and | 
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interest. The Permanente Cement Co. 
is sole owner of all the stock of the 


| Permanente Steamship Co., which owns 


two barges in which cement is hauled. 


| The telegram which I hold in my hand 


reads as follows: 
CAMBRIDGE, MaAss., December 16, 1944. 
Senator SHERIDAN DowNeEY, 
Senate Office Building: 

My only connection with Kaiser is through 
Permanente Cement Co. and its subsidiary, 
Permanente Steamship Co., besides a joint 
gravel venture which is now being wound up. 
Permanente Cement Co. is not subsidiary of 
any other Kaiser company and is owned 
independently by various interests besides 
I have no interest or connection, 
direct or indirect, in Kaiser’s Fontana Steel 
Co., his shipbuilding activities, his magne- 
sium plant, or any other of his enterprises. 

Epwarp H. HELLER. 


I have another telegram from Colonel 
Heller, which he sent me at my request, 
because I anticipated the character of 
the argument which would be made by 
certain Senators. This telegram is dated 
Cambridge, Mass., December 16, and 
reads as follows: 

CAMBRIDGE, MASS., December 16, 1944. 
Senator SHERIDAN DOWNEY, 
Senate Office Building: 

If I am a member of the Surplus Property 
Board would not permit any company in 
which I am interested to deal directly or in- 
directly for the acquisition of surplus prop- 
erty. If, despite my efforts, such dealing were 
attempted would promptly notify Attorney 
General and disposal agency. Would use 
greater than ordinary precautions in deal- 
ings with friends of former business asso- 
ciates. 

Epwarp H. HELLER. 


There are in the record statements by 
leading Republicans from the West, to 
the effect that Colonel Heller is the very 
type of man who would conform to such 
ethical conduct. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. In order that the 
ReEcorD may be clear after the reading 
of that statement, let me say that I be- 
lieve the facts will show that the Perma- 
nente Cement Co. is a company owned 
by six other companies. The ownership 
of the stock of Mr. Heller is in the Ed- 
ward Heller Co. Other stockholders are 
the Henry J. Kaiser Co., the Columbia 
Construction Co., Inc., the Utah Con- 
struction Co., the Shay Construction Co., 
and the Pacific Bridge Co. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. DOWNEY. That is entirely con- 
sistent with what Colonel Heller’s tele- 
gram says, namely, that the Permanente 
Steamship Co. is owned by several stock- 
holders, and that he has an interest in 
it. Colonel Heller also stated to me over 
the telephone that his interest is incon- 
sequential—to him, at least—amounting 
to a value of*about $17,000. There are 
many“interests in the Permanente Ce- 
mentCo. Kaiser is one stockholder, and 
Colonel Heller is another. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
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Mr. FERGUSON. I thought it wou! 
probably be interesting to trace the in- 
terlocking directors of these varioy 
companies in the cement company a) 
the steamship company, as well as t! 
other Kaiser companies. If there is su 
ficient time I may try to do so. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, y 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I should like to a 
the distinguished junior Senator from 
Michigan to read again the names of 
those companies. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Ishall be glad to do 
so if the Senator from Vermont will yield 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. FERGUSON. The Henry J 
Kaiser Co., the Columbia Construction 
Co., Inc., the Utah Construction Co., th 
Shay Construction Co., the Pacific Brid 
Co., and the Edward Heller Co. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I thank the Senato: 
very much. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I do not 
ask any other man, either in this great 
body or outside the Senate, to follow me 
on a question of this kind; but I wish to 
say that I would not vote for Lieutenant 
Colonel Heller after acquiring this in- 
formation connecting him, as it does, 
with Mr. Kaiser’s enterprises, which are 
tied up with the war effort over which 
Colonel Heller is given jurisdiction and 
in connection with which he has very 
important responsibilities. Such enter- 
prises will certainly be interested in th: 
decisions of Lieutenant Colonel Heller to 
be made with respect to the demobiliza- 
tion of property. I would not vote for a 
man so encumbered. If the result is to 
be that he will lean over backward, that 
will be almost as bad as leaning sidewise, 
or forward. He has himself confessed, 
b. telegram, that those connections will 
affect him, and that he will not be a free 
man to serve us on the Board. That 
settles it, does it not? 

Mr. President, I had started to show 
how the two nominees before the Senate 
came into the picture in a very strange 
manner, and really in a cloud. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not wish to 
divert the Senator; but while he is on the 
question of the business or financial in- 
terest of appointees to the Board, is there 
anything in the record to show whether 
or not these men intend to dissociate 
themselves from their present financial 
and business connections, if any, in case 
their nominations as members of the 
Board are confirmed? 

Mr. AUSTIN. There is not. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Was any in- 
quiry made in that regard? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I believe not. 

Mr. President, these men were ap- 
pointed from the same neighborhood 
which was investigated by a subcommit- 
tee of the Military Affairs Committee of 
the House in May 1944. The committee 
made a report, an extract from which is 
to be found at page 178 of the printed 
hearings. I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp at this point 
as a part of my remarks the extract from 
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House Report No. 1903 dated September 
19. 1944, of the House Committee on 
} iry Affairs 

I re being no objection, the extract 


i to be printed in the Recorp, 


No. 1903 
HoOusr 
ED * 
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MILITARY 








I of t 
t< n 
1 he war effort and ~ 
! with the ¢ nt of the War 
the Narr nsett Machine ( 
ny was in control of and 
i i xperiencea persons one r 





1 April 28, May 6, 12, and 2 
( tiee tc scertain the facts 
] uced at the hearings was to 
Tect th ut 1930 or 1931, the com- 
J ; v me of 
S1( 000. but su 
1 less than $30( 


mmon stock, v 

privilege except wh 
referred ct 

> preferred & 


by the Th 





1 on t] 





Eventually, on January 


ity ol 


28, 1943, through 





l a complex series of 
, all of the common stock came un- 
( the control of Norman T. Bolles without 











payment of any money whatever on his 
Bolle thereupon kecame vice presi- 
t and 1eral manager of the Narragan- 
Machine Co 
On April 24, 1942, the Narragansett Co. en- 
tered into a contract with the 


Ford Motor Co 


260 gun m« 


Under 


date o 








k 1 adi ‘red $220,000 on this contract, 
1 amount was to be a linistered under 
direction of the Boston ordnance dis- 

t War Department 

July 27, 1942, the Industrial Trust Co., 

f I dence, R.I., made a $2,000,000 loan to 

t Narragansett Machine Co., guaranteed 

percent by the War Department. At that 


rae, a financial statement was submitted 











a capit ulization of $850,090, 
f y be een preferred and common stock. 
The urity given was a mortgage on the 
c e and other property of the com- 
pany, also a general assignment of receiv- 
and a specific assignment of all con- 
t r $5,000. Thes ment of Decem- 
r 31, 1942, reflected a value of real and 
l} erty, after depreciation re es 
I ied : nst it, of $975,495.10. 
I April 30, 1943 tement listed the 
I f contract ned the company 
381,252.89. 

The loan was predicated on Navy and Ford 
tra , and obtained from the Indus- 

I Co. witl B 








VM I 
( the Gov nme 
n u ] S 





vi 1em 
district 
and Industria 





the suggestion was ide 
unless 


sone of sound busi- 


m 


nged 








| 








ness experience s due 
n rt to a rec es n 
New York State nated 
as Ca 216,- 
78 by T t at- 








ge b Y I 
> 
B aetle i s; the < e \ l 
] hy in tnetl t de ee nd e Y 
I ney involved was $5.000 H ¢ 
record i tes that the indi ent dis- 
I du n the reeme B t - 
+ fr - ¢ ‘ 

4 i i ‘ sii » Le 4 
. t! e 1! ct nent 








di ct, ¥ str l 
n th i I ent 
t 7) > ? y 
Wile t B ( ¢ 1 
of f their own sé t ‘ 
i trol the manufac and mal t 
fin es of the compa! 

Qut of the loan was paid $2 000 for ac- 

< ) 





i 
moneys advanced on ¢§ nment ( 4 
the items were obligations of te compa! 
outstanding when it be 1 to seek - 


tracts, and indicates an insolvent condit 





On December 8, 1942, the Ford Motor Co 
abrogated its subcontract with the N i- 
gansett Mac Co. The Government had 
canceled its prime contract with Ford thus 


making it obligatory on Ford to cancel the 


subcontract. 

The Ford contract, which origins 
for 2.260 gun mé 
duced to 250. Shipment was 
of which 3 were returned 
money received fr« 


contract-termins 








unts, sequently 


was 
made 

The tot 
the F 1 Co. ¢ 


ttlement 





o! 
ing 
nection with the purchase ¢« 


m 


ition sé 








mount assemblies, plus the 8 
and 38 sets of pare parts x 
3,978.07. This would indi that it 


$6,000 to manufacture each gun mount 

The settlement funds re 
were applied against l ) 
dustrial Trust Co., and a second loan of 
#2,000,000 was obtained from the Fe 


), 1943, with a 


the 


serve bank on March 2! 





percent guaranty by the War De ! ent 
They t n proceeded to op te 1 ler this 
new loan on t same m ge b $V 
given under the first loan 


20 Ge @ 
= 





Cava v¥ + -* + i} 2 i 
duties Bol i ted iu € e 
ployment on the ¢ it Hu - 
( n with the company ed the 
morale of the { t per 

T e was e f t the 
committee with f I it W De- 
partment in the d pment f l 
support of tl f y. It é l 
belief of the cor ee that e 
and discrimi1 i 1 bee é i 
by officia of t r Depar I . 
lecting as a f to | I i j 





read a man 


wit 


cipally that of a promoter and whos« record 
was such as that of Norman T. B If the 
responsible Army officials had been « t 
of the stock transactions and mat I 

as shown by the evidence adduced the 








hearin and n i 
edge had proceeded to develop and support 
this facility for war-production pur] Ss, 
they were open to criticism; and if they did 
not know, they were @qually so because the 


twithstanding such 
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Nevertheless, in view of statements by War 
Department officials and assurances that in 
their opinion this facility was absolutely nec- 


essary in the promotion of the war effort, 
and that they had had and still had it under 


careful scrutiny at all times, the committee 
refrained from issuing any findings and rec- 
ommendations. 

That report was made in September 


of this year. In the face of it, and with 


the knowledge of the testimony Mr. 
Hurley himself had given, and which 
is in the record at page 176 and fol- 
lowing, the President sent the nomina- 


tion of Mr. Hurley to the Congress, which 
had in its records that finding, for this 
highly responsible position. Is it not 
strange indeed that the President should 
also have sent up at the same time the 
nomination of Lieutenant Colonel Heller, 
who was working with or working in 
respect of the same Narragansett Ma- 
chine Co. of which Governor Hurley was 
the vice president? What sort of lode- 
stone was there to draw the attention of 
the President to that spot in all the 
United States and to pick out of that 
spot the two men whose nominations are 
before the Senate today for considera- 
tion? 

Mr. President, although I dislike to 
take so much of the valuable time of 
the Senate, I shall refer to the record 
in order to show what Colonel Heller’s 
work was. Mr. Pitman, of the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Boston, while testifying, 
said the following, which appears at 
page 93: 

Senator Austin. Then he does not check the 
decision of Ordnance on that policy at all? 

Mr. PrrMaNn. No; he does not. 

Senator AusTIN. What does he, of his own 
volition, do? What discretion does he ex- 
ercise in that position of liaison officer? 

Mr. PrrmaNn. He works with me, or with the 
Federal Reserve bank. We work as a team. 
We sit down and discuss the problem, we 
work together, and through our investiga- 
tions and reports we make our recommenda- 
tions. If we disagree, then it has to go to 
the War Department for approval. 

Senator AusTIN. That is between you. You 
could really put an end to the extension of 
this loan, could you? 

Mr. PITMAN. We could not on this particu- 
lar loan, because the amount is over our 
delegated authority. 


That refers to the loan to the Narra- 
gansett Machine Co. to revitalize the 
company, which had lost its largest con- 
tract and was in a deplorable condition 
creditwise. 

I continue to read from tne testimony: 

We would have to go to Washington to 
get it finally approved or disapproved. 

Senator Austin. What is that limit? 

Mr. Pirman. It was $100,000, and now it 
is $250,000. 

Senator Austin. Did these discussions with 
you and Colonel Heller amount to this, that 
in a loan like this one here you formed a 
judgment about the merit of the loan based 
on all the different factors, necessity, and so 
on, and you made the recommendation to 
some higher authority; is that right? 

Mr. Pirman. That is right. 

Senator AusTIN. That authority is the Fed- 
eral Reserve bank here in Washington; is it? 

Mr. Pirman. No. We send our recom- 
mendations through the Federal Reserve 
Board, who, in turn, sends it in to the War 
Department. It is the War Department’s fi- 


nance section, the Fiscal Division. 


On page 94 we find the following: 

Mr. Prrman. Colonel Heller came to me 
and said that the Boston ordnance district 
had helped to find financing for the Narra- 
gansett Machine Co., because it had im- 
portant contracts, and it was through Colonel 
Heller that we got a certificate of necessity, 
I believe through the Boston Ordnance Co. 
It was through them that we got it. 

Senator CHANDLER. When did Colonel Hel- 
ler first meet you in Boston? 

Mr. PrTMan. June 11, 1942. 

Senator, CHANDLER. Was that at the time 
he commenced his duties in the Boston dis- 
trict? 

Mr. Prrman. That is right. 


On page 95 we find the following: 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you and Colonel 
Heller participate in the approval of the first 
loan of $2,000,000 from the Industrial Trust 
Co. of Rhode Island? 

Mr. Prrman. Ob, yes; we sat in on that. 

Senator CHANDLER. You sat in on that? 

Mr. PrtTman. Yes. 

Senator CHANDLER. You recommended that 
loan, you recommended for the Industrial 
Trust Co. group to make it? 

Mr. PirTman. That is right. 

Senator CHANDLER. Of course, 
proved in Washington? 

Mr. Prrman. That is right. 

Senator CHANDLER. You and Colonel Heller 
just recommended it and the Industrial 
Trust Co. agreed to make the loan? 

Mr. PrTman. Yes. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. LANGER. The Senator under- 
stands, of course, that we have not re- 
ceived the printed record. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I have been reading 
from it. 

Mr.LANGER. The Senator has it and 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CHan- 
DLER] has it—— 

Mr. AUSTIN. No, Mr. President; a 
copy is available to every Senator. One 
is in front of the Senator now. 

Mr. LANGER. It was made available 
this morning; was it? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 

Mr. LANGER. I wish to find out what 
Heller, from California, was doing in 
Boston. 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is what I am try- 
ing to show now. I am trying to show 
that this member of the Army was made 
the liaison officer between the Finance 
Division or the Credit Division of the 
Army, which is somewhat equivalent to 
a bonding house, and the Federal Reserve 
Bank of Boston, in New England. He 
was the liaison officer. That is what he 
was doing over there. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield again? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. LANGER. Was it customary, all 
over the country, to bring men 2,000, 
3,000, or 4,000 miles away, to pass on 
loans two or three or four thousand miles 
away from their homes? Is that cus- 
tomary? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I do not know whether 
it is or not. But the Army is organized 
with its headquarters in Washington, 
and Colonel Heller came to Washington 
as a major. He entered the service of 
the Army as a major. He was not 
brought from California to the East just 


it was ap- 
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to handle this particular transact 
He was assigned to this duty as a mem- 
ber of the military forces. He wa ‘ 
signed to the duty of liaison officer. 17 

is all. 

That is what makes this subject so 
teresting. What a strange coinciden 
it is—assuming it is nothing but a . 
cidence—that the President should 
into the neighborhood which I haves 
scribed from the testimony, and pick 
men, one of them the vice president 
the Narragansett Machine Co., and t 
other the liaison officer who particip 
in the financing of the company. Ist 
not strange? 


Mr. LANGER. It is very stra 
indeed. May I ask the Senator an 
question? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 


Mr. LANGER. What are the duti: 
a liaison officer? 

Mr. AUSTIN. We tried to find t! 
out. On the basis of the evidence t 
duties are somewhat conflicting, 
Sometimes they are narrowed do\ 
and I shall try to bring that point o1 
by reference to the testimony. My o 
impression, based on the evidence 
that his duties were very limited, th 
he was not quite a mere automaton, b 
that he had no final discretion. It ap- 
pears that he passed up to his chief, 
Colonel Mechem, information regard 
the necessity and convenience of the 
Narragansett Machine Co. and other 
prospective borrowers in that neighbor- 
hood in promoting the war effort by th: 
production of munitions. He passed up 
the information with a recommendation. 
It further appeared that his superior 
officer made the decision. In other 
words, his being in liaison with the bank 
meant that he would do as Mr, Pitman 
has described, namely, “sit in with me, 
and we would go over the prospective 
loan and make the recommendation, and 
Boston ordnance would pass upon it 
I believe that the Senate should know 
of the connection existing between Lieu- 
tenant Colonel Heller and Governor 
Hurley in the particular transaction to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will t! 
Senator yield for another question? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. LANGER. If the question is em- 
barrassing, I do not wish the Senator 
to answer it. I should like to know if 
there is any evidence at all that th 
President, in choosing two men—one 
from California and one from Con- 
necticut—was deceived in any way. I 
should like to know if someone may ha’ 
deceived the President. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The question is n 
embarrassing, and it is not true that th 
evidence shows any such thing. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, wi 
the Senator yield to me in order that 
I may place a telegram in the Recorp 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; I yield. I do noi 
like to have too many interruptions 
made of my speech for the purpose ol! 
putting telegrams in the Recorp. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I think the telegram 
is very pertinent to the subject which is 
being discussed. I think that it would, 
perhaps, somewhat answer the question 
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CHANDLER. Were the Industrial 
rs asked to approve the ap- 
r Hurley as vice presi- 





his company? 
PirmaNn. 1 do not know. It required 
roval of the Industrial Trust Co. and 
Boston ordnance, ard I believe they gave 
val, bit I do not know that. I 
formaticn in my file on that 
CHANDLER. Of course, Colonel 


n tineaq— 


It will be remembered that Colonel 
hem was the superior officer of 
Colonel Heller. I continue reading from 
t nearings— 
Of course, Colonel Mechem testified here 
f the committee that the Industrial 
I t Co. and the Boston ordnance did ap- 
I the appointment of Governor Hurley 
Mr. Prrman. 1 suppose they lived up to 


y nt 
eement. 





CHANDLER. That was a condition 
i a right to impose? 
M ITMAN. That is right. 

I ubsequent testimony of the vice 
} ent of the Industrial Trust Co., 
lLir. Brown, showed that the Industrial 
cid not approve the election of 
( rnor Hurley as vice president of this 
my} which occurred on January 10, 
! but it did show the approval by 
1 ordnance and thus Colonel Heller 
nnected indirectly with the appoint- 
or election to the position of vice 
nt his customer, and the whole 

is all knit together. 
] n showing by the evidence I am 
that Colonel Heller sits in with 
Federal Reserve bank officer and 
uron the eligibility of the Nar- 
Macnine Co. for a loan which 
inanced through the Industrial 
Trust Co., and subsequently that there 


++ 
oi 


Is a separation of the Industrial Trust | 
Co. from the loan and the assumption of 
t liability by the War Department of 


Federal Government, which Colonel 
feller 
t 


ller represented as liaison officer, of 


109 percent responsibility for the loan, 
Which was renewed at $2,000,000 on a | 
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tion rete! ad ) } 

Milita Affairs Comm ( I 

of Re} n ves ch I in- 
sel i t RECORD 

Now I1 1 from 1 at t] 

j >: What did ¢ H do 
L \ s | job, | ( l 
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Mr. LANGER. Mr.P t 
we } tor \ ] i yr I Ps 4 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield 

Mr. LANGER. H this loan n 
re id? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes, the first Ican w: 
wholly repaid and the In nt trial Trust 
Co vered from the connection, but da 
not the Senator see it has been exter 1 
and continued and is in ex nce t 
and there are about a million and lar- 
er dollars of unpaid loans now 


Mr. LANGER. That is what I wanted 
to know. 


Mr. AUSTIN. The loan is still very 








much alive 

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Now, reading from 
page 97: 

Senator CHANDLER. The Boston ordnance 
distric esented to you t Ss n- 
pany needed to do ir 
work? 

Mr. PITMAN. That is right 

Senator CHANDLER. With tand- 
ing you approved the financi ent? 

Mr. PITMAN. That is right 


Senator CHANDLER. And they gave them a 
new loan of $2,000,000, 100 percent 
teed by the War Department? 

Mr. P1TMan. That is right 

Senator CHANDLER. You considered at that 
time the company’s work, the importance of 





ts wor its ability to pay its then existing 





1 l 
obligat s, and is it not a fact that at that 
time the company was good for the $2 30 
n lia iation that it ov 19 

in liquidation that i wer 

Mr. PITMAN. In liquidation; yes 

Senator CHANDLER. The Narragar ct C 
ce y was not in a position t 
n it that time? 


Mr. Prrman. The Industrial Trust Co.? 
Senator CHANDLER. 1 mean the Industrial 
Trust Co.; yes 

fr. PITMAN. That is right 


n 
I 
Senator CHANDLER. All richt Now, do you 


know what duties Governor Hurley performed 
the vice president of tl N P 





1 he r nate 
ink A mn re t 
+n a 
That the 
lary ¢ cl ton held 
Jal y 11, 1944. I 
think he was present at that meeting 


Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. DANAHER. When the witness 
there refers to the last loan and identi- 
fies the date as of January 11, 1944, the 
fact was that Governor Hurley, accord- 
ing to this record, had become associated 
with the company only the previous day, 
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IALONEY. Mr. President, will 


the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I3 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. P will 
t penal yi 1 f )- 
Li I yout hall m j ; 

M AT TIN Ye I I 
to answer the staten t l I I 
will take but a moment 

Mr. CONNALLY. Ver: 

Mr. AUSTIN. I shall 1 i from the 
record. We do not have to stand on 
statements. I read from the testimony 
of Mr. Stewart, at page 167, who de- 
scribes his organization, which was one 


f the organizations in the combination 
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representing labor, 
smali business: 

Mr. Srewart. May I state one thing extra 
in regard to the Smaller Business Association 
of New England? 

The CHAIRMAN. Proceed 

Mr. Stewart. That organization is com- 
posed, as you heard in my testimony, of all 
kinds of small business, and we have thou- 
gands of direct and indirect members. We 
had the largest dinner for the members in 
June that the Copley-Plaza in Boston has had 
in more than a decade. More than 1,100 
small businessmen appeared at that conven- 
tion to listen to one of your worthy com- 
mitteemen as guest speaker, Senator Murray, 


agriculture, and 


and Mr. Maury Maverick, and we turned 
away hundreds of other small businessmen 
that coulc not be taken care of. That is the 
organization which I represent. I just wish 


to put that in the record. 


Mr. MALONE Will the Senator per- 
mit me to read a little on that point? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MALONEY. I read from the rec- 
ord. The witness was a Miss Speare, 
who had been testifying for some time. 
I asked the chairman of the committee if 
I might ask a question. 

Mr. LANGER. From what page is the 
Senator about to reac? 

Mr. MALONEY. From page 161 of 


part II. I read: 
Senator MALONEY. Might I ask a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, certainly 
Senator MALONEY. Did you know that Mr. 


Carmichael— 


Who was the labor representative al- 
leged to have joined in the protest— 


Did you know that Mr. Carmichael had re- 
pudiated your telegram? 

Miss Speare. Yes; I do know. 
quite a bit about that 

Senator MALONEY. Do you know how many 
people attended the meeting on August 25? 


There is 


That was the original meeting of this 
organization— 


Miss SpeareE. All of us. 

Senator MALONEY. Your organization meet- 
ing? 

Miss SpearE All of us. 

Senator MatoneEy. The whole seven? 

Miss SPEARE. Yes. 

Senator MALongey. Who is the organizer of 
this group? 

Miss SpeaRE. Iam. I mean I thought of the 
idea, of the tarm, labor, and small business 
getting together, and I was the one who spoke 
to all national heads 

Senator MALONEY. Have you ever been a 
farmer? 

Miss Speare. What do you say? 

Senator MALONEY. Have you ever been a 
farmer? 

Miss SpearE. I have never been any of thase 
things. That was the reason I was able to 
get the three different elements together, be- 
cause they each felt I had no ax to grind 
and was looking at it from a completely eco- 
nomic point of view. 

Senator MALONEY. You said earlier you did 
not like the appointment of Governor Hurley 
because of his economic views, I think. 

Miss SpearRE. I did not say because of his 
economic views; I said because of our eco- 
nomic views 

Senator MALONEY. You are not taking his 
views into account? Are you familiar with 
Governor Hurley's economic views? 

Miss SpearE. Iam. I think he has an ex- 
traordinarily liberal record and is a very, very 
remarkable man in many ways. It is only 


because this post is such a crucial one that 
we have made this protest. 





Senator MALonry. You just testified he has 
had a remarkable record. 


I thank the Senator. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, this lady, 
who certainly appeared to be a credible 
citizen, also testified about labor’s par- 
ticipation in her organization, in this way. 
I read from page 160: 

Senator AusTIN. Did Frank Carmichael at- 
tend any of these meetings? 


He was a prominent C. I. O. leader in 
New England. 

Miss Speare. Yes; he was the more faithful 
of the two. Mr. Murphy, our other mem- 
ber, the New England regional director of 
C. I. O., is organizer, also, for New England. 
He has to be away constantly. Frank Car- 
michael has been at every meeting but ene. 

Senator Austin. Did he participate in the 
discussions which resulted in this telegram? 


The telegram is in the record, and that 
is the telegram which by letter, de- 
livered by someone else, not by Frank 
Carmichael, he undertook to withdraw. 

Miss Speare. That was done informally in 
the office of Mr. Frank Carmichael on Novem- 
ber 30. I happened to be there. We had 
been held up and had not been able to 
have a meeting for some time, because we 
could not get hold of Mr. Murphy, who was 
away. I had expressed my regret that we 
had not been able to get together, because 
we had intended to oppose these nomina- 
tions and had hoped to take action on them 
before now. Mr. Carmichael, in the presence 
of another witness, stated that he would 
go along with us in the matter. 


We have in the record here, at page 
162, telegrams directly from the Mas- 
sachusetts State Grange, and from the 
New England Smaller Business Associa- 
tion. They appear on page 162. 

The evidence cannot be disputed that 
groups of our economic society, living 
in the neighborhood where these two can- 
didates have operated, are opposed to the 
confirmation of their nominations, not 
because of specific fraud, or allegations 
of misconduct, but on the grounds they 
have stated in their testimony, having 
consideration for the high objective of 
these appointments, and taking into ac- 
count the fear these people have that the 
appointments cannot be backed up by 
the confidence of the people who are in 
a position to know what the candidates 
have done, how little they have done, and 
what little evidence there is of qualifica- 
tion to perform this great duty. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Vermont yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I apologize to the 
Senator for bringing up an extraneous 
matter, but I wish to call to the atten- 
tion of the Senate and of all Senators, in 
view of the wide interest in the so-called 
State Department nominations, that I 
have had the printed transcript of the 
hearings before the committee placed on 
the desk of every Senator. I invite the 
attention of Senators to these hearings 
over the week end. There was some in- 
terest in the Senate when the nomina- 
tions were sent back to the committee, 
evidence that Senators desired full and 
complete information. I am trying to 
supply such information to Senators, 
and I hope all will avail themselves of the 
opportunity to read the hearings and 
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see the fruits of their recommittine + 
nominations to the committee. 

I wish to say further that the Cc 
mittee on Foreign Relations has |} 
very diligent in giving attention to th: 
nominations. We have sat through | 
sessions, and tried to accord to al] S 
ators every courtesy, and every op) 
tunity to come before the committ; 
they desired, and to ask questions of 
of the witnesses. I thank the Sen 
from Vermont. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Before the Sen. 
ator was interrupted awhile ago he \ 
dealing with the general subject of 1 
impact of these nominations on pul 
opinion in the country. I want to 
a word on that point, if the Senator » 
permit me. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am very glad to have 
the Senator make a statement. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I come from a 
section of the country which is known as 
the arsenal of democracy. It has prob- 
ably the greatest interest in war con- 
tracts, the greatest interest in the pro- 
duction of war materials of any like area 
in the land. Therefore, in reverse it 

esperately dependent upon the prompt 
and adequate reconversion of industry 
in the post-war period and upon the 
prompt and adequate and econom'c 
handling of surplus property. It was as 
a result of that tremendously intimate 
interest that I took it upon myself j 
August to try to organize the movemen 
which brought Congress back into ses 
sion during the hot months in order | 
perfect the legislation under which thé 
appointments have been made. That 
simply emphasizes the dreadful impor- 
tance which I assigned then to the legis- 
lation, and therefore inevitably now as- 
sign to these appointments. 

Mr. President, when these nomin¢ 
for these almost inca!culably important 
places were announced I was simp: 
shocked beyond expression; I was d 
appointed beyond expression. It seem 
to me that the appointing power hac 
not remotely risen to the height th 
Congress had undertaken to rise whe: 
it passed the legislation. It seemed t 
me that the stature of the appointmen 
Was almost inexcusable and, Mr. Presi 
dent, I have found in my inquiries 
through my section of the Nation ard 
through the rather bitter comments in 
the press in my section of the Nation 
that this feeling is very widely held. I 
is no reflection on the character of the 
nominees. It is simply a reflection cn 
the fact that they do not remote y 
measure to the magnitude of the ta: 
which Congress itself felt was involved 
when the law under which these appoint- 
ments are made was being passed. With- 
out any disrespect to the nominees them- 
selves, even though it seems to me there 
is some question to be raised at certain 
points, but simply on the basic proposi- 
tion that these nominees do not remote y 
measure to the magnitude of the chal- 
lenge, I do not understand how they can 
be confirmed. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I agree 
with the Senator from Michigan. The 
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HERRY. I should like to ask country 
. a question because I was Mr. AUS Mr. Presider M 
he floor during a part of the Stewart’s ent implies « i 
Senator was talking and also to both candidates. While standing h 
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eto Mr. Stewart. Iam intensely that effect, but I read what I do find : . 
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ng about Mr. Stewart in his rela- certain t grams. I read from the t Qu 3 
lip to small business in New Eng- hearing 
In his testimony does Mr. Stewart Mr. Chairman, the first telegram ¥ I ’ entirels non that 
nomination of Colonel Heller | I read is addr i to me as chairman Ol tatement to sav that 1 impression of 
- ( Governor Hurley, or does he have the Farm-Labor- m | Business Congress ol his ¢ tmony is that of ‘tion tc th 
: p'an which he presented to the a = “os te ni aeatiian Saal Granve supports | named persons. I am also relying on 
: committee? the plan that will today be outlined to 1 | a telegram which he ned, and which 
MALONEY. I will say no. I Ed J Stewart, chairman of Farm- is ap f the REcorpD, « Oppos- 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I asked Labor-Small Business Congress of N Eng- | ing t} nominatio: ne out 
on of the Senator from Ver- l i, with reference to the surplus | that men havin 1 
bill This I feel is worthy of your i named in t t tele? tq be se- 
MALONEY. The Senator was | consideration lected. So mv an 
me and was pointing directly That is signed by Harvey G. Turner, State | 1+ ¢ ffect of his t opposi- 
; me when he asked the question. I will | ™&s" 4 a et + ne bg aa tion. 
nswer the question if the Senator | q, rm beens R. REY aa chair, Sena Mr. WHERRY. Mr. P l the 
a . Vermont so desires. ate Military Affairs Committee, and reads as Sena ld? 
. Mr. AUSTIN. I will answer it in due | follows . Mr. AUSTIN. I vi 
i { Mr. President. “Th Mr WHERRY. I! me M 
“9 Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, while | the pl rt , 


tor is locking for the part of the | Py Edw 















aoe testified that he re} 1,100 
b hich deals with the testimony a s es ws ; businessme ho appt i particu- 
: Mr. Stewart, I should like to add the | 441)’ ani. = aaelention ir serious | lar meeting? 
, tement that to me it is cer- | consideration. Mr. AUSTIN. That not the total 
, hly important that the policies That is signed Harold G. Turner, State members! 
to be outlined by the three master, Massachusetts State Grange Mr. WHERRY. I mean who ap- 
; Property Administrators be fair The next telegram I read is addressed t peared at a particular meeti! 
equitable, especially so far as small Senaior Rosert REYNOLDs, Senate Military Mr. AUSTIN. He wast kin f 
Psy s concerned. I have been with | “airs Committee: — iin iit the meeting at which the re 1,100 
: chairman of our Small Business Ccm- somal aren: cmmaiderad. | preset 
: in hearings which took us to Se- | yew england & . n Mr. WHERRY. O i and 
7 and San Francisco, and it appears speak my opinions. iti nust be for- | hundred busil New | - 
: the burden of the testimony which | gotten.” land? 
1 en adduced is that small business Signed Rosamond R. Vahey, who is the Mr. AUSTIN. Yi t ] real : 
) fraid that in the policy which will secretary of the Smaller Business A iation tion is much larger 
es ermined by the three individuals | of New Eng ; Mr. MALONEY. Mr. P tent, will 
nil 1g the Surplus Property Board | . me = . os Sciatic the Senator yield? 
ES vill not be the proper allocation | 45 e can. einl 0 seni ne Mr. AUSTI By 
— ds, there will not be an eoual | ~ s etee Str, Miawert’s testinnces Mr. MALONEY. I have no more inter- 
a chance for small business with big busi- on § sroperty Board consideration. He | est in this discussion than t pt rec- 
‘ ° I to obtain necessary goods, even speal lew E} ind small busine Pol- ord clear. There neve! iny satisiac- 
oe it has the money with which to itics not ¢ into t I - tol n to ! { I ! 


m, or even though the goods were ments.” that thi rganizatior mat ul 
lable to small business, yet the Signed by Edward H. Baker, and I believe | 4100 1 rs. he | 

r War Plants Corporation will | ®& }5 ‘ Pera dincntiggctirees. Ago Pbmestey ~~“ | was that it was made up of 7 memb 

: nave nething to say with respect to oe AERTS Poe Seseanen Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. P t, let me 


i of labor and small-business Thereupon he proceeded with a state- 











nt- j ther it will receive its share. ment in which he said: Mr. MALONEY. I have not ite com- 
: I iid like to ask the Senator if Honorable Mr. REYNoLps and members of | pleted my thought. There were 1,100 

me M Stewart, who is president of the the Senate Military Affairs Committee, the pe ns ¢ i dinner in B ! I 

ere ; ler Business Association of New | Smaller Business Association of New E nd that t dinn r wa 

ain } ; l l I t Cy r War Pla ( 


1, is either for or against Colonel | of which I have the 
or ex-Governor Hurley. I did not | ®PPr ° 
the testimony, and I do not know ee 
1ai@ \ t Mr. Stewart said relative to his ; 

tion or the position of the asso- | » 
n with regard to these two men. e! 
unk that is of vital interest, because | f 
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testimony of Mr. Stewart. He impressed | 
me as being a fine and good man; but I 
gathered that he had assumed that every 
small businessman in New England was 
a member of his organization, either di- 
} or indirectly. I further gathered 
the impression that this smaller business 
group was a paper organization and, to 
me extent, existed in the minds of those 
who testifie?. I am able to say, because 
I attended the hearing, that Mr. Stewart, 
j 
I 
I 
I 


etly 


himself, not only failed to oppose the 

minations in his testimony but he 

mentioned the name of either 

minee during his testimony, except as 

they are referred to in telegrams which 

he was asked by the chairman of the 
committee to read. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, he sug- 
gested the names of others whom he con- 
sidered to be qualified. As appears on 
page 168, he suggested Donald Nelson. 
He also suggested the name of another. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, I can 
help the Senator, if he will yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. He suggested a man 
named Shoup, who works for the O. P. A. 
in Boston; and I think he would have 
suggested many other names except for 
the fact that he was cautioned by the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado 
against using the names of any persons 
unless he, himself, had talked with them 
and, in substance, had their approval 
for so doing. I believe that this organi- 
zation, including Miss Speare and Mr. 
Stewart, did have in mind the names of 
many persons for these positions. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I thank the Senator 
from Connecticut. I do not know what 
the effect of his testimony is, but I wish 
to read it, because it created the impres- 
sion upon me of an organization of im- 
portance and magnitude. On page 163 
Mr. Stewart testified as follows: 

I speak only for our Smaller Business As- 
sociation, which represents a multitude of 
varied concerns, from auto dealers to fur- 
niture dealers and manufacturers, from ma- 
chine builders to grocers, from insurance 
agencies to banks, from beverage manufac- 
turers to paper makers and textile fabrica- 
tors, and so forth. 


To me, that, coupled with his subse- 
quent statement regarding the presence 
at a meeting in Boston of 1,100 persons 
who were able to get in, and uncounted 
1umbers who could not get into the room 
where the meeting was being held, meant 
that the Smaller Business Association of 
New England was a substantial organiza- 
tion. It was that organization, plus the 
other organizations mentioned in the 
evidence, which constituted the seven 
members of the unit for which Miss 
Speare testified as a liaison among them 
all. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hat. 


in the chair). Does the Senator from | 


Vermont yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. I feel a little guilty 





in interrupting the Senator so often. 
But because this matter is of some im- 
portance and because one of the candi- 
dutes happens to be a resident and a 





former governor of my State, and be- 
cause I, too, am deeply concerned with 
this matter, I feel the need to do the 
best I can to keep the record straight. 
I have been informed on good authority 
that tickets for this dinner—and I do 
not speak disparagingly of the dinner— 
were sold largely by Government em- 
ployees—employees of the Smaller War 
Plants Corporation and other govern- 
nental agencies. I, myself, was asked to 
go. I bave been asked to go to similar 
dinners. But I was asked by members of 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation. I 
think they felt it would be a good thing 
to have a chance to acquaint the people 
of New England with the accomplish- 
ments, aims, and purposes of the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation. I think the 
dinner was all right. 

But I do not wish the impression to 
prevail, if I can help it, that all the peo- 
ple of New England engaged in small 
business are members of that organiza- 
tion. Even though they are in sympathy 
with the organization, I would not have 
it supposed here for a moment that they 
are opposed to these nominees. I do 
wish to make it clear that there were 
never more than seven persons at a meet- 
ing when this matter was discussed, in- 
sofar as the testimony before the com- 
mittee is concerned. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I am 
going to confront the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Connecticut with what the 
testimony shows, and I will leave tue 
matter there. I will make no comment. 
I read from page 167 of the hearings: 

Senator MALONEY. May I ask a question 
now, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; certainly. 

Senator MALONEY. Who arranged that din- 
ner at the Copley-Plaza? 

Mr. STEwarT. That was sponsored by our 
organization, with some assistance from the 
Smaller War Plants of New England. 

Senator MALONEY. With the assistance of 
Smaller War Plants Corporation representa- 
tives? 

Mr. Stewart. That is right. ; 

Senator MALONEY. As a matter of fact, the 
Smalier War Plants Corporation was fore- 


most in the arrangement of the dinner; was 
it not? 

Mr. Stewart. I don't think so. We had 
full charge of the dinner in all of its major 
arrangements. 

Senator Ma.Loney. It was proposed by the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation; was it not? 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Senator MALONEY. The Smaller War Plants 
Corporation did not handle it? 

Mr. STewarT. They had a part in it, but 
they did not handle it. We handled all of 
the financing, all of the advertising, all of 
the major costs. 


Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. As a matter of fact, 
a Deputy Administrator of the Smaller 
War Plants Corporation is one of the 
leading officers of the small business 
group, and formerly was president of the 
Farm-Labor-Small Business Congress of 
New England. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, the sig- 
nificance of the testimony I have read 
is apparent. I do not need to comment 
on it. So far as the interrogatory by 
the Senator from Nebraska is concerned, 
the main point is that the substantial 


| 
| 
| 
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representative of the public opini 
the community from which these ; 
were selected is against them for ; 
offices. That is the importance of 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President 
Senator will permit me to do sp, I 
like to suggest that the record d 
show that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr.f 
ident 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield to the ¢ 
from Colorado. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. As I ie. 
call the testimony of Mr. Stewa 
had a list of witnesses who were goj 
appear for or against the appoi 
of Colonel Heller and Governor H 
They were separated into groups. 
group was composed of those oppx 
the appointment of Colonel Heller 
Governor Hurley, and in that group 
listed Miss Speare and Mr. Stewart 

The following is what Mr. Ste 
said on that point: 

We do not oppose any nominee wh 
measure up to our suggested qualific 
whether Democrat or Republican, but wv 
definitely oppose those whom we co 
do not qualify and whom we fear will 
to administer the act as passed. Ther 
many capable men available and we m 
suggest a few for your consideration 
while we realize the necessity of orgar 
this department as soon as possible, s 
should be of secondary consideration. Qual- 
ity and ability must be the watchwords 


Then, when he reached the point of 
making suggestions of persons whom | 
thought were suitable and qualified, M: 
Stewart said, in answer to an observati 
of mine: 

Mr. Stewart. Well, I think I can answer 
you, Senator, in this vay: One of the gent 
men I shall suggest is known to all of us. He 
is a man that has had a vast experience 
this war. He knows foreign markets 
knows manufacturing, he knows war ¢ 
At the present time he is doing special \ 
for the President. I refer to Donald M 
Nelson, whom I consider to be a qualif 
possibility for this Board. The other gentle- 
man, I have his approval to use his na! 
is Eldon C. Shoup, now New England Adn 
istrator of O. P. A., who has a very am 
record. I believe he would be qualified 
be a member of that Surplus Property B 


Mr. President, I feel certain that every- 
one who attended that hearing knew th 
Mr. Stewart was appearing there in op- 
position to Colonel Heller and to Gover- 
nor Hurley. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, he 
called there by reason of his telegram 
expressly opposing those two nomina- 
tions. We instructed our liaison offi 
to notify those who signed the telegr: 
that they would have an opportunity 
be heard. It was because of his opposi- 
tion that he was there. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will yield to the Sen 
tor after the Senator from Colorado con- 
cludes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, these two witnesses, Miss Sp 
and Mr. Stewart, leaned over backw 
to place their testimony on a broad pl 
not on a narrow one. Because th 
leaned over backward and did not | 
come too definite in respect to cert 
matters, now their testimony is bei 









preted as being in support of Colo- 
Heller and Governor Hurley, which is 
not the case. They leaned 
yackward in order to be decent and 
e their testimony on a high plane. 


Mr. AUSTIN. I shall send for the tele- 
Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will 
t now yield to me? 
M STIN. I yield. 
MALONEY. Lest I be misunder- 
I should like to asscciate myself 
Senator from Colorado as to 
s. I earlier said that I 
much impressed with Mi 
I thought he was a fine and 
n I did not think anyone would 
impression from what I 1 
ing to persuade anyone t¢ 
Miss Speare or Mr. Stev 
s of Color Hellex | 
( Hurley Of ¢ they w 
( tl here in ¢ - 
I t e exXct 
I they did lean over back- 
[ t k t y wel mo! the 
cated Opposition to th )- 
$s, and who | r were inv } 
Committee on Military Affairs vo 
I ve that up to a certain point the 
M Affairs Committee had invited 
opponent of the nominations to 
before the committee and testify 
ion to them. I further believe 
in addition to the two witnesses to 
m reference has been made, there 
obably one or more other persons 
came and opposed the nominations. 
nly do not want the impression 
revail that I was trying to lead 
nyone to believe that those persons were 
nents of the candidates. Obvi- 
they were against them; but so far 


he testimony shows there was not 
1e word of criticism offered by them in 


} rir 
aAlLiliss. 


oncede that those two witnesses were 
resent in support of the two nomi- 
But if the record shows any 
valid objection on their part to the ap- 
pointment of either one of the nominees 
I have failed to find it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. We will try to find it. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I be- 


lieve that Mr. Stewart, as well as the 
lady, said that they would like to see the 
, men receive the appointments. 
As I read the testimony and listened 
to much of it, it did not occur to me that 


the weight of the evidence offered by 
and small business in that section 


of the country actually was against 
either one of these nominees. I invite 
my friend’s attention to the testimony 


nroy, of the C. I. O., in whicl 
liated the attempt to link 

l’s name to the nomination of 
two men. With the exception of 





Vir Cc 





é persons in that section of the coun- 
tr tv rather definite that the C. I. O. 
had ne on record as approving the 
all ‘ 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I can- 
not agree with that statement. I believe 


cy 


‘ x 
any sS 


‘ il nator who analyzes the rec- 
ord will find that it boils down to three 
rs of the C. I. O. who were in a 

tion to cause the telegram or letter 
oO be sent which was read in the com- 


mittee. That was 
clearly established. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will 
look on page 139 of the printed hearings 


very definitely and 


he will find the following testimony: 
Senator \ustin. The C. I. O. is 
k H ey for G I S A 


a ‘ 

Se rA nN. You ( . 

é W e & r 
( ‘ 

Mr C Ye 

Mr. P ient, I k Mr. Conr 
t mony to 1 1 t! he and | - 

I n wel é my n 
end to f i I I l n 
created by tl l I ar l t- 
ter by Carmichael. I t he « 
to wipe that belief « i 1 the 
1 it that the n ( ( niza- 
tion were in favor of the nomin If I 

mist n about Ia I t 

be corrected 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I ha 
already referred t testimony of Miss 
SI re as showing Frank Cal } 
participation 1 the ppt on to Ut! 
candidates, and I n« refer to page 141 
as showing a revision of Frank Car- 
michael’s participation, and as showing 
the fact that those who revised it were 
referred to by the witness a e,” so 
that we might think that the entire 
C. I. O. organization had caused him to 
send the letter, when it really boiled 


down to three persons. 

I read from the testimony. 
roy was the wi ss. The part I 
mmences on 140, ar 
follows: 


tn 
alt 


ce page 


Senator AusTIn. When you y “O you 
mean Mr. Zeman and you; is that it? 


Mr. Conroy 


Senator 


That is right 





ing seen this inf« ion in the-pre called 
up Mr. Frank hael, gional director 
of the C w England, to get him 
to say tha authorize his name to 
be used: is that right? 

Mr. Conroy. We called him to ask what 
the story was on the thing He told us then 
that he had not authorized his name t 
used 

Senator Austin. Did he tell you at that 
+ir 1¢ +h + he had . q + 7 


tia 


I 

th r ’ ry nt 

i ) i1it 
poin‘tme1 


Hurley for is ay 
Mr. Conroy. You have th ! 
Senator AUSTIN. No, n no; that does not 


iswer the question I K 
* u +) + 


Mr. Conroy. Yes 


Senator AusTIN. He did 

Mr. Conroy Ye 

Senator AusTIN. Well, 1 did 1 ve 
any meeting of the C.I.O n this 1 er? 

Mr. Conroy. No; no formal meet 

Senator AUSTIN. You are really here stat- 
ing the opinion of Mr. Zeman and yourself? 

Mr. Conroy. No, I would not say that I 
have been in < isultation with the general 
offices of 1 interr u ( 3 
matter 

Sen s that? 

Mr i New York 

Ser n did ] K 
W 
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Carmichael was present on all the occa- 


sions, except one when this organization 


cted in oppositicn to the candidate. 
T! man does not come bcfore us in 
comm for examination on that ques- 
tion. He had someone else bring a letter 
in and that letter gets into the record by 
virtue of some other witness appearing, 
ne irmichael. 


Frank C 
r. CHANDLER. The Senator un- 
derstands that it might have been em- 
barrassing to him. There is no objec- 
tion to a man writing a letter if he has 


gotten between two sides. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I think we had better 
drop this subject before we get on 


grounds that I do not wish to take ina 
discussion in the United States Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not ready to 
take any such grounds, but I am not 
trying to avoid any discussion of it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am affected a little 
bit by knowledge I have off the record, 
but I have not used it, and I do not want 
to use it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have some such 
knowledge, too. and if the door is thrown 
wide open, I can refer to it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I think we ought to 
leave alone such collateral matters. It 
will be good for the country to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator puts 
it that way, he can not exceed me in in- 
terest for the country. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Ido not propose to de- 
bate such things in the United States 
Senate. I merely give the Senator that 
information. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to speak 
of this hole through which a horse and 
buggy might have been driven if the 
effort had been successful to show that 
this Farm-Labor Small Business Con- 
gress of New England had not put itself 
on record in opposition, by reading at 
this point the very telegram that caused 
the presence here of Mr. Stewart and of 
Miss Speare. This is a telegram which I 
received, a duplicate of which was sent 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Matoney!—I will read the one I re- 
ceived, which was put on file in the rom- 
mittee for the use on the Senate floor I 
am making of it: 

The Farm-Labor-Small Business Congress 
of New England is earnestly opposed to the 
confirmation of former Gov. Robert A. Hur- 
ley, of Connecticut, and Lt. Col. Edward H. 
Heller, of California, as members of the Sur- 
plus Property Board. 


I do not care to read any more of it; 
that is the point. Their testimony and 
their coming here and taking a position 
that is so liberal and broad-minded, so 
free from anything that would cast a 
reflection upon these candidates, ought 
not to be made use of to claim that they 
were not opposing the nomination of the 
two candidates. There they tell us ex- 
actly that they do oppose them, and, they 
say, “earnestly” oppose them. 

Mr. President, another telegram I am 
about to put in the Recorp is provoked 
by this discussion with respect to the 
position of Mr. Stewart, a witness. This 
telegram from Mr. Stewart is dated De- 
cember 16, which is today—the other 
telegram was dated December 4—and I 
think that it shows that he is today as 
earnestly opposed as he was on Decem- 











ber 4 and on the day he appeared before 
the committee: 

Boston, Mass., December 16, 1944. 
Senator WARREN R. AUSTIN: 

We earnestly call to your attention current 
Life editorial titled “Surplus Property,” with 
subtitle “Must a Great Chance to Broaden 
Economic Freedom Go by Political Default?” 
It explains aims of Surplus Property Act spe- 
cifically, deploring Hurley-Heller nomina- 
tions, and closes: “Our surplus-propefty 
problem contains the chance of a lifetime 
for a rebirth of economic freedom in Amer- 
ica. If we let it go by default, the spirit 
of Thomas Jefferson will not furgive us.” We 
recommend this to be used in floor debate 
and read into CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Epwarp J. STEWART, 
President, Smaller Business 
Association of New England. 


That is of too great importance to be 
brushed aside. There is a cross section 
of thought, and we stand here to try to 
represent the thought of the community 
from which these two nominees were 
drawn. I would say that the thought of 
that community is earnestly opposed to 
these nominations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the follow- 
ing bills of the Senate: 

S. 1602. An act authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
Winnie Left Her Behind a patent in fee to 
certain land; 

S.1746. An act authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue to 
Peter A. Condelario a patent in fee to certain 
land; 

S. 1925. An act to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue to Charles 
F. White a patent in fee to certain land; 

S. 2026. An act authorizing the issuance of 
a patent in fee to Richard Pickett; and 

S. 2071. An act to eliminate as uncollecti- 
ble certain credits of the United States. 


The message also announced that the 
House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
J. Res. 324) to extend the time for filing 
a report by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
relating to muliiple taxation of air com- 
merce, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 4911) to amend the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 


The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lution, and they were signed by the Vice 
President: 


S. 1819. An act to repeal the acts of August 
15, 1935, and January 29, 1940, relating to the 
establishment of the Patrick Henry National 
Monument and the acquisition of the estate 
of Patrick Henry, in Charlotte County, Va.; 

S. 1827. An act for the relief of Oliver N. 
Knight; 

S.1971. An act to provide for the disposal 
of certain mail matter condemned by the 
Director of Censorship; and 

S. J. Res. 148. Joint resolution authorizing 
the disposal of certain blood plasma reserves. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President 
perfectly apparent that this debat: 
ing to proceed for some time; ind 
is almost certain that it will go ove; 
next week or longer. I find that I 
not be here after today. So I int 
trespass upon the Senate for a very 
time to make a statement setting 
some of my reasons for opposin 

layton for appointment as an A 
Secretary of the Department of § 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Pre: 
will the Senator yield for the purp 
permitting me to suggest the absenc 
a quorum? I know that a numbe) 
Senators who did not know he was 
to speak on this nomination at thi 
would like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In view 
statement, I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the 
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. M 
BANK in the chair). The clerk will 
the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and t 


of 


following Senators answered to t! 
names: 

Aiken Guffey O'Mahoney 
Austin Gurney Overton 
Bailey Hall Pepper 
Bankhead Hatc Radcliffe 
Bilbo Hawkes Reed 
Brewster Hayden Revercom| 
Brooks Hill Reynolds 
Bushfield Holman Robertson 
Butler Jenner Russell 
Byrd Johnson, Calif. Shipstead 
Capper Johnson, Colo. Smith 
Caraway La Follette Stewart 
Chandler Langer Taft 

Chavez Lucas Thomas, Ida! 
Clark, Idaho McCarran Thomas, Okla 
Ciark, Mo. McClellan Thomas, Utah 
Connally McFarland Truman 
Cordon McKellar Vandenberg 
Danaher Magnuson Walsh 
Davis Maloney eeks 
Downey Maybank Wheeler 
Ellender Mead Wherry 
Ferguson Millikin White 
George Murdock Wiley 
Gerry Murray Willis 
Gillette Nye Wilson 
Green O’Daniel 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EL- 
LENDER in the chair). Eighty Senators 
having answered to their names, there is 
a quorum present. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, there 
seem to be rather strong currents and 
cross currents of opinion prevailing in 
the Senate on the subject of the pending 
nominations, and I refer particularly to 
the nominations to the State Depart- 
ment. Those nominations are, of course, 
of tremendous importance because in- 
dividuals have been selected for the posts 
of Under Secretary and Assistant Secre- 
taries of State, and the nominations have 
been sent to the Senate. This group will 
deal with our post-war problems, possibly 
with our treaties of peace. In view of 
the very great conflict prevailing heré 
and the differences of understanding with 
respect to how this matter has developed, 
and how these individuals were selected 
it would really seem to me to be in the 
interest of the public to have more or- 
derly and more deliberate action upon 
matters of such vast importance, which 
may affect our country for years to come 
rather than to follow the procedure we 
are asked to follow, which is to act im- 
mediately upon six nominations to the 








State Department. We are urged by the 
chairman of the committee to expedite 
1 upon all these nominees because 

the importance of the positions. I 
believe it would be better to take a little 
time at least to consider the nominations 
The holidays are approaching. Some 
Members of the Senate—and I am one 

m—are obliged to gO away today 

because of the approach of this season, 

nd the difficulty of securing reserva- 
ns and transportation after today. 

I cannot see, Mr. President, how any 

ss would result to the public if we were 

postpone consideration of this matter, 
I would say until the first part of Janu- 
when the new Congress assembles, 
when we could then go into a considera- 
yn of the nominations. We will have 
mple opportunity in the meantime to 
thought and investigation to these 
nominees and will be in a position to take 
speedy action when Congress assembles. 
From a parliamentary standpoint, I am 
not in a position at this time to make any 
motion concerning the matter, but post- 
ponement of action, which would be in 
order, would enable Members of the Sen- 
ate to avoid the jam of traffic and get 
home over the holidays, where they can 
deliberately and quietly give considera- 
tion to these matters, and then come back 
and, with a full sense of responsibility, 
each Member of the Senate cast his vote 
upon the question of acceptance or re- 
jection of the nominees. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. May- 
BANK in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Alabama yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; for a question 
only. 

Mr. BILBO. Does not the Senator 
think that it would be well if the Mem- 
bers of the Senate were to go home for 
Christmas, since that would really afford 
them an opportunity to consult their 
constituents about the questions in- 
volved in these important nominations? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ido, yes; in a mat- 
ter of this very grave importance. con- 
sidering the suddenness with which we 
vere presented with this surprising situ- 

n in connection with which we ob- 
ve that fundamental differences ex- 
ist-—-let us be frank about it—between 
President and his closest friends. 
We have that situation to meet; whether 
v lk about it in the open or do not, it 

] and I submit that it will be help- 
ful to us to have an opportunity to talk 
with our constituents in our respective 
States and get their views, and we can 
them our views with respect 
to the matter, 

Mr. President, I think I have arranged 
for a pair. Iam notsure. Senators do 
not like to give pairs. That shows the 
difficulty of postponing action so that 
we may have a fuller expression of the 
membership of the Senate upon these im- 
portant questions. 

I want to take this opportunity, be- 
cause I probably will have no other op- 
portunity, to express my opposition to 
Mr. Clayton for appointment to the posi- 
tion of Assistant Secretary of State in 
charge of foreign economic affairs. I 
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am not opposed to him on any personal 


grounds. My contacts with him have 
been few. My appraisement of him is 
based upon his activities and transac- 


tions in the cotton trade throughout the 


South for many years. He possesses 


t 
great ability. As a businessman he is 
engaged in all of the cotton services. 
His firm under his management h ac- 





cumulated a large fortune, $50,000,000 in 
fixed assets, according to Mr. Clayton's 
testimony. He is the chief stockholder 
of Anderson, Clayton & Co., and has con- 
trol of the business management of that 
firm. Heand his family control about 40 
percent of its stock. The company has 
$10,000.C00 in fixed assets in foreign 
countries, mostly in Brazil, and invested 
chiefly in gins, warehouses, and other 
facilities for handling cotton. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator know 
whether the company has any interest 
in airlines in foreign countries? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have no informa- 
tion on the subject. 

Mr. AIKEN. Did the committee find 
what his investments are in? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In facilities for 
handling cotton. 

Mr. AIKEN. Ten million dollars in 
that alone? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ten million dollars. 
That is the extent of Mr. Clayton’s for- 
eign interest in the cotton business in 
competition with the American cotton 
farmer. 

Mr. AIKEN. Then, if the company 
does have any interest in airlines or other 
foreign interests, they probably are not 
included in the amount which was named 
by Mr. Clayton? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; they clearly are 
not, because Mr. Clayton listed the prop- 
erties which were included in his state- 
ment, that is, gins, warehouses, and other 
facilities for handling cotton. 

Mr. Clayton started his operations in 
South America in 1930, and since that 
time the production of cotton in Brazil 
has increased about 2,000,000 bales. In 
1930 cotton production in Brazil was 
483,000 bales. In 1940 it was 2,507,000 
bales, and it was approximately that 
amount last year. In an r to the 
charge that he had sg; rtu 
build up foreign competition with our 
own cotton producers Mr. Clayton said 
that if he had not done so someone else 
would have done it. I invite the Sen- 
ator’s attention to that statement as the 
only explanation for a situation which 
has developed to the very great detriment 
of our cotton producers, and which is 
now used as an argument against fair 
American prices. 

The defense suggested by Mr. Clayton 
is not firmly established. Through all 
the years of the cotton trade—more than 
100 years—no other citizen of the United 
States has contributed in a substantial 
way to an increase of cotton production 
in Brazil or any other foreign country. 
Based upon that fact, I say that his de- 
fense that someone else would have done 
it is not sound, and is not justified, even 
if it be true. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to interrupt the Senator if he does 
not wish to be interrupted 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I welcome an inter- 


ruption f1 friend 


Mr. GEORGE. So far as I am con- 
cerned, it makes no difference whether 
th nomination of ny of tl € D- 
poir confirmed; but I shall s 
he p which I took when the f 
pr 11 to pay 1 eX I subsidy on 
ce was brought forward, that by that 
pl Ss we were bound to increase tl 
production of « on 1 foreign coun- 
U1 I make this statement a s time 
bec I nderstand t t the Senator 
is leaving the city she It is not a 
new position on my part, and has noth- 


ing to do with Mr. Clayton; but the poli- 
cies pursued by the Government of the 
United States directly have tended to 
increase the production of cotton in all 
producing areas. It was inevitable 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, the Sen- 
ator recognizes that that has no applica- 
tion to the argument I am now making 
against Mr. Clayton, because the tre- 
mendous increase in foreign production 
was in no sense attributable to the pay- 
ment of subsidies or otherwise. It was 
directly attributable to the expenditure 
in a foreign country of Mr. Clayton’s 
money, which had been made with the 
help of our cotton farmers 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely wish to make 
my position clear, because I expect to 
speak on that question later. I am ab- 
solutely sure in my own mind—and sta- 
tistics will bear me out—that the policies 
pursued | 





by this Government under the 
Secretary of Agriculture from 1934 on 
directly encouraged the production of 
cotton in all foreign countries. It was 
vitable that they should do so 
BANKHEAD. Of course, that is 
r. Clayton’s view also, as he testified; 
but I am not in accord with that view, 
r 





and neither is the Congress of the United 
States in accord ¥v 
Mr. GEORGE The ¢ of the 
United States was in rd ¥ 1 that 
ew, on the first | ( op n ex- 
port subsidy on « I f on 
tl floo1 d the d nguished S r 
fre Alabama } I ( t 
of that measure. Bya of the Ser : 
we d 1 against it; | the Depart- 
n of Agricultu! or t in charge 
of a Aes 4 mply ran 
round t Cor i freque y 
been the case in pa ind paid tl 
Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senator fron 


1 
Georgia has one proposition in mind and 
h * c iy ¥ ¥ - 
> Aiidiis A 





1 ield 
Mr. AIKEN. D the Senator have 


iny information v 
what percentage of 5 A n 
export crop of cotto i by An- 
derson, Clayton & ¢ 


Mr. BANKHEAD I do not have that 
information. The only opportunity I 
had to develo 1y facts from Mr. Clay- 
ton was the other day when he was be- 
fore the committe: I i been out of 
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the city and returned. I went to the 
committee room, and the committee gave 


me ev opportunity; but, of course, 
without any notice, without any prepa- 
ration, and without any figures with me, 
I could not make a full and complete ex- 


imination of Mr. Clayton; but I assume— 
and I think this statement will be found 
to be correct; at least, I shall have plenty 
of time to demonstrate it before this de- 
bate closes, which may not be before 
January, according to the rumors going 
around the Chamber—that he handled 
the exportation from Brazil of practi- 
cally all the increase in the production 
of cotton in that country. 

Mr. AIKEN. As I understand, 
Canadian market has been 
from United States cotton 
American cotton. Does the Senator 
know whether that business is being 
handled by this corporation or not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; I could not tell 
the Senator. But it is a fact that much 
of the Brazilian cotton has been shipped 
to Canada. The Canadians buy Brazil- 
ian cotton instead of buying our cotton, 
which is just across the line. 

Mr. AIKEN. Does not the United 
States Government pay a subsidy, or 
make up in some way to the American 
cotton growers for the loss of that cot- 
ton market? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Senator has 
two questions involved in one. I am not 
sure that it has paid any subsidy at all 
since the time in 1937 or 1938 to which 
the Senator from Georgia has referred. 
But the Surplus Property Disposal Act 
has an authorization in it for the pay- 
ment of agricultural subsidies. I do not 
know whether they are limited to cotton 
or not. I know that some years ago, in 
addition to the payment of subsidies on 
cotton, the Government also paid ex- 
port subsidies on wheat. That great Re- 
publican leader and great friend of the 
farmer, the late Senator McNary, was 
interested in that subject. We had a 
large surplus of western wheat which 
could not be moved across the country, 
and for which there was no outlet, so an 
arrangement was made for the payment 
of an export subsidy to get rid of that 
great surplus of wheat in the West. 

Going back to the defense that some- 
one else would have done it if Mr. Clay- 
ton had not built up that business in 
Brazil, which had nothing to do with the 
matter mentioned by the Senator from 
Georgia in connection with subsidies, in 
1932, soon after Mr. Clayton began oper- 
ations there, production increased to 
1,000,000 bales, and has steadily climbed 
to two and a half million bales. 

It could well be said that Mr. Clayton’s 
success in that field demonstrates his 
business acumen. However, it does not 
show very ardent loyalty on his part to 
the cotton producers in our country, who, 
over the entire period of his business ex- 
perience, have furnished a basis for him 
to accumulate a tremendous fortune. 
He did not engage in cotton production 
in Brazil or other South American coun- 
tries in which he operated. He estab- 
lished gins, cottonseed-oil mills, ware- 
houses, and compresses. These consti- 


the 
diverted 
to South 


tuted the necessary equipment for han- 
dling cotton produced in Brazil. 


Mr, 


Clayton bought the equipment in this 
country and shipped it to Brazil to estab- 
lish the facilities referred to. 

In addition to operating in Brazil, Mr. 
Clayton also operated in Peru, Argentina, 
Paraguay, Mexico, and Egypt. He sold 
cotton throughout the world, and is 
understood to have been the largest cot- 
ton handler in history. His business is 
often said to have amounted to 2,000,000 
bales a year. His firm owns gins, ware- 
houses,.and compresses throughout the 
Cotton Belt in this country, and has in- 
numerable agents purchasing cotton 
from the farmers and looking after the 
cotton business of Anderson, Clayton & 
Co. His firm has membership in cotton 
exchanges, and has been active in buy- 
ing and selling futures contracts on ex- 
changes. Because of the importance of 
cotton and its products to the people of 
the world, and especially to the economy 
of the United States and the Cotton Belt, 
cotton has been crowned King Cotton. 
Mr. Clayton could appropriately be 
named King of Cotton. 

Unfortunately, Mr. Clayton has not 
applied any part of his ability, resource- 
fulness, talents, or wealth to the human 
side of the great cotton-producing and 
handling industry. There are approxi- 
mately 10,000,000 people—men, women, 
and children—residing on the cotton 
farms of this country. They have con- 
stantly been the poorest paid major 
group of workers in the United States. 
Nearly half of them are tenants. A very 
large percentage of them are Negroes, 
who in large measure work as tenants 
upon our farms. Their income has been 
pitifully low from the days of the Civil 
War until now, with the exception of a 
few years following World War No. 1 and 
the last 2 years. In 1929 the cash farm 
income per family was only $160. That 
was just a year or so before the war 
started. I have used the figures for that 
year in order to have figures which 
would not be influenced in any way by 
the income received in connection with 
the public works of the present period. 
Those are official figures prepared by the 
Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

Because of the very low earnings of 
the cotton producers, a few years ago 
the President called the Southeastern 
States economic problem No. 1 of the 
United States. The price of cotton con- 
stituted the cash income and also was 
the source, through its sale, of practical- 
ly all the money which came to that 
area to be used to pay for everything the 
people living there bought outside the 
South. During many long years Mr. 
Clayton was in close touch with these 
unhappy people, who, in the face of pov- 
erty, were working long hours to produce 
sufficient cotton to supply our domestic 
consumption needs and also to supply 
the needs of the cotton handlers, like 
Mr. Clayton and others, who export cot- 
ton to foreign countries. 

During all that time numerous ef- 
forts were made by friends of the farm- 
ers in Congress to secure the passage of 
legislation to provide Government non- 
recourse loans to the producers of cot- 
ton, to provide credit facilities to enable 
them to hold their cotton, hoping for 
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floor under the price of cotton, 
Clayton, as the outstanding repres 
tive of the cotton trade, opposed « 
effort along that line which was - 
tended to raise somewhat the stand 
of living of the cotton producers 
to relieve them of competition 
cheap oriental labor in the world « 
markets. Of course, I do not ref 
all the cotton producers, because t 
are many in the South who do not 1 
any help, especially those with 
plantations in sections of the delta 
on the plains of Texas. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, th 
ator has stated that the average i: 
of the southern family growing c 
was $160 a year. Has the Senato: 
information to show what the ave: 
income or daily wage of the Br: 
cotton farmer may be? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I regret that I 
not have it at this time. I have n 
sufficient time in the preparation of t 
argument to go thoroughly into th 
tails of the cotton business. 

Mr. AIKEN. It was interestir 
note that at one of the hearings of | 
Rubber Committee it was brought 
that our rubber companies which h 
established factories in Brazil pay 
cents a day for common labor. It s 
reasonable to believe that this is a g1 
deal more than workers in the cott 
fields receive. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As I have said, I 
not have the figures. 

Mr. AIKEN. It was testified by on 
the Government officials that the pay 
industrial workers was approximately 
cents a day. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, the in- 
come of the southern cotton farme: 
not based upon the daily rate of pay 
labor. It is based upon the income from 
the products of his year’s labor. 

Mr. AIKEN. But it is evident that 
however poorly paid the southern cott 
workers may be, the Brazilian cott 
workers are paid very much less. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I believe that is un- 
derstood, although, as I stated before, « 
cotton farmers receive the lowest incon 
received by any group of workers in this 
country. 

Mr. AIKEN. I understand that t 
cost of growing cotton in Brazil is ap- 
proximately 5 cents a pound. If wei 
the same standard for workers th 
that we use for workers here, that would 
mean that the field workers would r 
ceive approximately 5 cents an hour. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As a matter 
fact, Mr. President, I will suggest at th 
point, although I shall make furth 
reference to it a little later, that the m 
difficult competition the southern cotton 
farmer has is from the lowest paid 
workers in the world; namely, the orien- 
tal laborers. I will refer to that point! 
again in a few moments. Competition 
with workers in Brazil is bad enouch; 
but under Mr. Clayton’s doctrine our cot- 
ton workers would have to meet with 
competition much worse than that of th 
Brazil workers. 

Whatever relief Congress has given 
to our cotton farmers in the way of Gov- 
ernment cotton loans has been given i! 





an increase in price, and also to put a | the face of opposition by Mr. Clayton 








restated before the committee the | in the South and would be established | 


r day his continued opposition to the 
n program or any other program 
ch would tend to give an artificial 

to cotton, one not based entirely 
i wholly on the law of supply and 


ition. 
Incidentally, let me say that Congress 
; been good not only to the cotton 
rmers but to the wheat and tobacco 
rmers and other producers of basic 
ps; and now Congress has embarked 
yn a more liberal program. Congress 
been generous and kind to the 
I wish Senators to think about the 
ition Mr. Clayton has taken. He has 
n steadily opposed, and is now op- 
i, to any legislative program which 
ld tend to increase the price of Amer- 
n cotton in the world market. He in- 
; that there should be one price tor 
cotton in all the markets of the world, 
d that in order to hold our foreign 
rkets we should meet the competition 
the cheapest labor on earth, includ- 
—-although he did not mention them, 
iis statement would include them— 
» untouchables of India. India is the 
t largest cotton-producing country in 
world. But Mr. Clayton insists that 
n if it results in the sale of our cotton 
prices below the cost of production, 
esults in the lowering of the stand- 
rd of living, somehow we must hold the 
‘n markets, through competitive 
n-market prices, if Congress does not 
ropriate a sufficient amount of mon- 
to supplement adequately the world 
rket price. 
Mr. Clayton opposed the Federal sub- 
on cotton exports, as was stated a 
hile ago. He is in line with the senior 
iator from Georgia [Mr. Greorcel] on 
it point. He is unwilling to have the 
Government make a contribution in that 
y to help hold foreign markets for our 
yn producers. He wants the whole 
ton price problem handled on a cold 
isis of meeting competitive prices, and 
n to call on the Government of the 
ited States to make adequate and suf- 
ient appropriations to afford relief to 
» cotton farmer as between the war 
», based on competition of all cotton- 
ducing countries, and a suitable top 
ice, perhaps parity, or whatever it can 
» induced to provide. 
We understand the difficulty of secur- 
‘ adequate appropriations from year to 
ir in order to meet payments to the 
tton farmer, which may amount to 
lf a billion dollars a year. Then, of 
course, we should be obliged to include— 
nd no one from the cotton-producing 
es would object to it, if such a pro- 
gram were to be adopted—a similar pro- 
n for wheat, tobacco, rice, corn, and 
r major agricultural commodities, 
very Senator with good judgment un- 
tands that we cannot expect the 
ngress of the United States, in order 
nerely to maintain foreign markets for 
on, to involve the Treasury of this 
country in staggering appropriations 
lrom year to year in carrying out such a 
program. So, it naturally would follow, 
has already been anticipated, that 
the production of cotton would be shifted 
xC—604 
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largely in the rich lands of the Delta of 
the Mississippi, on the plains of Texas, | 
and other parts of the West, where, by 
the use of machinery, the cost of pro- 
duction could be reduced. 


the families of the farmers of the Caro- 
linas, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Tennessee, and Arkansas? They have 
been rooted to the soil in those sections 
for many years. They belong to local 
churches and organizations. Are we to 
force them to move from their homes 
and hunt other places in which to live | 
where the cost of production of cotton 
can be lowered by the use of high- 
priced machinery? 
tain land in the delta of the Mississippi 
and on the plains of Texas they could 
not obtain it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Is it not 
a fact that economists have figured out 
that the selling price of a pound of 
cotton is approximately the amount per 
hour which the cotton farmer receives 
for his labor? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I believe the Sen- 
ator is correct. It was so asserted be- 
fore the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, and I know the Senator from 
Oklahoma has held such to be the fact. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Hearings 
before the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry for several years have demon- 
strated that to be the fact. The hear- 
ings have demonstrated that when cot- 
ton sells in the market at 10 cents a 
pound the farmer receives 10 cents an 
hour for producing the cotton. When 
cotton sells for 22 cents a pound, that is 
all the farmer receives for an hour's 
work. 

I have heard it said in very high places 
that the South was developed on 10-cent 
cotton. I should like to have the Sen- 
ator’s reaction to that statement. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The price of cotton 
has not been above 10 cents .a pound 
many times since the First World War. 
Whether the South was developed on 10- 
cent cotton or not, the people of the 
South have been forced to live on it. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. I have listened to the 
remarks of the Senator from Oklahoma, 
but I am wondering if the formula re- 
ferred to, of the selling price of a pound 
of cotton being equivalent to the hourly 
wage of the producer for his labor, would 
hold good in South America. The rea- 
son I ask the question is that one day we 
were going through some figures with 
regard to the importation of fruit from 
the Argentine. I was amazed to learn 
that a box of pears selling on the New 
York market for $9.60 netted the Argen- 
tine grower but 25 cents. If there is that 
much spread in the handling of fruits 
from South America, why would not the 
spread with regard to other commodi- 
ties be as great? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I cannot answer 
the Senator. I know that Mr. Clayton 
is not a producer. Therefore, the cost 


Mr. 
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of production does 
culations. He is a handler 
the cotton is raised in Brazil or in some 
other place, if he handles it his hand] 
is on a quantity basis, an 
chat ire figured in 

Mr. AIKEN. The spread on all co 
s, such as pears and other fruits 


is undoubtedly represented by handling 


not enter int 
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costs, transportation costs, and profi 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Clayton recog- 
nizes that our production of cotton in 
the United States is considerably in ex- 
cess of the normal domestic, and the 
probable normal world requirement 
Nevertheless, he is opposed to farmer! 
being given the right to adjust their p- 
plies of cotton to fit the demand for it 
on the ground that such action would 
tend to increase the price of cotton by 
limiting the quantity, and interfering 
A} 


with the free flow of cotton through the 
channels of trade. He has opposed every 
program which was passed by the Con- 
gress to bring about living prices for the 
farmer who produces cotton. No Sen- 
ator can class him as a friend of the t- 
ton farmer. It has never been brought 
to my attention that Senator has 
attempted to do so. Judging from Mr. 
Clayton’s business operations, no Sena- 
tor could so class him. As I have said 
he is not a friend of the cotton farm 
I am afraid to have a man with his q 
ities placed in a position where he can 
deal with foreign economic affair 

It has been said that in the posit 
which he seeks Mr. Clayton wou 
no power to do anything which would af- 
fect the price of cotton. Who know 
and I invite the attention of Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber—who 
knows what power the sole r 
tive of the high staff of the Stat 
ment would have in the new d 


_¢ 


any 


ral- 


ion 


ld have 
id nay 






presenta- 
Depart- 
main of 


international relations and busin¢ co- 
operation? 
Mr. President, I invite att yn of 
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provision of the Atlantic Charter, Mr. 
Clayton, as administrator of foreign 
economic affairs, when the subject of 
cotton is reached will rule and hold that 
loans on cotton which put up the price 
are in violation of this covenant in the 
Atlantic Charter. If he can do it in the 
case of cotton, he can do it in the case 
of other agricultural products; he can 
do it in the case of livestock; he van do 
it in the case of poultry; he can do it 
in the.case of any commodity which falls 
under a program of reduction of tariff 
raves. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, 
since he has raised the question of other 
commodities, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Alabama, who has given so 
much study to the subject of cotton and 
its production in the South, to answer 
the question, if he cares to in the course 
of his remark: 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I shall be Very glad 
to answer any question I can. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What would be 
the economic consequence upon the rest 
of the agricultural sections of the coun- 
try of the logical application of Mr. Clay- 
ton’s policy with regard to cotton going 
to a world price and the constant read- 
justment of the agricultural economy of 
the South. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There could be sev- 
eral results. In the first place, of course, 
it would bring almost starvation to that 
great section of the country unless its 
population migrated to other sections or 
unless it diverted its labor and its 
thought and its attention to the produc- 
tion of other commodities in competition 
with other sections of the United States. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if 
the Senator will permit one further ques- 
tion, if other commodities come to be on 
an export basis the logic of Mr. Clayton’s 
position is that the world price should 
prevail with regard to such commodities. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, if that 
is Mr. Clayton’s view as a matter of prin- 
ciple, he has no reason to apply it only to 
the one commodity. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I give him the 
benefit of the doubt that it is on the basis 
of principle upon the statements he made 
in this record and other records as to his 
attitude toward cotton. The logical ap- 
plication of that policy and its effect not 
only upon the South but upon every 
other agricultural section of the United 
States is something on which I hope the 
Senator will tcuch before he concludes. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Alabama yield to me? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. AIKEN. The Senator’s remarks 
have been in reference to agricultural 
projects, but is there any reason to be- 
lieve that we would have one policy with 
regard to agricultural projects and not 
have the same policy with regard to in- 
dustrial projects and manufactured 
goods? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, I will say that Mr. 
Clayton surely is not establishing him- 
Self on a principle merely because it is to 
his advantage—I do not think he is; I 
believe he is an honorable man—and, of 
necessity, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
has suggested and as the Senator from 
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rule of economics for the government of 
the affairs of this country in its dealings 
with foreign nations in relation to one 
commodity the principle must apply to 
all commodities, agricultural or indus- 
trial, which are traded in the dealings 
between the nations of the world. 

Mr. AIKEN. Is it not a fact that 
hundreds of industrial plants have been 
moved from this country to foreign coun- 
tries since the beginning of the war, and 
is it not very likely that they were moved, 
solely because of labor conditions, to 
places where labor could be hired for a 
very small sum in comparison to what it 
receives for similar work in the United 
States? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand that 
is true; and probably other industries 
will be moved. 

In further answer to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I had intended to discuss the 
subject brought up by him and I am now 
ready to approach it. 

Mr. Clayton—and the Senator heard 
his testimony—frankly believes that im- 
portant adjustments should be made in 
our tariff rates with the view of increas- 
ing the exchange of goods between the 
nations of the world. I have no criticism 
of his position on that subject, but I 
have the right to refer to its effect if put 
into operation. It seems to me that any- 
one nominated to an office with such 
highly important responsibilities and 
possibilities which inhere in the develop- 
ment of foreign affairs and which affect 
the life and business of the farmers in all 
sections of the United States, as well as 
the industries of the East, should be care- 
fully and thoroughly and painstakingly 
considered with reference to his view- 
point on the subject mentioned. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As 1 understand, 
Mr. Clayton’s company, Anderson, Clay- 
ton & Co., has made loans to cotton farm- 
ers in other countries, principally South 
American countries and Mexico. To 
what extent has that influenced the pro- 
duction of cotton in those countries? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course, that 
would depend somewhat upon _ the 
volume of the loans. I am not entirely 
informed about it. The record shows 
that he has sent there in the way of fixed 
assets $10,000,000 for the establishment 
of gins and warehouses and cottonseed 
oil mills. Of course, in order to capitalize 
upon such a tremendous investment, he 
will, I assume, do what may be necessary 
to accomplish the result, and if money 
is needed to be loaned—he said some- 
thing about it, I do not know whether he 
meant in South America or not—I as- 
sume he will make money available to 
make his facilities profitable. But there 
they are. Their production has been in- 
creasing year after year until it has been 
moved up from‘half a million bales to 
two and a half million bales since Mr. 
Clayton went in there, a period of 10 
years, a gradual, steady, and constant 
step-up in production in a country which 
had not had any substantial increase in 
production for 50 long years. I do not 
think it was brought about because of 
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the barrel head. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, : 
pose he decided to do the same thin 
with tobacco. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There would 
the same situation, undoubtedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If he loaned |} 
money to tobacco farmers and provided 
machinery for them, and if it 
deemed profitable business to incr 
the production of tobacco in other coun- 
tries, if he has the feeling that i 
the duty of businessmen in the Unit 
States, where there is an opportunit 
their advantage, to increase the produc- 
tion of cotton, to make loans to coit 
farmers in other countries, and then : 
duce the price of cotton to a gene: 
world level, which, as I understand 
would be 7 or 8 cents lower than t} 
price fixed for cotton grown in 
South—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is true. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then he could do 
the same thing in the case of tobacc 
If it is a good thing for cotton, he micht 
assume it would be a good thing for 
tobacco. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He would so as- 
sume if he were consistent in the advo- 
cacy of the principle he applies to cot- 
ton. That develops the importance o! 
the question of the Senator from Wis- 
consin, as to the effect on other agri- 
cultural commodities, and of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont relating to industrial 
commodities. What effect would the 
application of the principle advocated 
by Mr. Clayton have? 

Senators, this is no idle subject. This 
is a serious problem. It affects the peace 
and the happiness of all our southern 
people, white and black, poor and rich. 
One can go into the largest department 
store in Birmingham, Ala., or in any other 
city in the South, and from the celler 
clear to atttic, find scarcely any articles, 
except country produce, which were man- 
ufactured in the Cotton Belt. Our peo- 
ple have not gone into industry; they did 
not have the money to do so after the 
Civil War and the loss of their slave 
property. So they drifted along, learning 
the production of cotton. They have not 
even invaded the field of production of 
things manufactured in other sections of 
the country. They have not increased 
to any great extent their production of 
livestock, hogs, and things of that kind. 
They have not done much in the da 
business, in cheese production; there is 
just a little showing here and there. But 
if Mr. Clayton’s doctrine is put into ei- 
fect and those people are prevented from 
continuing the production of cotton upon 
all the little hillside farms, they are going 
to find something else to produce. Many 
of them will move. He says they will 
move out into the plains country. There 
will be a great many left who will hang on 
for years to come, trying to find some sub- 
stitute for the cash they have been get- 
ting from cotton. Then the competition 
will come, from people on a starvation 
basis. They are not that way now, they 
get along very well, if they are let alone. 
The last 2 or 3 years, chiefly under 
the loan program, which has given them 
decent prices, not above parity, but a 
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rcentage of parity, they are adjusting 
emselves. They are a happy people. If 
hey are let alone they will work out this 
irket problem in some way. They have 
( it all these years. I have official 
ficures but have not time to present them 
v.to show that as the price of Ameri- 

1 cotton went up, farm production did 
ot follow it. 

I do not know who suggested the name 
f Mr. Clayton for this position. I wish 
I did know. I know that as adminis- 
trator of foreign economy he would be 

ngerous to the American farmer. He 
has demonstrated that; the doctrine he 

ivecated before the committee shows 
hat he would be dangerous. 

Whether he puts his doctrine into effect 
r not, why cause our people to be upset 

nd to remain in a disturbed state of 
mind by keeping them believing they are 
ying to have to move, as Mr. Clayton 
nd others have been advocating; indeed, 
number of cotton buyers at the con- 
ference recently held advocated that they 
should move, on the ground that their 
farming operations were not consistent 
with sound economics. That was stated 
in Washington by a number of those who 
ttended the conference last week. 

Mr. President, that is upsetting and 

disturbing. Whether Mr. Clayton got 
he opportunity to put his doctrine into 
effect or not, his holding this very posi- 
tion, after his record of these years of 
ntagonism to the welfare of the cotton 
farmer in the matter of a decent price, 
which is known throughout the South, 
would be upsetting. 

For these reasons, I hope this man’s 
nomination will not be confirmed by the 
Senate. He is not essential to the peace 
program, or the foreign economy that is 
to come. He has confessed, in effect, 
that he knows nothing about anything 
but cotton, and he virtually admitted 
that he would not recuse himself on that 
subject. Then he will not have anything 
to do for which he is qualified. 

Mr. President, there is no politics in 
this matter; and there should not be. 
I de not know with what party Mr. Clay- 
ton affiliates. Iam not actuated on that 
account, as Senators know. I do not 
know who caused his name to be sent to 
the Senate. I do know, if I know any- 
thing on the subject of the effect upon a 
great mass of people, that Mr. Will Clay- 
ton should not be held as a threat over 
them by being lifted up into the great 
State Department, and put in charge of 
the very part of the program which 
affects our southern people, white and 
black, in connection with the price of 
cotton. 

Adopt his doctrine, and the price of 
cotton will be bound to go down. Noone 
disputes that. He says he wants it 
adopted for that purpose, so that there 
will be true and real competition for the 
world market by the cotton merchants of 
this country. 

There are two great classes in the cot- 
ton business. One consists of the pro- 
ducers; the poor cotton farmers en 
masse. The other is the cotton buyers 
and handlers, the ones who profit by the 
quantity of cotton, who make more 
money in proportion to the quantity they 
can run through their gins and store in 








their warehouses and compresses. Mr. 
Clayton is the outstanding representative 
of the latter group. Whenever we speak 
of cotton merchants in the South, we in- 
Stinctively think of Mr. Will Clayton. 

I would not make any appeal against 
him because he is rich. I do not have 
any prejudice on that account, but it 
gives him power. That we all know. 

Mr. LANGER. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. LANGER. I do not know much 
about the cotton problem, but I do know 
that in years gone by there have been 
grain gamblers who would buy and sell 
billions of bushels of nonexistent wheat. 
Does the same situation apply with re- 
gard to cotton? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not know that 
I understood the Senator. 

Mr. LANGER. In connection with the 
raising of wheat, and selling it on the 
grain markets in Chicago and Minne- 
apolis, speculators buy and sell many 
billions of bushels of nonexistent wheat. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. LANGER. Wheat 
was grown. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 

Mr. LANGER. Does the same situa- 
tion exist in connection with cotton? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. The late 
Senator Smith brought about a cotton 
investigation which lasted for months, 
and Mr. Clayton was the most conspicu- 
ous character in the whole proceeding. 
That will be discussed later. I have not 
the time to go into it now. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if 
the Senator has time, I should like to ask 
him one more question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. During the 
course of the examination, brief as it 
was, before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, I noticed that Mr. Clayton 
kept reiterating that his program was 
in agreement with that of Secretary 
Wickard; that whenever the Senator 
pressed him, or in answer to the few 
questions I asked him in the course of 
the examination, he kept saying he was 
in agreement with Secretary Wickard. 
Would the Senator clear up for me, be- 
cause I am not absolutely familiar with 
it, this point, which I understand to be 
the fact, namely, that Secretary Wick- 
ard in his appearance before the so- 
called Pace committee presented a num- 
ber of alternatives? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He presented four. 

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Sothe one which 
Mr. Clayton contended vas in conformity 
with his position was one only of four 
possible alternatives? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is correct. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Can the Senator 
tell me whether the Secretary endorsed 
all these proposals, or was he simply dis- 
cussing what might possibly be done? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Secretary was 
merely submitting for the consideration 
of the committee different plans which 
had been suggested for consideration. 
He said in winding up that he preferred 
the fourth, which was the payment out 
of the Treasury of an adjustment price 
to make up the difference between the 
world price and parity, which would re- 
quire an appropriation of approximately 
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lf billion dollars a year. Of 
Clayton was for that, be- 
Government paid it, it gave 
him his big trade, such as he 
without cost to him—the Governmen 


r 


paying the cost. 
CROP INSURANCE 
As in 1] lative session 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted 


tne folowing report 


CONFERENCE REPOR'!I 


The committee of conference on the d 

reeing v tes of the tw , { use sy th 
mendment f the Senate to the bill (H.R 
to amend the Federal Crop Insurance 
AC having met, after full and free contier- 
reed to recommend and do rec- 


ommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
a That ¢} 


1OW Phat the Senate recede from its ame 
ment numbered 11 and ree to the 

of the House bill amended to read as foll 
“Provided, That, after the crop year of 1949 


not more than a sum equivalent to 25 | 
centum of the premiums collected in the pre- 
ceding year (beginning calculation of pre- 
miums collected in the crop year of 1949 


Shall be used for administrative expenses in 
any current operating year”; and the House 
e to the same 
That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 12 and agree to the pr 


al I 
ion of the House bill amended to read 

llows: “Provided, however, That, after the 
rop year of 1949, if the total amount of 
accumulated claims for losses on any agri- 
cultural ¢ 


s 
fi 
c 


mmodity for any year exceeds the 
total amount of the premiums collected le 
the accumulated premium reserves of the 
Corporation with respect to any such com- 
modity (which reserves, after the crop year 
of 1948, shall not be less than 10 per centum 
of the premiums collected on such commod- 
ity), such claims shall be paid on a pro rata 
reduced basis”; and the House agree to the 
same 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 2, 3. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9. 10, 13, 14, 1 
16, 17, and 18, and agree to the san 
ELMER THOMAS 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER 
Ricwarp B. RvuSSELL, 
ARTHUR CAPPER 
HENRIK SHIPSTEAD, 
Gerorce D. AIKEN, 
on the part of the Senate 
J. W. PLANNAGAN, J! 
HarRo_p D. Fo.Ley 
ORVILLE ZIMMERMAN, 
CuirrorD R. Hop: 
Auc. H. ANDRESEN 
Managers on the part of t 


Managers 


» House 


The report was agreed to. 
SURPLUS PROPERTY BOARD 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Robert A. Hurley 
to be a member of the Surplus Property 
Board. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I shall 
speak briefly in support of confirmation 
of both Governor Hurley and Colonel 
Heller to be members of the Surplu 
Property Board. As a member of the 
Military Affairs Committee, which heard 
all the testimony, I am strongly of the 
opinion that Governor Hurley should be 
confirmed, but I shall leave any detailed 
discussion of him, or the testimony with 
respect to him, to another Senator, and 
shall but briefly tell the Senate what I 
know about Colonel Heller, of San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. Iam not compelled to enter 











































































































































































































































































































































































































9584 


into long and tortuous examination of 
any record for the defense of Colonel 
Heller. The facts of the record are so 
plain that it is astounding that any Sen- 
ator who knows them could make some 
of the statements that have been made 
in opposition to Colonel Heller. 

It is, Mr. President, the simple truth 
that Colonel Heller is one of the ablest 
businessmen in the entire West, a man of 
unblemished character, a man of hon- 
esty, humanity, and honor. We called 
before the Military Affairs Committee— 
or rather they volunteered—several im- 
portant witnesses for Colonel Heiler. I 
preferred to present as witnesses leading 
Republicans of California and this Na- 
tion, because I anticipated the partisan 
character of the arguments that would 
be made here. Leading Republicans, 
great industrialists, and businessmen 
from various places in the United States 
paid high tribute to Colonel Heller. I 
will not take the time to read any of such 
tributes from leading Republicans and 
businessmen from California. Let us 
rather consider what witnesses from 
Vermont and elsewhere had to say about 
Colonel Heller. 

Mr. President, I shall first read a tele- 
gram sent from the State of Vermont to 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Austin]. The colloquy leading to that 
telegram is as follows: 

Senator Austin. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to state that the Honorable Ralph E. 
Flanders, who is a resident of Springfield, Vt., 
and, I believe, chairman of the board of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Boston, sent me the 
following telegram, dated November 27, 1944, 
supporting the nomination of Lt. Col. Ed- 


ward H. Heller, which I would like to have 
inserted in the record, 


which the Senator 
placed in the Recorp, 


hat testimony, 
from Vermont 
reads as follows: 
It was a great satisfaction to learn that 
Lt. Col. Edward H. Heller’s name was to be 
presented to the Senate as a member of the 
Surplus Property Board. It is my pleasure 
strongly to urge that his appointment be 
confirmed. In my judgment his integrity is 
above question and his abilities, experience, 
and character are such that he would make 
an ideal Chairman of the Board. As liaison 
officer stationed at the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Boston he has given valuable service to 
the War Department and aid to this bank 
in connection with Government-guaranteed 
war production loans to borrowers in this 
district, including the Narragansett Machine 
Co. In all matters his actions have been of 
great value to this bank and strictly in the 
best interests of the War Department and of 
the war production financing program. 


Mr. President, I might say that is the 
tenor of every statement made about 
Colonel Heller. There was not one de- 
rogatory statement made against him 
by any witness. No improper act was 
charged against him. 

It is true, Mr. President, that Colonel 
Heller is a businessman of large under- 
takings as well as great ability, and we 
therefore find this strange situation 
among the Senators opposing the nomi- 
nees of the President. At one moment 
a Senator will say, “We do not want 
these men because they are not men of 
importance who have handled important 
affairs,” and at another moment an- 
other Senator will condemn them be- 
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cause they have large property interests. | 
The distinguished Senator from Vermont 
has raised one very unfortunate point, 
he claims, against Colonel Heller. 
What is that? We have in the West a 
great, a dynamic industrialist, Henry 
Kaiser, with many great interests. He is 
a one-sixth owner, I think, in the Per- 
manente Cement Co. 

There are other corporations having 
an interest in that company. Colonel 
Heller has an interest in another com- 
pany which has an interest in the same 
Permanente Cement Co., his interest be- 
ing worth, so he tells me, about $17,000. 
So, because Colone] Heller has an inter- 
est in a company in which Henry Kaiser 
and other businessmen in the West are 
interested, he is to be stigmatized by the 
United States Senate as an undesirable 
citizen. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mac- 
NUSON in the chair). Does the Senator 
from California yield to the Senator 
from New Mexico? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. What is wrong with 
Henry Kaiser having such interests? He 
has earned them. He has contributed 
immensely to the war effort. To this 
day I have heard no one say that an 
American citizen should not get ahead 
and become something in this world, 
either economically, politically, or other- 
wise. The fact that we have such men 
as Colonel Heller, Henry Kaiser, Chrys- 
ler, Ford, Sloan, and others, is what 
makes America. 

Mr. DOWNEY. I thank the distin- 
guished Senator for that statement. I 
must admit that I am unable to answer 
his question. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. It would certainly be 
undemocratic for anyone in a democ- 
racy to criticize another, or to hold him 
ineligible for responsible office merely 
because he happened to be fortunate 
enough to have a considerable amount 
of money. In the case of Colonel Heller, 
if I correctly understand, his background 
and record are those of a liberal, progres- 
sive man who has manifested a deep re- 
gard for the true principles of democ- 
racy. Is not that correct? 

Mr. DOWNEY. That is_ correct. 
Colonel Heller has the support not only 
of the great business groups of Califor- 
nia, but likewise of the labor groups and 
the liberals. He is a man almost unique 
in our State. By virtue of his integrity, 
ability, kindness, and philanthropy, he 
has endeared himself to all our people. 
Not one telegram, not one letter, and not 
one word has been presented against him, 
The only thing that can be said is that 
he is a man who, by his vast ability, has 
been able to handle successfully great 
enterprises, 

But the distinguished Senator says 
that there is another unfortunate thing, 
and that the tragic impact upon Ameri- 
can opinion of that thing is most regret- 
table. He says that out of the dark 
clouds surrounding the Narragansett 
Machine Co, appear these two figures, 


ac 
; 
as 


Mr. President, will the 
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Governor Hurley and Colonel Heller, 
mysteriously linked together. He can. 
not understand how they could h 
been selected from that same arena 
the same time, for the same board, a; 
he attempts to create a sinister atn 
phere of suspicion in our minds be 

of this situation. I believe the di 
guished Senator stated that it is alm 
incredible that the appointment 
Colonel Heller and Governor Hurley 
could be nothing more than a coinci- 
dence. 

Let me say to the distinguished Sen- 
ator that it is a coincidence. If he de- 
sires to trace the simple and natura! 
steps which is readily explainable 
which Colonel Heller and Governor Hur- 
ley came to know each other casually, 
I am glad to help him. 

Colonel Heller was a volunteer in the 
first war, at 18 years of age. When this 
war broke out he again volunteered his 
services. He was brought to Washington 
by the War Department, and because of 
his business ability the War Department 
assigned him as liaison officer at Boston, 
with the Federal Reserve bank. Is the 
distinguished Senator insinuating that 
some mysterious and sinister machin 
tions of the War Department plac 
Colonel Heller there improperly? Is he 
for some reason insinuating that he en 
listed in the Army so that he could be 
sent to New England? The simple truth 
is apparent. Colonel Heller enlisted in 
the Army, and was assigned by the War 
Department to the city of Boston. In 
that city he worked with the Federa! Re- 
serve bank to help make loans to indus- 
tries which were in poor credit condition, 
but were vitally needed by the War De- 
partment because of their facilities for 
producing arms and munitions for our 
military purposes. I am surprised that 
any Senator should cast suspicion upon 
Colonel Heller or upon the War Depart- 
ment because Colonel Heller was in Bos- 
ton and had something to do with the 
Narragansett Machine Co. with which 
Governor Hurley was also naturally 
associated. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. DOWNEY. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. Is there any evidence ir 
the record which discloses what the War 
Department did in connection with the 


Narragansett transaction so far as 
Colonel Heller is concerned? 
Mr. DOWNEY. I will answer the 


question of the distinguished Senator by 
reading from the record on that point. 
There was a hearing before a House com- 
mittee on the question of the Narragan- 
sett Machine Co. As a result, Julius H. 
Amberg, special assistant to the Secre- 
tary of War, made an exhaustive investi- 
gation of the affairs of the Narragansett 
Machine Co. and everyone connected 
with it. Mr. Amberg appeared before our 
committee and made the following state- 
ment: 

I am here today, authorized by the War 
Department to come, to state that in the 
course of my investigation into the matter, 
I have found nothing which the War De- 
partment in any way condemns with respect 
to the conduct of Lieutenant Colonel Heller, 
one of the nominees whom the committee |8 
considering today, 
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Mr. LUCAS. Was Colonel! Heller e' 


i or removed from any responsi- 





ion in the War Department as 
It of any tran tions orn tia- 
. had with the N - - 
M Co. as an € f the | 
> ) 


n, not only from the War Depart- 
it likewise from the Federal Re- 

<. Ihave read a message from 
Flanders to that effect. I could cite 





f ‘ 
truth is that, while the Senator 
uspicion over the af- 
of the Narragansett Machine Co., 
tuation is simple and plain. Four 
is before Colonel Heller was as- 
d to Boston, and almost a year be- 
Governor Hurley was connected 
ith the Narragansett Co., the Ord- 
nee Department of the Army put 
000 worth of machinery in the Nar- 
t Co.’s plant, and was instru- 
in obtaining for the Narragan- 

Co. a large subcontract from t! 


Ford Motor Co. That set the stage for 





at happened thereafter. It is my 
n that had the War Depart- 
done anything else except what 


, namely, to try to help, as best it 
an institution which was weak 
ially, but which had important 
r facilities, those responsible should 
been strongly condemned. As a 

i t, the Narragansett Co. has 

ne a first-class job. There will prob- 
s; on the loans which 

made. Ninety-five percent of its 


contracts were performed very well in- 


However, let us further trace this al- 

1 coincidence which seems so suspi- 

is to the Senator from Vermont. 

H did it happen that after Colonel 
Heller had been assigned to Boston, he 
appointed to the Surplus Property 
Board at the same time when Governor 
Hurley, of Connecticut, was appointed? 
In answer to that cuestion I may say with 
me slight degree of satisfaction that 
after 6 years of trial and effort, I do be- 
ve I was successful in calling seriously 
o the President’s attention a California 
tizen for possible appointment to im- 
portant office. We on the Pacific coast, 
so far,as I know, have not one important 
licer in the administrative branch of 
1e Government at Washington. I felt 
1at in view of the huge amount of sur- 
lus property which weuld be left in the 
Vest, we should have a westerner on the 
Board, one familiar with western condi- 
tions. Of course, I realized that his Gu- 
ties would be Nation-wide and that he 
should be a man of outstanding ability. 
Mr. President, I faithfully searched 
the State of California to find for the 
people of this Nation a man in the west- 
ern region whom I believed would be the 
best man for this position. I believed 
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that man to be Colonel Heller, and I pre- 
sented his name to the President. 

I shall read only a short portion of the 
telegram I sent to the President. I read 
all of it this morning, end in a few min- 
utes I shall ask unanimous consent to 
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sent that the entire telegram be print 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
it 1 
in the RecorpD at this point. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
as follows: 











SE rR 7 
Hon. Frank SEVELT 
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My Dea N May I 
Ec H. Hell S F! ( 
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I believe the entire western por- 


tion of the United States would highly ap- 
prove and appreciate Colonel Heller's ep- 
pointment as one to which our region is fu 
entitled and one to which he is ideally fitte 
Let me express my deep appreciation for y 
attention to this communicat 


SHERIDAN DOWNEY. 


Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I am 
led to believe that upon receipt of that 
telegram the President of the Un 1 
States instituted a rigid inquiry into the 
background and character of Colonel 
Heller, and that as a result of that inves- 
tigation, prompted by my letter, Colonel 
Heller has received this nomination. 

I desire likewise to state to the Senate 
that I was not prompted in any way by 
any political considerations in presenting 
the name of Colonel Heller. In a matt 
of this kind, I would agree with the 
distinguished Senator from Colorado 
that it would be a tragic national mis- 
fortune if we did not place men of high 
ability and integrity in these position 
Perhaps I should not say this, and I ask 
pardon if I am wrong in doing so, but it 
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opinion the Senate will do a just and 


wise act by the immediate approval of 
the nominations now before us 
Mr. REYNOLDS obtained the floor. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 


Mr. REYNOLDS. yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed at this point in the 
Recorp, following the speech of the dis- 
tinguished junior Senator from Cali- 
fornia, an important letter which I in- 
tended to have inserted when I was 
addressing the Senate, but which I did 
not then request to have inserted. The 
letter is to be found in the printed hear- 
ings at page 104. It is signed by Stan- 
ley C. Utter, lieutenant, United States 

val Reserve, and is dated November 2, 


There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the REcorRD, 
as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
OrFrice OF RESIDENT INSPECTOR 
OF NAVAL MATERIAL, 
Pawtucket, R. I., November 2, 1944. 
To: Capt. John J. Hyland, United States 
Navy, Inspector of Naval Material, Bos- 
ton, Mass 
Subject Narragansett Machine Co—War 
Department guaranteed Federal Reserve 
bank loan—Request for renewal. 
Reference: (a) Headquarters, Army Service 
Forces, letter SPFGF 1-2319, dated Octo- 
ber 31, to RinsMat, Pawtucket, R. I 

1. Reference (a), enclosure (1), requested 
of this office a report on the contract per- 
formance of Narragansett Machine Co., as 
regards the renewal of their War Department 
guaranteed Federal Reserve bank loan. It 

It, however, this being a matter of policy 
and of sufficient importance, that it should 
be referred to the inspector of naval material 
lor an answe! 

2. Subject manufacturer holds two prime 
contrac at this time (a) N288s-25611 
from ASO, Philadelphia, for cam assemblies. 
Contract was originally to have started in 
October, but an extension has been request- 
ed and granted; dollar value, $92,800; (b) 
N156s-—22642 from NAF, Philadelphia, for rod 
ends. Delivery is not yet due; dollar value, 
$7,240. In adaition to the above, Narragan- 

t Machine Co. holds several Navy subcon- 
tracts, the latest of which is a Navy rocket 
job from Ranger Aircraft Co. 

3. Following are four specific instances of 
contract performances from the files of this 
office: 

(a) Contracts NOs-95470 and NXs-11400 
covering bomb racks. These contracts have 
had a long disastrous history, the latest of 
which is a rejection of 2,645 racks—reference 
enclosure (2). 

(b) Contract NXsx-41116 — Confidential 
safe lockers. After failure to make deliveries 
on this contract, it was finally necessary, at 
great inconvenience to the Navy, to cancel and 
purchase an emergency portion of the mate- 
rial elsewhere. Narragansett Machine Co. was 
invoiced for $9,656.30 as additional expense 
incurred by the Eureau in procuring the safe 
lockers on Which they defaulted. Enclosure 
(3) is copy of cancelation letter. 

(c) Contract NXsx-44144 was bid on and 
awarded to this company covering aluminum 
lockers in the amount of $341,170. However, 
no effort was made by the company to get 
into production, and the contract was even- 
tually returned to the Bureau. Mr. Bolles, 
president of Narragansett Machine Co., stood 
on the technicality that the contract had not 
been signed by the company, and, therefore, 
there Was no responsibility on their part to 
the Navy. 





| 
| 





(ad) Geo. Lawley & Son order No. 743-287X 
on Walter R. Falck Co., Philadelphia, their 
order No. 3298, on Narragansett Machine Co. 


This contract covered confidential safe lock- 
ers for the accelerated landing craft pro- 
gram—LCL (L) vessels. The company re- 
peatedly broke delivery promises, and when 
they finally did start shipping the quality was 
so poor that assistant superintendent of ships 
at Lawley was forced to waive inspection and 
accept lockers which this office termed 
“junk.” After considerable inconvenience, an 
alternate source was located and the balance 
of Narragdnsett’s order was canceled, refer- 
ence enclosure (4). 

4. Subject company has had an unusually 
high turn-over of personnel in key positions, 


and they have been notably weak in the past 
in engineering and estimating. There has 

) been a tendency to solicit contracts for 
shop and personnel are not 


5. Narragansett Machine Co. has a well- 
equipped shop and their facilities could be 
very valuable to the Navy, but, as the record 
shows, this has not always been the case. 

STANLEY C. UTTER, 

Lieutenant, United States Naval Reserve. 


TRANSFER OF FARM FROM HOME 
OWNERS’ LOAN CORPORATION TO 


ACADIA NATIONAL PARK 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 2208, calen- 
dar 1410, which has been reported by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, let me say I under- 
stand that the bill is one about which 
the distinguished Senator from Maine 
spoke to me earlier in the day, and I un- 
derstand it has been unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. I also under- 
stand that it deals only with a matter 
which pertains to the State from which 
the distinguished Senator comes. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. BREWSTER. The bill would 
transfer to a national park a farm which 
now belongs to the Home Owners’ Loan 
Corporation, 

Mr. HILL. It would merely transfer 
one farm in the State of Maine from 
one Government agency to another Gov- 
ernment agency; is that correct? 

Mr. BREWSTER. That is correct, and 
with the full approval of everyone. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title, for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S. 
2208) providing for the transfer of cer- 
tain property from the Home Owners’ 
Loan Corporation to the United States 
for national-park purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 





DECEMBER 16 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Home Ow: 
oan Corporation (herein called the ‘¢ 
poration”) is authorized and directed t 
vey and transfer to the United St 
America, upon the terms and conditio: 
vided in section 4 hereof, all right, titlk 
interest vested in the Corporation, at th 
cf such conveyance and transfer, in and 
real property and interests therein in 
county of Hancock, State of Maine, acqu 
by the Corporation through the forec! 
of that certain mortgage deed, dated Oc 
20, 1933, executed to the Corporation by Px 
B. Russell and Florence L. Russell, and - 
pearing in book 642, page 389, of the R 
of Deeds of Hancock County, State of M 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior 
and on behalf of the United States of Amer- 
ica, is authorized and directed to accept t 
conveyance and transfer of such prope 
without regard to the provisions of i 
355, as amended, section 1136, as amen 
and section 3709 of the Revised Statut 
cept the last paragraph of said section 35 
amended, which shall be applicable here 
or any other provision of law. The Sec 
of the Interior is further authorized 
directed to pay all necessary fees, charg 
and expenses in connection with such convey- 
ance and transfer. 

Sec. 3. Upon the conveyance and transf 
of such property as herein provided, it 
be used and administered by the Sec: y 
of the Interior solely for national-park pur- 
poses, and it shall be deemed to constitut 
a part of the Acadia National Park. 

Sec. 4. Any other provision of law to t 
contrary notwithstanding, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, upon such conveyar 
and transfer and in lieu of any other pay- 
ment by the United States to the Corpora- 
tion as consideration for the conveyance and 
transfer of such property, cancel bonds cf t! 
Corporation, in the principal sum of $18,000 
purchased by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under or by reason of the provisions set f 
in section 4 of the Home Owners’ Loan Act 
1933, approved June 13, 1933 (48 Stat. 128 
as amended (which bonds are hereby mcd 
available to the Secretary of the Treasury f 
the purposes of this section), and all sums 
due and unpaid upon or in connection with 
such bonds at the time of such cancelation 
and discharge, together with any accrued in- 
terest: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Corporation are authorized 
and directed to make adjustments on the 
books and records as may be necessary to 
carry out the purposes of this act. 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I ask 
that the bill be promptly messaged ove1 
to the House, if possible. 

MR. CHURCHILL'S SURPRISING SPEECH— 

EDITORIAL FROM THE PHILADELPHIA 

INQUIRER 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, in view of 
the statement made yesterday by Prime 
Minister Churchill that an agreement 
had been reached between Russia and 
Britain with regard to moving the bound- 
ary line of Poland so as to conform with 
the so-called Curzon line, I believe the 
administration should make its position 
clear on this subject, so that the Ameri- 
can people may be informed with regard 
to it. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp at this point as a 
part of my remarks an editorial from the 
Philadelphia Inquirer of December 16, 
1944, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I 
should like to observe that I would 












ly appreciate a similar speech on 
ubject by the President of the 
d States being made available for 
ion in the ReEcorp 


he change x OFFICE ~ Is there 
ction to the request of the Senator 
n Pe tha Fed ? 
here being no objection, the editorial 
ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
MR. CHURCHILL’S SURPRISING SPEECH 
» Minister Churchill's remarkable 
nt in the House of Commons yester- 





tive th 





ns 
the problems discuss 
nost with an 
important 
after this war 
ion, by ag 


ed by Mr. Church- 
air of finality are too 
the maintenance of 
to be settled, in a slap- 


Britain 


to 


reement between 
hard to understand why the Prime 
Minister seems to believe that the British- 
1 pl r oe = Eur comes with- 


chia At rs 
Atlantic Charter 


e framework of 


It is just as hard - understand why the 

T ed States Government has not seen fit 
emind London and Moscow that the peo- 

of Poland, as well as the people of Italy 
Greece, have a right to an undictated 

e as to their country’s fate. Does Wash- 


n view the Atlantic ante 
Mr. Churchill made no b 
he and Premier Stalin had agreed on 
ving the eastern boundary of Poland to 

Soviet-demanded Curzon line and on re- 

: ng Poland with a slice of German soil. 
1 But he indicated, also, that to Russia’s lot 
ild fall a chunk of German East Prussia. 
Thus it appears that Russia and Britain 
not only in basic agreement on the chop- 
zy up of Poland but on the beginning, at 
t, of the partitioning of Germany. 

Since the war against Germany is still be- 
ing fought furiously, and since the final vic- 
tory is still to be won by hard and bloody 
battles, this cool redrawing of the map of 
Europe by two of the United Nations while 
the war goes on is an astonishing revelation. 
Whatever justice there may be in Russia's 

ind for a protective zone—at Poland's 

nse—in the west, why should these com- 
ated arrangements, involving, as Mr. 
hurchill admits, the shifting of large masses 
f population, be decided upon in advance of 
eneral peace conference? 

Why, moreover, should they be decided 
upon in the absence of an outspoken state- 
ment of policy by the United States? 

The Prime Minister insisted that President 
Roosevelt h 


as dead? 
nes about saying 


“i as been kept informed of Russian- 
soy British decisions respecting Poland. He re- 
iterated, in fact, that “the President is aware 
of everything that has passed.” Then why, 
of if that is so, hasn’t the White House made 
m its position plain—if it has a position—not 
as only to our allies but to the American peo- 
' ple, whose stake in the war and in the peace 
ind certainly is not inconsiderable? 
1a- Secretary of State Stettinius now promises 
ith a statement “soon” on American policy with 
he regard to British and Russian political oper- 
ion ations. It seems to us that Secretary Stet- 
ri- tinius should issue his statement right away, 
ard at the ame time explaining to our people 


precisely why America’s policy 
British and Russian moves was 
clear long 
All of this is of tremendous moment In the 
preservation of the peace which, we fondly 
hope, is somewhere ahead. Americans don’t 
want to see Europe relapse into power poli- 
tics and a balance-of-power bloc system. 
They want to help establish a world organi- 
gation against war, an organization in which 


relating to 
not made 
ave 
iS a 
the 


16, 


ago. 


it, I 
yuld 
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mall nations, as well as great ones, will have 
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work out 


nt should in- 
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INTERNATIONALISM 
As in legislative se 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Pr 
today with a heavy heart 
tion of the fact that in a 
Christmas holidays we finc 
deadly combat in both 
thereof. It is bad, indeed, 
me, and for every person wht 
hour within the sound = my voice, to 
realize that now, at hristmas time, 
when we and the an. of the entire 
world should have peace, and when 
brotherly love should be exhibited on 
every hand, thousands upon thousands 
of human beings are being slaughtered 
ying hourly upon the innumer- 


ssion, 

ident, I ri 
in contempla- 
pproaching the 
the world in 
emispheres 
for you, for 
) Sits at this 


and are d 
able battle fronts. 

I desire to preface my observations by 
reading a poem written by an elderly and 
beloved gentleman, Horace C. Carlisle, 
well known to all of us as the poet of the 
Senate. I read into the Recorp at this 
point one of his latest creations. The 
title of the poem is “What’s the Matter 
With the World?” 


WHATS THE MATTER WITH THE WORLD? 


As long as nations keep on fighting 
They need not hope for peace 
Nor can they ever commence righting 


Their wrongs till hatreds cease 

It might be well for all the nations 
On this earth, everywhere, 

Before they make their supplications 
To pray the Saviour’s prayer 


How can the nations be forgiven 
Till they, themselves, forgive? 

How can the peace for which they've striven 
Have its new birth and live 

In this bleak atmosphere of horror 


With hatred ever} 
That robs today, and grieves tomorrow, 
And mocks devotion’s prayer? 


While “Lead us not into temptation,” 
Men pray, they won't be led, 

But follow their own inclination, 
And madly rush ahead, 

And into war, self-led, self-guarded, 
Unmindful God's laws, 

Then pray to Him, whom they’ve d 


where, 


of 


iscarded 


To help them win their cause 
—Horace C. Carlisle 
Mr. President, a few evenings ago I 


read a very interesting column which is 
written daily by Mr. Thom L. Stokes 
for the Washington Daily News, one of 
his clients, I wish to read the opening 
paragraph = this particular column of 
December 1944, 

It’s aed y a healthy thing that 
American people got a dose of disillusio 
this stage of the war the possibilities 


the 
n at 


at 
about 


of political adjustments in Europe, instead 
of waking up some morning, as after the 


last war, to find too many deeds done secretly 
and irrevocably. 


I assume he refers to the desertion of 
Poland, as reported yesterday by the 
press. 

I continue to read from Mr. Stokes’ 
column; 
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Mr. Pi jient, I ask t tt f tex 
Of this pal ] be 1b 1 in 
tn R ORD wne col on ol re- 
mark 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is tl : 
objection 

The Chair hea Le 1 it i ) 
oO! 7 é ? 

(See exhibit A.) 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. § further 
sal ee 

What we a t 
bie > , ‘ > 
A i t Ww ir rk ‘ 


President, 


Stokes’ statement as to the rebirth f 
| large-scale isolationism, as a humble cit- 
izen of the American public I wish to ex- 
press my opinion to the ef Lhat with- 
| in 2 years from now the people of t 
States of America will have 


igain to isolationism and to real, 


1uine American nationalism 
1 wish to say further, Mr. President, 
| that in my humble opinion, if we had 
stuck | solationism and attended to our 
own personal business, today we would 


oly 7 iy 
ved in 


Wars everywhere upon 


the face of the earth. As I have repeat- 

| edly declared in this body for yea yne 
by unhesitatingly and 1b] ushingly, I 
} am today more thorot rly in favor of 
| isolationism for America, more thor- 
oughly an American fiz and an Amer- 
can nationalist, than ever I was in all 
ae life, because I have observed without 
any difficulty whatever the results of in- 
ternationalism, what it has brought 
about abroad, and the consequen¢ of 


our having 


indulged in tha whi h is con- 
trary to American firstism a Al neri- 
| can isola tionism 

Mr. President, these are sad hours for 
| the mothers and fathers of America, who 

already today grieve over the |! ( 
their sons and daughters who have given 
| ther lives in the battl Which rage 
throughout the world—sons and d: n- 
ters upon whose faces th can neve! 
again look, sons and daughte whose 
ms will never again embrace fondly 


1 mother. ‘1! e al 
1ours for the American peop! 
In this connection I wish to say that 


in my opinion, one of the m he t 

nen in the United States, or ( oul 
| country’s most courageous and t 
| brilliant writers, is none other than 
| David Lawrence, who is the editor and 
| publisher of a periodical issued weekly 
known as the United States News, w! 

editorials daily I read in the columns of 


the Evening Star, of Washington, and 


| whose complete magazine I read regu- 
| larly each week for t very inte ing 
| and worth-while information it provides 


its readers. 
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read now from his 


Mr. President, I 





issue of af days ago under the head- 
j “Newsgram”: 

I are ] ing i Europe 

W km 

f y e W 

Vv y f 

Weather the worst in 100 years, denying 
, ee ) 

I l hs t opened t - second 
1 y jate 

[ is f Great Britain, Russia are 

‘ ment to Germans by squab- 

bles of their own, by lack of agreement on 
} I by shooting Greeks, by telling 
It I iar Pcles, Yugoslavs, etc., who 

ri be heir rule 

I is very baq news for people in this 
countrt It is bad news because biggest ai- 
tle f the war still lie ahead, because biggest 
lo ( » con 

m p y must ceept th 
} p 

And I add sad as it may be: 

Russia lacks the power alone to deliver the 
] KOU to Germany 

Britain lacks the manpower, the strength, 
to drive through in the west. 

United S Army and Air Forces, there- 

e, must do the main job, must bear the 
brunt of attack through the Siegfried line 


and into the vitals 


All of 


of Germany. 


the raw and unadulterated truth. Mr. 
Lawrence continues: 
In more specific terms, the meaning of the 


present situatie 
United §S 


yn is this: 


tates must :upply at least 2 men 


t« e British 1 in the west. 

United States can expect at least 2 Amer- 
ican casualties to 1 for Britain-Canada 

United States Air Forces must c ntinue the 
costiy daytime air assault on Germany. 

It already is necessary for United States to 
feed into combat 18-year-old boys who lack 
the promised year of training, who are going 


in as battle replacements. 


Unfortunately, I might add, evidently 
we have found it physically necessary to 
send these men to the four corners of 
the earth, and to the battle fronts of the 
world, without the necessary training. 
Some perhaps we trained not more than 
4 months, though J am in high hope that 








situation may be corrected at an early 
date. 

Mr. Lawrence continue 

United States, too, must carry on the war 
against Japan almost single-handed 

rhis country is investing at least $309,000,- 
000,000 and 1,000,000 men in killed and 
wounded to win these wars. That is a high 
price It raises a very real Pe ampps of 
wh er United States could afford ancther 
war as costly or more costly. 


There I shall pause to make the obser- 
vaiion, as I have frequently done before 
on this floor, that in my opinion before 
these wars shall have been won, and be- 
fore we shall have been able to readjust 
the situation in our own country, the 
national debt placed upon the shoulders 
of the taxpayers will have exceeded by 
far $ 00 ).000,030,000. 
Mr. President, I arrive at that figure as 
a result information upon which I 
shall be pleased to comment. I believe 
that last spring we voted a top for the 
nationel debt of $268,000,000,000. It is 
my information that commitments ex- 
ceed an fisure at the present time. I 
particularly wish to call the attention of 
the Mc mbers of this body to the fact that 
tf this war within itself is to cost, as Mr. 


of 


which, I respectfully submit, is 
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Lawrence says, $200,009,0°0,000, we must 
add at least a hundred and twenty toa 
hundred and fifty billion in order to take 
care of the widows of the war, the de- 
pendents of the soldiers who are fighting 
in the war, the wrecked and wounded and 
injured who must be hospitalized, and the 
ex-servicemen of the war who must be 
con nsated in pensions. 

I: ive at the ficure of $120,000,C09,009 

$15 59. 02 0,000,000 by way of facts reveal- 
ing that we have paid the soldicrs of 
World War No. 1 Up to Ga te, according | to 
the fis 
tion, a bout $15,000,000.000. According to 
my information, as a result of an inquiry 
I directed to a witness who appeared be- 
fore the Committee on Military Affairs of 
the Senate, before we shall have liqui- 
dated our obligations to the soldiers of 
World War No. 1 we will have paid out 
an additional $15,000,000,C00, which will 
make a total, therefore, of $30,000,C00, O08 
as comrensation in pensions and the 1 
to soldiers of World War No. 1. 

Mr. President, I respectfully submit 
that before the present war shall have 
been concluded there will be at least four 








like 


times as many casualties as we had in 
World War No. 1, because, as we all know, 
the real slaughter has not begun, the 


fighting, as David Lawrence has said, has 
yet to come, and thousands upon thou- 
sands ere to die, and thousands upon 
thousands of women are to be made 
widows, end boys and girls rendered 
fatherless. 

Fcur times $30,090,000,000 makes $120,- 
000,000,000, and I add the additional 
$30,000,000,000 for the reason that for- 
tunately we are being more generous 
with the soldiers of this war in every 
respect than we were with the soldiers 
of the last war. I have voted for every 


single benefit for the scldiers of this war, 
because I want them and their dependents 


to be compensated as far as we are able. 

Mr. President, several evenings ago I 
clipped from the Washington Evening 
Star en Associated Press dispatch which 
said that 562,368 casualties had been re- 
ported by the United States in all war 
theaters. That, I believe, is more than 
twice the number of casualties suffered 
the United States in World War No. 1. 
I do not think that Mr. Lawrence’s esti- 
mate and my estimate are far wrong— 
that there will be in this war at least 


by 


1,009,000 American casualties. I shall 
state further that in my opinion the 
number of casualties will exceed 


1,090,C00. 

Mr. President, I ask that the Asso- 
ciated Press article giving the number 
of American casualties to date in the 
War, as Well as an Associated Press ar- 
ticle giving war expenditures in Novem- 
ber, be printed in the Recorp at this 
point. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
ORD, as follows: 
562,3€8 CASUALTIES REPORTED BY UNITED STATES 

IN ALL WAR THEATERS—ARMY’'S LOSSES TOTAL 

483,957, WITH NAVY'S PLACED AT 78,411 

Army casualties for all theaters now total 
483,957, and lIcsses in all branches of the 
armed forces have reached 562,368. 

Secretary of War Stimson, announcing the 
Army figure today, said it represents cas- 
ualties reported through November 28, This 
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} was an increase of 9,059 el 2 l-week p i 





between November 22 and 2 

The latest Navy report announces 7 
casualties, an increase of 1,291 from th 
ous weck 


The Army tot als, together with th 


week ago, follow: Killed, 92,135 and 91 
wounded, 272 351 and 268,099; missing, 62 
and 58,926; prisoners, 56,685 and 56,24 
The Navy casualties: Killed, 30,029 
29,738; wounded, 24,603 and 33,469; m 
9,493 and 9,427; prisoners, 4,486, unch 


Casualties among American Army 
forces in Italy increased 16,255 between 
tember 25 and December 9. 

Mr. Stimson said that from the time of 
the landing at Salerno in September 


through last Dccember 8, a total of § 
casualties had been reported. Of a t 
18.898 were killed, 67,194 wounded, and 12 


are missing. As of September 95 the 
had reported 15,3889 kiiled, 56,1738 wound 
and 10,044 missing. 





WAR EXPENDITURES IN NOVEMBER HIT NEW | 
FOR 1944 

| November war expenditures droppcd to a 
new low for 1944. 

The War Production Board today reported 
that the November expenditures amoun 
to $7,095,009,000, a decrease of $352,000,000, or 
4.7 percent, from COctcber. 

This country spent $236,700,000,000 for war 
purposes between July 1, 1940, and November 
30, 1944. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. After having 
stated, Mr. President, that we would be 
so thoroughly depleted at the expira- 
tion of this war that we could not afford 
another war, Mr. Lawrence continues: 


That's the reason this Government is hint- 
ing that it may want something to say abcut 
what goes on in the world, abcut the shcpe 
of things to come. 

As the situation is working out to date: 

Stalin is carving out a sphere for Russia 

in eastern Europe; is building his political 
outpssts, his strategic positions for what he 
must regard as a coming war. There is 1 
sign that Stalin is listening to Roosevelt and 
} Churchill. 

Churchill is striving to build a sphere for 

Britain; is conscious of the need for friendly 
governments in Spain, Italy, Greece, Turk 
to safeguard the empirc’s lifeline. Church 
is acting on his own; is striving to imp 
the type of government Britain wants in 
| Belgium, Italy, Greece. 
Roosevelt for the United States, is cn the 
side lines again; is hinting cautiously that 
|} maybe this country’s investment in war 
might entitle it to the right of prior con- 
sultation; might entitle it to a voice in somé¢ 
decisions that could be laying the ground- 
work for another war to come after a rest 
from this one. 

All signs now suggest that Roosevelt is 
learning at the tag end of this war what 
Wilson leerned at the tag end of the last war; 
namely, that United States must insist upon 
its conditions before a war is won if it wanis 
to be heard; if it wants to have a voice in the 
settlements that really count for the long 
pull, 

As things stand, the United 
| given another run arcund. 
| But if and when the next war develops out 
of maneuvers now under way in Europe this 
| country will be expected to win that war as 
| it has the last two, 

It is Mr. Roosevelt’s prescnt 
everything can be straightened out in post- 
war with big dollar loans; that nations can 
be brought to time when they come to the 
United States for capital with which to put 
their countries back in shape. 

That’s the real meaning back of shifts at 
the top in the State Cepartment. It is the 
reason why men who are not afraid of big 
| ideas were put into office, 


“a+ ~ te + in 
ates is bein 


idea that 
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The plan is to use dollars to help solve 
i problems, to give a new shot in the 
to the world system of capitalism, to 
>a world prosperity that will ease ten- 

remove pressures leading to revolu- 

n and war. 

Troubles ahead for those plans are two: 

1. Congress may not approve the idea of 

z the world pump 

2. Other countries may be less willing to 
pt large new dollar loans than the White 
e imagines; may be more sold on na- 
ilistic methods of getting back on their 
may go for import quotas, exchange 
rols, export subsidies, nationalization of 

c industries, economic planning at home 





Mr. President, in reference to the “big 
llar loans” that Mr. Lawrence speaks 
let me say that it is apparent that 
me of the hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars, totaling almost the one billion dollar 
mark, have not been of very great benefit 
n improving the European situation. I 
have in mind the fact that not long ago 
voted one billion dollars or approxi- 
tely that amount and the United 
States was to pay 90 percent of all the 
money that was voted for the use of the 
United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation 
\dministration, and that was for the 
irpose of putting shots in the arms of 
European countries. I voted against 
hat measure because I am one who be- 
ves in keeping at least a little bit of 
money at home to pay our soldiers and 
their widows when the war will be ended. 
I voted against it because I did not be- 
ve that it would be of as much benefit 
was claimed. And what do we find at 
this hour? We find that Mr. Stalin says, 
“You cannot make distribution of what 
1 have to give away, you genticmen of 
1e United Nations Relief and Rehabili- 
tion Administration, in Yugoslavia, un- 
;I am permitted to make that distri- 
tion through the Communist members 
of my party whom I direct.” In other 
‘ds, our ally, Mr. Stalin, says that we 
hall not distribute the products needed 
by the hungry and the dying in Yugo- 
lavia unless he and his officials may say 
who is hungry, who is dying, who needs 
medical care. The same situation I am 
informed exists in Poland. Therefore I 
am naturally of the opinion that the re- 
lief organization to date has not done a 
reat deal of good. 
Mr. President, I have read that six 
ips loaded with goods purchased by 
the money of the taxpayers of America, 
supplies for the needy, the ill, the hun- 
gry, and starving and dying in Greece, 
were anchored in one of the Greek har- 


1 
s 


bors, and there elements opposing the 
British in Greece today would not permit 


those ships to be unloaded in order that 
the needy might be cared for. 

Mr. President, I was very unhappy 
when I noticed in yesterday’s newspaper, 
and a fuller account in this morning’s 
newspaper, that our allies, through the 
voice of Mr. Churchill, have deserted 
ie land. 

For many weeks I have known, as other 
Senators have known, that one of our 
allies has brought to her knees little Fin- 
land; has taken over Latvia, Lithuania, 
and Estonia; and reduced Warsaw, with 
its 1,500,000 people, to ruins. I was in 
high hopes that Poland would be spared 
and that the Polish people would be saved 





and provided an opportunity to enjoy the 
liberties for which we and our allies once 
fought. But it appears from all that I 
have read that the poor Poles have been 
deserted, and that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CHANDLER] has not yet been 
able to locate the Atlantic Charter, 
which guaranteed the four freedoms to 
all the humble, feeble nations for which 
our sons and daughters have bled and 
died upon foreign shores. 

In Parliament there was amazement as 
a result of the statement made by Mr. 
Churchill. Last evening, while readinz 
one of the local newspapers, I clipped 
from an article of three columns a sec- 
tion which I desire to bring to the at- 
tention of Members of this body. It is 
headed “Russia Justified.” That head- 
line refers to Mr. Churchill’s statement. 
I read: 

RUSSIA JUSTIFIED 

Churchill’s sweeping endorsement of Rus- 
sia’s claim to territory in eastern Poland as 
a buffer against the possibility of future Ger- 
man aggression came at the opening of a 
Commons debate on the entire Polish ques- 
tion. 

Conservative Henry Raikes immediately 
challenged the Prime Minister’s stand, assert- 
ing that the future European peace depended 
upon a freely negotiated agreement between 
the Poles and Russians 

“The Atlantic Charter has become a ghost 
that a ghost laid today,” he said 

Capt. Alan Graham, another Conservative, 
also took issue with Churchill. 

“Is it conceivable,” he asked, “‘that 5,000,000 
Poles died in order that half of their terri- 
tory should pass under an alien yoke and 
the rest be governed by a stranger?” 

National Conservative Kenneth Pickthorn 
asserted that Poland's interests were not the 
direct concern of the British Parliament 

“Our specific business is to consider the 
interests of the British Empire and the 
British people,” he said 

“The Prime Minister has said for the third 
time in the last 3 or 4 weeks that this coun- 
try had two great allies, perhaps greater 
than us,” he added. “They are not greater 
than us, but if we think they are, then they 
will be.” 

During the debate, Laborite Ivor Thomas 
commented: 

“It is melancholy to think that after more 
than 5 years of fighting, which we entered 
to defend the independence of Poland, we 
should be debating whether Poland is to be 
a state at all, for that is the issue before us. 

“The Prime Minister’s speech is composed 
of dragon's teeth. The seeds of future war 
are certainly in that speech.” 


In reference to the people of Poland, 
a few days ago I received from the Polish 
organization with headquarters in New 
York a copy of a resolution. No doubt 
every other Member of this body received 
a copy. Being in sympathy with the 
Poles, I read it. Realizing that our boys 
and girls were dying on foreign shores 
to liberate the Polish people and to as- 
sure them independence. I read that 
resolution with much interest and ap- 
preciation to the framers of the resolu- 
tion. I wish to read briefly from the 
resolution: 

That 6,000,000 Americans of Polish descent 
stand determined in defense of the cultural 
rights of Poland to her pre-war boundaries 
and territory. 

. « 7 7 * 

If this tragedy is permitted to occur, it will 
be a disgrace and an everlasting shame to the 
entire civilized world, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





9589 





"tT", 2 Tey ar ; } ~ ley 

The resolution contains this conclud- 
ing paragraph: 
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have the entire resolution printed 
in the body of the Recorp at this point 
as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
REcorD, as follows: 

Fully aware of their privilege and re- 
sponsibility to act at this crucial moment in 
world history in the interest of a just peace 
outstanding leaders in the field of culture and 
education, presidents of cultural and educa- 





rganizations, chairmen of educational 

t committees, specialists in educatio1 
f and music, meeting in the first Chicago 
Regional Conference of the Commission i 
Culture and Education of the Polish Amer- 
ican Congress at the Woman's City Club, 
410 South Michigan Avenue, on November 3 
1944, recommended tl the Polish American 
Congre adopt the following re u n with 
the request that it take action on a Nation- 


wide scale to inform our fellow Ameri 
of the following facts: 

That 6,000,000 Americans of Polish de 
stand determined in defense of the cultural 


rights of Poland to her pre-war boundarie 
and territor 

That the Polish Nation created a culture 
during the } 1,000 y« vhich | pre- 
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thousands are shedding their blood in de- 
fense of the sacred human rights of men and 
natio Are their sacrifices to be in vain 
and the principles and rights for which they 
are fighting repudiated and trampied upon? 
Many have’ elready made the supreme sacri- 
fice Because they cannot speak for them- 
S¢ it is ¢ sacred duty to speak for them; 
be 

R ved, That— 

We call upon you to join us, our fighting 
£ and Polish brethren in protest. 

We call upon you to join us in warning the 
responsible leaders of the United Nations, 
that if they dare to subject Poland, our ally, 
to the humiliation and punishment that 
should be accorded only a vanquished enemy, 
their act will be forever condemned by his- 
tory 


We cali upon you to use your influence and 
power prevent perpetration of the 
greatest crime of modern times, the unjust 
and inhuman imposition of a foreign culture 
upon a great nation, a nation that, has con- 
tributed so much to the culture and learning 


to 


the 





of western and Christian civilization—our 
own. 
CHARLES ROZMAREK, 
President, Polish American Congress. 
JANINA PALCZYNSKA, 
Chairman, Commission on Culture and 
Education, 
Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 


read quite consistently—I may say al- 
most daily—articles written for the 
Washington Daily News by William 
Philip Simms. I recognize that he is 
possessed of much good, old-time horse 
sense. He speaks the language of the 
common man, of those who are desirous 
of learning the truth. I wish to read 
merely a couple of paragraphs from an 
article which I read the other night, 
entitled “Future of Europe:” 

Even if Britain and America maintain a 
model hands-off attitude and Russia pro- 
ceeds to organize Europe to suit herself— 
which is what she is doing now—our sol- 
diers will have died and our billions will 
have been spent merely to shift world domi- 
nation from one totalitarian power to an- 
other. 


I ask unanimous consent that the en- 
tire article be printed in the Recorp at 
this point as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

FUTURE OF EUROPE 
(By William Philip Simms) 

A meeting between Secretary of State Ed- 
ward R. Stettinius, Jr., Foreign Secretary 
Anthony Eden, and Foreign Commissar Via- 
cheslav Molotov is said to be under con- 
sideration, perhaps for January. 

The purpose of the meeting would be (1) 
to come to a better understanding on the 
dangerous political situation in Europe and 
(2) prepare the way for a new conference be- 
tween Marshal Stalin, Prime Minister 
Churchill and President Roosevelt. General 
De Gaulle might make it a foursome 

It is privately admitted in diplomatic cir- 
cles here that on some such developments 
as these hangs the future of Europe and, by 
the same token, the future of post-war col- 
lective security. 

On paper, of course, a fundamental under- 
nding already exists between Russia, Brit- 
ain, and America. They and other United 
Nations are formally pledged to undertake no 
territorial changes that do not accord with 
the freely expressed wishes of the peoples 
concerned, and to respect the right of all peo- 
ples to choose the form of government under 
which they will live. 


et 





That pledge, however, 
time and time again. It is still being broken 
almost every day. Power politics is now in 
full swing in Europe and is gathering mo- 
mentum as hopes for the end of the war 
burn brighter. Russia has already obtained 
a dominant position throughout two-thirds 
of Europe and is increasing her influence 
while an alarmed Britain is seeking to pick 
up at least some of the crumbs. 

Leck of a positive American policy in all 


has been broken 


this, it is widely held, would doom every- 
thing we had been led to expect from Dum- 
barton Oaks. Certainly the American people 


are overwhelmingly opposed to participation 
in Europe's power politics, but from every 
indication they are equally emphatic against 
underwriting a peace in which they are de- 
nied a voice. 

Unless all the great powers—not just one or 
two—honor their pledges as outlined above, 
the whole collective peace proposition will 
fall to the ground. Even if Britain and 
America maintain a model hands-off attitude 
and Russia proceeds to organize Europe to 
suit herself—which is what she is doing 
now—our soldiers will have died and our 
billions will have been spent merely to shift 
world domination from one totalitarian pow- 
er to another. 

Few United Nations observers believe even 
a congressional majority, let alone a two- 
thirds vote of the Senate, would bind this 
country to send its armed forces to maintain 
an international status quo thus arrived at. 

Thus the whole post-war set-up is defi- 
nitely in the balance. Says Liston M. Oak, 
in a page 1 article in the liberal-labor organ, 
The New Leader: 

“Each of the new coalition governments 
in the liberated countries of Europe is facing 
a crisis: Poland, Greece, Belgium, Italy, 
France, Finland, Romania, Holland. Whether 
we like it or not the United States is in- 
volved. We have already intervened in some 
degree in the domestic affairs of European 
nations. We cannot escape responsibility. 
The military leaders cannot tolerate chaos 
and civil war to interfere with the job of 
defeating Germany. And after the war ends, 
it is the duty of the United Nations to guar- 
antee the free election of a democratic gov- 
ernment, not a dictatorship imposed upon 
the people by terrorism.” 

Unless Washington can prevail upon Lon- 
don and Moscow to implement the pledges 
they have already made, and to collaborate 
democratically through the European Advi- 
sory Commission and other allied machinery 
until the end of the war, post-war plans 
made at Dumbarton Oaks haven't a chance. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. In other words, Mr. 
Simms is saying that it is abundantly 
evident from what we observe at the pres- 
ent hour that we are here supinely wit- 
nessing the transfer of power in Europe 
from the dictatorship of Hitler to Russia. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. When I read in the 
newspapers that Great Britain has taken 
over France, Italy, Greece, and Belgium it 
seems that Europe is to be divided up. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I thank the Senator 
very much for his comment. 

Several days ago there was a great deal 
of criticism about Great Britain being 
engaged in a fight in Greece for the con- 
trol of the Grecian Government. It is 
said that Great Britain wishes to restore 
King George to the throne, and that the 
Communists are opposed to such restora- 
tion. It therefore follows that the fight 
which is going on in Greece is between 
Great Britain and the Communists, 
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Criticism was directed at Britain for 
her endeavor to take control of Gr 
Criticism likewise has been directed to 
and against Mr. Churchill for interferine 
in Italian matters and endeavoring to 
control the Italian Government. But I 
cannot understand why we should crit- 
icize Mr. Churchill for interfering in { 
affairs of Greece and Italy and try 
to take over those countries for his own 
expire, while on the other hand no ecrit- 
icism whatsoever has been dir i 
against another one of our allies, Mr. 
Stalin, for taking over Latvia, Lithu 
Estonia, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Bul- 
garia, and Rumania. I have observed 
from the conduct of the press that criti- 
cisms have been directed toward one of 
our allies—the Russians—for not giving 
the Germans the knock-out blow on t! 
western front. The articles have alleged 
that our ally, Russia, was too busily en- 
gaged in subjecting the people of Latvia, 
Estonia, Lithuania, Poland, Czechoslo- 
vakia, Bulgaria, Rumania, and Yugosla- 
via. It is also said in behalf of our ally 
that she is merely desirous of fortifying 
herself in Poland by proceeding to a cer- 
tain line, and that is all. But at 
same time we find that we are getting 
back, according to the columnists and ac- 
cording to many of the editorial writers, 
to the same old question in power politics, 
“Who is going to control Europe?” My 
answer is that I am inclined to believe 
that at the end of this war Mr. Stalin 
will control all of Europe. 

The revolution which occurred 
Spain in 1936 and 1937, and again 
1938, was a fight between the Fascists 
and the Communists. It is true that 
Italy and Germany tried out their weap- 
ons of war by going to the aid of Franco. 
That was a struggle to the death. The 
same revolution which was fought be- 
tween the Communists and those who 
are lined up with Franco has already 
begun again. We read that from 10,000 
to 40,000 persons interested in putting 
Franco out are on the border line, in the 
south of France and at the north of 
Spain, where the two countries are sep- 
arated by the Pyrenees Mountains. It 
is already related in the columns of the 
press that fights have occurred in 
Spain—fights which are the beginning 
of the revolution which will grow into 
flame. We know that prior to the be- 
ginning of this war on September 3, 

1939, France was largely controlled by 
the Communists. We know of the tre- 
mendous demonstrations which have re- 
cently occurred. We all know of the visit 
of General de Gaulle to Moscow, to pay 
honor, homage, and respect to Mr. Stalin. 
We know there has been trouble in Hol- 
land and in Belgium. I venture the as- 
sertion that when this war has ended, it 
will not be a question of the power poli- 
tics of Mr. Churchill. It will be a ques- 
tion of Mr. Stalin’s continuing his rule 
and extending his rule over all of Europe. 

It is sad, when we think and ponder 
upon the fact, that while America’s sons 
and daughters are dying on all the battle 
fields of the world, our Allies are in dis- 
agreement in regard to certain rules in 
certain countries, at a time when, of all 
times, there should be unity, with the sole 
and purposeful objective of bringing vic- 
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rv in this war to the United Nations— 
tory in Europe and victory in the Ori- 
That is what the fathers and moth- 

ff the men and women in uniform 
rywhere want. They do not want 
kering between the Allies; they do not 
nt bickering anywhere. They want 
se wars to end now, in order that 
heir dear ones may be returned to the 

rms an dembraces of those at home. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a 

y interesting article appearing in the 
lumn entitled “This Changing World” 
itten by Mr. Constantine Brown. The 
lumn is one which many Senators have 
ad, because I recall numerous occa- 
ns when Senators have requested 
nanimous consent to have articles by 
Brown printed in the Recorp. In 

e one which I now hold in my hand 
Mr. Brown mentions some of the con- 

rences between leaders of the United 
Nations, and he discusses very intelli- 

ntly and most interestingly the pres- 

nt situation. I ask unanimous consent 
at the article be printed at this point 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 

ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
follows: 
THIS CHANGING WORLD 
(By Constantine Brown) 

In the absence of a political understanding 

ng the big three the American and Brit- 

h Governments may have to revert to the 
Atlantic Charter as the basis for their post- 
policies, 
1e Charter was the embodiment of the 

ews of the two remaining great world de- 

cracies and fell into oblivion shortly after 
the Tehran Conference because of Moscow's 
terpretation of that instrument of peace. 
interpretation given to the Charter by 
» U. &. S. R. Government, according to the 
who have been informed of the Russian 
> is that Ambassador Maxim Litvinov 
ed it in the name of his government on 
nuary 1, 1942, in the belief that it would 
be retroactive. 

The Russian Government accepted that 

cument with the unspoken understanding 
that territorial changes which had occurred 

rior to the date of the signature would not 
iffected by the charter. This meant that 
those portions of Finland, Poland, the 
Baltic states, Bessarabia, and Bukovina which 
1d been incorporated into the Soviet Union 
fore January, 1942, would not be affected 
iny way by Russia putting her stamp of 
ipproval to the document. 

Under these conditions the American and 

British Governments, which were anxious not 
to eross the Soviet wishes, preferred to place 
the Atlantic Charter among many other obso- 
lete documents such as the Kellogg-Briand 
Pact. 
Since the conclusion of the Moscow and 
Tehran agreements no high-ranking Ameri- 
can or British policy framer has mentioned 
that document which in the past was being 
held before the world public opinion as the 
essence of the democratic principles against 
those of theconquest-bent totalitarians. The 
fact that Russia had signed it without reser- 
vation served to calm the qualms of many 
people in this country and in Great Britain 
Who were still inclined to judge the Soviet 
by its policies between 1939 and 1941 when 
Stalin had joined Hitler in dividing the east- 
ern portions of Europe. 

The dramatic developments in the last few 
weeks in every liberated European country, 
and particularly in Greece and Italy, com- 
pelled the American and British policy fram- 
ers to give some thought to the Charter. It 
is obvious that the western members of the 
United Nations begin to feel the lack of a 
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constructive policy 
organized Nazi resist 
brought forcefully before 
the incidents between the 
Great Britain over Greece and Italy. Pre- 
vious less spectacular incidents between 
ritain and Russia when Moscow manipu- 
lated to overthrow the government of Iran 
because of its willingness to discuss oil con- 
cessions with London also have contributed 
to the Western Powers’ desire to have some 
concrete basis for their foreign policies. 

It is fully realized in Washington and in 
London that mere words and statements that 
everything will henceforth be for the best 
are not sufficient As the liberation of 
Europe from the Nazi yoke is proceeding at a 
greater pace, the great political game for 
power policy is also increasing. The arrange- 
ments reached at Tehran dividing Europe 
into two zones of influence are also threat- 
ened. They lack the moral foundation of 
justice and it is obvious that while bayonets 
may keep the liberated people down for some 
time, this cannot be continued indefinitely 

The troubles in the liberated countries in 
western and eastern Europe are Only be- 
ginning. A mixture of many ideologies to- 
gether with unbelievable physical hardships 
is playing havoc with our plans to restore 
at least a relative peace on that continent 
All those who have returned from recently 
liberated countries are unanimous in their 
summary that organized war between the 
Allies and the Germans is being replaced by 
civil wars in every European state. 

This applies to France, Belgium, and all 
the other liberated countries as far as the 
borders of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re- 
publics. The people are exhausted after 5 
years of hardships but they are also driven 
to despair. The nations which are playing 
power politics are encouraging these desper- 
ate peoples and are helping them with arms 
and ammunition in order to gain their po- 
litical objectives. 

The prospects of a real peace after the 
German defeat are becoming every day more 
questionable and the policy framers in Wash- 
ington are becoming aware that unless some- 
thing is done in the near future to improve 
conditions and induce our major allies to 
revert to a reasonable policy, as provided in 
the charter, this war may have been fought 
in vain. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 
shall conclude by requesting unanimous 
consent to have printed at this point in 
the Recorp an editorial entitled “Are We 
Scared?” which appeared in the Daily 
Mirror, of New York, N. Y., on December 
12, 1944. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, 
as follows: 


[From the New York Daily Mirror for 
Dec. 12, 1944] 
ARE WE SCARED? 

Why do the United States and England 
make fish of Italy and Greece and fowl of 
Soviet Russia? 

Secretary of State Stettinius’ statement of 
December 4, directed mainly at the Churchill 
government, says that “the composition of 
the Italian Government is purely an Italian 
affair,” and that the United States “expects 
the Italians to work out their problems of 
government along democratic lines without 
influence from outside.” 

He further says that “this policy would 
apply to an even more pronounced degree 
with regard to governments of the United 
Nations in their liberated territories.” 

These statements record the State Depart- 
ment’s dissent from Churchill's antagonism 
to the ascension to power of Count Sforza in 
Italy and his indorsement of the monarchist 
regime in Greece. 
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does not allow the countrie 
annexes to work out their pr 
z democratic lines? 
In 1939, after the infamous Stalin-Hitle: 
deal which precipitated this war, did Soviet 





Russia allow the Baltic states and Poland t 
work out their problems by demo 
processes? 

one did not 

She treated these nations precisely 
Hitler treats conquered nations—play the 





game our way—or else— 

Why, then, does our State Department slap 
Churchill in the face because he is interfer- 
ing with Italian, Belgian, and Greek affair 
and not slap Stalin in the face for doing the 






same thing—only on a more colossal and 
dangerous scale? 

If we have the courage to dictate to one of 
our allies, England, why have we not the 
courage to dictate to another one of ow 
allies, Soviet Russia? 

And while we are on this important sub- 
ject let us ask Mr. Churchill a pointed ques 
tion: 

Why does he condemn the Communist 
movement in Greece and Italy, while sup- 
porting it in Yugoslavia and Poland? 

All of which apparently boils down to thi 

Soviet Russia can do as she pleases 

She can violate all agreements and char- 
ters and the comity of allies 

She can destroy democratic processe 
whenever she sees fit 

What secret power has made this Kremli: 
oligarchy exempt from criticism? 

Is it fear or the sinister working of the 
worldwide Communist revolution—aimed 
mainly at the United States? 

Exursir A 
WARNING IN ADVANCE 
(By Thomas L. Stokes) 

It’s probably a healthy thing that tl 
American people got a dose of disillusion at 
this stage of the war about the possibilitie 
of political adjustments in Europe, instead 
of waking up some morning, as after the 
last war, to find too many deeds done secret) 
and irrevocably 

For that previous disillusionment, after the 
act, contributed to the wave of isolationism 
which followed World War No. 1 made the 
American people susceptible to propaganda 
A warning in advance now, with the publicity 
that attends it, opens the way to soluti 
that may be more in accord with Ameri 
principles and may help to avert the reb 
of large-scale isolationism 

This is in reference to the way the British 
Government, through Prime Minister Church- 
ill, threw its weight around—in Belgium, in 
Italy, in Greece—to impose its preferences 
as to who should control governments there, 
and the prompt and public way in whicl ir 
Government, through Secretary of State Ste*- 
tinius, called attention to what was 
on, and expressed our disapproval of it 

Some very interesting and salutary devel- 
opments have occurred 

Secretary Stettinius 
the traditional pol 
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a style of publicity under v there n 

be an approach to Wood: W n’s pr : 
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It puts the 
the 


people of this country and of 


world on notice in advance of the next 
meeting of the Big Three—President Roose- 
velt, Prime Minister Churchill, and Marshal 


< 


Stalin—in which the political adjustments of 





Europe will be a chief concern, and it arms 
the President with the public opinion that 
was promptly aroused 

If the President is not satisfied with the 
resul he can appeal to world cpinion, since 
the e has been drawn ahead of time. His 
purpose begins to shine through develop- 
ments of the last few days 

Another very salutary result of these de- 
velopments, too, was the quick response of 
the British people, through their Parliament, 
to call their government to account, so that 
Mr. Churchill had to explain himself. And 
explain himself he did, in his usual effectiv 
fashion. Leading British newspapers joined 
in the hue and cry 

What we are seeing is the opening of the big 
battle between the right and left for the con- 


trol of post-war Europe. The Continent may 
be expected to be in a constant state of up- 
heaval There will be no quick and easy 
solutions, because of what is at stake. There's 
Great Britain on the one side and Russia on 
the other, with the United States as a sort 
of arbiter or umpire trying to establish some 
middle liberal course, and being in the dif- 


ficult position of the harassed liberal who is 
caught in the crossfire from each side 
Mr. Churchill’s position is thoroughly un- 


derstandable. He's looking out for the Em- 
pire in the good old-fashioned way, intruding 
in I.zly and Greece to protect the Mediter- 
ranean line. He never intended to stand by 
and see the liquidation of the British Empire 
and he is restating this now in action. 

His excuse is the necessary “restoring of 
order,” which was one that was familiar in 
cur diplomacy back in the twenties, in vari- 
ous interventions in the Caribbean area and 
in Central America for the benefit of certain 
American interests, business and otherwise 
Our term for it was “dollar diplomacy,” which 
was quite frank. 

Mr. Churchill is getting off to a head start. 
All this raises the question as to whether 
Great Britain—and Russia, too, for that 
matter-——are to proceed independently in the 
cld, familiar pattern of what is commonly 
known as “power politics,” or whether they 
are to be brought effectively within the orbit 
of the world peace organization envisioned in 
the Dumbarton Oaks preliminaries and there 
work out adjustments that will save as much 
for everybody as possible, but with considera- 
tion for everybody. 

The present situation suggests that it is 
imperative for the Big Three to get together 
and work out some common program for 
Europe, which up to now is sadly lacking, 
and to get the world organization under way 
before the situation is frozen beyond repair 
and the American people begin to lose hope. 


THE PRODUCTION PROBLEM 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, the Spe- 

ial Committee on National Defense is 
now in the midst of hearings on man- 
power. Ve interrupted our study of 
surpluses because of the increasing evi- 
cence through the last few months that 
war production was falling behind the 
requirements of the military. We have 
not discontinued our work on surpluses. 
In fact, the contrary is true. 

But, at this moment, the committee 
has determined to make some formal 
comment on the production problem. 
We desire to emphasize the immediate 
production needs of the Nation, which 
every American should fully understand, 
to the end that each can do his full 
patriotic duty. 





By far our most pressing immediate 
objective is to obtain greater war pro- 
duction of certain critical items. The 
committee feels it to be its duty to 
advise the Congress and the people im- 
mediately that reports which have 
reached it from the Army, the War Pro- 
cuction Board, the War Manpower Com- 
mission, and others, indicate that the 
tremendous power of American produc- 
tion must be brought to bear at once in 
elimipating these shortages. 

The victory of our armies in the field 
depends on their receipt of munitions in 
overwhelming amounts. This is the 
principle on which America has fought 
this war. It has saved thousands of 
\merican lives. 

There has been a misconception of the 
problem. Insufficient production in the 
United States has not up to this time 
been the cause of shortage of weapons 
and ammunition at the front. Any 
shortage has been due, up to now, solely 
to transvortation problems overseas. 

Unfortunately, certain news stories 
concerning actual shortages of ammuni- 
tion in the hands of our fighting men 
have carried the implication thgt the 
lack of cartridges and ammunition at the 
front was due to some failure of pro- 
duction at home. These implications, 
we are assured, were not intended, and 
they are not well founded. To date, the 
problem has been one of transporting 
supplies from shipboard and from the 
Normandy beaches. 

When our armies reached the borders 
of Germany, it was not only necessary to 
regroup troops, but to build adequate re- 
serves of suvplies for today’s battles. 
Now, General Eisenhower’s armies are 
using some of these reserves faster than 
new supplies are being shipped from 
home. You must note that I say 
“some,” rather than all reserves. Itisa 
cuestion of increased production. The 
Nation, its manufacturérs, its workers, 
must decide whether they can step up 
production of these critical items so that 
General Eisenhower and his men can 
continue to use them as fast as they need 
to in order to win. 

The tempo of the war has speeded up. 
More men have come into combat. De- 
mands for our productive capacity are 
becoming greater and greater. 

We must assume that the demands for 
increased production are predicated on a 
military decision to continue to use ma- 
terial at the same or an increased tempo 
in future months. 

Not all war production is behind sched- 
ule, but a large proportion—27 percent of 
the Army’s supply program, consisting 
for the most part of critical items ur- 
gently mneeded—is behind = schedule. 
Most prominent of those behind schedule 
are heavy artillery ammunition, certein 
types of aircraft, heavy trucks, heavy ar- 
tillery, cotton duck, and large size heavy- 
duty tires. 

Of the 27 percent that are behind 
schedule, 40 percent are behind because 
of program step-ups. That means that 
40 percent of the trouble is due to in- 
creased war needs requiring procurement 
programs to be increased. Twenty-six 
percent of the critical programs are at- 
tributable to changes in design for the 
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purpose of making the latest and most 
modern equipment available for the men 
at the front. Those soldiers are entitleq 
to the best and must have it. We w 
no American soldier to die or be wound. 
ed because his equipment is in any 
inferior to that of the enemy. Quit 
contrary, we can save American liy y 
having superior equipment. Twelve per- 
cent of the critical programs can b ‘ 
tributed to a need for increased facilj- 
ties and 22 percent of the critcal pro- 
gram is behind schedule because of | 
shortages. We must bear in mind t 
the critical programs constitute only 27 
percent of the whole war production p‘c- 
ture, but that victory might well turn on 
the successful completion of these pro- 
grams. 

We ere assured that everything is b>- 
ing done that can be done to keep ce- 
sign changes to a minimum, to avoid un- 
necessary fluctuation in product 
schedules, and to have facilities avail 
when needed. The committee is ¢ - 
fully studying these aspects of the pro- 
duction program. What remains tc 
done is to find the labor to man the ma- 
chines. 

The committee has been advised t} 
there are 1,300,090 less people engaged in 
war production in this country than a 
year ego. As these people left war pro- 
duction, it declined each month between 
November 1943 and August 1944. Since 
August, there has been an up-turn,. 
Most recently, in November, there was 
increase which the Acting Chairman of 
the War Prcduction Board called, “tre- 
mendous.” But, he added that even 
more production is needed. The task is 
still before us. War production requires 
workers in critical spots. Now, more will 
be needed next month, and still more in 
the month after that. 

Your committee feels that it is its du‘ 
to call to the attention of the Cons ; 
and the people the urgency for the im- 
mediate return of workers to war Jobs. 
This mu it be done now. For the prescni, 
one thing must be stressed. Those 
charged with war production have said 
that workers are needed. Hundreds of 
thousands of soldiers who are facing the 
rigors of winter in France and Germany 
are entitled to the unquestioned help of 
those who are comfortable at home, 
Those who desire to seek jobs which they 
think may have a post-war future must 
pause to consider the men in the fox- 
holes, who may have no future at all. 

The armed forces, the War Production 
Board, and the War Manpower Commis- 
sion have assured our committee that 
they are taking and will take strenuous 
steps to cooperate with labor to the end 
of showing them what the jobs are, and 
of letting the people know how they 
may fill them. In some critical areas ci- 
vilian production will have to be reduccd, 
Materials may not be available for te 
manufacture of some civilian items. In 
areas where manpower is short, sp 
authorizations for the resumption of 
civilian production will have to be lim- 
ited. This is a perfectly normal step. In 
fact, our committee recommended it in 
March of this year in its annual report. 
At that time, in urging a spot-authoriza- 
tion program, the committee cautioned 
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the program should be limited to 
rials which are not needed for war 
n and to areas where man- 
t critical. 
Organized labor and industry have 
iged their support. Your committee 
s confidence that America will re- 
nd, and that the war will be fought 
yrously on the home front as it is be- 
x fought in all parts of the world over- 
is. We have the assurance of those 
sponsible for war production that they 
ll not hesitate to come to Congress for 
iditional legislative powers, should the 
ent effort fail. but the effort must 
not fail, because any lag in war produc- 
n today may mean that in the future 
ir armies will lack the weapons for the 
ittles which they must fight. 
American labor and industry have 
oved their will and their ability to 
oduce miracles. They will do the job 
iin. It will be necessary only to tell 
them clearly what must be done. 
The committee is steadily watching 
war production and the manpower 
We shall continue to be alert 
any changes which might imperil 
American striking power. We promise 
Senate that we shall report such 
unges promptly. 
SURPLUS PROPERTY BOARD—ROBERT A. 
HURLEY 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
‘ the nomination of Robert A. Hurley to 
a member of the Surplus Property 

E rd. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, 

en the senior Senator from Vermont 

Mr. AUSTIN] was speaking earlier in the 
day concerning the nominations which 

before the Senate for confirmation, I 

isked certain questions and indicated 

at I would try to obtain for the Recorp 
certain data. 

I state for the Recorp that in the Oc- 
tober 1943 issue of Fortune magazine, 
on page 147 and subsequent pages, the 
following information is contained: 

Henry J. Kaiser Co., the parent com- 
pany, is the owner of Kaiser Co., Inc., 
and Kaiser Cargo, Inc. Kaiser Co., Inc., 
is the operator and owner of an interest, 
at least, in Fontana Steel Co., and Fleet- 
wing Co., which manufactures in the 
State of Pennsylvania. Kaiser Cargo, 
Inc., is the operator of Richmond No. 3 
Shipyards, Richmond No. 4 Shipyards, 
Swan Island Shipyards, and Vancouver 
Shipyards. 

We also find that Kaiser Co., Inc., is 
the owner with Henry J. Kaiser Co. of a 
50 percent interest in Consolidated 
Builders, Columbia Construction Co., 
Permanente Cement Co., Permanente 
Metals Corporation, and Evansville Ship- 
yards. Henry J. Kaiser Co. is also part 
owner of Richmond No. 3 Shipyards, 
Richmond No. 4 Shipyards, Swan Island 
Shipyards, Vancouver Shipyards, and 
Fleetwing. 

From the records of the Navy Depart- 
ment I have ascertained that Kaiser Co., 
Inc., operates the Fontana Steel Mills, 
Richmond No. 3 Shipyards in California, 
Vancouver Shipyards, a shipyards owned 
by the Government but operated by Kai- 
set Co., Inc.; and Swan Island Shipyards 
at Portland, Oreg. 
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I have also fou d that Henry J. Kai- 
ser Co. is the stock holding com} \ 
the Permanente Metals Corporation, Kai- 
ser Co., Inc., Permanente Cement Co., and 





Pet ite Steamship C d | 
one-half interes in Kaiser C C ( 
Brist« l, P I » ¢ S 1 one- 
interest in the Mo -Knu C 

The Permanente C f I 





Kaiser Co., Columbis nstruction Co., 
Inc., Utah Construction Co., Shay Co 


Pacific Bridge Co., and the Edward Heile1 


Part owners are W. A. Bechtel C 
and Bechtel, Parson & McComb 
Bechtel, Parson & McComb is a gen- 
eral construction company, and it owns 


stock in all the Kaiser companies except 
the Permanente Steamship Co. and the 
Permanente Cement Co. 

Bechtel, Price, Callal 
pany which perforn 
project, and it is own 
of W. H. Bechtel 
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it, I suggest the ab 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI! 
rk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the 
following Senators answered to their 


names. 








Aiken Guffey O’Mat 

A 1 Gurne oO 

galley H I 

Bankhead Hatch R te 
Bilbo H $ R 

Brewster riay i R b 
Brooks F I 

Bushfieid 1 a I n 
Bi r J R 

Byrd J n, € sh l 
Capper ‘ n, ¢ Sm 
Caraway La Folie Stewart 
Chandle L r Taf 

Chavez Lu Thomas, I 
C!ark, Idaho M n Thon Okla 
Clark, Mo } ellan Ton Utah 
Connally McE nd Truman 
Cord McKellar V erg 
Danaher M n W 1 
Davis M € We 5 
Downey Ma ink Wh er 
E! lender Mead wi 
Ferguson Millikin White 
George Murdock W 

Gerry Murray Willis 
Gillette N} Wi i 


Gres n O'Daniel 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty 
Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, the 
nominee before the Senate is a form 
Governor of my State. Members of his 
family have been listed in Connecticut 
for generations. 

I do not know whether or not Gov- 
ernor Hurley, if confirmed—and I an- 
ticipate his confirmation—will measure 
up to the high expectations of the Mem- 
bers of the Senate in the disposition of 
surplus war materials and property. I 
could not honestly say that I would be 
certain of any man in that post right 
now. Much has been said of the need 
for experience. I do not suppose the 
man lives who in all his lifetime, ¢x- 
cepting with great help, has ever under- 
taken to dispose of more than a hun- 
dred billion dollars worth of property. 

I shall be brief, Mr. President, because 
the hour is late, and because almost ev- 
erything that could be said has beea 
said, 
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Washington. and I say to Senate 
in all sincerity that in my jud ent, if 
Mr. Hurley had sought pe » come 
and testify in his behaif he c 1 brin 
them in very eat numb 
An x th wl fied f him ¥ 
a former vice presider d an offi l 
more than a qu: I cent t 
tl A 1 Insuran Co., in Hart 
ir. Willia m L. Moo Mr. M 
was very high in his praise « 


tioning of Mr. Mooney, the chairm 
the committee, the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. REYNOLDS], asked the fol- 


Int ne miloct »° 
lowing question: 


Kn ng t x 1 
opini he i iff 
peri ed e ) 
of the B , 

Mr. Mooney. Id - 


And I say in parenthess Mr. P1 
dent, that I associate my) I i 
observation— 


could well ha e : 1 of $1 - 
if ( ) x ; , } . 
000,000,000 worth of surplus property, but I 
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That in itself is a most unusual expres- 
con nce. Among those who 
} ritten or wired to me in behalf of 
Governor Hurley are leading newspaper- 
! 1 of the State of Connecticut and 
yme of 5 eg tanding indus- 

trial 
Ir. President, during the course of the 
hearin before the Committee on Mili- 
{ Af 1d during the course of 
the Senate discussion, insofar as I Know, 
I a sir word or question has been 
roised as to the character or the integrity 
of the man. The witnesses coming to 
t fy before the committee expressed 
confidence in his character and his in- 
togrity, and on occasion they gave praise 
to his record. And as I understand the 
hearings and the debate, the questions 
about Governor Hurley are as to whether 


or not he has had the experience and 
sufficient intellectual capacity to do the 


om And emphasis, I thought was 
placed upon the fact that he is a de- 
fe: i ted candidete for public office. Such 
men are in certain instances called 


‘lame ducks.” 

Reference is made to a surplus of poli- 
ticians, and fearful that that may be a 
stigma, let me remind my colleagues in 
the Senate of the fact that we have time 
end time again, the Members who are 
here now, voted to place in high office 
former Members who had fallen into the 
“lame duck” category. I was never im- 
pressed with that argument, Mr. Presi- 
cent. I do not vote on a political basis 
in wartime or peacetime, and my espe- 
cial concern now is that a resident of my 


State be given fair play, and that the 
Members of the Senate be fully informed 
as to the record. 

It is a good thing for us, Mr. Presi- 
cent, that we here in the Senate who 
have such a chronic appreciation of our 
own talents have not followed a diferent 


practice, that we have not really, 
in the excitement of debate, 
attention to the “lame 
and the “lame duck” 
had, Mr. ee 
have on so ma 

great loss. I shall 


except 
paid much 
duck” charges 
arguments. If we 
this country would 
occasions suffered a 
not take the time 
of the Senate to remind the Members 
of those “lame ducks” who were ap- 
pointed to high places. But I do re- 
member a few. Senator Poindexter, 
who suffered defeat, was called back to 
governmental service in the diplomatic 
branch of our Government. 


I remember that Senator Townsend, 


from the State of Michigan, was called 
back to serve his Government, and that 
Frank B. Kellogg, of Minnesota, returned 


Ambassador to Great Britain. 
will remember some of their 
colleagues of another year—Senator 
Lenroot, of Wisconsin; Senator Fred H. 
Brown, of New Hampshire; Senator Min- 
ton, of Indiana: Senator Ashurst, of Ari- 
ona; Senator Prentiss Brown, of Michi- 
gan, and Senator Clyde Herring, of Iowa, 
all of whom were with us only a little 
whil2 ago. Ever so many more distin- 
fuished names might be added to the list 


to serve a 


Senators 


if we had the time, 
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I am sure that every Senator will re- 
member that the distinguished father of 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
| Mr. WEEKS] returned to give his Nation 
distinguished public service in the Presi- 
dent’s Cabinet. They will remember the 
return of another Senator, Harry New, 
to the Cabinet as Postmaster General. 
I am sure that no Senator will forget 
that John Quincy Adams, of Massachu- 
setts, returned to the Congress after 
having been defeated for reelection as 
President of the United States. Who will 
forget James G. Blaine and his return? 
Senators on this side of the aisle will not 
better remember than those on the other 
side of the aisle that William Jennings 
Bryan rendered great service to his coun- 
try after having been defeated three 
times for the Presidency of the United 
States. Perhaps the memory will be bet- 
ter on the other side of the aisle as I 
recall the return of Joseph Cannon to 
the House of Representatives after de- 
feats. Grover Cleveland was a “lame 
duck,” and Rutherford B. Hayes felt the 
sting of defeat. Every Senator present 
will recall the several returns to gov- 
ernmental service of Heury Clay. 

If the people of this country had 
raised a barrier against so-called lame 
ducks, Franklin D. Roosevelt would have 
been ineligible for the Presidency of the 
United States, and if the people of Eng- 
land had raised such a barrier the world 
would have been denied the war leader- 
ship of Winston Churchill, who suffered 
defeat on several occasions. 

If I were to call the entire roll, I be- 
lieve I could name one distinguished 
man—and in some instances many dis- 
tinguished men—from every State in the 
Union who came back after having been 
rejected by the people at the polls. My 
own Stat is proud of the fact that the 
great father of the distinguished senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr.. Tart], after 
having been repected at the polls in 
1912, was recalled from Connecticut to 
become Chief Justice of the United 
States. 

Mr. President, I wanted to lay that 
ghost. I wanted to be sure that there 
was not a single chance of any Senator 
being misled or misguided with respect 
to the “lame duck” charge. 

I am sure that the neighboring State 
of New York is proud that, in spite of 
the fact that Charles Evans Hughes lost 
the Presidency in 1916, he came to the 
Supreme Court to reflect great credit 
upon himself, the State of New York, 


and the United States by his great 
service. 
It is an almost endless chain. I might 


go on for hours reciting the names of 
great Americans who, because they were 
candidates at the wrong time, or at the 
wrong place, seem temporarily to have 
been rejected by heart and mind, as 
well as by the ballots of the people. So 
that reason is not a good one. 

Who is to say that any conscientious 
American of reasonable talents cannot 
handle this job? I do not know. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr, MALONEY. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not a fact that the 
most beloved President of them all—— 
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r, MALONEY. I was coming to hi 
ene Se nator has in mind the Gr 
| Emancipator, of course. 

Who is to say what man can or can- 
not do this job? There are some con. 
scientious and able Senators who fir: 
believe—and please believe that Ih 
some understanding of the importa 
of the office and of the magnitude of t} 
task—that we should not place any « 
these surplus products on the market 
this time. I do not necessarily ag 
with that view. Now might well be t 
time—and I have not discussed this mat- 
ter with Mr. Hurley—to dispose of son 
of these things, when they are so sor: 
needed and when the funds to pay { 
them are available, rather than to dé 
the distribution of necessary goods unt 
the people are without funds. In 
period of even mild depression, peop! 
might not have the money to pay fi 
them. 

I remind my colleagues of the experi- 
ence in the last war. Let them, and iet 
the American people, not be misled int 
the belief that we are going to get back 
a large portion of the money which these 
materials cost. If we are, some of them 
must be sold now, when the money is 
available. 

Mr. President, I discussed this whole 
matter at some length with Mr. Hurley. 
I should be less than frank with him and 
my colleagues, and less than fair to my- 
self, if I did not spend some time, after 
his nomination was submitted, in at- 
tempting to ascertain his views and his 
plans. I spent hours questioning him 
He told me that he shared my view that 
every transaction should be exposed to 
public view. He shares the feeling which 
I have—because he told me so—that 
there should not be one iota of political 
favoritism. 

I told him that I was disappointed that 
the law did not specifically provide for a 
bipartisan board. I told him that were 
I nominated in his place, and confirmed, 
I would endeavor to have the Congress 
write into the law a provision that every 
single transaction should be made public. 
I told him that in the disposition of these 
properties he could not under any Cir- 
cumstances yield to any partisan desire 
of those uptown or downtown and he told 
me that he shared that view. 

Because I am so much concerned, I 
believe I have gone as deeply into this 
matter as a man could. Mr. Hurley was 
not my candidate; but because he has 

been nominated, and because I expect 
that his nomination will be confirmed 
he is of a little more concern to me than 
to other Senators, because he comes fr 
my State, and because I now speak in 
his interest. I have told him that he 
will have no more harsh or interested 
critic than I am; and let me assure my 
colleagues that he convinced me of his 
conscientiousness and determination to 
endeavor to do a good job. 

If I, a resident of his State, failed to 
speak here, my colleagues would assume 
and the interested people of the country 
would assume that it was a condemna- 
tion of the man. Because he is entitled 
to have me say what I have said, as are 
my colleagues, and because the Members 
of the Senate are entitled to know as 
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CON 


= , brnatt a — . > : 
5s they can kn LOW ¥ abo ut the candi- 








this high of , I have taken up 
mut 1 of the asa of the Senate at 
d { 
- I be no politics tility 
matter. If the nominees were 
ns and in my judgment worth 
uld receive my votes. 


ze there is a lack of 


t the candic 


enthusiasm 
lates presented 
To a degree I share 
regardless of party, I 


nost all 
in recent days. 
feeling. But, 


never fail to give my support to t! 
iation of a candidate unless I have 
reason therefor. We deal with the 
rof men. We deal with the rec- 
f men’s capacity. Unk ss Iam con- 
i that a nominee’s character and 
ty are not | what they should be, I 


1 be among those who will cast a yea 

I have said, I attended the hearings 
In my judgment, there was no develop- 
ent there of anything which was wrong. 
e already great admiration I had for 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. AUSTIN] was magnified by 
the manner in which he pressed every 
s and by the energy with which he 
1S followed the entire proceedings. 


PTy 





Wi1trie 


So, Mr. President, I say to my col- 
| s that for the reasons I have stated 
I will vot > to confirm Governor Hurley. I 
! io not believe a single Senator will cast 


and I do not be- 
a vote Mr. 
lurley because he is a so-called lame 
k. To my mind, the greatest of all 
Cucks was Abraham Lincoln, who 

» back after defeat to lead our coun- 


y vote on a party basis, 
el there will be 


against 





{ n one of its very dark periods. 
” Mr. President, I shall not take more 
: t Iam grateful to my colleagues for 
Cal » patience they have extended to me. 
| r. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I sug- 
ot the absence of a qucrum. 
i The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ab- 
. sence of a quorum having been suggested, 
1e¢ ; 24 
the clerk will call the roll. 
t ~ ~ . 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
ery Sea oe 
‘ t lowing Senators answered to their 
{ 
1 t m ° 
ie t 
n Green Murray 
Cir- tin . y Nve E 
Sll y O'Mahoney 
LO] j a8il 
Brewster Hatch 
I ks Hawkes 
a 3 I nfield Hayden 
thi I r Hill 
was By Jenner 
Ca r Johnson, Calif. 
has Caraway Johnson, Colo 
pect Cl iler La Follette 
— ( t Langer 
te Cle Mo. Lucas 
nan ( lly McCarran 
rom i McC ellan 
. in I er McFarland 
ties McKellar 
, Magnuson 
sted ider Maloney 


my 
his 
1 to 





rsy) 
ilikin 


Murdock 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy 
Senators have answered to their names. 


I 

I 

I 

Fer 

George Mead 
Gerry 

C 


iillette 


d to 


—_ A quorum is present. 

cee Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, in the 
tled few remarks which it is my purpose to 
: ore make I would divorce myself at the out- 


set from any thought of partisanship, to 
the end that my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle may realize that on that ac- 
count there is no position which I am 


bers 
vy as 
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about to take wh vould be in deroga- 

tion of that mentioned by my colle ue 
S November 7 I ! perso! 

I 1 if n taki pal f r 

with ref ice to natior I So f 

as the matter of sen: ly 

and it re in appointive } I 

be involve in the m r before t 

Senate, it has seemed to me that an ex- 

pression is called for on my part, par- 

ticulariy since the nominee comes from 


my State 
When 

hi 

hims¢ 


the President 
if with advis 


is surrour 


ers of his own choos- 


ing, it seems to me that he is entitled to 
very wide latitude in the selections he 


makes. When, however, we, in the exer- 
cise of our part in the appointing power 
are asked to advise and consent to the 
nomination of one who is to be admin- 
istrator or executor of a law which Con- 
gress has passed, a very different situa- 
tion arises. We are charged primarily, 
it has seemed to me, with inquiry into 
the capacity of the individual to fill the 
post to which he has been nominated. It 
is in that attitude that I approach the 
pending question. 

Surely the record of the past 6 years 
will indicate that time and time again I 
have supported the President in the ex- 
ercise of his 


personal choice of ap- 
pointees. In this instance, however, we 
do not have that situation. On the con- 
trary, we ere called upon to weigh the 


question of whether or not we shall ad- 
vise and consent to the nomination of the 
man who is to execute one of the most 
far-reaching pieces of legislation ever 
enacted by the Congress. Its import can 
scarcely magnified to coincide with 
our own appreciation of its ultimate im- 
pact. It will be a tremendous task 

Nothing has been said on this floor by 
the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Austin] in his very able pr esenta- 
tion, or by any of the other Senato 
who have spoken in opposition to ‘the 
nominee, which could even remotely ap- 
proximate what the members of the 
nominee’s own party said o* him in the 
nominating convention held in Connecti- 
cut last summer. Therefore, so far as 
any partisanship is concerned, I can as- 
sure the Senator from Vermont that the 
record in the State of Connecticut speaks 
for itself in that respect. 

Actually, the situation devolves to the 
appraisal made by the candidate him- 
self when he was before the committee. 

read from page 174 of part 2 of the 
hearings: 

I am very frank to state to y 
my experience did not 
of any such quant 


tities of property. 

Of course, he is referring to $100,000,- 
000 worth of surplus property. No man, 
Mr. President, has had any such experi- 
ence. He points out further his under- 
standing that the board will be required 
“to write regulations from time to time, 
so that the disposal agencies will be di- 
rected by the board as to whom to dis- 
pose to, and I believe that those direc- 
tions will have to be changed as experi- 
ence dictates, as we learn more about it.” 

Mr. President, I end the quotation 
there simply to comment that nothing in 
the nominee’s record indicates any qual- 
ification whatever to write any regula- 


he 
MWC 


encompass disposal 





t 

vhen d 

It 1 ' 

Mr. Pre if t | ) i 
J 7 

re l need no 
t itse s 
( lt to ¢ ) l < 
t “ om of tl ( i - 
( : y th y 
is it of b d j { i 
If, Mr. Presider t ird » me 
the t brains of this Nation, I pec- 
tivel ibmit, with oi! » the in- 
dividual items of fact wl } b 
submitted in this respect, that the record 
is barren of fact or incident, i ar { 
the public life of the nominee in Con- 
necticut is concerned, to justify hi - 
tion. I agree that we need the best 
brains 0 e the Nation for this prodigu 


task, 1 I doubt that Hurley can 
meet that requirement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise i 
consent to the nomination of Robert A 
Hurley to be a member of the Surplus 
Property Board? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask for the yeas 
and nays 

The yeas 
the legi 
the roll. 


Mr. 


and n ays were ordere 


‘loark - . } »1) 
slative clerk proceeded to call 


Mr. NYE (when his name was called). 
On this question I have a pair with the 
senior Senator from Alabama Mr. 
BaNKHEAD!], who is ne r ibsent. 
Were he present and voting he would 
vote “‘vea.” We I permitted to te I 


would vote “nay.” So I withhold m 
vote 


Mr. REED (when his name was called) 
I have a general pair with the n 
Senator from New York |Mr. Wac» , 
I transfer that pair to tl he junior Sen r 
from Ohio (Mr. Burton], who if present 

uld vote ¢ popped I am, 
therefore, at liberty to vot I t 
“nay.” 

The roll call was concluded 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. B EY], th 
Senator from Virginia {Mr. Glass], and 
he Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Over- 
TON] are absent from the Se e because 
of ilines 

The ‘Ss nator from Fl 1 (Mr. An- 
DREW the Senat from bama [Mr 
BANKHE , the $21 r from Idaho 
Mr fase K], the Senator! m Mi - 

ppi |[Mr. EASTLAND ie Senator from 


West Virginia [Mr. K1icore), the Sena- 


tor from Texas [Mr. O’DANIEL], the Sen- 
at from Nevada [Mr. ScrucHa«m}), tl 

Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THomas], 
the Senator from Delawar Mr. Tun- 
NELL!, the Senator from Maryland [Mr 
Tyrpincs], the S2nator from New York 


[Mr. WacGNER], the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN], and fn e Senat 
from Montana [Mr. WHEE! 
essarily absent. 

I am advised that if present a1 
the Senator from Florida | 
the Senator from Alabam: 
HEAD], the Senator can 
CLARK], 





"Ba NK-« 
[Mr. 
the Senator from Mississippi 


stake 
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{Mr. EAsttanp], the Senator from Vir- 
ginia |[Mr. Grass], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’DanreL], the Senator from 
Cklahoma [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator 
from New York [Mr. WacNner], and the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WALL- 


GREN!] would vote 

I further announce that the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BarKLey] is paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER!]; the Senator from Delaware 


‘veq,” 


from Idaho {Mr. Tuomas]; and the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Typrncs] is 
paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Witson!. I am advised that if present 
end voting, Senators BARKLEY, TUNNELL, 
and Typrncs would vote “yea,” and Sen- 
ators WHEELER, THomas of Idaho, and 
WILSON would vote “nay.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I haye a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Bripces]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Oklahoma 
|{Mr. THomas!, and vote. 

Mr. WHERRY. I announce that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BripceEs! is necessarily absent. I am ad- 
vised that if present and voting, he wou'd 
vote “nay.” His general pair and its 
transfer have heretofore been announced. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 

“Batu], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 

Ton], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Mocre!, the Senator from New Hamp- 
chire {[Mr. Tosey], the Senator from 
Delaware {Mr. Buck], the Senator from 
Minnesota { Mr. SurpsTeap], and the Sen- 
ator from Oregon (Mr. Hotman]. are 
necessarily absent. 

I also announce the following pairs on 
this question: the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. Tuomas], who, if present, would 
vote “nay,” with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. TUNNELL], who, if present, 
would vote “yea”; the Senator from Iowa 
| Mr. WiLson], who, if present, would vote 
“nay,” with the Senator from Maryland 


{Mr. TypIncs], who would vote “‘yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 41, 


970 


follows: 





hays 26, as 
YEAS—41 
Guffey Maybank 
Hall Mead 
Hatch Murdock 
Hayden Murray 
Hiil O'Mahoney 
Johnson, Calif. Pepper 
Langer Radcliffe 
Lucas Reynolds 
McCarran Russell 
McClellan Stewart 
McFarland Thomas, Utah 
McKellar Truman 
Magnuson Walsh 
Maloney 
NAYS—28 
Aiken Ferguson Smith 
Austin Gurney Taft 
Brewster Hawkes Vandenberg 
Brooks Jenner Weeks 
Bushfield Johnson, Colo, Wherry 
Butler La Follette White 
Capper Millikin Wiley 
Cordon Reed Willis 
Danaher Revercomb 
Davis Robertson 
NOT VOTING—27 
Andrews Glass Thomas, Idaho 
Ball Holman ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Bankhead Kilgore ‘Tobey 
Barkley Moore Tunnell 
Bridges Nye Tydings 
Buck O'Daniel Wagner 
Burton Overton Wallgren 
Clark, Idaho Scrugham Wheeler 
Eastland Shipstead Wilson 
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So the nomination of Robert A. Hur- 
ley, of Connecticut, to be a member 
of the Surplus Property Board, was 
confirmed. 

NOMINATION OF EDWARD HELLER TO BE 
A MEMBER OF THE SURPLUS PROPERTY 
BOARD 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Clerk 

will state the next nomination on the 

Executive Calendar. 

The fegislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Lt. Col. Edward Heller, of Cali- 
fornia, to be a member of the Surplus 
Property Board. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is, Will the Senate advise and consent 
to the nomination? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes seem to have it. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Division. 

Mr, HILL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. NYE (when his name was called). 
On this question, I have a pair with the 
senior Senator from Alabama _ I[Mr. 
BANKHEAD], who is necessarily absent. 
Were he present and voting, he would 
vote “yea.” Were I permitted to vote, I 
would vote “nay.” So I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. REED (when his name was 
called). I have a general pair with the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. 


Wacner]. I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton], 
who, if present, would vote as I am about 
to vote, and I am at liberty to vote. I 
vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BarKtey], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], and 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Over- 
TON] are absent from the Senate because 
of illness. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CLARK], the Senator from Mi£ssissippi 
[Mr. EAsTLaAnpD], the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. K1ncore], the Senator from 
Texas | Mr. O’DANIEL], the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. ScrucHam], the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Tuomas], the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. TUNNELL], the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TypIncs], 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Wac- 
NER], the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WALLGREN], and the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. WHEELER] are necessarily ab- 
sent. 


I am advised that if present and vot- 
ing, the Senator from Florida [Mr, An- 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
BaNKHEAD], the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Barkiey], the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. CiarK], the Senator from Mississip- 
pi [Mr. East.ianp], the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Grass], the Senator from Tex- 
as [Mr. O’DanIEL], the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Tuomas], the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. TUNNELL], the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Typ1ncs], the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER], 
and the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
WALLGREN], would vote “yea.” 

I further announce that the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr, TUNNELL] is paired 
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with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Tuor+- 
AS]; and the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
Typ1ncs] is paired with the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. Witson]. I am advised that 
if present and voting, the Senator from 
Delaware and the Senator from Mary- 
land would vote “yea,” and that the Sen- 
ator from Idaho and the Senator fron 
Iowa would vote “nay.” 

Mr. WHERRY. I anncunce that the 
Senator from New Hampshire ([Mr, 
Brinces] is necessarily absent. I am ad- 
vised that if present and voting, he wouid 
vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr, 
Batu], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TON], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Moore], the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. ToBEey], the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. SHrIpsTeaD], the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Buck], and the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. HOLMAN] are nec- 
essarily absent. I am advised that if 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] would vote “nay.” 

I also announce the following pairs on 
this question: The Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. THomas], who, if present, would 
vote “nay,” with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. TuNNELL], who, if present, 
would vote “yea”; the Senator from Iowa 
{[Mr. Witson], who if present, would 
vote “nay,” with the Senator from Mary- 
land (Mr. TypIncs], who would vote 
“yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 
nays 26, as follows: 


43 


YEAS—43 
Batltey Hall Maybank 
Bilbo Hatch Mead 
Byrd Hawkec Murdock 
Caraway Hayden Murray 
Chandler Hill O'Mahoney 
Chavez Johnson, Calif. Pepper 
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Colo. Radcliffe 
Connally Langer Reyno!ds 
Downey Lucas Russell 
Ellender McCarran Stewart 
George NicClellan Thomas, Utah 
Gerry McFarland Truman 
Gillette McKellar Walsh 
Green Magnuson 
Guffey Maloney 
NAYS—26 
Aiken Davis Smith 
Austin Ferguson Taft 
Brewster Gurney Vandenterg 
Brooks Jenner Weeks 
Bushfield La Follette Wherry 
Butler Millikin White 
Capper Reed Wiley 
Cordon Reverccmb Willis 
Danaher Robertson 
NOT VOTING—27 

Andrews lass Thomas, Idaho 
Ball Holman Thomas, Okla. 
Bankhead Kilgore Tobey 
Barkley Moore Tunnell 
Bridges Nye Tydings 
Buck O'Daniel Wagner 
Burton Overton Wallgren 

lark, Idaho Scrugham Wheeler 
Eastland Shipstead Wiison 


So the nomination of Edward Heller, of 
California, to be a member of the Sur- 
plus Property Board was confirmed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask 
that the President be notified forthwith 
of the confirmation of the nomination. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE—JOSEPH C. GREW 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 
state the next nomination on the Execu- 
tive Calendar, 
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The lecislative clerk read the nomina- 
on of Joseph C. Grew of New Hamp- 
hire to be Under Secretary of State. 
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, on be- 

half of myself, the Senator from Mon- 

tana (Mr. Murray], the Senator from 

nnsyivania [Mr. GuFrrey] and the Sen- 

tor from Wisconsin | Mr. LA Fo.iierte!] 
ubmit the resolution, which I send to 

he desk, and ask to have read and |] 

on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu- 

n will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas the Under Secretary of State and 
e five Assistant Secretaries of State, whose 
mes have been submitted to the Senate 

tute a complete reorganization of the 

nent of State, which will necessarily 

ve great influence in determining the at 

tude and the policy of the Department « 

» and the foreign policy of the Unitec 

ites, in the conclusion of the war and the 
king of the peace; and 

Whereas these policies will have a profound 

effect upon the future welf: and the peace 
f the people of the Un ited ‘St ates and the 
rid; and 

Whereas there is not time remaining in the 
t nt session of the Congress for due and 

te consideration to be given all these 
mes in view of their great importance in 

e critical times: Now, therefore, be it 
R lved by the Senate, That further con- 
leration of the nominations ¢ t the Under 

etary of State and the five Assistant Sec- 
taries of State, on the Senate Calendar be 

poned to January 3, 1945, 


Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, is the Sen- 
r from Florida asking for immediate 
nsideration of the resolution? 
Mr. PEPPER. No. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wonder 
vhat the purpose is with respect to fur- 
ther session of the Senate tcday? We 
have been here now almost 7 hours. 
fr. HILL. I wonder if we could have 
te o on the next nominee? 
NNALLY. Mr. President, I wish 
o make a point of order against the con- 
inate on cf the resolution. I do not 
object to the submission of the resolu- 
finn 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Texas object to the reso- 
lution lying on the table? 
Mr. CONNALLY. No; if it will just 
continue to lie on the table. [Laus echt or.) 
The Vv ICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
tion, the resolution will be received 
and will lie on the table. 
COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES IN THE 
PCSTAL SERVICE 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I should 
like to have the attention of the acting 
majority leader and the minority leader. 
The other day we considered Senate bill 
18€2 to increase compensation of em- 
ployees in the Postal Service, and at that 
time the junior Senator from Virginia 
|{Mr. Byrp] wanted it to go over for a day. 
I understand that there is no objection 
to it now, and I should like to ask unani- 
mous consent, as in legislative session, 
that the House bill, which has passed the 
House and is now on the desk, be con- 
Sidered at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, if it will not provoke 
any discussion or debate I have no ob- 
jection. 
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Mr. MEAD. I do not believe it will, 
and if it will, I shall withdraw the re- 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I object. 
I want to have the conference report on 
the river and harbor bill brought up for 
consideration. I do not think I should 

t here and permit other legislation to 
come up during the executive session 
unless we can have the conference report 
on the river and harbor bill brought up. 

Mr. HILL. I will say to the distin- 
guished Senator from North Carolina 
that the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill will provoke considerable 
discussion. AsI said to the distinguished 
Senator from New York, if his bill will 
provoke no discussion I shall have no 
objection to it. 

Mr. MEAD. I see no objection to the 
consideration of the conference report 
on the rivers and harbors bill, and I 
hope my distinguished colleague will not 
object to a consideration of my bill un- 
less it will provoke discussion. We had 
the matter up the other day, and the 
distinguished junior Senator from Vir- 
ginia |[Mr. Byrp] wanted an additional 
day to study it, and I thought that was 
a reasonable request. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope the Senator is 
not committing himself to the rivers and 
harbors bill. 

Mr. MEAD. No, but I shall not object 
to it being considered. We had the in- 
crease of pay in the Postal Service up for 
consideration the other day. The bill 
has passed the House by practically a 
unanimous vote, a vote of 133 to 1, and 
I should like to have it disposed of, if it 
could be disposed of unanimously and 
quickly before the holidays: 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Alabama |Mr. HILL] has in- 
dicated that he has no objection, if there 
shall be no debate. I should like to add 
one further condition, and that is that 
it is not going to open up this session to 
a lot of oth zislative proposals. The 
trouble with the situation is that when 
one reaches back into the calendar at 
such a time as this and brings forward 
for action a bill which has been on the 
calendar and which has been passe ed 
over for reasons that seemed sufficient 
to some Members of the Senate, we are 
always confronted with a multiplicity 
of similar requests. I do not want at 
this time of night and after this lengthy 
session to consent to other legislative 
proposals. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask for 
the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Unanimous 
consent has been denied. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, who has 
denied unanimous consent? I did not 
hear any denial. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Illinois 
has asked for the regular order. ‘There- 
fore, the Senator cannot obtain unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MEAD. I doubt very much 
whether the consideration of the bill 
will take more than a minute, I wish 
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my < inguished f j » & t 
iro! I ne vould \ C l 

Mr. LUCAS. I \ I I 
iO ! I uiar orc 

The VICE PRESIDENT I ob- 
ec 1 to the request 
{ New York? 

M BAILEY Mr. |} lent ini- 
mcus consent wa 1, al I i 
that I objected. I 1 t ( - 
tion 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection i 


NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW TO BE 
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew 
be Under Secretary of Staté 

Mr. HILL Mr. President, has the 
nomination of Joseph C. Grew to be 
Under Secretary of State been stated 
yet? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes: it h 
been stated 

Mr. HILL. The nomination of Mr. 
Grew is now the business before th 
Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now the 
business before the Senate 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the considera- 
tion of the nomination of Mr. Grew to be 
Under Secretary of State be laid aside 
temporarily and that the routine nomi- 
nations on the Executive Calendar b 
considered at this time 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination of Joseph C. 
Grew, of New Hampshire, to be Under 
Secretary of Siate will be temporarily 
laid aside, and the routine nominations 
on the calendar will be considered. 


FOREIGN SERVICII 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the nominations 
in the Foreign Service be confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nominations in the Foreign 
Service are confirmed 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask that 

the nomination in the Department of 


Justice = _confirmed 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without cb- 
jection, a nomination in the Depart- 


ment of Justice is confirmed. 
POSTMASTERS 
Mr. McKELLAR. Iask that the nom- 
ination of postmasters on the calenda 
a confirmed en bloc 
he VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
je a n, the nominations of postmasie! 
are confirmed en blot 
Mr. HILL. I ask that the President 
be immediately notified of all routins 
nominations on the calendar this day 
confirmed. 
>» VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 
NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW TO £5 
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 
The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of J mh C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to — printed in 
the Recorp at this point a part of my 
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rks a biographical sketch of Mr. 


re being no objection, the sketch 
was ordered to be printed in the REecorD, 
as follows: 


JOSEPH CLARK GREW 


Born in Boston, May 27, 1880. Son of Ed- 
ward Sturgis and Annie Crawford (Clark) 
Grew; student Groton (Mass.) School, 1892- 
98; A. B., Harvard, 1902; LL. D., George Wash- 
in n University, 1926; LL. D., Norwich Uni- 
‘ y, Colgate University, Trinity College, 
1 - Bates College, Tufts College, Prince- 
ton University. Clark University, Bethany 
College, Harvard University, 1943; D. C. L. 
( 1 honorary chancellor) Union College, 
1943; L. H. D.. Denison University, 1943; LL. 


D. Rutgers University, 1944; married Alice de 
Vermandois Perry, October 7, 1905; children: 
Edith Agnes (deceased), Lilla Cabot (Mrs. J. 
Pierrepont Moffat), Anita Clark (Mrs. Robert 
English), Elizabeth Sturgis (Mrs. Cecil Bur- 
ton Lyon) Traveled extensively in’ Europe 
and the East; appointed clerk to consulate 
general, Cairo, Egypt, 1904; deputy consul 
general at Cairo, Egypt, 1904-6; third secre- 
tary, American Embassy, Mexico City, 1906-7, 
St. Petersburg, 1907-8; second secretary, Em- 
bassy, Berlin, 1908-11; secretary of Embassy, 
Vienna, 1911-12; secretary Embassy, Berlin, 
1912-16; Counselor Embassy Berlin, 1917; 
Counselor Embassy and Charge d’Affaires at 
time of break of diplomatic relations with 
Austria-Hungary, Vienna, 1917; assigned to 
Department of State, Washington, May 23, 
1917; acting chief, Division of Western Eu- 
ropean Affairs, March 14, 1918; attended pre- 
armistice negotiations at Versailles, as secre- 
tary to American delegation, October-Novem- 
ber, 1918; secretary general, American Ccm- 
mission to Negotiate Peace, with rank of En- 
voy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary, Paris, November 30, 1918; designated 
as American secretary on International Sec- 
retariat of the Peace Conference, January 
18, 1919; Counselor of Embassy at Paris, No- 
vember 28, 1919; appointed Envoy Extraor- 
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to Den- 
mark, April 7, 1920; appointed Envoy Ex- 
traordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary to 
Switzerland, 1921; unofficial observer Amer- 
ican Conference on Near Eastern Affairs, 
Lausanne, 1922-23; negotiated and signed 
treaty with Turkey, August 6, 1923; Amer- 
ican unofficial representative with Tempo- 
rary Mixed Commission of League of Na- 
tions for Control of Traffic in Arms, Geneva 
and Paris, 1924; Under Secretary of State, 
1924-27. Served as chairman personnel, ex- 
amining, and school boards of Foreign Serv- 
ice and as member central committee, Amer- 
fean Red Cross. Atnbassador to Turkey, 
1927-32; negotiated and signed treaty of com- 
merce and navigation, 1929, and treaty of 
residence and sojourn, with Turkey, 1931; 
Ambassador to Japan, February 1932-Decem- 
ber 8, 1941; Special Assistant to the Secre- 
tary of State since 1942. Director of the Of- 
fice of Far Eastern Affairs 1944. Recipient 
Howland Memorial Prize, Yale, 1943; Roose- 
velt Distinguished Service Medal, 1943: Hol- 
land Society Gold Medal tor Distinguished 
Service; 1943. Life membership National 
Geographic Society; fellow Royal Geographic 
Society (London), Harvard Travelers Club 
(Boston). Author: Sport and Travel in the 


Far East, 1910; Report from Tokyo, 1942; 
Ten Years in Japan, 1944. Episcopalian. 
Home: 


2840 Woodland Drive, Washington, 
D.C. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I do 
not know what the attitude of the Sen- 
ate is at this time, whether it desires 
to proceed or to take a recess. I am not 
intruding my views on that subject at 
all. However, I wish to say that the 
printed hearings before the Committee 
on Foreign Relations have been placed on 





the desk of every Senator, and I invite 
the attention of Senators to what oc- 
curred in the committee. If the Senate 
is disposed to vote on this nomination 
at this time, it is entirely agreeable to 
me. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I y?2ld to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like 
to say that I have been very active and 
outspoken in the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee against the confirmation of the 
nomination of Mr. Archibald MacLeish. 
I still think it is a very unfortunate nom- 
ination. I should be very glad indeed 
to have his nomination rejected, but in 
view of the fact that the effort has been 
made in the committee to tie Mr. Mac- 
Leish’s nomination to the nominations 
of Mr. Grew, Mr. Clayton, and the other 
nominees, I stated to the chairman of 
the committee this afternoon that, so 
far as I am concerned, it is my intention 
not only to vote, but, if mecessary, to 
speak for the confirmation of Mr. Mac- 
Leish and the other nominees. It seems 
to me that the effort which has been 
made in the committee by other mem- 
bers of the committee to defeat such very 
excellent appointees as Mr. Grew, Mr. 
Clayton, and General Holmes is entirely 
unjustifiable. Therefore, if necessary, I 
shall not only vote but speak for the con- 
firmation of all the nominations. 

Mr. CONNALLY, I thank the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Mr. President, if the Senate is dis- 
posed to vote on the nomination of Mr. 
Grew at this time, I have no objection; 
but I shall not burden the Senate with 
a speech. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I should 
like to be heard at some length in oppo- 
sition to the nomination of Mr. Grew. 
Three or four hours on Monday will 
probably give me sufficient time. If it is 
thought desirable, I can start tonight. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate messages from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

(For nominations this day received, see 
the end of Senate proceedings.) 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 


By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations: 

Hervé J. L'Heureux, of New Hampshire, 
now a Foreign Service officer of class 5 and a 
secretary in the Diplomatic Service, to be 
also a consul general; 

Andrew E. Donovan 2d, of California, now 
a Foreign Service officer of class 6 and a sec- 
retary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also 
@ consul; 

U. Alexis Johnson, of California, now a 
Foreign Service officer of clats 7 and a secre- 
tary in the Diplomatic Service, to be also a 
consul; and 

James C. Sappington 3d, of Maryland, to 
be a Foreign Service officer of class 5, a sec- 
retary in the Diplomatic Service, and a 
consul. 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 


Mr. Presi- 
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Commodore Marion C. Robertson, Ur 
States Navy, to be a commodore in th 
for temporary service, to continue while 
ing under commander, United States 1 
forces in Europe, and until reporting 
other permanent duty; 

Capt. Lester T. Hundt, United States N 
to be a commcdore in the Navy, for tem; 
service, to continue while serving as 
mander, naval air training bases, Pers 
Fla., and until reporting for other perma: 
duty; 

Capt. Charles J. Parrish, United §S 
Navy, to be a commodore in the Navy 
temporary service, to continue while s 
as chief of staff and aide to commar 
Hawaiian Sea Frontier; and 

Capt. Fred D. Kirtland, United States N 
to be a commodore in the Navy for ten 
rary service, to continue while serving in 
Pacific Ocean areas and until reporting fo: 
other permanent duty. 

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committ 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 


NUMBER OF GENERALS IN THE ARMY 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, on yest 
day the distinguished Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] asked me if I could 
advise him as to the number of lieuten- 
ant generals in the Army. I did not at 
that time have the figures as to the num- 
ber of lieutenant generals, but I n 
have the figures. I wish to state that in 
the Army today there are 4 generals of 
the Army, and 2 full generals, 38 lievien- 
ant generals, 369 major generals, and 976 
brigadier generals, or a total of 1,3 
generals in the Army of the United 
States. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will t! 
Senator yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. I wonder if the 
Senator has also information as to hi 
many of the top generals were in th 
reserve or in the national guard? 

Mr. HILL. I cannot give the Senat 
that information tonight, but I will b 
delighted to obtain it for the Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senetor yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I simply de- 
sire to call attention to the fact that at 
the time the authorization was passed 
assurance was given to Congress that 
there would be only 4 lieutenant gener- 
als. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not 
question what the Senator from Missouri 
has said, but I do not recall that there 
was such an understanding. There may 
have been some such understanding, but 
I myself do not recall it. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Missouri no doubt refers 
to the original bill creating four lieu- 
tenant generals. I do not know of any 
subsequent legislation. The Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Hr] will know 
whether or not any additional legisla- 
tion was approved by this committee. 

Mr. HILL. There must have been ad- 
ditional legislation. Otherwise the War 
Department would not have had author- 
ity to name additional lieutenant gen- 
erals. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am advised that 
the War Department takes the position 
that if the Congress creates that rank, 
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Department is then at liberty to ap- | 
as Many as it desires to that rank. 
told that by an Army officer. 

RECESS TO MONDAY 


' 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senate | 
w been in session for 7 hours. In | 
of the statement of the Senator | 
mn Pennsylvania [Mr. Gurrey] I think 

micht well take a recess at this time. 
1 therefore move that the Senate take a 
; until 12 o’clock noon on Monday 


Che motion was agreed to; and (at 6 

k and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate 

in executive session took a recess until 
Monday, December 18, 1944, at 12 o’clock | 
lian. 


NOMINATIONS | 
Executive nominations received by the 
Senate December 16 (legislative day of 
November 21), 1944: 
IN THE NAvy 
Cant. Ben H. Wyatt, United States Navy, 


to be a commodore in the Navy, for tempo- 
rary service, to continue while serving as | 
( mander, naval air bases, First Naval Dis- 

ind until reporting for other perma- 
auty j 

Capt. Thomas E. Van Metre, United States 

} to be a commodore in the Navy, for 





ry service, to continue while serving 

ant naval inspector general and until 
ting for other permanent duty 

Commodore Burrell C. Allen, United States 

retired, to be a rear admiral in the 

1 the retired list, for temporary serv- 

to continue while serving as chief of 

») the commander, Western Sea Frontier 

Ce} Paul E. Pihl, United States Navy, to 

} commodore in the Navy, for temporary 

to conti 








1ue while serving as assistant 

staff (logistics) to the commander 

\ tern Sea Frontier, and until reporting for 

( permanent duty. 

r Admiral Frederick G. Crisp, United 

§ *s Navy, to be a rear admiral in the Navy 
for nporary service, to rank from the Ist 
day of June 1942 | 
I r Admiral Edward L. Cochrane. United 
f Navy, to be a rear admiral in the Navy, 
sorary service, to rank from the 21st 
une 1942, 


of J 


CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 
e Senate December 16 (legislative day | 
of November 21), 1944: 
FOREIGN SERVICE 
TO BE CONSULS GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA | 
William W. Corcoran 
Charles W. Lewis, Jr. | 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Ugo Carusi to be Commissioner of Immi- 
gration and Naturalization, United States De- 
partment of Justice. } 


SURPLUS PROPERTY BOARD 





TO BE MEMBERS OF THE SURPLUS PROPERTY 
BOARD 

Robert A. Hurley 

Lt. Col. Edward Heller 





POSTMASTERS 
CALIFORNIA 
Vera L. Toleman, Happy Camp, 
LOUISIANA 
Minnie Murphey Fontane, Hessmer, 
MICHIGAN 
Charles F. Greenlease, Biteley. 
Sadie Curran, Caseville. 


Harper W. Capman, Lambertville. 
M. Adele Zinger, Ruth 

South Rockwood. 
NEW YORK 
mas J. Tighe, Jr.. Amsterdam, 
Berne. 

Nassau. 
vlenmont 
Helen Wheatley, Greenfield Center. 





Hel 








Rulon L. Blain, Sprin i 
Lois M. Jones, Sunnyside, 
Florence Taylor, Willard. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


SATURDAY, DECEMBER 16, 19-44 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 


O harbinger of peace and of good 
will to the children of mankind, we ac- 
knowledge Thee to be the only Saviour of 
the world. Thou hast broken the silence 
of eternity and made the face of the 
Infinite God most glorious. Beneath the 
cover of frail flesh has throbbed the 
power which built the world, for in the 
might of the manger cradle is the hand 
of the Creator of heaven and earth. 
O speak in this year of our ‘Lord, that 
loathsome wickedness may lose its power, 
that untruth may cast aside its mask, and 
that man may walk everywhere in new- 
ness of life and in the peace of brotherly 
esteem. 

As we contemplate Thy lowly birth, we 
feel a devout spirit of mystery, yet we 
are conscious that the darkness is only 
the blindness of our own eyes, too weak 
to bear the white light of the holy prom- 
ise; O teach us of Thy ways that we may 
walkin Thy paths. We praise Thee that 
we shall soon hear the angels’ choru 
“Watchman, what of the night?” “Glory 
to God in the highest; on earth peace, 
good will toward men.” O Thou whose 
halo is the light of timeless past, 
with Thine all-seeing eye move through 
this troubled world and touch its im- 
prisoned soul; then the eyes of the 
blind shall be opened and the ears of the 
deaf unstopped and Thou wilt comfort 
Thy people and have mercy upon the 
afflicted. Fill our homes with the sweet- 
est joy and bless the loved ones near and 
separated faraway. Keepin Thy loving 
care our President, our distinguished 
Speaker, the Members, officers, em- 
ployees, and the pages of the Congress— 
may Thy merciful providence abide with 
them. In our Redeemer’s name. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday was read and approved, 
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Tl e messags i] » an! Y i that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com- 
n e of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two House on the amend- 


ments of the House to the bill (S. 1827 
entitled “An act for the relief of Oliver N. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include therein 
an article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gent! 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 


yo? ror 1 
eman irom Mas- 


inani 
mous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp on two different matters, in 
the first to include an editorial which ap- 


peared int l 
the second to include an editorial which 
appeared in the Christian Science Monie- 
tor, of Boston 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinoi Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp and include a let- 
ter which I received from one of my con- 
stituents. 

Tne SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
no's? 


There was no objection 


( 
. ACOYN ei 1 . alias 
Mr. MAS ON. Mr. & iKer, I ash 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 


marks in the REcorp and include therein 
a news article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the entleman from 
Illinois? 


There was no objection. 


Mr. HARE. Mr. Spi I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remark in 
the Recorp and include an addr de- 


livered by me at Knoxville, Tenn., De- 


cember 1, 1944. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Car lina ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN. Also, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
inanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an ad- 
dress delivered by the Honorable Win- 
ston Churchill in the House of Commons 
a few days ago on the Greek situation, 
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The SPEAKER. 
the request of 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE ACT— 

; NCE REPORT 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
call up the conference report upon the 
bill (H. R. 4911) to amend the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act, and ask unanimous 
consent that the statement be read in 
lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Clerk 
con! ; 

The Clerk read the statement to the 
conferees 

The conference report and statement 
are as follows: 


Is there objection to 


the gentleman from 


CONFERE 


Without objection, 
1 read the statement of the 


wil 


Wai 


rec 


CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference ohn the dis- 


agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4911) to amend the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act having met, after full and free confer- 


ence, have agreed to recommena and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 11 and agree to the provision 
of the House bill amended to read as follows: 
“Provided, That, after the crop year of 1949, 
not more than a sum equivalent to 25 per 
centum of the premiums collected in the pre- 
ceding year (beginning calculation of pre- 
miums collected in the crop year of 1949) 
shall be used for administrative expenses in 
y current operating year.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 12 and agree to the provision 
of the House bill amended to read as follows: 

“Provided, however, That, after the crop 
1949, if the total amount of accumu- 
lated claims for losses on any agricultural 
commodity for any year exceeds the total 
amount of the premiums collected less the 
accumulated premium reserves of the Cor- 
poration with respect to any such commodity 
(which reserves, after the crop year of 1948, 
shall not be less than 10 per centum of the 
premiums collected on such commodity), 
such claims shall be paid on a pro rata re- 
duced basis.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
17, 18, and agree to the same. 

J. W. FLANNAGAN, Jr., 

HAROLD D. Coo_Ley, 

ORVILLE ZIMMERMAN, 

CLIFFORD R. Hope, 

Auc. H. ANDRESEN 
Managers on the part of the House, 


ELMER THOMAS, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
ARTHUR CAPFER, 
HENRIK SHIPSTEAD, 
GrorceE D. AIKEN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


al 


year of 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4911) to amend the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act, submit the fol- 
lowing statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon by the conferees 
and recommended in the accompanying con- 
ference report: 

Section 1 of the House bill authorized all- 
risk crop insurance with respect to wheat, 
cotton and flax commencing with the crops 











planted for harvest in 1945. Such insurance 
coverage was to be fixed by the Board at not 
ess of 75 per centum of the recorded 
or appraised average yield for the farm except 
that such coverage was not to exceed the 
tment in the crop. The Senate struck 


ou > provision in the House bill limiting 
the insurance coverage to the investment in 
the crop. The House agrees to this Senate 
change. 


Section 1 of the House bill also authorized 
experimental insurance with respect to many 
specifically named agricultural commodities, 
and in general with respect to all agricultural 
commodities, if actuarial data are available. 
Experimental insurance with respect to any 
commodity was to be limited to the producers 
in not to exceed 20 representative counties 
and could be insured on the basis of cost of 
investment as well as yield. The Senate 
added sugarcane, timber and forests to the 
list of named crops. The Senate also pro- 
vided that beginning with the crop year 1945 
experimental insurance should be limited to 
corn and tobacco and to not more than three 
additional crops for each year thereafter. 
The Senate also made some additional tech- 
nical and clarifying changes in section 1 of 
the House bill. The House agrees to these 
Senate changes. 

Section 2 of the House bill authorized the 

Corporation to fix adequate premiums to 
cover crop losses and to establish within a pe- 
riod of three years areasonable reserve against 
unforeseen losses. This section of the House 
bill also provided that after the crop year 
1945 not more than 25 per centum of the 
premiums collected in the preceding year 
shall be used for administrative expenses in 
any current operating year. The Senate 
changed the bill to provide that the reserve 
against unforeseen losses should be estab- 
lished as expeditiously as possible in lieu of 
the three-year period provided in the House 
bill and the House agrees to this change. 
iowever, the conference agreement provides, 
by amendment to section 3, that after the 
crop year 1948 the reserves against unfore- 
seen losses to be established by the Corpora- 
tion shall not be less than 10 per centum of 
the premiums collected with respect to any 
agricultural commodity. The Senate struck 
out the limitation on administrative ex- 
penses. The conference agreement retains 
the House limitation on administrative ex- 
penses except that the limitation is not ap- 
plicable until after the crop year 1949. 

Section 3 of the House bill authorized the 
Corporation to adjust and pay claims for 
losses provided that if the amount of ap- 
proved claims exceeded the premiums col- 
lected plus accumulated reserves, such claims 
were to be paid on a pro rata reduced basis 
except that for the first three crop years the 
claims were not to be reduced by more than 
15 per centum of the approved amount. The 
conference agreement retains the principle 
of the House provision. Under the confer- 
ence agreement, after the crop year 1949, if 
the approved claims for losses On any com- 
modity exceed the premiums collected less 
the accumulated premium reserves, such 
claims shall be paid on a pro rata reduced 
basis, and the Corporation would be required, 
after the crop year 1948, to set up as a re- 
serve not less than 10 per centum of the 
premiums collected on any commodity. 

Section 4 of the House bill which repealed 
subsection (c) of section 508 of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act was stricken out by the 
Senate. Since under the terms of the House 
bill insurance with respect to cotton was 
limited to the investment in the crop sub- 
section (c) of section 508 of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act, which provided for recogniz- 
ing the value of cottonseed in determining 
imsurance coverage, was not necessary. In- 
asmuch as the conference agreement now 
provides for yield insurance with respect to 
cotton, this provision of the existing law 
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should not be repealed. Accordingly, 
House agrees to the Senate amendment. 

Section 5 of the House bill, now sec: 
amended section 518 of the Federal , 
Insurance Act to broaden the definit 
the term “agricultural commodity”’. 
Senate amended this definition by addin 
arcane, timber, and forests. The Houss 
to this change. 

The Senate amended the House bill by 
ing a new section 5 authorizing an app: 
tion of $30,000,000 for making paymen 
producers to encourage an increased j 
tion of flax for the crop year 1945. It 
vided that this money shall be expend 
ject to such provisions of sections 7 to | 
the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
ment Act, as amended, as are applicat 
carrying out a program of this kind 
War Food Administrator is authoriz 
make commitments to the producers 
in advance of the appropriation of th 
authorized. The House agrees to the § 
amendment. 

The Senate also added a new sectior 
the bill. This section makes immed 
available for the administration of th 
eral Crop Insurance Act for the rem 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1945 
additional amount, not in excess of $3,( 
of certain unobligated balances of funds |! 
tofore appropriated to carry out the F 
Crop Insurance Act. In addition to rea) 
priating the $3,000,000 above referred t 
section repeals the provisos in existing a 
priation acts requiring the liquidation of 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 
House agrees to the Senate amendment. 

J. W. FLANNAGAN, Jr., 
HaRo_p D. Cootey, 
ORVILLE ZIMMERMAN, 
LIFFORD R. Hope, 
uG. H. ANDRESEN, 
Managers on the part of the Hot 





Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker 
is a unanimous report, signed by a 
the Senate and House conferees. I 
lieve it sets up a fair and just pro 
of crop insurance for at least the t 
period of 5 years. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the = 
majority of the membership of the H 
are deeply interested in working o1 
sound crop-insurance program. W<: 
realize the need for such insurance. W 
are all cognizant of the fact that 
private insurance company, so far, 
been able to work out a plan whe! 
general insurance coverage is given | 
farmers on the crops they produce. 
such a plan is developed, it will have 
be developed by the Government, and | 
realization of this fact is the reason 
have before us for consideration 
crop-insurance legislation. 

Let me be perfectly frank about 
matter. This legislation is an expe 
ment. We are pioneering in a new fi 
No one can speak with certainty on 1 
matter. While we all hope that the p! 





wv 


sa 


we have worked out will succeed, ony 


time alone can tell the tale. I will s 
however, speaking personally, that in m 


opinion the general welfare of the farm 


ers demands that crop insurance be c 
tinued, even if during the 5-year t 
period provided for we are unable 
place the program upon a sound actu: 
ial basis; provided, however, the cost 


continuing the program is not unreason 


able and altogether out of keeping wi' 
the benefits derived by the farmers. ! 
other words, sound public policy deman 
that the farmers be furnished with 


~~ wPirrei crs 
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ry-insurance program, provided the The SPEAKER. Is there objection to | « ) do 1 f t fun- 
n of carrying on such a program is | the request of the gentleman from Vir- | « ‘ é 
! too heavy. If we will only stop and ginia? ( 
up the cost to the Government There was no objection. I: q lat any ¢ 1 of 
1 by crop losses due to Mr. FLANNAGAN Mr. Speaker. I this char r must 1 : 
ts, flocds, disease and insect in- yield 10 minutes to the nt] 1 fron { Noh an ri} ] 
s, and other causes beyond the | M’nnesota rit het it G 
1 of the farmers, I believe that we Mr. AUGUST H ANDRESEN xT . oe “oe 
: 1 it would be cheaper in the long Speaker, I f I 1 ¢ ( nD 
the Government to stand a rea- t I b ) the Hou ( ' 
loss in carrying on a crop | the « t I of t ! | 
nce. reached by the conferees « t - , 1 
nate and House conferees have insurance bill. Several m ( . T 
to adjust their difference in were made in the Hou | I - 1 
1 way as to work out a fair and feren ] ever, \ l is ir ; 
5-vear trial period for crop in- reaching an azreen { 
During this period we provide In order that t mav be nor - 
straight 75-percent coverage cf derstanding ; to mv } on < fT | 
raze yield. This makes ccrtain type cf ! lation, I ce e to pt I C \ 
farmers that during the first 5 | the following: I would 1 invort lez- | ¢ i . te . 
they—provided, of course, they take | islation to put the Government into the | In « 
it insuuance—are going to be paid 75 1ess of crop it e ( ( t 1 to on | 
ercent of their crop loss. Broadly of business if such b ( i I 1 | ) 
ak'ng, under the terms of the legisla- ne t ugh pr e endea It d 
after the 5-year period the insur- been clearly det 1 to t ! 1 rm - 
5 upon a mucual basis, and if | committee that no p e insu e | sustainin over- ( - 
id los amount to more than the company in this country has ever suc- 8 
intake, the intake will have to be pro ceeded in providing farmers with full- Mr. FLANNAGAN. Will the nitle- 


rated. Tomy mind this provision, unless | coverage crop insuran¢ Every private men vield? 
' can put crop insurance on an ac- company which has sol l i 
lly sound basis within 5 years, is to farmers has failed. It cannot 





Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
there- | to the gentleman from Vil 
nothing short of a death sentence, and | fore be said that should the Congress ap- Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mav Istate tot! 


i 








t f 
the end of the 5-year period the | prove an experiment to provide Ameri- | gentleman that Mr. Marvin Jones. of t] 
gram is not actuarially sound it will | can farmers with over-all insurance on | war Food Administration will be ] 
to be abandoned. We will, how- | crops, under sound actuarial and admin- | to meet with the Committee on Acricul- 
have 5 years to think this over. | istrative policies, that it will encroach ture of both the Hou Sena or- 
During these years we will, no doubt, | upon the business of any private insur- der to go over the administrative end of 
n many things from experience, and | ance company the program. He edn e would 
this experience will probably cause us There is a need for the establishment coop e to the ft extent in « . 
to make many changes in the law. of a sound over-all crop-insurance pro- | jne out the 1 er Housé he 
In order for the program to have a | gram in this country. Billions of dol- | Senate on the admini n of the pro- 
reasonable chance to succeed, I believe | lars have been paid out of the Treasury | gram. As the gentleman knows. we had 
; A there are certain things that are impera- during the last 12 years to farmers to » ¢ ! n of t t ¢ our ¢ fer. 
ve from an administrative standpoint. | supplement their income and to provide | en ndi is the opinion of al> con- 
Fi Insurance depends upon sales- them with money to purchase seed for feres at we i} : 1 con- 
F manship, and, we have got to put on a | the planting of crops on account of fail- ference that \ have me 
: real sales campaign in order to bring a | ures an@ for feed for livestock. With a oO i ¢ Ly t p , 
ufficient number of participants under | national debt approaching $300,000,000,- dministered 
the program. The greater the participa- | 000, it must be apparent to every think- Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
tion in the program the greater the | ing person that the time will soon be | gentleman recogn the fact that « 
. chances for success will be. In this con- here when such appropriations can no of the 1 s for failure in t D1 : 
nection, I believe a commission, rather longer be made. It is therefore my hope D m due to th of ex % 
than a salary, should be paid to those | that out of this legislation will co1 ’ | ence on the part of the admin 


selling insurance. sound and permanent program which 
Second. I believe that only a policy will give American r 
covering a period of at least 3 years | tunity to insure all of th I aaa AUGI ST 
1 be sold. If this is not done the | the payment of premiums suflicient to ea een aaceaaeee 
farmer will only take out a policy in the | take care of the losses. Such a program | 5@¥ 424% this is no Tetiection Se 
when the prospects for a gocd crop under this bill, if it works, will assure a ee 


Mr. FLANNAGAN I think that is 


ely trug 


H. ANDRESEN. May I 
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are poor. Only term insurance—the | farmers of a 75-percent return of income | joo) ian . af ae 
1 longer the term the better—should be | of the recorded or appraised average Saeed thic : 
: so the losses will thereby be spread | yield of the crop covered by the insur- | ° ite ee 
1d over a term of years. ance when ik s occur. This is and z aaa Y t ah 
age ee Third. Scmeone familiar with insur- | should be a business propesition. The | ~ “o™ P ehtS" 0 ' 
n rweortall sat : , rc hie nremi 1 if Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
te ance—espccially in the selling end of in- | farmer pays his premium and, if he sus- ee ' 
Sa urance—should be placed in charge of | tains a loss, he is protected up to 75 per- Senueman sie a 
the program. After all is said and done, | cent of the damage. Mr. AUGUST H EN. I 
ised insurance is a question primarily of To make any crop-insurance program | *° the gentieman iron ee 
ste salesmanship. worth while I insist that it must be ad- Mr. SHORT. The distir ed chair- 
ae 7 I know of no objection to the cOm- | ministered by the highest quality of men | Man ol the committee has p i) ” 


: ex o ha nectinn A , y na 
F promise bill. experienced in the insurance business. swered the q n I had in m 


] ae Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. | Secondly, the premiums collected for in- which was to ask what assul ’ 
tes Speaker, will the gentleman yield me a surance coverage on any crop must be nat ’ - 


ast of little time that I may make a short ex- | based upon sound actuarial experience. 
: : planation concerning the report? In the third place, the insurance organ- 
1 Mr. FLANNAGAN. Yes. ization created by this legislation should 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | be run on a business basis and not as a 

to revise and extend my remarks at this | charitable or political proposition If 

=— point in the REcorD. those in charge of the administration of 
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Mr. FLANNAGAN. May I say to the | 
gentleman from Missouri that I think | 
Judge Jones will cooperate to the fullest 
in setting up the right kind of personnel 
to administer this program. We will be | 
largely governed by the thought of the 
Senate, and the House, as to the most 
effective and efficient way whereby the | 
program can be administered. 

Mr. SHORT. Heretofore the War 
Food Administrator has not had the au- 
thority or control over the administra- 
tion of the act. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. That is right. 

Mr. SHORT. I fee! satisfied that if he 
is given that control we will have a better 
administration. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Let me 
say to the gentleman from Missouri that | 
the additional check we have on the ad- | 
ministration of this program is the fact 
that they must come to the Committee 
on Appropriations every year for admin- 
istrative expenses. The bill also provides 
that a report must be made to the Con- 
gress each year. We, in the Committee 
on Agriculture, are urging you to give | 
this program a trial. We give you our 
assurance that as long as we remain here 
we will see to it that this program is 
carried out on a businesslike basis; other- 
wise I will be the first man to come be- 
fore this House and urge my colleagues 
to vote down any appropriation to ad- 
minister the program. 

Mr. SHORT. It is hoped that the 
administrative costs in the future will be 
considerably less than they have been in 
the past, because they have been exces- 
sively high. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. In that | 
connection, after the 5-year experimental 
program, the conferees agreed to the 
amendment which I offered to the bill 
which limits the administrative expendi- 
tures to 25 percent of the premium col- 
lected in the preceding year. 

Mr. SHORT. I think the chief criti- 
cism of the Congress about this whole 
proposition has been the excessive costs 











of administration; the money not going 
to the farmers for whom it was really 
intended. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. We 
recognize that when you are building up 
a big business like crop insurance the 
expenditures are going to be more than 
the income, but we are laying the founda- 
tion here for what I believe will eventu- 
ally be a sound crop-insurance program, 
if properly administered. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I notice the legisla- | 
tion only deals with cotton, wheat, and | 
flax. Did the Senate or the House give 
any consideration to the inclusion of soy- 
beans and rye, which will become in- 
creasingly important? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. May I 
answer the gentleman this way: To begin 
with, the program will go into operation 
on cotton, wheat, and flax. Then for an 





experimental period for the first year of 
1945 it will cover corn and tobacco in | 
20 counties. In addition, they may 
select three other crops for experimental | 
purposes, 


The reason for the experi- 


mentation and the restricted area in 
which that insurance will be placed is 
due to the fact that they do not have 
actuarial figures upon which to deter- 
mine premiums and other necessary 
information. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 


| tleman from Minnesota has expired. 


Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 10 additional minutes to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. 
bill provides that the premiums must be 
based upon actuarial facts, because no 
program can succeed unless it is sound, 
and the premiuns must be large enough 
to cover what the indemnities might be 
over the entire country. 

Let me answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion as to the other crops. The gentle- 
man knows that we put an amendment 
into the House bill which provided for a 
study and eventually the coverage of 
oats, barley, and rye. I offered that 
amendment. Those crops will become a 
part of the experimental program. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I notice that you 
place a limitation on using more than 25 
percent of the premiums for administra- 
tive purposes. Is not that rather high? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No. 
The figures we had from private insur- 
ance companies showed that the admin- 
istrative or overhead expense went as 
high as 48 percent. We felt that that 
limitation placed on it after the experi- 
mental period would at least restrain 
them from spending too much money. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Was the 
25-percent limitation taken off for the 
first 2 years because the committee 
thought it was too high or too low? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. It was 
felt that there should first be a 5-year 
experimental period. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. The 25 
percent in any type of insurance I know 
of is exceedingly high. I cannot imagine 
any figures that would show an admin- 
istrative overhead of anything like that 
mentioned by the committee of 48 per- 
cent. It goes down to 8 or 9 percent in 
both casualty and fire insurance. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Of 
course, life insurance is not comparable 
with this. The figures show that during 
the years the program was in operation 
the overhead expense, the administra- 
tive expense, was 38 percent. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. 
Government insurance? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. When 
you figure the overhead for this pro- 
gram, is any allowance made for rent, 
light, heat, and things like that that have 
to be taken into consideration? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. They 
have been operating through the triple- 
A office. That has run into a lot of 
money. In a good many counties in 
which the committees have operated they 
have probably been paid and have not 
produced any business, 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I notice 
reference to operating according to 


The 
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sound actuarial facts. I am wonde) 
where the Government is going to 
any sound actuarial facts on crop 
surance. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. 
experience of some of the old-line 
panies that undertook this type of insur- 
ance years ago, plus the general ex; 
ence that insurance men would h: 
should be helpful in setting up this pro- 
gram so it would be actuarially sound 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. T]) 
could not make it work for themse}) 
and I wonder how they could make ; 
work for the Government. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. TI! 
premiums are to be set up on an act 
arially sound basis. The experimen 
program covers a period of 5 years. 
amendment which I offered was placed in 
the bill requiring that a reserve of 10 per- 
cent of the premiums be set up, and at 
the end of the fifth year there would be 
a limitation on administrative expendi- 
tures of 25 percent of the premiums col- 
lected in the preceding year. 

Some criticism will be raised, particu- 
larly by the gentleman from Illinoi 
{| Mr. DirKSEN ], to the effect that the con- 
ferees abandoned the House provision 
which limited the indemnities to the cost 
of putting the crop in. In part we did 
abandon it, but as a general principle 
after the experimental period of 5 years 
is over, the conference report provid: 
that the indemnity shall be paid on ¢ 
pro rata basis if the premiums are not 
large enough to cover the losses. We 
retained that in the bill so that after the 
experimental period, whatever the pre- 
miums are and whatever the losses are, 
they will have to balance. If the losses 
exceed the premiums, those who hav 
suffered loss will receive their payments 
on a pro rata basis. 

As to the coverage, the bill provides 
for 75 percent of the recorded or ap- 
praised average yield of the crop, which 
is what we had in a part of the Hous 
bill with the limitation that it could not 
exceed the cost of putting the crop in. 
That is what was abandoned. In addi- 
tion, the Senate wrote in a provision for 
a $30,000,000 appropriation to secur 
additional flax production in the United 
States. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield 

Mr. SHORT. Can the gentleman give 
the Members of the House at least a 
rought estimate as to what the total cos! 
of this will be to the taxpayers? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
total cost of the insurance program is 
difficult to estimate but I am satisfied 
that the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has to pass on all appropriations 
for administrative expenses, which com- 
mittee has as one of its members, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
DrrksEn], will see that the appropria- 
tions are held within the bounds of de- 
cency and according to the needs. 

Mr. SHORT. Well, does the gentle- 
man mean to say we are voting on some- 
thing here today the amount of which 
is so uncertain? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. No. 
The sum of $3,000,000 has been allocated, 
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I might say, which will cover adminis- 
trative expenses up to June 30, 1945. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, as long as 
the money goes to the farmers, to whom 
we intend it to co when we vote for this, 
instead of to some political agency, I do 
not think there would be serious objec- 


Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. They 
have some expenses which would be nec- 
essary to set the program up. I am 
willing to concede that, and I agree with 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

FLAX PRODUCTION 


Mr. Speaker, I also desire to call your 
tiention to a section of the conference 
report which provides for an appropria- 

mn of $30,000,000, which will be used 
as incentive payments to farmers to bring 
about an increase in the acreage of the 
1945 flax crop. This appropriation was 
inserted by the Senate. The conferees 
of the House approved it? and I strongly 
urge the House to accept the amendment 
in the interest of the war effort and for 
the benefit of our civilian economy. 

In 1943 the farmers of this country 

d about 52,000,000 bushels of flax. 
Flax is a very essential crop in the war 
effort and also most essential in the civil- 
jan economy because of the fact that the 
linseed oil which comes from the flax 
goes into paints, varnishes, and oils and 
into many other products. There was no 
particular effort made to secure the same 
production of flax in the United States 
for 1944 and as a result the flax produc- 
tion went from 52,000,000 bushels down 
to about 26,000,000 bushels. 

The farmers did not have the price 
incentive to preduce flax, due to the low 
price established by the O. P. A. on flax- 
seed. It was more profitable to produce 
corn, soybeans, and other crops. In fact 
the farmers could make twice as much 
money or three times as much money 
producing corn, wheat, soybeans, and 
other crops than they could by producing 
flax. Furthermore flax is a hazardous 
crop. Now it was thought we could get 
flax in from the Argentine. Well, due to 
the restrictions placed on the importa- 
tion of flax from the Argentine by the 
State Department no flax came in from 
that country. Now we find ourselves 
without sufficient flax to take care of 
the war effort and also to provide care 
of the civilian needs. The O. P. A. re- 
fuses to raise the price on flax and so it 
was decided by the flax producers and 
those of us who are interested in having 
enough flax and linseed oil for our do- 
mestic economy and for the war effort, 
to try and urge the farmers to raise more 
flax. It was believed that, if the farmers 
would receive $5 or $6 an acre as incentive 
payment for planting and producing flax, 
then we could probably get the five or 
six million acres needed to produce 
around 50,000,000 bushels of flax in 1945. 

I definitely prefer that farmers should 
receive compensatory and fair prices in 
the market place for flax or any other 
commodity in the place of subsidies 
from the United States Treasury. But, 
with flaxseed, we are up against a reality. 
The O. P. A. refuses to increase the price 
of flax toa point that will induce farmers 


to plant this crop in preference to other | 
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| products which are more profitable un- 


der existing price ceilings. We need the 
flax for the war and for our civilian 
economy. To get results in production 
of flax, farmers in flax-producing areas 
must be assured of a return for flax 
which will be on a par with other 
and I am, therefore, urging 

for this appropriation as a matter of 
necessity to secure the production of this 
most vital crop. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to urge my col- 
leagues on both sides of the aisle to vote 
for this conference report in an effort 
to bring about the inauguration of a 
sound crop-insurance program, which I 
believe this bill will do if it is adminis- 
tered properly. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Dirksen]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Sneaker, I say 
with some reluctance that I cannot agree 
to the conference report. It is rather 
regrettable that it comes in the shank 
of the session when the Christmas season 
is already moving and inspiring Mem- 
bers to go home. I feel that lamina 
rather squeamish position in objecting 
at this late date. Yet it occurs to me 
that two of the very vital things we 
agreed to when this legislation passed 
the House some weeks ago, by a very 
substantial vote, have been deleted by 
the Senate, and those deletions have 
been agreed to by the House conferees. 

The first one you will find on page 2 
of the bill, which relates to the payment, 
which shall not be in excess of the invest- 
ment the farmer has in the crop, and by 
investment there is included the labor, 
the fertilizer, the seed, the preparation 
of the soil, and all other applicable costs. 
It occurs to me that one of the funda- 
mental rules of insurance is that no man 
can get more than what has been de- 
stroyed. No fire-insurance company wil 
pay $10,000 on an actual loss of $4,000. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. The conferees of 
the House agree to the Senate amend- 
ment for several reasons. In the first 
place, we wanted to put the matter on 
a fair, just, and equitable basis. It should 
not be put upon an investment basis. 
If placed upon an out-of-pocket invest- 
ment basis, you would have to find out 
how much each farmer spent for fer- 
tilizer, how much he spent for seed, and 
so forth, in order to determine what his 
out-of-pocket loss amounted to, and it 
would mean in my opinion the policing 
of every farm in America in a way that 
the American farmers would never stand 
for. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I would say 
gentleman that it is far more funda- 
mental than that. It is the question 
whether Congress will subscribe to a 
principle which is not sound insurance, 
so that when you insure up to 75 percen 
of your investment, which might exceed 
$2,000, when the loss will bc only $1,000, 
that will be making it speculative. That 
is so fundamentally wrong in my opinion 
that that is one reason I cannot go along 
with the conference report. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. When you put this 
upon a yield basis, you are protecting 
that farm income, and that is what we 
should do. The farmer is entitled to 


crops, 


t 
you to vote 


to the 





Can 


wVJvu 


some pri + tion ¢ f } income. and if he 
pays tor that protection he certainly 
SI 1) t e Vv T 


ould receive What I | Ss 10! 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Where the gentleman 
from Virigira is in error is that this plan 


is d I i to i ir It > 
n C it I 1 1 
t! ay t s bi 1 
ol a ct ice r¢ C L 
pl 


Mr. FLANNAGAN. Where we insure 
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»SPEAKER. The time of th - 
tleman from Illinois has expired. 
Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman 3 additional min- 
u 


Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. If gentlemar 
rom Virginia will yield me more time 
have one more poin Wish to make. 
Mr. COOLEY. I may iy to the gen- 
tleman in that connection if he will 


t 
{ 

ly } , 

ld that the 


yi farmer cannot be guilty 
of malfeasance and still collect indem- 
niti The law requires him to reseed 
v rever reseeding is customary under 
the circ nstanc and t 1 tl { ; 
furtl fact that | red f only 
75 perce of the normal yield. Cer- 
t ly he could not en 1 hin { ¢ 
make a profit if he col on only 75 
I nt of tl ormal } 1 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I would say to 1 
£ 1 friend from N h Carolina that 
In many ¢ s 75 percent might a - 
gate mor! han the total investn t in 
t crcep considering every factor of 

) e are insuring pr And » I 

mp th is a I ( 1 to } 
farm i me If t | i 
ou t » be reat f { l na S il 
s! ld be restated 

N let me refer to one ot tl 
The conferees agi 1 to stl ut tha 
pro on where, if the indemni f 
in ex of the 1 \ nd pre! ! 

li further pr« d it the in- 
demnity should be s 1 down on a pro 
rata | o as to make it f t - 
ing ihis | been ricken ¢ nd t 
He f conferees ha‘ é f d ) no 
lay ’ If-su ) +} r = 

ral that it ] -su I 
and we find ourselves in exa yt 
condition we were when I took 
part in having the appropriation can- 
celed to do away with thi op-in 
program. 

Those two tl slr rd t ) 
this undertakin id that one i 
I sent word to t n f Kan- 

Mr. Hope] « I - 
ing that I would be f I t 
presented. I talked t i i 
g1 ( friend, n f i 
Georgia [Mr. P I ! I 
for it as he preset t laf 
ago. But ne of t I n re- 
versed in confe I l - 
finitely better t ole ti ) 
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over until next year, to reject the con- 
ference report and take a more objective 
look at it, then bring in something sound, 
because if we do this now we will be a 
long time undoing the mistake that we 
will make in adopting this conference 
report, 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. With 
reference to the point that the gentle- 
man has made, let me call attention to 
the fact that at the end of the experi- 
mental period of 5 years the losses ac- 
crued on a pro rata basis depended upon 
the premiums less the 10-percent re- 
serve that was collected. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Then it seems to me 
with 5 years’ experimental insurance on 
wheat and cotton we should have 
amassed sufficient actuarial dat. to en- 
able us to set up a Self-sustaining pro- 
gram. Instead of that, we are embark- 
ing on another 5 years of losses to the 
Federal Treasury. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I may 
say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the bill provided for the setting of pre- 
mium rates that were actuarially sound 
on wheat and cotton. If we have the 
proper administration we hope to get, by 
experienced insurance men, it ought to be 
handled on a sound basis and accom- 
plish the very thing the gentleman de- 
sires. 

Mr. DIRKSEN, I simply say that I am 
distressed about the whole thing. I am 
against the conference report. I hope 
the thing can go over until the next ses- 
sion, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has again expired. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Murray]. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I opposed this legislation when 
it was called up in the House. I voted 
for it in the hope that when the bill 
reached the other body some of these de- 
fects would be remedied. I had hoped 
the other body would include the war 
crops. The bill in its present form 
means, in order to keep the record 
straight, that we have lost $60,000,000 
insuring wheat and cotton and now we 
are going to open up the doors again 
and lose another $60,000,000 insuring 
cotton and wheat. We are starting out 
on an insurance program of two com- 
modities in the case of each of which we 
have a surplus. We are getting ready to 
pay an export bounty to get rid of these 
crops even after we have raised them. 

As far as my good friend Marvin Jones 


Mr. 


is concerned, I do not think he is on trial | 


here today. I believe that we always 
have to depend upon Marvin Jones. He 
may operate it on the basis of political 
expediency or on the basis of sectional 
favoritism. I hope the conference re- 
port will be voted down. I hope that if 
we are going to have a crop-insurance 
program we will have one that includes 
all crops. We should all be getting tired 
of year after year hearing largely about 
crops that represent such a small part 
of agriculture, 





Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Does not the gen- 
tleman believe that these provisions fore- 
doom this entire program to failure? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. What 
provisions? 

Mr. DWORSHAK. These provisions 
in the conference report that change the 


legislation as it was originally adopted | 


in this bédy. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Yes; the 
bill as presented today gives 5 years to 
carry on much the same as in the past. 
We have a shortage of butter; we have a 
shortage of pork and other livestock 
products; we have a shortage of sugar. 
The approach of the present adminis- 
tration appears to be to promote, subsi- 
dize, and insure our surplus crops, and 
not provide legislation or administration 
for the food products that are not reach- 
ing our people in acceptable or desirable 
amounts, and the ones that are really 
most needed as war foods. 

Sectional favoritism and political ex- 
pediency must give way to an agricultur- 
al program that is based on economic 
and war needs. The longer this is de- 
layed, the more food problems will con- 
front the people and the war effort. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cooter]. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
understand what the gentleman from 
Wisconsin means when he refers to 
political expediency. Certainly politics 
has not actuated the committees of the 
Congress in bringing this legislation be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. In reference to 
the charge of political expediency, may 
I say that Senator Wuire, the minority 
leader in the Senate, made a statement 
over there that he polled the Republican 
members of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture in reference to this matter and they 
were unanimously in favor of the bill. It 
passed the Senate without a dissenting 
vote. 

Mr. COOLEY. That might be good 
news to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Frankly, I do not think any thought of 


| political expediency entered any one’s 


mind. The Republicans on our commit- 
tee have made a very great contribution 
and have worked hard and diligently in 
an effort to bring a workable program 
before the Congress. 

I do not believe that this program will 
enable any farmer to unduly enrich him- 
self or that it insures any great amount 
of profit. The bill provides that in the 
event the farmer is guilty of malfeasance 
in the cultivation of his crop that fact 
shall be taken into consideration; like- 
wise if it is customary in the community 
or locality to reseed or replant it becomes 
incumbent upon the farmer to carry out 
that sort of practice and to engage in 
good farming practices generally, I do 
not see how you can improve it. 
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What we are trying to do here is ; 
carry on this experiment. It is an ex 
periment. I predict: it will succeed, a!- 
though it might fail. I hope it will 4 
ceed and that the farmers will soor 
or later have a sound insurance progr 

It is difficult to imagine a task m 
difficult than that of arranging an act 
arially sound premium basis for this ty 
of insurance because it covers all risk 
every pest and every other crop diss 

or disaster that might befall a farmer. 
Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman 





| yield? 


Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. When we get richt 
down to the bottom of this thing, a: 
not the gentleman think it is experi- 
mental and that we would have done 
better had we continued as we started 
and used one crop, wheat, as the guinea 
pig? Before we started on this one cro; 
wheat, the actuarial experts came be- 
fore the Congress, both those in and out 
of the department. No one objected t 
insurance and wheat was selected be- 
cause it was easier to work on. 

The SPEAKER. The time of 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the gentleman 1 additional minut 

Mr. MICHENER. Wheat was easier to 
work on, although we all had flax, some 
of us had corn, some of us had barley, 
and some of us had something else and 
we tried to experiment on the whole field 
at once. 

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman is in 
error, We have not undertaken to experi- 
ment with more than two crops—cotton 
and wheat. The only reason flax was 
put into this bill was because flax is a 
very vital crop and is necessary in th: 
war effort. 

Mr. MICHENER. Yes; but we a: 
confusing it. We are getting the vita! 
crops and insurance mixed. This is an 
insurance bill if it is anything. 

Mr. COOLEY. I know, but flax 
grown in only a very small area. 

Mr. MICHENER. They now include 
cotton. If we continued it on wheat w: 
would know whether crop insuran¢ 
would work on a crop to which it could 
be most advantageously applied. But in- 
stead of that, because the cotton farmer 
was in bad shape, why we included cot- 
ton. Now we are including flax. The 
insurance companies take one crop. 
They do not take a whole field. They 
go out and insure against hail storms and 
they prove that they can do the business 
on hail storms before they attempt in- 
sect pests. 

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman will 
realize that during the past 2 years th 
Department has collected data on cotton, 
and it is just as reasonable to hope for a 
successful program on cotton as on 
wheat. Certainly this insurance should 
encourage the planting of flax. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HAL]. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Speaker, as a member of the Committee 
on Agriculture it is a great satisiaci 
to me to see this conference report 


th 





1944 


yuucht out teday. I desire to express 
appreciation to the committee par- 
larly for including all other kinds 
fruits, such as apples and grapes, in 
experimental stage cf this program. 
Then one examines the situation in up- 
New York, he will observe one of 
ret at st sections of the country for 
production of apples, and fruits of all 
‘inds of a perishable nature. The orig- 
11 bill did not include anything but 
is fruits, but I think it is logical, since 
fruits are included, that apples and 
pes and pears and peaches of all kinds 
rtainly should be included. May I say 
the Hcuse that this may only be a 
rt in this program, but it is certainly 
necessary to incluce those fruits in the 
hole experimental pregram which must 
ind. will be carried out. It is a great 
itisfaction to see the Hall amendment 
nc'uded, and I know upstate fruit grow- 
rs eppreciate it a great deal. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 

eld such time as he may desire to the 
entleman from Texas [Mr. Poace]. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I think we 
ll recognize it has been most unfortu- 
nate that during the past year circum- 
tances have required the crop-insurance 
program to be suspended. That is not 
due to the fact that there is no existing 
for crop insurance, because there 

If we do not pass this conference 
report today, we will have on the statute 
books the outline of a form of crop in- 
urence that most of us agree has many 
defects that needs improvement, and 
that this conference report will improve 
very ee that this report will give 

a very much better form of crop in- 

nce os n that which is on the statute 
books today. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POAGE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
gentleman has correctly stated that the 
committee has prescribed actuarial, 
ound Government, and business prac- 
tices into existing law by this conference 
report. 

Mr. POAGE. That is right. We tried 
o make the existing law better. It is 
1ot a question of whether you will vote 
or or against crop insurance. You 
ther vote for this form of crop in- 
ance, which is vastly improved, or 
yo yu vote for the existing crop insurance 
which is still on the statute books and 
which you will leave on the statute books 
if you vote against this report. You take 
your choice of voting for one of the two, 
because after all you are not repealing 
the existing crop-insurance law. I think 
the House already recognizes that we 
have an improvement here; that we 
cught to adopt it; that we ought to go 
on with a sound program. The old pro- 
gram had defects but the idea of in- 
surance for farmers is just as sound as 
insurance for industry. Let us all try to 
get the best possible form of crop in- 
surance and then give ita chance. Those 
of you who kept us from having an active 
program this year must know that you 
have made it just that much harder to 
make the program work in the future. 
Let us give this crop insurance a fair 
chance to work. 
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Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Mrz- 
LER]. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, in my humble opinion, the 
crop-insurance bill as approved by the 
House a few weeks ago provides for an 
unsound crop-insurance program. The 

amendments adopted in the other body, 
and now accepted by the conferees, will 
cost the taxpayers of the United 
States millions of dollars’ while 
at the same time, the farmers 
will have poor protection. As ap- 
proved by the House, the bill pro- 
vides that not more than 25 percent of 
the premiums collected in the preceding 
year could be used for administrative 
expenses in any current operating year. 
That limitation has been taken off for a 
period of 3 years. In other words, the 
sky is the limit. The present program of 
crop insurance, now in process of liquida- 
tion, has cost the taxpayer $69,000,000. 
If we can ever liquidate the program set 
up under this legislation with losses un- 
der $160,000,000, I will be very pleasantly 
surprised. Proponents of this legislation 
claim that this does not put the Govern- 
ment in competition with private busi- 
ness for the reason that insurance com- 
panies do not write all risk coverage on 
growing crops. The only reason this 
kind of insurance is not written by Amer- 
ican insurance companies is that they 
know that an insurance on growing crops 
cannot be written profitably at anything 
like a reasonable premium. It will be 
interesting to watch the losses accumu- 
late in the next few years. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Minnesota |Mr. H. Cart ANDERSEN]. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, it is my hope that this crop- 
insurance conference report will be 
adopted. This is only a beginning in 
the attempt to secure a strong ps: kane e 
program which will be able to stand upon 
its own feet, from a financial viewpoint. 

I do not think that we need to be exer- 
cised or disturbed over the 75 percent 
provision. You will note that this ap- 
plies to 75 percent of the average crop. 
Certainly 75 percent of an average crop 
of flax will not show a profit to the pro- 
ducer. 

Some time ago I called to the attention 
of the Department of Agriculture the 
necessity of providing a program to en- 
large the production of flax, a vital war 
necessity. It is a pleasure to see the rec- 
ognition of this need as expressed by the 
$20,000,000 authorization included in this 
conference report. 

May I again express the hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that today will mark the be- 
ginning of a sound and constructive 
crop-insurance program. 

Mr. FLANNAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the conference report. 

The question was taken; and on a di- 
vision (demanded by Mr. DrrKsEN) there 
were—ayes 72, noes 19. 

So the conference report was 
to, 


agreed 
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A motion to reconsider wa 
table. 


‘ 
laid on the 


COMMITTE® ON INTERSTATE AND 
FOREIGN COMMERCE 
Mr. ms ARRIS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf 
of « olleague, the chairman of our 
committee, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia {Mr. Lea], I ask unanimous con- 
sent that notwithstanding any possible 
adj rire nt of the Congress the petro- 
leum subcommittee of the Committee on 
Intersta te and Foreign Commerce may 
have until midnight January 2, 1945, to 
file a report wv ne the Clerk of the House, 

The SPEAKE Is there objection to 
the reque st of a gentleman from Ar- 
kansa 

There was no objection 
ELIMINATING AS UNCOLLECTIBLE CER- 

TAIN CREDITS OF THE UNITED 

STATES 

Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 2071) to 
eliminate as uncollectible certain credits 
of the United States 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Re- 
serving the right to object Mr. Speaker, 
and I am not going to object, I under- 
stand this Senate bill is identical with a 
bill that has previously been passed by 
the House. 

Mr. MANASCO. We passed a similar 
bill on December 4. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. This 
relates simply to a matter of bookkeep- 
ing within certain departments, any- 
way? 

Mr. MANASCO. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill (S. 2071), as 


follow 





r t ¢ 1 ete I ‘ the f the 
fi r 1945, there e hereby au zed 

dd be « ted : aki 
ble, 1 t the Tr De- 
partme he Post Office Departme nd 
the ¢ 1 Accoun Office, the ; 
items 1 ] e | C t l- 
I Cu i S e t r t 
re er of the U New O 
La 1261 1,164.44; D at &€ - 
nah, ¢ 61, $205.76: ¢ Tex., 1£61 
$83.26; Lit I k, Ark., 18 23.50 

T I be r t t r 
here l i 
on thi aa ‘ 
pl 

The bill was ordered to | idat 1 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider w laid on 


the table 
MULTIPLE TAXATION OF AIR COMMERCE 
Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I a ‘Kc 
unanimous 
consideration of the joint resolution CH. 
Re 324) to extend for $0 days the 
time for filing a report by the Civil 
Aeronautics Board relating to multiple 
taxation of air commerce 
The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 


consent for the 
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The SPEAKER. 


t! e re 


C 


Is there objection to 
quest of the gentleman from North 
Lrolina? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as 
follow 


Resolved, etc., That the act entitled “An 
act to provide for a study of multiple tax- 
ation of air commerce, and for other pur- 
peses,’ approved July 3, 1944 (Public Law 
416, 78th Cong.), is hereby amended by 
striking out the words “within 180 days” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “within 9 


montn 


Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert at this point 
in the Recorp a letter from Edward War- 
ner, of the Civil Aeronautics Board, to 
Hon. Sam RAyYgurnN, Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

Civi AERONAUTICS Boarp, 
Washinyton, December 12, 1944. 
SAM RAYBURN, 
Speaker of the House, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mr. SPEAKER: The Congress by 
Public Law 416 directed the Civil Aeronautics 
Board to study the problems of the multiple 
taxation of persons engaged in air commerce 
and their employees. The Board was di- 
rected to submit its report and recommenda- 
tions within 180 days, or by December 30, 
1944. 

Although the tax study has proceeded expe- 
ditiously, it now appears that circumstances 
beyond our control compel us to seek an 
extension of the time within which the report 
may be filed. An initial delay was encoun- 
tered in securing the services of the tax ex- 
perts to assist the Board in the study. Th2 
air lines have been unable to conform to the 
time schedules set for the submission of 
factual information. The act directs the 
Board vo consult with the appropriate au- 
thorities of the several States, Territories, and 
possessions, and consultations have already 
been held with the officials of a majority of 
the States. However, it now appears desir- 
able to extend the consultations by circulat- 
ing our tentative recommend@atiors to the tax 
authorities of all cf the States, Territories, 
and possessions. Finally, the absence of two 
Board members at the International Civil 
Aviation Conference in Chicago has made it 
impossible for the Board to give these tax 
problems the consideration required to enable 
it to make a final report by December 30. 

For all of these reasons, we respectfully 
request that the appropriate committees of 
Congress consider action by joint resolution 
or by amendment to Public Law 416, extend- 
ing for 90 days the period within which the 
Board may submit its report to the Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
EDWARD WARNER, 
Acting Chairman. 


Hon 


The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time and was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to amend the title 
by striking out the words “for ninety 
days” in order to have it conform with 
the body of the act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 


North Carolina? 
There was no objection 


j 
| 





A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MANSFIELD of ‘Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the REcorp and in- 
clude a few extracts from laws and pub- 
lic documents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objecticn to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend the remarks I made 
today and include certain extracts and 
statements. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE ON THE 

MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwithstand- 
ing the sine die adjournment of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress, the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
may have until midnight of January 2 to 
file reports with the Clerk of the House. 
I might say there is a report from the 
Subcommittee on Investigation of the 
Red Sea Charter Rate which has just 
come to hand this morning. I am try- 
ing to get a quorum of the committee 
during the recess to act on it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. TOLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the REcorp and include a 
brief letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

here was no objection. 
PETER A. CONDELARIO 


Mr. O’CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 1746) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to issue to Peter A. Conde- 
lario a patent in fee to certain land. 

The Clerk read the title of the biil 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
understand this is one of four similar 
bills, all having to do with individual In- 


dians. Will the gentleman explain the 
legislation? 
Mr. O’CONNOR. That is correct. 


This land originally was allotted to in- 
dividual Indians to be held in trust for 
a period of 25 years. The time of the 
trust has expired. In other words, the 
25 years has expired and they are now 
entitled to the deed to the property. 
That is all this bill does. It grants him 
the title in fee simple to the land which 
was originally allotted to him under the 
trust 
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Mr.CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the ; 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN 
yield. 

Mr. CASE. The bill calls for n 
propriation or the imposition of an 
ligation on the Government in any | 
ticular? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. That is corr 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachvsett 
simply gives to the Indian title to 
property that he has had for 25 y 

land which he has actually had? 

















of Massachusett I 


Mr. O’CONNOR. The gentleman 
correct. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. 


Speaker, reserving the right to obj 

am not sure about this particular si 
tion, but I hope we are not passing | " 
lation here that will give deeds to In- 
dians who may not be capable of tak 
care of their affairs and who might d 
sipate their land. This happened 
Oklahoma several years ago, where 
had what was called “forced patents” on 
some Indians down there. We did them 
a great injustice. I hope we are not 1 
peating that. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I say that this i 
private bill and it does not affect any- 
body else. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. 1 
withdraw my reservation of objection 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana? 

There was no objection. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the £e-retary 
the Interior is authorized and directed to i:- 
sue to Peter A. Condelario, a Sioux India: 
the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, 8S. Vak 
a patent in fee to the northeast quarte! 
of section 31, in township 40 north, range 
west, of the sixth principal meridian, Sout 
Dakota. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and pass: 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

CHARLES F. WHITE 


Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from t} 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 1925) to au- 
thorize and direct the Secretary of th 
Interior to issue to Charles F. White « 
patent in fee to certain land, which I 
send to the desk. 

he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized and directed to 
sue to Charles F. White, Crow allottee N 
1444, a patent in fee to lots 5, 6, 7, 8, sout! 
half of section 9; lots 5, 6, north half of th 
north half of the southwest quarter of sec- 
tion 10, township 1 south, range 33 east 
Montana principal meridian, Big 
County, Mont., containing 412.37 acres. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana? 

Mr. CCCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the right to object. Does the same situ- 
ation apply here as to the other bill? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. There is absolutely 
no appropriation involved? 

Mr. O’CONNOR. No. 

Mr. COCHRAN. No obligation on the 
part of the Government? 


torn 
















































































Mr. O'CONNOR. It does not cost the | 
( rnment one cent 
COCHRAN. Very well. 
PEAKER Is there objection to 
est of the gentleman from Mon- 
was no objection. 
SPEAKER. The question is on the 
¢ of the Senate bill. 
Senate bill was ordered to be read 
time, was read the third time, and 
1nd a motion to reconsider was 
on the tabie. 
SOCIAL SECURITY 
SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
tatement. The Chair has just 
ived information from the White 
* } that the President has signed the 
H. R. 5564, the so-called Social 


‘ rity Freeze Act. 
- Further, we are looking for the con- 
report upon the Deficiency Ap- 
ation bill to arrive about 3 o’clock. 
RICHARD PICKETT 
O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
consent to take from the 
ker’s table, the bill (S. 2026) author- 
ance of a patent in fee to 
hare , Which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
nacted, etc., Tha 


Aly 


mous 


t the Secretary of the 











I s he y authorized and directed to 
to Richard Pickett, a patent in fee to 
‘ e-described lands allotted to him 
( vy Ir a i 
of s¢ 
a r 
qui er 
C 
cu ‘ 
nge 2 





I SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
t equest of the gentleman from Mon- 
Chere was no objection. 


Yhe SPEAKER. The: question is on 

» third reading of the Senate bill. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 
was read the third time, and passed, 
d a motion to reconsider was laid on 

: the table. 

t WINNIE LEFT HER 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table, the bill (S. 1602) author- 
and directing the Secretary of the 
nterior to issue to Winnie Left Her 
Behind, a patent in fee to certain land, 

y and consider the same at this time. 
is The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


BEHIND 
l 


1animous 


; Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

¢ e Interior is authorized and directed to 

ne ie to Winnie Left Her Behind, a Sioux 

' I 1 of the Rosebud Indian Reservation, 

i L » a patent in fee to the northeast 

rter of section 25, township 42, range 

_ l ea of the Black Hills meridian. 

yn- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
he request of the gentleman frcm Mon- 

orve tana? 

itu- There was no objection 


The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the third reading of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
t was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table, 
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REPRESENTATIVE ALBERT E. CAR 
Mr.BENDER. M1: 


. 1 
Speak 


unanimous consent to proceed fo! 
ute, 
The SPEAKER. Is the ot tion to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. 


BENDER. Mr. Speaker, we are 


about to lose one of the most valuable 
Members of the H e of Rep: a- 
tives. Iam referring to the Hon. ALBERT 
[. CarTer, who ha rved in this body 


for 20 vears. 


from a pl 


Yesterday I received a letter 
nt California Democrat 


min 
Uslillici 





containing the following sentence: 
At CaRTER’s defeat w depressi because 
of the effect it wi ] eu d 
He kr the ne 5 
ult e men Al 
post- € ( The ¢ v 
qae.eat i € ( 


I am sure this outstanding California 
Democrat spoke the truth, and this view 
is shared not only by Republi 
Democrats in California, but th 





the Nation as well. The district 
gret the mistake that was made in No- 
vember in defeating tl useful, effec 


and capable legislator. 
a strategic committee plac 


QO 





man CARTER was ranking Minority Mem- 
ber on the Rivers and Harb Commit- 


tee and was fourth ranking 
the powerful Appropriations Committee 
It will take many years for any Califor- 
nian to attain such outstanding place on 
these important committees. No man in 
either body is more highly esteemed 
his colleagues on both 

than is Congressman CARTER n sa 
without hesitancy that no man in or out 
of Congress has more friends in the Con- 
gress 


member 


SiaeS Ol tne alsie, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MARCANTONIO 
I ask unanimous con 
own remarks in the Rx« 
versary of Dr. Freder 
Carbajal, and include 

The SPEAKER. Is 
the request of the : 
York? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. CALVIN D. JOHNSON asked 
was given permission to extend his own 








remarks in the ReEcorp and incluce a 
letter.) 
Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr. 


Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and to 
include therein two ent 
made at Carnegie Hall on the prob! 
the Palestinian Jews. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman fro VY 
York? 

There was no obje 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. 
unanimous consent 
the gentleman fron 
VoorRHIS!] may extenc 
I also ask unanimous 
my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. 
the request 
fornia? 

There was no objection. 


speeches re 


it my colleague 
California [Mr. 
his remarks; and 
consent to extend 


Is there objection to 
of the gentleman from Czli- 







0607 


LATE PRESTON L. GEORGE 





M SHORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to he House 
I 1 minute 

I SPEAKER Is t yn to 
t! equest of the I n Mis- 

i e no ol ct ? 

M HORT. Mr. St I ¢ not 

! » de n the Hous¢ I do want 
; . n y ; } ¢° sit y 

| I ¢ I ti 
é N 7 very 


IT I) In V- 
f el H ered t ( nment 
1 1914 After 10 1 l ( loval 
1 efficient s G nt 
I Office he i th 
oliice of t Off R ! D t 
of 1 Ho ind 20 3 ] had 
been 1 acct n tir to t 
Me He perfor l k 
( { ’ 7 ¥ ] H k i } 
e 
H i I of tl 
Masonic Lox i took et 
in t i He od in 
( I va id | i 
I ] I ¢ re I nents of 
evi Member of H I I say 
I I We him 
£ ‘ | ‘ I 
men I t 
} 
I SPEARER The H ind 
I é I 1 X} on 
( 12 1 
cf é De 
] f } 1 « 13 min- 
ute m House re 
l ) call of ( 
AFTER I 
T} re ) al y tha H ‘} 
v call ord cer 
s ¢ ( 56 I 


FURTI MESSAGI 17 ENAT 
A ' ‘ ‘ uw 
, ful f I { ~ i 
n . ’ 
[ Fri i i Cif I 
I ncec t e § passed 
+ ? 
\ i lft I ament i I 1utl l 
cf t} Hi e of ¢ / wit { . 
: a a . < 
, 1 4 - 
I ¢ 
( er 


The m e al ynnou ( 
me } 1 passe I la ¢ - 
rent re 1 1 of t f t 
which ft C ol H 
req 
’ ‘ 
f H ( 
7 Cor} 
( I 7. ( 
c t P 
: S t { I 
A an 
The m e a t 
S te to t! - 
I f ( ieren I 
Vole of t { » Hou I it 
me! of the S : 










Q2NR 
VZ0VU9S 


The message also announced that the 


Vice President has appointed Mr. BARK- 
LEY and Mr. Brewster members of the 
joint select committee on the part of the 
Senate, as provided for in the act of Au- 
gust 5, 1939, entitled “An act to provide 
for the disposition of certain records of 
the United States Government,” for the 
disposition of executive papers in the 
following departments and agencies: 


Department of the Navy. 
. Department of War. 
3. National Housing Agency. 

United States Maritime Commis- 
sion and War Shipping Administration. 
FILING OF INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE 

REPORTS 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
unanimous consent that notwith- 
standing the sine die adjournment of the 
House, special and standing committees 
of the House authorized to make investi- 
gations may file their reports with the 
Speaker not later than midnight, Janu- 
ary 2, 1945, for printing as public doc- 
uments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning I was granted permission to in- 
sert in the Recorp two speeches by the 
Honorable Winston Churchill. I find 
that one of them will cover two and one- 
third pages of the Recorp and the cost 
is estimated to be $121.40. The other 
one will cover two and two-thirds pages 
of the Recorp and the cost is estimated 
to be $138.80. However, owing to the im- 
portance of these addresses I think they 
should appear in the Recorp, and I ask 
inanimous consent that they be inserted 
in the Recorp regardless of that cost. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
BILL, 1945 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri submitted 
the following conference report on the 
bill (CH. R. 5587) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in certain appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1944, and for prior fiscal years, and to 
provide supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1945, and 
June 30, 1946, and for other purposes: 


Mr 


ask 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5587) “making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for 
prior fiscal years, and to provide supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, and 
for other purposes,” having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 21, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 45, and 
48 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 


| 








bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 25, 26, 38, 44, 46, 47, 123, 
and 124, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 7 and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in- 
serted by said amendment, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“The Alien Property Custodian is hereby 
authorized to pay out of any funds or other 
property or interest vested in him or trans- 
ferred to him all necessary expenses incurred 
by the Office of Alien Property Custodian in 
carrying out the powers and duties conferred 
on the Alien Property Custodian pursuant to 
the Trading with the Enemy Act of October 
6, 1917, as amended (50 U. S. C. App.): Pro- 
vided, That not to exceed $4,000,000 shall be 
available for the entire fiscal year 1945 for 
the general administrative expenses of the 
Office of Alien Property Custodian, including 
the objects as specified in section 201 of the 
National War Agency Appropriation Act, 1945, 
printing and binding, rent in the District of 
Columbia, and all other necessary general ad- 
ministrative expenses: Provided further, That 
after June 30, 1945, the Office of Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian shall not incur any obliga- 
tions for the expenses of said Office except 
pursuant to a further annual authorization 
by the Congress specifically therefor: Pro- 
vided further, That on or before April 1, 1945, 
the Alien Property Custodian shall make a 
report to the Appropriations Committees of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
giving detailed information on all adminis- 
trative and nonadministrative expenses in- 
curred in connection with the activities of 
the Office of Alien Property Custodian.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$16,650”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert $12,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: “teletype service 
presently being furnished and”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: “teletype (pres- 
ently being furnished) or”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$15,000,000”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$8,002”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
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ment insert “$6,938”; and the Senate a 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the # 
recede from its disagreement to the ar 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
to the same with an amendment, as f 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said a: 
ment insert “$37,000”; and the Senate 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the ar 
ment of the Senate numbered 28, an 
to the same with an amendment, as f 
In lieu of the sum proposed in line 4 
amendment insert “$25,000”; and the § 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the a: ° 
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
to the same with an amendment, as fi 
In line 6 of the matter 
amendment, strike out 
000,000", and insert 
000,009"; and the Senate agree to the sar 

Amendment numbered 36: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the am 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and 
to the same with an amendment, as fo! 





In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 


ment insert “$37,000”; and the Senate ; 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the am« 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and 
to the same with an amendment, as fol 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said an 
ment insert “$75,500”; and the Senate ; 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the H 


inserted by i 
the figure “822. 
in lieu thereof “ 





recede from its disagreement to the an ~ 


ment of the Senate numbered 49, and 
to the same with an amendment, as foll 
In line 4 of the matter inserted by 
amendment, strike out the figure “8 
000,000", and insert in lieu thereof ‘'s 
000,000”; and the Senate agree to the sar 

Amendment numbered 50: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the an 
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and 
to the same with an amendment, as fol! 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said am¢ 
ment insert “$278; and the Senate agre 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the He 
recede from its disagreement to the an 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and : 
to the same with an amendment, as fol] 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said am 
ment insert “$13,875”; and the Senate a 
to the same. ° 

Amendment numbered 52: That the Ho 
recede from its disagreement to the ame 
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and ag 
to the same with an amendment, as foll 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said am« 
ment insert “$281,200”; and the Senate ag: 
to the same. 


Amendment numbered 53: That the House 


recede from its disagreement to the amend 


ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree 


to the same with an amendment, as follow 
{In lieu of the sum proposed by said ame: 

ment insert “$1,480”; and the Senate agree t 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the Hou 
recede from its disagreement to the ame: 
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and ag: 
to the same with an amendment, as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amen 
ment insert “$167”; and the Senate agree ' 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the Hou 
recede from its disagreement to the amend 
ment of the Senate numbered 55, and ag! 
to the same with an amendment, as follov 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend 


f 


ment insert “$463"; and the Senate agree to 


the same. 
Amendment numbered 56: That the Hous 
recede from its disagreement to the amend 


8 


ment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree 


me with an amend 


the s TY nr 











he Senate 
e with an a! 








¢ t f UW 
1 ed by d amend- 
lt nd the senate agree 
A I 159: That the House 
f n its disagreement t I end- 
f tt Senate numbered ) nd e 
t I e W tn an . I 1¢ dm«¢ nt I . 
the im proposed tf i nd- 


Amendment numbered 60: That the H 


ise 
from its disagreement to the nend- 
f the Senate numbered 60 n yree 
e same with an amendment is Ii 
I 1 ¢ the sum proposed by s il amend- 
I rt “$9,250”; and the Senate agree 
e s ne 


Amendment numbered 61: That th 




















h 
re e from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 61, a 
1e same with an amendment, as 
I eu of the sum proposed by said nd- 
insert $23,125": and the Senate agree 
me 
Amendment numbered 62: That the House 
e from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree 
e same with an amendment, as follows: 
I eu of the sum proposed by 
insert “$5.£50,000"; and the Senate 
> to the same 
Amendment numbered 63: That the House 
le from its dis to the amend- 
of the Sena red 63, and agree 
i ime with t foll 
I eu of the sum proposed by said 
t insert “$27,750”; and the Senat 





Amendment numbered 64: That the House 

recede from its di amend- 

f the Senate numbered 64, and agree 

the same with an amendment, as follows: 

lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 

I t insert “$1,804”; and the Senate agree 
ne same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
I t of the Senate numbered 65, and agree 
he same with an ¢ 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amcnd- 
ment insert “$694”; and the Sena 


iwreement to the 


é t ¢ 





endment, as follows 





1e same 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House 
from its disagreement to the amend- 

ment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree 

ame with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 





»> the 


ment insert “$4,625”; and the Senate agree 
to the same 
Amendment numbered 67: That the House 





recede from its disagreement to the am 
ment of the Senate numbered 67, and 





to the foll 





same with an amendment, as 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amencd- 
ment insert “$194,250”; and the Senate 


he same. 


gree 
agree 


Amendment numbered 68: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree 

the same with an amendment, as follows: 
n lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
nt insert “$1,388; and the Senate agree 
» the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows; 
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) , ) ¢ f 
In lieu of the i ° 
ment S $9,250”: i < é 

A nt numbered 72 I the I 
re e fl ts « reement - 
me ol es nu € 72 na a 
T T £ me W t Y = 
I eu of t m pl d i - 
I nt i t $35,655": ¢ i ~ g < 
t +?) ¥ 

Ame t numbered 73: T t the H > 
rec e! m Ss ¢ ree tt I i- 
ment of the Ser e nu red 73 i 
to e same W lan ame I i 
In ] l I tne m I 1 iid ne l- 
ment i I $571,650"; da es t : 
to th ne 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House 
recede I m its dl eement t n d- 
ment of the c + nun b red 74 ; ‘ 
to the same Witt imendan I 
In lieu of the rop d | i amend- 
ment insert - and the S é ree 
T y ee y eo 


Amendment numbered 75: That the House 
aisacreemen 
ment of the Senate numbered 75. 


h an amendment as foll s: In 








lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment 
insert “$324,301": and the Senate agree to 
the sam 


a 


Amendment numbered 76: That the House 





recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 76, and 
to the same with an amendment sf 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert $36,075"; i the Se € ree 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 77 t e House 
recede from its disagreement to tl amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 77, a1 igree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 


lieu of the sum proposed by id amendment 

insert “$244,200 

the same 
Amendment numbered 78: That the House 


recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


and the Senate agree to 








m of the Senate numbered 78, and ree 
to same with an amendment follow 

In lieu of the ! posed by said nend- 
m<¢ insert “$ 025"; and the Senate ag! to 








iment numbered 79 
recede from its disagreement to th imend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 





the same with an amendment, as foll In 
lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment 


insert “$11,193"; and the Senate agree to the 


Amendment numbered 80: That the House 
recede from its d rreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follow 


In lieu of the sum proposed by 
ment insert "$4,533"; and 
th 


e same 


the Senat 


Amendment numbered 81: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the 
ment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$462,500”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 

































































weg? 
$609 














Amend ] j I eH . 
Tre t € ( t - 
I ( t t t le t t I t ee 
¢ ne wv Y 
In lieu of f I | a 
rr f $6.9 i 
¢ 
t f f 

‘ © me +. 9 . 

Am € 1 i I 
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I I = I ere ] i ¢ 
T » at r 
I 1 f | i | o 
! t 47 I ‘ é 

A ene é nt j T + + I 
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? r * —T ‘ 

In leu f n | 
I { $3 i ¢ é 
T ft 

A ‘ ‘ + ¥ er j ? T H 
re de trom it a é t the 
n the Ser Ds a 

tne W f I 
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m proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$717”; and the Senate agree 
to the same 





ndment numbered 96: That the House 
from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “827,750”; and the Senate agree 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$13,875”; and the Senate agree 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$2,220,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$4,662”; and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$1,291”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 101, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$532”; and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$49,950"; and the Senate agree 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 1038: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the Sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$485,625”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 104, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert $83,250"; and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 105: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 105, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$925”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 106, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$209”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 107, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$435”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
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as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$486”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 109: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 109, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$463”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 110, 
and agreé to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$116”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered i11, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$463”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 112, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “€3,161,650"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 113, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$26,085”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 114: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 114, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In hieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$286,750”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert “$3,423”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert “$24,513”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert “$259,000”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 118, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$323,750”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 119, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$107,763”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 120, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert ‘$46,250"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the 
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as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ph, 
said amendment insert “85,890,400”; a: 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That 
House recede from its disagreement t 
amendment of the Senate numbered 
and agree to the same with an amendm 
as follows: In lieu of the sum propose 
said amendment insert “$7,308”; and 
Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report ir 
agreement amendments numbered 9, 1 
13, 14, 15, 17, 22, 30, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 125 
126. 

CLARENCE CANNON, 

C. A. WOODRUM, 

Louis LUDLOW, 

JED JOHNSON, 

EMMET O'NEAL, 

Lovuts C. RABAUT, 

EVERETT M. DIRKSEN, 

ALBERT J. ENGEL, 

FRANCIS CASE, 

FRANK B. KEEFE, 

Managers on the part of the House 

KENNETH MCKELLAR, 

CARL HAYDEN, 

RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 

Rurvus C. HOLMAN, 

C. WAYLAND BROOKS, 
Managers on the part of the Senat: 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the confer- 
ence report on the bill H. R. 5587. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the conference report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, this conference report composes all 
differences between the two Houses with 
the exception of 16 separate Senate 
amendments, which will be later sub- 
mitted to the House seriatim. I move 
the previous question on the conference 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
agreeing to the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the first amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 9: Page 9, line 3, 
strike out “Appropriation Act, 1945,” and 
insert “and the pay, allowance, commutation 
of quarters, and uniform allowance of regular 
and reserve commissioned nurses, the number 
of regular commissioned nurses appointed 
to be in addition to the number of regular 
active commissioned officers otherwise au- 
thorized, and not to exceed 50 regular com- 
missioned nurses may be appointed in grades 
above that of senior assistant and for pur- 
poses of pay and pay period shall be consid- 
ered as having had on the date of appoint- 
ment service equal to that of the junior offi- 
cer of the grade to which appointed. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that amend- 


ments Nos. 9 and 10 be considered jointly. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection io 


House recede from its disagreement to the | the request of the gentleman from Mis- 


amendment of the Senate numbered 121, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 


souri. 
There was no objection, 
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TI 1e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the other amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 10: Page 9, line 13, 
> t “#963,400" and insert “$1,225,823.” 


CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
I move that the House recede and 
ur in the Senate amendments. 
The motion was agreed to 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
t] endment in disagreement 
The. Clerk read as follows: 
€ te amendment No. 11: Page 10, line 


Yn am 
I ail 


rculosis For expenses necessary 
r 1945, to carry out the purposes of 


14 (b) of the Pr tblic Health Service 








July 1, 1944, includi1 V- 
the District of ase 
r documents for 
tion and of reprint y 
private publicati 
é { ind n nd 





ms otherwise chargeable to the appro- 
1 ‘Miscellaneous and contingent ex- 

Public Health Service’; $668,000, of 
1 amount not to exe eed $129,032 may be 
sferred to the appropriation ‘Pay, and so 
sioned ( Public Health 
’. for the employment of 50 additional 
1ission ed officers, of which num- 








commi fficers, 





4 are authorized to be commissioned in 
s above tl e 


1at of senior assistant 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr.S 
er, I move that the House recede ir 
disagreement to the amendment 
Senate No. 11 and concur therein. 
he motion was aoa to. 
he SFEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A nendment No. 13: Page 12, line 3, 
Admini : 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House recede from its 
reement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 13 and concur therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 14: Page 12 

“Traveling expenses: For an additional 
nt for traveling expenses, Federal Secu- 
Agency, fiscal year 1945, including the 


peak- 
ym its 
of the 


insert 


tratol! 


Gisa 


line 4, insert: 






e specified under this head in the Fed- 


f Security Agency Appropriation Act, 1945, 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 14 and concur therein, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 15: Page 12, line 8, insert 


“Printing and binding: For an additional 
amount for printing and binding, Fede 
Security Agency, fiscal year 1945, including 
e objects specified under this head in the 
Federal Security Agency Appropriation Act, 
1945, $6,000.” 
fr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
I move that the House recede from 
Ss disagreement to the amendment of 
c 
} 


h 
= 


Senate No. 15 and concur therein. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESS 









The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 17: Page 13 


line 7, insert 


the following: “Provided further, That in 
a all ions he funds appro- 
I ru i 

ven to et! » 
a ta the 

$25 ( 


ee Bln mren nop of Missouri. Mr. 
Spea , I move that the House recede 
cranes its ‘disag reement to the amendment 
of the Senate No. 17 and c« ir therein 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 
di n of the question 

The SPEAKER The que on is 


Will the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 
preferential motion to concur with an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the am endment. 

The Clerk read as 

Amendment offered by Mr. Case: On poge 











13, amendment No. 17, lines 7 to 11, M: 
CASE moves to concur in the Ser nend- 
ment [No. 17] with an amendment striking 
out the period, inserting a semi i d the 
followi language: “P ided h That 
the funds priated in tl paragraph 
shall be ¢ > for restoration of com- 
munity facilities ds ed by hurt neé I 
other public di er where the y of the 
local community to restore or re t fa- 
C es has been imp ed b met de- 
mands created by the war.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
r, I make a point of order that the mo- 
tion is not in order. : is not germane 
in ths 1t it introduces material which does 
not appear in either thi ee se or Senate 
bills. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, may I be 
rd on the point of order? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. 
lieve the point of order 
tleman from Missouri will lie in view of 
the fact that the amendment I propose 
relates to community facilities. Wea 
not now dealing with the powers of the 
conferees; we are dealing with the power 
of the House. The amendment which is 
proposed to be added by the Senate refers 
to the funds appropriated in this bille 
and the entire pa 
munity facilites 
proposes that t 
this 


he 


Speaker, I do not be- 


made by the gen- 


ragraph refers to com- 
My amendment merely 
the funds appropriated by 
referring directly to 
i lable for restoration 
of community facilities under certain 
conditions relating to demands created 
by the war. Titles II and III of the 
of October 14, oe generally known as 
the Lanham Act, 
of community facilities nee 
defense effort or to 





late to the supplying 
ded in the 
meet demands or 
ions created by the war: conse- 
quently, I believe the amendment is 
directly related and a proper condition 
to attach to the language proposed by 
the Senate 
Mr.CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Spe: 

er, this is entirely new matter. The 
proposition before us is restricted specifi- 


situat 
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Chair does not think that conferees on 
the part of the House and the Senate 
could set aside the rule of germaneness. 

Mr.CASE. Mr. Speaker, I assume that 
the Speaker took into consideration the 
fact this whole thing is conditioned upon 
the proposition that this extension should 
apply only where the ability of the local 
community has been impaired by meeting 
demands created by the war? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has read 
that part of the gentleman’s amendment 
very thoroughly. 

Mr. CASE. I respect the Speaker's 
ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
concurring in the Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred 
in. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 22: Strike out lines 24 and 
25, on page 21, and lines 1 to 5, and page 22, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For an additional amount, notwithstand- 
ing the limitations contained in the item 
‘Conservation and use of agricultural land 
resources’ contained in the Department of 
Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1944, includ- 
ing the objects specified under the same item 
in the Department of Agriculture Appro- 
priation Act, 1945, $13,000,000.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CANNon of Missouri moves that the 
House recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and in- 
serted by said amendment, insert the follow- 
ong: 

“The limitation on expenditures under the 
1944 program of soil-building practices and 
soil- and water-conservation practices estab- 
lished in the fourth proviso clause of the 
appropriation ‘Conservation and Use of Agri- 
cultural Land Resources,’ in the Department 
of Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1944, is 
hereby increased from $300,000,000 to $313,- 
000,000 (exclusive of the $12,500,000 provided 
in the Department of Agriculture Appro- 
priation Act, 1945, for additional seed pay- 
ment).” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 30: Page 26, line 5, insert: 

“BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

“Census of agriculture: For an additional 
amount for c¢ of agriculture, including 
the objects specified under this head in the 
Department of Commerce Appropriation Act, 
1945, $5,000,000, to remain available until 
December 31, 1946.” 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Dirksen]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, this is 
our old familiar friend, the census of 
agriculture. We could not agree in con- 
ference, and hence the matter comes 
a separate vote. The Senate 


sis 
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back for 
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insists upon this 5-year census of agri- | 
culture. There are some on this side of | 
the Capitol who do not agree particu- 
larly that it will be a very fruitful effort 
or that it should be carried out at the 
present time. Altogether, asI recall the 
figures, about $12,750,000 would be avail- 
able if this were approved. About $600,- 
000 has already been expended, and some 
of the field offices have been established 
and supervisors have been designated. 
They discovered, of course, that they 
could not get enough enumerators under 
the funds that were originally made 
available, so it became necessary to ask 
for additional funds. 

In the first place there is a manpower 
shortage in the country. Notwithstand- 
ing the fact that they agree on using 
women enumerators, they are still going 
to have difficulty, and I doubt whether it 
would be enough money to do the job. 
Secondly, I wonder about the value of an 
agricultural census at the present time. 
In one year, for instance, we had 126,- 
000,000 hogs in the country. In the next 
year it dropped down to something like 
80,000,000. So the figures on hogs and 
cattle and geese and pigs and sheep and 
chickens and all other farm livestock and 
fowls of the country shift so radically 
under these very flexible action programs 
that have been instituted by the War 
Food Administrator and the Department 
of Agriculture that I doubt very much 
the wisdom of taking a census at this 
time, because within 365 days the figures 
will have little or no value and the job 
will have to be done over again if the 
money is available. Why can we not 
let this matter ride until at least that 
portion of hostilities that relates to the 
European theater comes to an end, and 
then probably we can deduce some figures 
that will be a little more stable and will 
be of more value to the economy of the 
country? 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. REED of New York. Those fig- 
ures would be so far out of date by the 
time they were compiled they would be 
absolutely useless. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I think the gentle- 
man is absolutely right. It takes a little 
while to assemble these things and com- 
pare them. It will require extra clerks 
in the Census Office in Washington. 
When it has been all put together and 
printed and distributed to the Members 
of the House and the Senate and to the 
interested people in the country, it will 
be of very dubious value. The question 
is this. We have about 5 cents out of 
every dollar that would be available ex- 
pended now. Shall we waste a nickel, 
or shall we go ahead and throw the other 
95 cents into it for a proposition that is 
wholly speculative and of questionable 
value? 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. If it was found nec- 
essary to take the census, why could not 
the agricultural agent of the county do 
it? 


Speaker, 
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Mr. DIRKSEN. I think the rur 
carriers could make a pretty f 
census that would Serve as good a 
pose as would be served by the ex 
ture of the money that is asked f 

Mr. O’HARA. Mr. Speaker, wil! 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the ¢ 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. O’HARA. Will this require 
use of cars and gasoline by these c: 
takers? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I presume it wil] i 
cause there are large areas to be t 
ersed, and manifestly an automobi! 
be necessary; and of course gasoli: 
a very tight item and very necessary in 
the war effort. 

I trust, therefore, that the earlier po- 
sition of the House will be sustained 
that it will resist the motion to 1 
and concur. R 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gen 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. We have been told | 
both the Army and the Navy _ 
have a great shortage of manpoy\ 
all branches of our armed service 
this critical stage of the war. We h 
also been told that we have a shorta 
of manpower in our leading war ind 
tries all over the country. We all k 
from personal contact and experien 
that we have a shortage of manp 
back on the farm. If these cen 
enumerators and takers would spend 
time counting our chickens and hogs 
cattle, we perhaps would have a 
more manpower available to produ 
larger crop of them all. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman n 
a very forceful observation. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Speaker, | 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Colorado. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. I wonder if the gen- 
tleman knows whether or not Germ 
and Japan are taking farm censuses 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I have grave dou 
on the subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the mc 
to recede and concur will be rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 
Speaker, one of the urgent prob! 
which now confront the Americ 
people—a problem to which both | 
ness and agriculture are giving ea1 
consideration—is the problem = p 
war reconversion, and especia 
maintenance of post-war agricu itu re 

Remembering the collapse of agr 
ture and the ensuing bankruptcy ol 
farmer in the post-war period follo 
World War No. 1, there is an effort 
the part of both industry and gov 
ment to prevent a recurrence of that 
uation after World War No. 2. Thes 
ation is even more menacing this t 
than it was in 1918. More money ! 
been spent, more men have been 
volved, there has been greater dislo 
tion of business and a greater surpli 
farm products has been accumulated. 
think everybody agrees that it is impe! 
tive that we must make provision for t 
inevitable post-war period now rai 
approaching. Unless Congress mak‘s 
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islative provision for it and does it in- 
ently, we will have the same situa- 
n on the American farm after this war 
had in the memorable depression 
1ich followed the last war. 
In order to plan intelligently to meet 
situation, must have data on 
ch to plan. This Congress, in the act 
December 23, 1943, provided for this 
utural census with that in view. 
litions are abnormal on the Ame 
1 farm today. 
tuation is. 
d to dete 


ve 
ve 


ri- 
No one knows just what 
This censt l- 
rmine a basis upon which 
meet the emergency. 
In the regular annual Agricultural Ap- 
ropriation Act, 1945, we appropriat 
7.250 to start it. At that time we di 
appropriate the full amount becau 
felt it would be necessary to secul 
le more information before the f 
mate was submitted, and no provi- 
was made for the field work. Here 
have the set-up, ready and waiting 
t no money for field work. This ap- 
money for th: 


tion is to provide 

e. My good friend and beloved 

ue, the gentleman from Missouri, 

ts the suggestion that it will in- 
re with manpower needs of the war 
ram. As a matter of fact, this work 

1 be done very largely by women. A 

» proportion of the enumerators who 

ll take this census are women. With 
point particularly in view we took 
matter up with the departmental 

ids in the hearings and we received 
every assurance that it would not in any 

.v interfere with the war program. On 

> contrary, it would provide a very es- 

ntial factor upon which to predicate 

1 workable program to forestall our com- 
potential depression. At the time 
this matter was last under consideration, 
the House divided along purely partisan 
Mr. Speaker, this is not a time for 
partisanship. This is a proposition on 
vhich we cannot afford to play politics. 
We have before us the salutary lesson 
learned in the last war. World War No. 
1 ended unexpectedly and there was no 
time for planning in anticipation of the 
close of the war; no preparation had been 
made and we suddenly found ourselves 
precipitated into the bitter problems of 
peace without a program. The result 
was disastrous. We must not make that 
mistake this time. We must be equipped 
with a definite, progressive, and con- 
structive plan in order to meet the situ- 
ation which we Know is certain to come. 

This is a proposition to maintain the 
national farm income after the war, to 
take care of the enormous surpluses of 
every agricultural product now hanging 
like the sword of Damocles over the mar- 
ket and to prevent another terrific de- 
pression such as we had in 1920. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. KERR. This should be continued, 
due to the fact that a large part of the 
$7,000,000 which has already been ap- 
propriated, has been allotted or spent in 
the beginning on this organization. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Certainly. 
All the money that has been sp in 
building up the organization to take the 
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census will be wasted. take 
the census without this money, and the 
$7,250,000 or at least $600,000 of this 
which has already been expended will be 
lost. 


We cannot 


toils 


» & lar 
I op Ker, 


ik will my 
yield me some 


CANNON of Missouri. I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
KEEi E 
SHORT. 
gentieman Ir 
Mr. KEEFE. Y« 
Mr. SHORT. Mr 
that all Members of the 
with the aistingu 
Committee on Ap} 
ti from M 
th: * Congress should 


le . le 
Mr. I Carer, 


m Wisconsin yield briefly 


Wlli the 


Spea 
J 
i 


shed chairm 





in its power to prevent the dilemma, in- 
deed, the catastrophe, tl faced ¢ - 
culture following the last war, but S 
cr¢ ng the brid before we t to i 
le talking about post-war agricul 
before we have won this war. It is in- 
conceivable to me in this critical period 


of our h vory, 
power shortages, not only 1 
forces but in the war industries and on 
the farm, that we should propose to 
a lot of American citizens to go out 
gather data and statistics which we al- 
ready have in our possession to a great 
extent. The argument that women aré 
to do much or most of the work in the 
taking of this census does not have I 
cogency or force, because women already 
are employed on farms, 
dustrie 


when f d with man- 


in our al 


mucn 


, and in the armed forces. We 
are depending on women as well as men 
and even with women we should no 
start on some grandiose schemes to pro- 


duce something which we alrea I 
Win the war first. Take the ce 

later. Political parasit 

winning the war. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker 
complete accord with what my 
tinguished friend has said. I rise to 
answer one or two statements made by 
my distinguished chairman. He de- 
fends this item on the ground that it is 
needed in order to alleviate the condi- 
tion of agriculture. He has painted a 
dire picture as to what the condition of 


— 





agriculture would be at the conclusion 
of this war without this agricultural cen- 
sus. He says that we must not repeat 
the performance of the last war, and, 


therefore, we must get ready by sending 
a lot of people, 30,000 of them, out 
harass and annoy the farmers of this 
country with a great long series of « 
tionnaires, asking them how many pigs 
there al he farm, and how 


e on Ww many 
chickens they have on the fa , and 
how many cows there are on the fa : 
and all that sort of thin The chair- 


man of this committee k: 


anyone that under 
and facili 


1OWS as well 
existing proc 
ties today, anyone h 
Department of Agriculture and, through 
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
and their reporting services, } 
all information or statistics relating to all 
phases of agriculture. This informat 

is kept up to date from month m 
under existing facilities. It is pe 
nonsense to talk about carrying 


can cali the 
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in the farm economy what value will 
there be in these figures a year from 
now? 

Mr. KEEFE. There will be none. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I think that is the 
patent reason why it ought to be denied 
at this time. 

ir. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dak {Mr. Case}. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I do not be- 
lieve I shall need 3 minutes. The other 
day I received a letter commenting on 
the action of the House when this de- 
ficiency bill was before us, complimenting 
the House on the action it had taken in 
eliminating the consumer studies and 
eliminating this proposed fund for the 
census of agriculture. The man writing 
me said this: 


ita 


You have got to kill the bear before you 


can skin it. There is altogether too much 
talk about getting ready for what we are 
going to do after the war at a time when we 


have not got the war won. 


That is what he wrote. Those of you 
who read the Prime Minister’s speech in 
the Parliament yesterday must have 
noted that he said the hardest battles 
are still ahead of us. With the changes 
that have come in the prolongation of the 
war this House will find it hard to ex- 
plain that it now proposes to set up an 
additional $5,000,000 to employ 30,000 
more people for the census of agriculture. 

It is not merely the employment of 20,- 
0600 interviewers; those 30,000 interview- 
ers have got to have someone to inter- 
view, at least one other person. That 
means that 60,000 people at the very least 
are going to be devoting their time 
throughout the period these people are 
employed to counting chickens, pigs, 
horses, and what have you at the very 
hour the responsible heads of the war 
agencies, the head of the War Produc- 
tion Board, Mr. Krug; the head of pro- 
duct'on for the Navy, Admiral King; the 
head of production for the War Depart- 
ment, Under Secretary Patterson; and 
the head of the Army Service Forces, 
General Somervell, have been before us 
with statements that they need 300,- 
0CO additional workers to produce am- 
munition, tires, and other things criti- 
cally needed now. Yesterday Wes Gal- 
lacher in a column from the war front 
spoke of the shortage of ammunition. 

Are we in the face of a situation like 
that going to set up $5,000,000 to take 
the time of 60,000 people for the next year 
and a half or 2 years. 

As a matter of fact, when this proposi- 
tion came up in the Senate we were told 
thet the Director of the Census said he 
needed .$10,000,000. They have had 
$600,000, and $7,200,000 is to be available 
after the lst of January. Why do they 
need another $5,000,000, for a total of 
nearly $13,000,000? 

If it be true that the $7,200,000 can- 
not be spent unless they have this $5,- 
000,000 to spend with it, then we had bet- 
ter stop now and save not merely the 
$5,000,000, but the $7,200,000. Whatever 
we spend can be better spent a few 
months later when the war is won. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 


er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN], 








Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am ut- 
terly surprised at the arguments that 
have been advanced against the taking 
of this census at the present time. You 
might as well make that argument 
against taking a census of the popula- 
tion of the United States as provided by 
the Constitution. 

I am probably the only man in the 
House who was a member of the Census 
Committee 20 years ago when you Re- 
publicans were in charge of the House 
and when congressionally speaking there 
were giants upon the earth. You had in 
this House at that time Nicholas Long- 
worth, James R. Mann, John Q. Tilson, 
and a large number of other great lead- 
ers of your party. 

This question was brought up then, 
and they convinced the country, and 
they convinced the House, that this cen- 
sus of agriculture should be taken in 


i925 and every 10 years thereafter. It 
has been cone ever since. 
This is not a political question. As 


far as I am individually concerned, I do 
not care whether I get any patronage 
out of itor not. I have long since learned 
that patronage, as a rule, does a Con- 
gressman as much harm as it does him 
good. Are you going to abandon this pol- 
icy altogether? Are you going to say 
by your vote that we will not take a 
census provided by law? Why did you 
not say that last year when we were 
passing the law pursuant to the custom 
set by your party in 1924? 

There is a greater disruption in agri- 
cultural life today than we have ever 
had. In my opinion, if this census was 
at all necessary in 1925, it is doubly nec- 
essary in 1945. You say, “Oh, we can 
get this information from the chambers 
of commerce.” If it were a business cen- 
sus, I wonder what your attitude would 
be? I have never seen anybody oppose 
one of them. Besides, you do not get 
such information as this from a chamber 
of commerce. Someone said a moment 
ago that they never even call for the in- 
formation. That may be true. There 
is a great deal of information that some 
men in this House never do ask for and 
never get. 

Mr. CASE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

fr. CASE. We threw out some of the 
censuses proposed for business the other 
lay on a point of order so we did oppose 
it and got rid of it. 

Mr. RANKIN. That went out on a 
point of order. The gentleman voted for 
this census last year. All you gentlemen 
voted for this law last year. 

Mr. CASE. We expected the war to be 
over. 

Mr. RANKIN. No; you did not. You 
knew the election would be over, and 
thought you would carry the House. If 
you put this issue on the low level of 
politics, you put yourselves in a mighty 
poor position. 

Mr. CASE. The gentleman is putting 
this on the plane of politics. 

Mr. RANKIN. Oh,no. I am support- 
ing it now, just as I did when your party 
was in power. 

Mr. CASE. The way in which certain 


| gentlemen defend this from the stand- 
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point of politics is what brings politi 
into it. 

Mr. RANKIN. No. It was before elec. 
tion that we provided for this census. I 
heard it on every hand that you thoue! 
you were going to carry the House. of 
course, I was not excited about that. I 
have served under Republican adminis- 
trations, and I think I am one of the last 
men in the House to get up and jump on 
aman about his politics. But you voted 
for this census last year when we were 
at war and we are still at war. 

Mr. CASE. We thought the war woul 
be over before this. 

Mr. RANKIN. You are getting ready 
to disrupt your own policy which your 
own party started when they were in 
power. I heard the argument then, I 
was in the minority and I went along 
with them because they convinced me 
that this agricultural census should be 
taken every 10 years. Where was the 
gentleman from South Dakota last year 
when we passed the law providing for 
this census? 

Where, where was Roderick then! 

One blast upon his bugle horn 

Was worth a thousand men! 


> 


A 


You can kick this item out if you want 
to. We are going to call the roll on it, 
but we will pass it in January. 

The Director of the Census came be- 
fore the committee and stated: 

We are particularly determined that it be 
not permitted to interfere insofar as we are 
able. We have issued instructions to our 
field force, which is in a formative state at 
the moment, that we must look to people who 
would normally not be available for regular 
jobs and not take people from the normal 
labor force under any circumstances, giving 
first preference to honorably discharged vet- 
erans who are able to do our work, to mem- 
bers of their families, and the families of men 
still in the services. 


There are enough honorably discharged 
veterans in your district and mine to do 
this work. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield the gentleman 4 additional 
minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. If this was not worth 
anything to the Nation in 1925, why did 
you start it? I asked the question then. 
What will it be worth? Your leaders at 
that time tock the floor and convinced 
us, and, if I remember correctly, the 
bill passed practically unanimously; it 
has passed unanimously ever since, as it 
did last year. Now you come along 
after the department has set up the ma- 
chinery to do this work and attempt to 
stop it and bring up the war as an ex- 
cuse for stopping a practice that you 
convinced us 20 years ago was in the 
interest of the farmers of this Nation. 
If it was to their interest then, it is 
doubly to their interest now. 

I hope the Members will not vote this 
appropriation down after we have started 
on the work, and kill a program that you 
started when you were in power, and 
which has been of great benefit to the 
farmers of this Nation. 

I think it would be a sad mistake to 
disrupt this program now, because if you 
kill it now it may be the end of it. I 





a SS ee eh si(* 





1944 


ied on indefinitely. 
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hope that you will vote to sustain this 
em and that this program will be car- 


Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 


itleman yield? 
Mr. RANKIN, 
n from Iowa. 
Mr. JENSEN. 


I think 


I yield to the gentle- 


it should be 


de plain, however, that this would not 


kill the legislation now. 


Mr. RANKIN. What good is the legis- 
on if you kill the appropriation to 


arry it out? 


Mr. JENSEN. You have $7,000,000. 


Mr. RANKIN. 


If we are not going to 


take the census properly, we should not 


take it at all. 
Mr. JENSEN. 


If the gentleman will 


remember, when the Republicans were 


n power I think we took 
bout 


$2,000,000 and did a 


his census for 
wonderful 


» Now we are giving you $7,000,000 to 


» 10 


Mr. RANKIN. The argument has been 


made here that 
s census. 
1ey is suffieient or not. 


this is no time to take 
I do not know whether the 


I am not ar- 


cuing that point, but I am alarmed that 
u men want to set aside a program that 


I think has proved very 


beneficial for 


the last 20 years and line up politically on 


issue. 


I hope the motion of the chair- 


man will prevail and that this program 


ll be continued. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 


Mr. Speak- 


er, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 
motion offered by the gentleman from 


Missouri, to recede 
Senate amendment. 


and concur 


in the 


The question was taken; and on a divi- 
n (demanded by Mr. Cannon of Mis- 


souri) there were—ayes 67, 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 


noes 107. 
Mr. Sgeak- 


er, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was 


taken; 


and there 


were—yeas, 97, nays 127, not voting 203, 


s follows: 
[Roll No. 126] 


YEAS—97 


Anderson, Granger 
N. Mex. Grant, Ala. 
Andrews, Ala. Hare 


Baldwin, Md. 
Beckworth 
Bell 

Bland 


Harless, Ariz. 
Harris 

Hart 

Hays 


Bloom Hobbs 
Bonner Hoch 
Brown, Ga. Holifield 
Bryson Jackson 
Burch, Va. Jarman 
Camp Johnson, 
Cannon, Mo. Luther A. 
Chapman Johnson, 
Coifee Lyndon B 
Cooley Johnson, Okla. 
Cooper Kee 

Cox Kefauver 


Kerr 
King 
Lanham 


Cravens 
D’Alesandro 
Daughton ,Va. 
Dingell Larcade 
Domengeaux Lea 

Doughton, N.C. Ludlow 

Elliott McCormack 
Fernandez McMillan, 8. C. 
Fisher Mahon 

Foiger Manasco 
Forand Mansfield, Tex 
Pulbright May 

Gathings Mills 

Gordon Monroney 
Gossett Murdock 





Murray, Tenn. 
Norrell 
Norton 
O’Brien, Mich. 
O'Connor 
Outland 
Pace 
Patton 
Peterson, Fla 
Peterson, Ga. 
Poace 
Priest 
Rabaut 
Ramspeck 
Rankin 
Richards 
Robertson 
Rowe 
Sadowski 
Somers, N. Y¥. 
Spence 
Starnes, Ala, 
Stigler 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Thomas, Tex. 
Thomason 
Tolan 
White 
Whittington 
Wickersham 
Wrig ht 








Beall 
Bennett, Mo. 





Bradl 
Brehm 
Brown, Ohio 
Buck 
Buffett 





Chenoweth 
Chiperfield 
Church 
Ciason 
Clevenger 
Cochran 


Cole, Mo 
Crawford 
Cr er 


Cunningham 
Curtis 

Day 

Dirksen 
Disney 
Dondero 
Dworshak 
Ellis 
Ellsworth 
Engel, Mich, 
Fellows 
Fuller 
Gavin 
Gilchrist 


Abernethy 
Allen, La 


Andrews, N. Y. 


Angell 
Arends 
Arnold 


Baldwin, N. Y. 


Barden 


Barry 
Bates, Ky. 
Bender 


Bennett, Mich 


Blackney 
Boren 
Boykin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brooks 
Brumbaugh 
Buckley 
Bulwinkle 


Burchill, N. ¥, 


Burdick 
Burgin 
Busbey 
Byrne 
Cannon, Fla. 
Capozzoli 
Carrier 
Carson, Ohio 
Carter 
Celler 
Clark 
Cole,N Y. 
Colmer 
Compton 
Costello 
Courtney 
Curley 
Devis 
Dawson 
Delaney 
Dewey 
Dickstein 
Dies 
Dilweg 
Douglas 
Drewry 


Eaton 
Eberharter 
Ellison, Md. 
Elmer 
Elston, Ohio 
Engle, Calif. 


Edwin Arthur 
Hall 
Leonard W. O'Neal 
Hancock Phillips 
Heidinger Pittenger 
Herter — Piumley 
Hoffman Kamey 
Holmes, Mass Reed, Il! 
Holmes, Wash. Reed, N. Y 

r R c 








Jenkins R 
Jensen Roger 
Johr n, Rohrbou 


n 


Anton J. 
Johnson, 
Calvin D 





ylor 

Vorys, Ohio 
Weichel, Ohio 
Welch 
Wigglesworth 
Willey 

Wilson 

We le ++ 
Wolverton, N. J. 
Woodruff, Mich. 





McConnell 
McCowen 
Maas 

Martin, Iowa 
Martin, Mass. 


NOT VOTING—203 

Fay McCord 
Feighan McGehee 
Fenton McGregor 
Fish McKenzie 


Fitzpatrick McLean 
Flannagan MeMillen, Tl, 
Ford McMurray 


Fulmer McWilliams 
Furlong Madden 

Gale Maloney 
Gallagher Mansfield, 
Gamble Mont 
Gearhart Marcantonio 
Gerlach Merritt 
Gibson Miller, Nebr. 
Gifford Miller, Pa 
Gillette Morrison, La 
x0rski Morrison, N.C 
Grant, Ind. 





Mott 
Gregory Mruk 
Halleck Murphy 


Harness, Ind. Myers 
Hartley Newsome 
Hebert O’Brien, Ill. 


Heffernan O'Toole 
Hendricks Patman 
Hess Pfeifer 
Hill Philbin 
Hinshaw Ploeser 
Hoeven Poulson 
ope Powers 


Howell Pracht, 
Hull C. Frederick 
Izac Pratt 


Jeffrey Joseph M. 
Jennings Price 
Johnson, Ward Randolph 


Jonkman 
Kelley 
Kennedy 
Keogh 


Reece, Tenn, 
Rees, Kans, 
Rivers 
Rizley 


Kilburn Robinson, Utah 
Kilday Rodgers, Pa 
Kinzer Rolph 
Kirwan Rooney 
Klein Rowan 
Kunkel Russell 
Lambertson Sabath 
Landis Sasscer 
Lane Satterfield 
Lesinski Sauthoff 
Lewis Scanlon 


Luce 
Lynch 


Schiffler 


Scott 
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St pard Tabs Ww wski 
She lan Tarver W 

Si Pa Thomas, N. J W 

Slaughter Tiblx Vv 

Smith, Maine Torrens W 

iS h, Ohio Tows y h Ga 
Smith, Va Tre y W 

Smith, W. 1 Tr an v { 
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So the motion was rejected 

The Clerk nounced t f z 
I 

On this vote 

M V f Ge f Mr. W i 
Joh I t 

Mr. B Ks f v Mr. Hill 

Mr. He f W Mr. I 

Mr. Cu f Ww Mr. Tat 

Mr. & \ M Ar ] 

Mr. Drewry f h Mr. Vu 

Mr. B y ft N Mr. Mc¢ t 

Mr. G ki f x 1 Mr. A 

Mr. Sh rdf with M I t 

Mr. Gre v Mr. ¢ New York 
aga st 

Mr. Buckley for, with Miss Su f Illi- 
nois aval 

Mr. McGehee for, w 1M I 

Mr. Heff 1 for, with M 

Mr. Madden for, with Mr. ! 

Mr. Byrne for, ¥ M \ é of 
Pennsy 2 against 

Mr. Hendricks for, with Mr. F {K 
against 

Mr. Kec for, with Mrs. S$ 1 of M e 

Mr. Mal with Mr. I t 

Mr. Delaney f A Mr. R T - 
e€ 7 I 

Mr. Le ski for, with Mr.S 

Mr. O'Brien of Illir f Mr. Pow 
against 

Mr. Fay for, with Mr. R Pe - 
vania against 

Mr. Winstead f with Mr. E 

Mr. Sparkman for wit M G 
against 

Mr. Sabath for, with Mr. Halle 

Mr. Pfeifer for, with Mr. Jonk n t. 

Mr. Philbin for, with Mr. Kir ‘ 

Mr. Bulwinkle for, with Mr. Hows i t 

Mr. Cannon of Florida for, with Mr. G it 
of Indiana against. 

Mr. Zimmerman f with M Kilburn 
gainst 

Mr. Dilweg for, with Mr. Hoeven i t 

Mr. Lane for, with Mr. E f Ohio 

Mr. Whitten for, with Mr. K 

Mr. Kelley f with Mr. H 

Mr. McCord for, with Mr. V er 1 t. 

Mr. Lynch for, with Mr. E)me i 

Mr. Wasielewski for, with Mr. T >a nst 

Mr. Alle c Lou i i Wi VI = - 
el lé i 

Mr. Kild f with Mr. Miller of N 

Mr. Smith of V Vi lia with M 
Smith of Ohio 4 t 

Mr. Kirv f Mr. H 3 of In- 
a ti in 

Mr. Courtney f with Mr. Jen: 
ag nst 

] Mer f wi Mr. H 

MI Oo"! ef W M New 
Jt Vat 

The result of the vote 1ounced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON of M i. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House insist 
upon the disagreement ) Ser 
amendment 

The motion was eed to 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate 
15, insert: 

“Colorado-Big 

2,000,000.” 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. JOHNSON}. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer the following amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Jounson of Oklahoma moves that the 


amendment No. 39: Page 31, line 


Thompson project, Colorado, 


House recesie from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate No. 39, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 


follows: In lieu of the sum named in said 
amendment insert $1,045,000.” 


Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer the substitute amend- 
ment just sent to the desk. It is a 
compromise amendment. I offer this 
amendment after conferring with the 
chairman and other members of the 
House conference committee, whom I 
have been able to contact. As those of 
you who are familiar with this item will 


recall there was a Budget estimate for | 


$2,000,000 for continuation of construc- 
tion of the Colorado-Big Thompson 
project. Because of the fact that Con- 
gress had appropriated more than $21,- 
C00,000 heretofore and that only $18,608,- 
000 had actually been expended on our 
last report, it was my thought when the 
conferees met that this would be suffi- 
cient to continue the project until funds 
could be provided in the regular bill. 
But this, I am told, is not the case—that 
there is urgent need for funds to com- 
plete and line the Alva B. Adams tun- 
nel. I am sure it is not the disposition 
of any Member of this House to stop 
work on this important project on which 
there has already been spent over $18,- 
000,000. It would, therefore, not be in 
the interest of economy to refuse to make 
sufficient funds to continue construction 
work until the tunnel is completed. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Okla- 
homa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 40: Page 31, line 


16, insert “Colorado River project, Texas, 
$126,000.” 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 


er, I move that the House insist upon its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 41: Page 31, line 


17, strike out “$1,900,000” and insert ‘$2,- 
000,000.” 








Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment No. 42: 
20, insert: 

“FORT PECK PROJECT, MONT. 

“For an additional amount, fiscal year 1945, 
for construction of the Fort Peck project, 
Mont., $400,000, to remain available until ex- 
pended, and to be expendable as specified 


under this head in the Interior Department 
Appropriation Act, 1945.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I move the House insist upon its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a preferential motion which I send to the 


Page 31, line 


| desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. O'Connor of Montana moves to recede 
and concur in Senate amendments Nos. 42 
and 43. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. O’Connor]. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to address my remarks to Fort Peck, 
which is amendment 42, and also to Hun- 
gry Horse, which is amendment 43. 

Mr. Speaker, the Hungry Horse Dam 
is located over in the western congres- 
sional district which is represented by my 
colleague, the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. MANSFIELD] who is in China upon a 
mission for the President of the United 
States; so he is unable to be here to de- 
fend this item. This item, Mr. Speaker, 
grows out of an act cf Congress which 
was passed in May 1944, authorizing the 
construction of the Hungry Horse Dam. 
The Bureau of the Budget has approved 
the item of $50,000 tu make the necessary 
provision to bring about the construction 
ofthedam. The Bureau of Reclamation 
has asked the committee for this amount 
in order to make the survey. This would 
be a post-war program and the survey 
must be made before anything else can be 
done toward the building of the dam. I 
ask therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the pref- 
erential motion be adopted for the rea- 
son that it has the support of the Bureau 
of the Budget and likewise the Bureau 
of Reclamation. As I understand, there 
is no disposition among the members of 
the committee not to allow it but they did 
not think the emergency existed at this 
time. 

As to the Fort Peck item, it is an item 
of $400,000 for the purpose of construct- 
ing two power lines from the Fort Peck 
power system. One of these lines would 
go to Glendive, Mont., and furnish power 
for the lifting of water to irrigate small 
irrigation projects. The other line would 
go to Williston, N. Dak., for the same pur- 
pose. The Glendive power line is under 
construction at the present time to serve 
irrigation and pumping for these proj- 
ects. They have been constructed during 
the emergency as war food projects. The 
material for the construction of these 
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lines has already been provided for by 
priorities upon the theory that they are 
war food projects. The total estimated 
cost of the Glendive line is $1,542,000, of 
which $717,800 have already been ex- 
pended. This is an irrigation item ang i 
is very important in the production of war 
foods and will be important after the war 
for general farm production. I there- 
fore ask, Mr. Speaker, that the preferen- 
tial motion be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. \M: 
Speaker, the committee denied this item 
for the reason that there did not seem 
to be sufficient emergency to warrant 
provision for it at this time. It was re- 
ferred to the regular committee which 
will take up the next Interior Depart- 
ment appropriation bill early in the next 
session. 

Mr. Speaker, 
question, 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wil! 
state it. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. There is a motion 
before the House which is preferential in 
character that the House recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment. That 
is the motion before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was in- 
tending to put that motion. 

The question is on the motion offered 
by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
O’Connor], that the House recede and 
concur, 

The motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now 
on the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Cannon]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re- 
port @he next amendment in disagree- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment No. 43: Page 32, line 11, insert 
the following: 


I move the 


previou 


a 


“HUNGRY HORSE PROJECT, MONTANA 
“For work preliminary to construction of 
Hungry Horse project, Montana, as author- 
ized by section 1 of the act of June 5, 1944 
(Public Law 329), fiscal year 1945, to remain 
available until expended, $50,000.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. O’Connor]. 

Mr. O’CONNOR,. Mr. Speaker, I have 
already discussed in connection with my 
preferential motion the Hungry Horse 
project. I hope the House will not vote 
for the motion made by the distinguished 
chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee for the reason that we need this 
money to make the survey so that we 
can make plans for the construction of 
his dam which was authorized by the 
Congress in May 1944. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, the situation here is a little more 
urgent than on the last item because 
this is an entirely new project. Nothing 





been done on it. This is a proposal ! 
initiate ar 
the f 


5 imperat 


n position. In view of 
new plan, it seemed to w: 


the matter be referred to the regu- 
committee which will have time 
investigate it more thoroughly than 


in the limited avail- 
for the hurried formulation of this 


ocsib'e time 


r. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 

I previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is 

n cffcred by the gentleman 

m Missouri {Mr. CANNON] 

I yn Was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re 
t the amendment in disagree 


on 


“mantic 


moti 


next 


The Clerk read as follows: 


95+ Yr 9 7 
125: On pa 


e &6, line 1 


Src. 404. That duri 


ng the fiscal year 1945 

shall be available for expenditure or 
n for long-distance telephone tolls 

r telegrams and cablegrams by the De- 


Agriculture, 
the Depar 


nt of the Department of 


( merce, tment of the Interior, 





Department of Justice, the Department 
Labor, the Treasury Department, and tne 
I Office Department not to exceed 90 per- 


in the case of each of said departments 











the amounts included for such purpose in 
» Budget estimates for the fiscal year 1945 
er the schedules in the Budget under the 
zr “Communication services”: Provided 

, That the savings hereby effected in 
items for long-distance telephone tolls 
for telegrams and cablegrams for each 


said departments sh 
her use but 


ll not be diverted 
shall be covered into the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts: Provi¢ 
t That section 8 of the Interior De- 
1ent Appropriation Act, 1945, is hereby 
epealed.” 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to the Senate 
imendment and concur with an amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri moves the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
ndment and concur with an amendment 
s follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
saicG amendment, insert the following: 


led 


S 


“Sec. 404. That during the fiscal year 1945 
there shall be available for expenditure or 
obligation for long-distance telephone tolls 


and for telegrams and cablegrams by the De- 
partment of Agriculture, the Department of 
Cornmerce, the Department of Justice, the 
Department of Labor, the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and the Post Office Department not to 
exceed 90 per cent in the case of each of said 
rtments of the amounts included for 
such purposes in the Budget estimates for 
the fiscal year 1945 under the schedules in 

Budget under the heading “Communica- 
tion services”: Provided, That the savings 
y effected in the items for long-distance 
elephone tolls and for telegrams d cable- 
ms for each of id Departments shall 


der 


ereb 


an 


the Sé 


t be diverted to other use but shall be 
covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous 
receipts: Provided furthe , That the amounts 
named in section 8 of the Interior Depart- 
ment Appropriation Act, 1945, are hereby in- 

| sed by $17,345 and $19 242, respectively, 
1dditional amounts y be available ex- 
} vely for the objects a which provided 
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for the Solid Fuels Administration for War 
and Fish and Wildlife S Cc 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER I Clerk will report 
the next amendmen id reem 

Tne Cl I i follov 

Amendn No. 125: F 5 
u i ire ; i Ss + 

r. CANNON of Miss Mr. Speak- 
er, I move that Tou rec and 
concur in the Senate an an ; 

Mr. Spe ine! 5 Dlll cont des t 
appropriation program for S - 
eighth Congress. Prepar n S - 
ready begun on tl ply bills for 
1944-45 and we expect to report tl 
first early in January. The program of 
the committee calls for final disposition 
of all departmental supply bills in time 
for an early adjournment next year 
The departments are now formulati! 
and the Bureau of the Budge $ now 
processing e Budget estimates fo ¢ 


coming 


the 


session of Congress. 
attention 
House to the fact 


of th 
that 


he Members of the 
. Inn ~~ . 
in the drafting of 


the supply bills for the coming year we 
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fronted the ci 
the American Congress. 
unemployment 
period immediately 
and in order 
during the war, 
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developed in the c 
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conditions, 
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national fiscal] stability. 


The public debt today is in exc: 
$210,000,000,000. 
the end of the fiscal year is in exces 
51,000,000,090. 
public debt alone will at the ci 
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Mr REED of New York Mr. Speaker 
will the entleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON cf Missouri I yield to 
the gentleman from New Yor! 

Mr. REED of New York I just want 
to call the attention of the gentleman 
fram M ouri the c] rma of the Cc my) 
mitt Appl ria , to the f t 


— 
i 


the 


+ 
B duvet ma ie Au 


| 
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st on July 30, 1945, will be $ 
000.000 : shown by tl e tables 
cc l fi ’ 1940-44 d 1 


t debt outstanding ac 


una 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, in closing our program for the 
year, I regret to report that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will lose 5 
members. That is a comparatively small 
loss out of a committee of 43 members, 
but unfortunately every one of the 5 are 
key men and men who cannot easily be 
dispensed with. Three are on the ma- 
jority and one on the minority side; the 
gentleman from New York I|[Mr. F!t1z- 
PATRICK |], the gentleman from Alabama 
|Mr. Starnes], and the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. Wene], from the ma- 
jority; and the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. LaMBERTSON], and the gentleman 
from California |Mr. Carter], from the 
minority. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FiITzPATRIcK! leaves us of his own free 
will and accord. It is his choice but that 
Goes not mitigate our regret at his loss. 
I think there has been no Member of 
the House who in recent years has so 
endeared himself to the membership in 
general, and whose departure from the 
House is so regretted as that of the genial 
gentleman from New York IMr, Fi1z- 
PATRICK }. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

Starnes] has had probably as important 
a part in the formulation of the War 
Department appropriation bills as any 
Member of the House in this Congress 
or any preceding Congress. The Nation 
is deeply indebted to him. It will be 
1ard to fill his place. His loss is a mis- 
fortune to the committee and the coun- 
try—and I want to express the regret of 
the committee and of the subcommittee 
that he is not to be with us in the next 
session. 

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
WENE]! was especially valuable as a mem- 
ber of the subcommittee on the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture appropriation bill. 

He was closely identified with both in- 
dustry and agriculture and had occupied 
positions as an official or as a member of 
the board of directors of practically every 
agricultural association in the United 


tual on 


1945 








June 30, 1940-44, and estimated June 30, 


States especially interested in the pro- 
duction of poultry. On that account he 
was in a position to render exceptional 
service in our consideration of the Agri- 
cultural appropriation bill and kindred 
farm legislation. He left the House vol- 
untarily to enter the lists for the Senate, 
and was honored with the notabie dis- 
tinction of being nominated by his party 
as its candidate for United States Sena- 
tor. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
LAMBERTSON] was also a member of the 
Subcommittee on Agricultural Appro- 
priations and rendered invaluable serv- 
ice. I do not believe I have ever seen a 
man leave the House with more personal 
regret than Mr. LAMBERTSON. He is the 
only Member with whom it was my 
privilege to serve on two subcommittees 
and I invariably found him an alert and 
able champion of all farm interests. He 
will be greatly missed on the committee, 
and, especially in the considgration of ail 
agricultural measures. 

he gentleman from California [Mr. 
CarTER!] leaves the House at the summit 
of his usefulness. He served on the De- 
partment of the Interior Subcommittee 
and on the Subcommittee on the Depart- 
ments of State, Commerce, and Justice 
Appropriations and exercised a com- 
manding influence in the formulation of 
the wartime measures for the support 
and maintenance of these important de- 
partments of the Government. His loss 
will be greatly felt cn both subcommit- 
tees. 

Mr. Speaker, we regret to see these 
Members leave us. They take with them 
our warmest friendship and our deepest 
appreciation of a long and happy asso- 
ciation. We wish them God’s blessing 
and Godspeed. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DirKsEN}. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, in the 
hurly-burly of a sine die adjournment 
we are apt to forget those associations 
that have been made over a long period 
of time. I think they are rich and they 
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ere deep and they are abiding. 
ought to take time out from this 
hasty business in the closing hours of ¢ 
session and pay our testimony to t} 
who will not be with us in the n 
Congress. 

I used to fuss a good deal with my old 
friend, Jim Fitzpatrick, and I think 
was a measure of my affection for | 
because We disagreed so freely, but h 
really a great fellow. He fought wi 
such vigor and enthusiasm for t 
which he esteemed to be right. We 
miss his zeal, his devotion to duty 
charm, his warm personality. 

I served with ELMER WENE when he vy 
a member of the Agricultural Appropria- 
tions Subcommittee. There was a era- 
ciousness and charm about him which 
made him a great member. It was 
pleasure to work with him. He is one « 
the largest poultry producers in the Na- 
tion and brought to his task a wealth of 
expert authority and data. His depar- 
ture from Congress is a distinct loss t 
this body and to the Nation. 

Then there was JOE STARNEsS. I have 
a deep affection for Jor STARNES, as for 
my old colleague, Britt LAMBERTSON, of 
Kansas. Say what you like, in the 16 
years that Britt LAMBERTSON was here he 
made a great contribution to this coun- 
try. I doubt whether moral courage 
ever rose to higher levels than it did in 
Bi1LtL LAMBERTSON, who stood religiously 
for the things that were principle to him 
and which he would not sacrifice under 
any circumstances. He uttered freely 
the things that were in his heart and 
mind, and we shall treasure a recollec- 
tion of him as a truly great American, 
unafraid and undaunted. 

Finally, there is our old friend Ar 
Carter sitting over here. Al, this is 
pretty personal, as we say good-bye to 
you as you go out to California. I will 
miss, of course, that rich fellowship of 
yours. 

When I noted how long you had been 
kere, I became rather intrigued with 
those who must have been your asso- 
ciates in those early days and who are 
no longey here. I notice that you came 
here in 1925. That was the Sixty-ninth 
Congress. That means you have served 
here for 20 years. So I went back and 
looked in the Congressional Directory 
and saw who was here in that period. 

When AL CarTER came to Congress in 
1925 there were only 13 in the California 
delegation. There are 23 today. Only 
40 Members will be left who came with 
At CARTER in the Sixty-ninth Congress. 
There are 43 at the moment, but Rep- 
resentatives Fisu, TREADWAY, and FUL- 
MER Will not be here. So he is 1 of 40 out 
of 425 who came in 1925, who has been 
with us and with whom we have enjoyed 
a stimulating friendship and gracious 
fellowship. 

It is interesting to see who was in the 
Senate when At CARTER came here. 
Oscar Underwood, of Alabama; Tom 
Walsh, of Montana; Senator La Follette, 
the senior La Follette, from Wisconsin; 
Senator Glass, of Virginia; Senator 
Borah; Senator Deneen, of my ho 
State of Illinois; Senator Jim Watson, 
who still enjoys rugged health and whom 
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we see around the Nation’s Capital now | 
and then; Senator Cummins, who was @ | member upon an occasion at which I 


creat war horse from the State of Iowa; 
Senator Curtis, from Kansas; Senator 
Reed, of Missouri; Senator Harrison, of 
Mississippi; Senator Moses, of New 
Hampshire; Senator Wadsworth, who 
is a Member of this body today; Sen- 
ator Cole Blease, of South Carolina; and 
Senator Smoot, of Utah. Those men 
were shining in the Senate when AL 
CARTER came here as a Member of the 
House, and each of them left an en- 
during impress upon the affairs of the 
Nation. 

In the House in the Sixty-ninth Con- 
gress— and I hope you will correct me, AL, 
if I am in error—were Tom CONNALLY, 
present chairman of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee of the Senate, who was 
a Member of the House at that time; 
R. Walton Moore, who later became So- 
licitor of the State Department, came 
here with you. Victor Berger, the emi- 
nent Socialist, of Milwaukee, came to 
that same Congress with you. There was 
Charles A. Christopherson, of South Da- 
kota, with whom I enjoyed a visit while 
I was campaigning out in Sioux Falls 
sometime early last winter. There was 
Joun Ho.tiuis BANKHEAD, now in the 
Senate. 

There was Cart HAYDEN, also in the 
Senate, with whom we were in confer- 
ence on the Senate side on this bill. He 
was a Member of the House when AL Car- 
TER came here. There was Charles B. 
Timberlake, of Colorado and our es- 
teemed friend Ed Taylor, of Colorado, 
the late and lamented chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations; Charles 
R. Crisp, the eminent Parliamentarian, 
of Georgia; Fred Britten, of Illinois; Will 
Wood, of Indiana; Gilbert H. Haugen, of 
Iowa. There was William C. Ramseyer, 
of Iowa, to whom we pay testimony every 
time we invoke the Ramseyer rule. 
There was Senator BaRKLEy, as I re- 
member, who was a Member of the House 
when you came here in 1925. There was 
also WALLACE WHITE, who serves as acting 
minority leader of the Senate, and Rep- 
resentative Snell, of New York. There 
was Longworth, of Ohio, and Vare, of 
Pennsylvania. Cordell Hull was here, as 
I remember, when AL CARTER came to the 
House of Representatives. 

Twenty years is a long and fruitful 
service with men who have made such a 
great contribution, not only to the leg- 
islative history of this country but to its 
progress and to its contentment and to 
its capacity for getting things done, 
which makes this the greatest country 
on the face of the earth. Al, you have 
had a great and rich experience. Par- 
don the familiarity, I do not know huw 
to address you in any other way because 
we have been so long associated on the 
Committee on Appropriations. God 
speed wherever you may go. I hope you 
will enjoy full vigor for many years and 
that you can come back again and that 
we might again enjoy that fellowship 
which has meant so much to us. Good- 
bye, old chap. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. PLuMLEy]. 





Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
was solicited to speak as a guest telling 
the people of New Hampshire, then as- 
sembled in some number, when they had 
lately defeated their distinguished Sen- 
ator, George H. Moses, for reelection, 
that if Vermont had had a man eligible 
to serve as President pro tempore of the 
Senate and as one of the three to control 
all Senate committee appointments, we 
in Vermont would have been smart 
enough, irrespective of partisanship, to 
have kept Vermont at the helm. They 
agreed, but did not like it. 

Something of the same sentiment in- 
fluences me today with respect to the 
fact that “AL” CarRTER and “Bri” Lam- 
BERTSON will not be here sitting on the 
Appropriations Committee next session, 
much as we need them. 

Both of these men were and are rec- 
ognized as authorities generally, coun- 
try-wide, and especially with respect to 
particular matters coming before the 
Appropriations Committee with regard 
to which they had made special studies 
and relative to which they had qualified 
as experts. 

We shall sorely miss their advice and 
counsel at a time when need therefor 
never was nor will be more pressing. It 
will be very difficult to find men to fill 
their places. The country and the Con- 
gress and their const‘tuents are losers by 
reason of their departure. 

It takes a long time for a man to 
acquire such genuine leadership as both 
of these gentlemen have attained in this 
House—leadership based and built on 
character, knowledge, and experience, 
plus the confidence of the membership 
justified thereby over the years. ‘Too 
many people do not realize what they 
personally sacrifice when they deliber- 
ately, pugnaciously defeat such men, 
outstanding representatives of the people 
as these men are. 

They are both men who by reason of 
Service rendered have won and will retain 
the admiration, affection, respect, and 
regard of all of us who know and are 
indebted to them for advice—so well and 
generously given over the years of our 
association together—as we regretfully 
say, “Until we meet again,” wish them 
well, and look for their early return to 
these legislative halls for new and con- 
tinued endeavor by them in the interest 
of all the people they have served so 
well. Aloha. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. Case]. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, I do not in- 
tend to use the 5 minutes at this time, 
but I do wish to place my own testimony 
in the Recorp as to the service of these 
men. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. STARNES] and I have served on the 
same subcommittees, those for the War 
Department, and the Independent Offi- 
ces during practically the entire period 
of my service on the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. It has been unsual that 
we had the same subcommittee assign- 
ments, but it has given me an oppor- 
tunity to know and appreciate the qual- 
ities of Joz Starnes, I have found him 
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earnest, intelligent, and intensely patri- 
otic. The gentleman from California 
(Mr. CarRTER], and the gentleman from 
Kansas (Mr. LAMBERTSON] have been 
members of the full committee during 
the entire period of my membership on 
the Committee on Appropriations. They 
have been my seniors and my superiors 
and I have been glad to look up to them, 
My acquaintance with them has been 
not merely one of association and of 
working together, but one of personal 
friendship. I have appreciated their 
counsel and their help in many ways. 
These men, Mr. Speaker, have given the 
House of Representatives and the coun- 
try true service. We shall miss them in 
the Seventy-ninth Congress and hope 
they return to join us—but whether they 
do or not, we shall treasure the memories 
of our association here and wish them 
well wherever they may be. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I yield 5 minutes to our beloved col- 
league the distinguished gentleman from 
California (Mr. Carter}. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, and my 
colleagues of the House of Representa- 
tives, I thank you for your cordial greet- 
ing. Ithank my colleagues for the kind- 
ly and generous remarks they have made 
in regard to me this afternoon. To the 
gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Cannon], 
chairman of the powerful Appropriations 
Committee, I say, I thank you most sin- 
cerely. I have served nearly 20 years 
in this House. As was pointed out by the 
distinguished and able gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Dirksen], many men who 
were in this House at the time I came 
here have played prominent parts and 
are playing very prominent parts in the 
history of this country. He enumerated 
a number of them. I remember sitting 
over here on the Republican side soon 
after I arrived here, and one of the first 
speeches that I listened to was delivered 
by Mr. Ogden Mills, on a tax bill. Mr. 
Ogden Mills afterward was Secretary of 
the Treasury. So, Iam saying that right 
here in this body now are many of those 
who will occupy other important posi- 
tions than the one they are occupying 
now, in the days to come, and this coun- 
try will be better served by reason of 
their experience here. 

fr. Speaker, for your uniform courtesy 
and fairness you have my everlasting 
gratitude and friendship. For all of the 
Members of this House I have the most 
| profound respect and admiration. I 
| have worked on committees with many 
of you. The average person has an idea 
of the many duties, the long hours of 
work, and the devotion to duty of the 
membership of this House. 
Within a few days I will no longer be 

a Member of this body. One of the first 

things that I propose to do as a private 

citizen and a taxpayer is to advocate an 
increase in salary of Members of Con- 

gress from $10,000 to $12,500 per annum, 
| The last congressional salary increase 
| was made in 1924. It is time for another 
one and I propose to do everything I 
can to see that the Members of this 
House get this well-deserved increase in 
salary. I have enjoyed my work here 
in this House and will go forth carrying 
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many fond and pleasant recollections of | several able and distinguished Members | 
th ociations here. | whose presence will be sorely missed are 
Mr. Speaker, during my member- | the five members of the Committee on 
ship in this House I have noticed cer- Appropriations mentioned by the distin- mittee. 
tain tendenties, one in particular I desire | guished chairman a few moments ago. 
to refer here this afternoon. This Gov- | Of those five members it has been my 
ernment i unded upon the principle | privilege to be especially closely associ- 
that there be three independent ated with two of them for the reason 
branches, the legislative, the judicial, | that they served on one of the subcom- 
and the executive. I am one who be- mittees with me. I refer to the gentle- 
lieves that the future safety of this Gov- man from New York |[Mr. Fitzpatrick] 
ernment cCepends upon these three | and the fentleman from California (Mr. 
branches functioning absolutely free | Carter]. neither of whom will be a Mem- 
id independent of each other. I be- ber of the next Congress. 
lieve, though, during my time here I It is a pleasure and a privilege to have 
have detected a growing tendency on the | this opportunity to say a few words in 
pert of the executive—not only the appreciation of the valuable services ren- 
President and perhaps not to the greatest | dered his State and country by the gen- 
ccgree the President, but the executive | tleman from New York [Mr. Firzpat- | 
Cepartments, cabinet officers and oth- | rick}. He has been a Member of the 
( —-ndeavoring to exert more and more House for 9 consecutive terms, beginning 


influence here on Capitol Hill; endeavor- 
ing to change a bill; endeavoring to kill 
a bill. Tnere have been bills pending 
here the past few days with regard to 
which certain executive officers have 
been phoning attempting to influence the 
legislation this way or that according to 
their own instead of letting the 
legislative body do its job and attending 
to their own business. There are cer- 
tain criminal statutes in regard to ac- 
tions of this kind. I do not know that 
what has been done actually amounts to 
violations or not, but they are certainly 
violations of the spirit of the law. So 
I say to you here this afternoon, that 
while I am severing my association with 
this body—to be sure I wanted to come 
back, I wanted to continue my service 
here, but I am going out—I admonish 
this great legislative body to resent and 
repel intermeddling by the executive 
branch or other outside influences. With 
as much to do as there is in this coun- 
try now, I hope to find some place where 
I can make some substantial contribu- 
tion to the war effort. Whether I re- 


1ceas, 


turn to this Chamber again, as was So | 


graciously suggested this afternoon, let 
me say that I wish for each and every 
one of you the very best of everything. 
Wherever you go, wherever you be, 
May the peace of Allah abide with thee. 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Sveak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent that mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations 
may be allowed to extend their remarks 
in the Recorp at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sour)? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Speaker, to me it is always with deep 
regret that any faithful and experienced 
public servant should retire from Con- 
gress, either voluntarily or otherwise. 

As We approach the end of the Seventy- 
eighth Congress, after having been in 
session practically the entire year, and 
one of the most active and hard-working 
Congresses of which I have been a Mem- 
ber, it is with a feeling of deep regret 
that many Members with whom we have 
labored during this Congress and some 
of them during many other Congresses, 
will not return to us in the new Congress 
that convenes on January 3. Among the 





his service on March 4, 1927, which, inci- 
dentally, is the date I began my service 
in the House. As a member of the 
Appropriations Committee and chair- 
man of the Subcommittee on Interior 
Department Appropriations, it has been 
my good fortune to have served with the 
gentleman from New York during con- 
sideration of the last eight Interior De- 
partment appropriation bills. During 
the long and arduous hearings on those 
bills I learned to admire and respect him, 
not only for his ability, but because of 
his fairness and the friendly manner 
which he displayed in his dealings with 
other members of the committee and the 
witnesses who appeared before our 
committee. 

His retirement from the House is en- 
tirely voluntary. I understand that 
many influential friends in his district 
wanted him to remain in the House. 
Only recently he celebrated his seventy- 
fifth birthday. Despite his advanced 
years, he attended our meetings regularly 
and is a tireless worker. -Personally, I 
believe that our good friend from New 
York has earned and deserves a real rest 
and vacation from all the arduous duties, 
which have been increased tremendously 
due to the war, and I know I am ex- 
pressing the sentiments of all his col- 
leagues on the Appropriations Commit- 
tee when I say that he leaves assured of 
the deep respect and affection of every 
one of us. 

I also mentioned the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Carter], whose service in 
this body began on March 4, 1925, and 
who is completing his tenth consecutive 
term. He and I have served together on 
the Interior Department Subcommittee 
during consideration of the last seven 
appropyiation bills. Due to his long resi- 
dence in the western part of the United 
States he has been particularly well 
qualified to take an active and influential 
part in the proceedings of our subcom- 
mittee, which considers appropriations 
for many activities of vital importance 
to the people of the Far West. Before 
coming to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, Mr. Carter had served on other im- 
portant committees of the House, in- 
cluding the Rivers and Harbors Commit- 
tee, and he has been responsible for the 
enactment of important legislation of 
great benefit to the people of his State. 
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During the past 2 years he has occupied 
the position of ranking Republican mem. 
ber on the Interior Department Subcom. 
I am glad to say that we have 
worked together in harmony and, re. 
gardless of party affiliation, have been 
able to report measures in which we were 
in complete accord. His steadying in. 
fluence and the vast store of informati 
which he had on matters relating to th 
Nest will be sorely missed. We all wish 
him every success in any activity he may 
undertake in the future. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, I also 
desire to add a brief tribute to my col- 
leagues who will sever their connections 
with the Committee on Appropriations 
at the end of this session. During the 
past two years I have enjoyed my asso- 
ciations with them, and have observed 
now conscientiously and efficiently they 
have discharged their duties. The gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Carter] has 
served for many years on the subcom- 
mittee which has handled appropriations 
for the Interior Department, and in this 
capacity has shown an understanding of 
western problems which has earned him 
the gratitude of those who reside in the 
public lands States. It is my sincere wish 
that these colleagues will retain happy 
recollections of their service in this body, 
and that they will derive much satisfac- 
tion from the work they have accom- 
plished in these years. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
may I add a brief word in respect to 
members of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee who will no longer be with us 
in the next session of Congress. 

The loss of Congressman CarTER is a 
great loss to the Congress and to the 
country. He has demonstrated not only 
great ability but has a continuous serv- 
ice in the Congress of 20 years, which 
is a tremendous asset from the stand- 
point of those he represents directly as 
well as the country as a whole. Iam con- 
fident that his many friends on the Dem- 
ocratic side of the aisle were as amazed 
by his defeat as were those on the Re- 
publican side. If the thousands of new 
voters in his congressional district had 
appreciated his position and influence in 
the Congress, it is difficult to believe that 
he would not have been chosen once 
again to continue his fine service in the 
House. 

I have served for many years with 
Congressman LAMBERTSON on two of the 
subcommittees of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. No Member of the House 
has voted more consistently for economy 
and retrenchment in Government ex- 
penditure than he. If others had had 
his point of view and his determination 
in this connection, the country would 
not now be faced by the frightful conse- 
quences of reckless extravagance and 
waste under the present administration 
in recent years. 

I have served for several years with 
Congressman FiTzpatrRicK on the sub- 
committee on Appropriations for the in- 
dependent offices. I am sorry that he is 
leaving us voluntarily. Though differ- 
ing often with him on political questions, 
I have for him a genuine affection, 
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I have also served with Congressman 
rNes for several years on the same 
ibcommittee. He has shown great abil- 
and real independence of thought 
action. He has placed the interests 
s country above partisan considera- 
as his friends on both sides of the 

will testify. 

411 these colleagues, Mr. Speaker, will 
reatly missed as a personal matter 
heir coworkers, both Republican and 

rocratic, who have served with them 

nnection with the great problems 
nfronting the Appropriations Com- 
littee in these terrible years. 
GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 


Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
ker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Members who have spoken on the bill 
y may have 5 legislative days within 
h to extend their remarks on the 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
vf 


{f the gentleman from Mis- 


re was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
ri 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
rliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
e it. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 

lo I understand that the request sub- 
itted by the gentleman from Missouri 

) extend remarks is broad enough that 

nder it I may extend the remarks I 

made with reference to the national 
ht? 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman 

peaking on the bill? 

Mr. REED of New York. I was ques- 
tioning the chairman or made some sug- 
tion to the chairman on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would 

think that the gentleman would have to 
make specific request for that purpose. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. REED of New York. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
in connection with the remarks I made 
today I may insert a table with refer- 
ence to the national debt. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, a par- 
lamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
tate it. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Was the request of 
the gentleman from Missouri limited to 
members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. In the 
matter of enconiums to our friend, the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Carter]. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Other Members of 
the House are friends of his also. The 
gentleman should throw it open to all. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, I amend my request and ask 
unanimous consent that all Members of 
the House may extend their remarks at 
that point in the Recorp in the matter 











of tributes to retiring members of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The _ gentlewoman 
will state it. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Would the general request submitted by 
the gentleman from Missouri permit me 
to include a letter from the Veterans Ad- 
ministration dealing with their program 
for the rehabilitation of wounded vet- 
erans? 

he SPEAKER. It would not. Gen- 
eral re s of that nature are limited 
to the bill under consideration: we can- 
not broaden these things. The Chai 
will recognize the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts later. 


yr 
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FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL DEFICIENCY 
APPROPRIATION BILL 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, a 
motion to reconsider the various votes 
by which the motions were agreed to will 
be laid upon the table. 
There was no objection. 

RETURN OF ENROLLED BILL 1979, TO 
REGULATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUM- 
BIA THE TRANSFER OF STOCK IN COR- 
PORATIONS 
The SPEAKER laid before the House 

the following Senate concurrent resolu- 

tion (S. Con. Res. 57), which was read: 
Resolved by the Senate (The House of 


* Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 


dent of the United States be, and he is hereby} 
requested to return to the Senate the en 
rolled bill (S. 1979) to regulate in the Distric 
of Columbia the transfer of shares of stock 
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in corporations and to make uniform the law 
with reference thereto; that if and when the 
said bill is returned by the President, the 
action of the presiding officers of the two 
Houses in signing the said bill be deemed to 
be rescinded; and that the Secretary of the 
Senate be and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed, in the reenrollment of the said bill, 
to make the following correction, namely, on 
page 12 of the Senate en ssed bill, in lieu 
of the matter contained in lines 23 and 24, 
insert the following: 

“Sec. 25. This Act shall take effect on the 
Ist day of January, 1945.” 


The Senate concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table, 
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 


Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr 
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on January 3, unless the House 
takes some other action, the so-called 
Dies committee will expire. There is a 
growing concern all over the country 
that the papers and information that 
that committee has gathered during its 
years of investigation shall be adequately 
protected and that they shall be avail- 
able for public use. My inquiry is, What 
is the procedure by which these papers 
will be disposed of if the life of this com- 
mittee is not renewed? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will read 
rule XXXVII: 

Clerks of the several committees of the 
House shall, within 3 days after the final 
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TRANSFER OF CERTAIN PROPERTY FROM 
THE HOME OWNERS’ LOAN CORPORA- 
TION 
Mr. HOLMES of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous cor nt to 

take from the Speaker’s desk t bill 

(S. 2208) providing for the transfer of 

certain property from the Home Owners’ 

Loan Corporation to the United States 

for national-park purposes, and its im- 

mediate consideration 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ol tion to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, and I shall 
not because I am aware of the situation, 
will the gentleman for the Recorp state 
what the bill is for the benefit of the 
Members who may not be juainted 
with it? 

Mr. HOLMES of Massachusett Mr. 
Speaker, I will be glad to. This Senate 
bill that was pa d by the Senate this 
afternoon transfers a piece of property 
owned at the present time by the Hom 
Owners’ Loan Corporation. Way back in 
1933 the Home Owners’ Loan Corporation 
placed a mortgage on thi property 
Since then they have had to foreclose. 
The property is adj I lia 
Park in Maine. This bill transfers it 
from the Home Owners’ I n Corpora- 
tion to the Department of the Interior 
and makes it a part of the A 
in M 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 
withdr: : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
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the request of the gentleman from Mas- 
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by the Corporation through the foreclosure 


of that certain mortgage deed, dated October 
20, 1933, executed to the Corporation by 
Percy B. Russell and Florence L. Russell, 
and appearing in book 642, page 389, of the 
Registry of Deeds of Hanccck County, State 
of Maine 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior, for 


and on behalf of the United States of Amer- 


ica, is authorized and directed to accept the 
conveyance and transfer of such property 
without regard to the provisions of section 
355, as amended, section 1136, as amended, 
and section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (ex- 
cept the last paragraph of said section 355, 
as amended, which shall be applicable here- 
to), or any Other provision of law. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior is further authorized 
and directed to pay all necessary fees, charges, 
and expenses in connection with such con- 
veyance and transtier. 

Src. 3. Upon the conveyance and transfer 
of such property as herein provided, it shall 
be used and administered by the Secretary 
of the Interior solely for national-park pur- 


poses, and it shall be deemed to constitute 
a part of the Acadia National Park. 


Sec. 4. Any other provision of law to the 
contrary notwithstanding, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall, upon such conveyance 


and transfer and in lieu of any other pay- 
ment by the United States to the Corpora- 
tion es consideration for the conveyance and 
transfer of such property, cancel bonds of 
the Corporation, in the principal sum of 
$18,000, purchased by the Secretary of the 
Treasury under or by reason of the provisions 
set forth in section 4 of the Home Owners’ 
Loan Act of 1933, approved June 13, 1933 (48 
Stat. 128), as amended (which bonds are 
hereby made available to the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the purposes of this sec- 
tion), and all sums due and unpaid upon or 
in connection with such bonds at the time 
of such cancelation and discharge, together 
with any accrued interest: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Cor- 
poration are authorized and directed to make 
adjustments on their books and records as 
may be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of this act. 

The bill was ordered tg be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

AMENDMENT OF RAILROAD RETIREMENT 

LAW AND UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 

LAW 


Mr. CROSSER. Mr. Speaker, this af- 
ternoon I introduced the bill (H. R. 5625) 
to amend the railroad retirement law 
and the unemployment insurance law. 

I introduced the bill just mentioned for 
the purpose of making certain of noting 
any mistakes of a clerical nature or 
errors in diction which may have been 
made by those drafting the measure. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
{r, COLE of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
SCHWABE] be permitted to extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp in two instances. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE REORGANI- 
ZATION OF THE CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro- 
visions of Senate Concurrent Resolution 
23, Seventy-eighth Congress, the Chair 
appoints as members of the Joint Com- 





mittee on the Organization of the Con- 
gress the following Members of the 
House: Messrs. MONRONEY, Cox, LANE, 
MICHENER, DIRKSEN, and PLUMLEY. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 3429) simplifying the 
administration of the act authorizing the 
employment as consultants of retired 
employees of the Department of the In- 
terior, with a Senate amendment thereto, 
and disagree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Idaho? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, will the gentle- 
mean explain the bill? 

Mr. WHITE. I want to make an 
apology to the House for my failure to 
make clear the disputed portion of this 
issue. May I clear up the issue that has 
been raised here by reading from the 
report? 

That notwithstanding the provisions of 
any other act, retired personnel of the De- 
partment of the Interior employed by the 
Secretary of the Interior as consultants in 
accordance with the provisions of this act, 
may be so employed without deductions from 
compensation for retirement, without loss 
of or redetermination of retirement status, 
and without loss or reduction of retirement 
annuity or other benefits by reason of such 
employment, except that there shall be de- 
ducted from the compensation otherwise 
payable to any such retired employee sums 
ecual to the retirement annuity or benefit 
allocable to the days of actual employment 
hereunder. 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Is this the proposi- 
tiontion that the House voted down yes- 
terday? 

Mr. WHITE. This is the conference 
report that was voted down because we 
had cepted the Senate amendment. 
Now we are insisting on the House posi- 
tion. We are supporting the position 
of the House passing the bill and in- 
sisting that we disagree with the Senate 
amendment. We have good reason to 
believe that the Senate will recede and 
concur and accept the House version. 
If that is done there will be no question 
of double pay. 

fr. KNUTSON. Is there any limit on 
the amount that may be expended under 
the general provision? 

Mr. WHITE. There is a limitation. 

Mr. KNUTSON. How much is it in 
the aggregate? I am not interested in 
the individual allowance. How much 
will it cost the Treasury? 

Mr. WHITE. There is this limitation 
in the existing law, which the bill under 
discussion will not change: 

That the Secretary of the Interior is au- 
thorized, in his judgment and discretion, to 
employ for consultation purposes on im- 
portant reclamation work 10 consulting en- 
gineers, geologists, appraisers, and economists, 
at rates of compensation to be fixed by him, 
but not to exceed $50 per day for any en- 
gineer, geologist, appraiser, or economist so 
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employed: Provided, That the total compe: 
sation paid to any engineer, geologist, ; 
praiser, or economist during any fiscal y: 
shall not exceed $5,000: Provided furt) 

That notwithstanding the provisions of ; 

other act, retired officers of the Army or N 

may be employed by the Secretary of the I 
terior as consulting engineers in accorda: 
with the provisions of this act. 


Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen 
tleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr.CASE. AsI understand the situs 
tion, and I should like to have the gentk 
man correct me if I am not correct, a]] 
this does is to say that the Department 
of the Interior can employ some people 
who are on the retired list and that what 
is paid to them will come out of funds 
which have been previously appropri- 
ated—it does not change that—and th 
whatever they may be paid will be de- 
ducted from the amount they would ¢ 
from the retirement fund so that they 
will not be paid twice. 

Mr. WHITE. That is exactly right. 

Mr. CASE. I see no objection to the 
gentleman’s bill. It would put to work 
some people who are on the retired list 
and are prohibited from working under 
the double-employment statutes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. It is my information 
that the bill does not say so, and it is 
my further information that the $5,000 
the gentleman mentions is the limit that 
any one individual may receive. 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct. 

Mr. KNUTSON. I asked the gentle- 
man how much it will cost the United 
States Treasury in toto. 

Mr. WHITE. As the gentleman from 
South Dakota said, it will be paid out 
of appropriations. This is simply to em- 
ploy a few experts who have been trained 
in the Department. The gentleman car 
take any position he wants. This is a 
unanimous-consent request. It is sup- 
porting the position of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in passing the bill. We in- 
sist on our disagreement with the Senate. 

Mr. CASE. As a maiter of fact, will 
not this actually save the Government 
money in this way, that the people who 
are on the retired list are going to get 
the retirement pay anyway, that the 
money that has been appropriated to the 
Department of the Interior is going to be 
spent some way, anyway, and that if you 
spend it on the people on the retired list 
you save the retirement money which is 
paid to them? 

Mr. JENSEN and Mr. PHILLIPS rose. 

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa, because he objected to the 
bill in the first place. He understands 
the bill now. I should like to yield to 
him for an explanation. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman 
yield to me briefly before he yields to the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I think it should be 
made clear that this went through the 
committee, and that it refers only to 
how many people? 

Mr. WHITE. There is a limit of 10 
people. 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. It refers to a 
ited number of people whom we are 
rving to get back into service. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Cannot President 
evelt restore them to active service 
y Presidential order? 
Mr. WHITE. No. 
Mr. KNUTSON. They are doing 
verything else by Presidential order. I 
io not know why that could not be done. 
Mr. WHITE. If he does that, you will 
ve to recompute the retirement pay. 
many cases the retirement pay has 
n advanced by legislation. It might 
in somebody now on retiremen 
$100 stepping up to $200 a month, 
is is an economy measure all the way 
1rough. It brings back into service 
n that are sorely needed, that are 
ined and understand the business, 
t are familiar with the departmental 
es and practices, and it gives us the 
nefit of qualified men that understand 
work and know how to proceed. 
Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman is so 
usible that he has me confused. 
Mr. WHITE. Now I yield to the gen- 
] n from Iowa. 

JENSEN. I objected to this bill 
he Consent Calendar about a month 
because it had not been explained to 
Member of the House. Then Mr. 
hore, Chief of the Bureau of Rec- 

mation, came to my office and ex- 
1ined this bill to me and explained it 

my satisfaction. 
I think my colleagues here know that 
am not one who would put on a bunch 
bureaucrats. I want you to know 
these men who are coming back, 
se men who have been retired, are 
men that know their business. They are 
fine bunch of patriotic Americans who 
would like to do something for their 
untry in wartime in this manpower 
rtage. I feel very strongly that this 
s a good bill and that those men should 
have an opportunity to come back and 
help in this emergency. We need them. 
I certainly hope there is nobody that 
thinks I would be for something that 
would cost a lot of money and do no 

od. 

; Mr. KNUTSON. Is it clearly under- 
stood that the amount of annuity they 
are now receiving, their retired pay, will 
be deducted from the amount they would 
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otherwise receive? 
Mr. JENSEN. That is clearly pro- 
vided. 


Mr. WHITE. That is clearly provided. 

Mr.CASE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. 
: the request of 
Idaho? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


a By unanimous consent, leave of ab- 
e sence was granted to Mr. Murpock, for 10 
days,,on account of committee business. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


e Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
0 Speaker, our colleagues the gentlemen 
from Minnesota [Mr. Maas and Mr. 
0 GaLe] will not be Members of the Sev- 
enty-ninth Congress. I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the 
Recorp with reference to them. 


Is there objection to 
the gentleman from 








The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no obfection. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp with ref to 
our colleagues the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Maas] and the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. GALe]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
SIGNED 

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills and a joint resolution of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.R 


rence 


195. An act for the relief of Gladys A 
as executrix of the estate of 
> Ennis, deceased, and Oscar H 
and the Excelsior Automotive Service, Inc.; 

H.R. 449. An act for the relief of the Puget 
Sound Bridge and Dredging Co 

H.R. 545. An for the relief of G. F. 
Odom; 

H. R. 763. An act 
Harcrcew; 

H.R.976. An act 
Mrs. Sebastian Eger; 

H. R. 1023. An act to establish a Chief 
Chaplains of the United States Navy; 
relief of F. L 


George 
Julius; 





act 
for the relief of Lindsey 
for 


the relief of Mr. and 


of 


H.R.1218. An act for the 
Riddle; 
H. R. 1284 


An act relating to the naturali- 
zation of persons not citizens who serve hon- 
orably in the military or naval forces of 
United States during the present war; 

H.R. 1556. An act 
Barwick; 

H. R. 1643 
Lovis Elliott; 

H. R. 1772. 
Stovall; 

H. R. 1963 
Garner; 

H. R. 2005. An act for the relief 
tine Mangrum, Luster Mangrum, 
Mangrum; 

H. R.2016. An act for the relief of William 
H. Linhart; 

H.R. 2066. An act for the relief 
Rinkenberger and John Floering: 

H.R. 2150. An act for the relief of Diemer 
Adison Coulter and Frances Andrews Coulter; 

H.R. 2213. An act for the relief of Mrs 
Agnes Wolters; 

H. R. 2300. An act for the relief of Rose B 
Luzar; 

H.R. 2354. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. Phoebe Sherman, and for Har- 
riett W. Vanderhoef and Allan Vanderhoef; 

H.R. 2373. An act for the relief of Pearl 
Saievitz and Ruth Levin; 

H. R. 2543. An act for the 
Nelle Jones; 

H. R. 2688. An act for the relief of Clarence 
H. Miles, Mrs. Mollie Miles, and Hardy Miles, 
a minor; 

H. R. 2825. An act for the relief. of Sigfried 
Olsen, doing business as Sigfried Olsen Ship- 
ping Co.; 

H.R. 2827. An act for the 
estate of Ida M. Rutherford; 

H.R. 2903. An act for the 
Washington Asphalt Co.; 

H.R.2969. An act to establish official 
checking accounts with the Treasurer of the 


the 


relief of Archie 


for the 


An act for the relief of Mary 


the relief 


An act for 


of Henry 


An act for the relief of G. H 


of Chris- 
and Nathan 


of A L. 


relief of Mrs. 


relief of the 


relief of the 


United States for clerks of United States 
courts and United States marshal 

H.R. 2994. An act to extend Re ied Let- 
ters Patent No. 19.023; 
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H.R. 32017 Re 


McM 1 fB r ‘ 
McM 

H.R 138. An ¢ f Mrs 
Bert M I 

H.R.3 An t {I 
H 

H Pp 199 A + ‘ nf 
B ( 

H.R.3218. An f } M 
A 

HR is t 
l T é S Db ¢ 
Mair 

H A r the f < e 
G. I nd D J M c D 

H. R. 32 A r tl M 
P ’ 

H. R. 3302 A } I 
P 

H.R. 3323. A f f M 
V M. Vv iR. H.! 

H.R 3369. A H \ 
Hear 

H.R. 3400. A f La \ 
Whipple 

a: 114. A } 
C. Rot 

H.I A Ar f 
Berbe Ku I i M 
Osgetel Berber 

H.R.3467. An f f f_M 
A > WwW 

H.R 184. A re f M 
Pe ] W Pe ; . 

H RP } An ? ¢ ? f ¥ 
H 

H. I 90. Ar t f f 

I j ce t\ of » Fr 

H.R 14. A t f of 
Queen City B C 

H R.3 ». A f of H 1 
Weinert, J d f 

H.R. 3645. An I f of Mary 
Agne I efeld Dr lr nd |} iJ 
Lichtefeld and J I i 

H. R. 3678. An act for tl relief of Floyd E 
and Lé Mae Drummond 

H.R.3709. An act for tl f Harley 
E. Carte 

H. R. 3727. An act f le l 
guardian of Violet DeG 

H. R. 3732. An act to rey the prohibit 

nst t) filliz of 

of district judge in the district of New Js 


H. R. 3781 
Farris; 

H.R. 3814. An t for the relief of M. Send- 
ers & C 


H. R. 3852. An act for the relief of the O. 8 
Stapley Co 

H.R.3880. An act for the r f of M 
Anna Zukas; 

H.R.3881. An act for the relief of Mrs 
Anna Chandler 

H. R. 3928. An act for the relief of James 


LeRoy Eden; 

H.R 3931. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. A. D. Gibson; 
An act for 


H. R. 3995 the re f of Walter 
Lundmark; 

H. R. 4014. An act for tl relief of Mrs. 
Ruby Winsch; 

H.R. 4016. An act for the relief of John 


Cas y and Marie Casey; 
H.R. 4038. An a 


ct for the relief of Joseph 
W. Steel; 
H.R. 4049. An act for the relief of Alfred 
FP. Ross; 
4080. An act for the relief of certain 


H.R 
former employees of 
for China 
4101. An act for the relief of P. E. 


the United States C 
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H. R. 4144. An act for the relief of Brig. 
Gen. Louis J. Fortier; 

H. R. 4159. An act to amend section 33 of 
the act of September 7, 1916 amended 
(39 Stat. 742); 


H. R. 4200. An act for the relief of William 


Weber; 


H. R. 4212. An act for the relief of Robert 
and Mary Rowe; 

H. R. 4213. An act for the relief of Karl 
Lun tras 


H.R. 4305. An act for the relief « 
Clay Walker; 

H. R. 4309. An act for the relief of Rosa Lee 
Fi reman, 

H.R.4322. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Floyd M. Adair, deceased; 


Henry 


H.R.4331. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Florence Armstrong; 

H.R. 4333. An act for the relief of Bertha 
LeFranc¢ 

H.R.4345. An act for the relief of e legal 
guerdian of Lutl Marcus Smith, a 1 r; 

H.R 363. A t the elief of Ollie 
Bi ear Hearld 

H. R. 4367. An t for tl I ef of Mrs 
Ju i ‘I I 

H.R 80. An ect for the relief of Mabelle 
E Oo 

H.! 442. An t f the relief of A rt 
B. Weaver; 

H.R.4451. An act for the relief of John 
M 1ughlin, & and John McLaughlin, Jr.; 

H. R. 4481. An act for the relief of William 
H. Crompton 

H.R. 4502. An act to amend the act of Con- 
gress approved May 20, 1935, entitled “An act 
concerning the incorporated town of Seward, 


Territory of Alaska,” 

H.R. 4525 
Murphy, administratrix of the estate of 
H. Murphy: 

H.R. 4542. An act for the relief of Harold 

Miller; 
H. R. 4547. An act to amend the act of Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931, as amended, so as to permit 
the compensation on a mileage basis, of Civil- 
ian officers or employees for the use of pri- 
vately owned airplanes while traveling on 
official business; 

H. R. 4549. An act for the relief of Sandy C. 
Brown; 

H.R. 4588. An act for the relief of Robert 
L. Whiddon; 

H.R. 4593. An act for the relief of Thomas 
R. Clark; 

H.R. 4629. An act for the relief of Ludwig 
Wolf; 

H.R. 4631. An act for the relief of John L. 
MacNeil; 

H. R. 4674. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Everette Maxwell; the estate of Redman 
P. Maddux; and the legal guardian of Elmer 
Massa, a minor; 

H.R.4703. An act for the 
estate of Annie Brown; 

H. R. 4736. An act for the relief of Dr. H. L. 
Klotz; 

H.R.4786. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Kimball Lee Beckner; 

H.R. 4815. An act for the relief of the 
Board of County Commissioners of Volusia 
County, Fla.; 

H.R. 4817. An act for the relief of Wilfred 
T. Plant, Sr.; 

H.R. 4878. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Emma B. Fleet, deceased; 

H.R. 4910. An act authorizing the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., or its 
successors, to convey to the States of Arizona 
and California, jointly or separately, for pub- 

ic highway purposes, an existing railroad 
bridge across the Colorado River, formerly 
known as the Red Rock Bridge, near Topock, 
Ariz.; 

H.R. 4918. An act to provide for the pay- 
ment to certain Government employees for 
accumulated or accrued annual leave due 


as amended; 
An act for the relief of M. Grace 
John 


relief of the 





upon their 
service; 
H.R. 4921. An act for the relief of Dr. J. 


Sims Norman; 


separation from Government | 


H.R. 4927. An act for the relief of Francis 
D. Stovall, Jr.; 

H. R. 4962. An act for the relief of Jessie 
£ ingsteen and John Springsteen; 


H.R. 4868. An act to amend section 511 (c) 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amend- 
ed, relative to deposit of vessel proceeds re- 
ceived from the United States in certain 
case and for other purposes; 

H.R. 5034. An act for the 
€ ate of Francis A. Collins; 

H.R. 5048. An act for the relief of the 
€ te of Cecile H. Burgett, deceased; 

H.R. £060. An act for the relief of Clyde H. 
Paimer; estate of Lola J. Palmer; legal guard- 
ian of Margie Joan Palmer, a minor; 

H.R.5C62. An act to authorize certain 
transactions by disbursing officers of the 
United States, and for other purposes; 

Ii. R. 5154. An act relating to dual employ- 
ment in the Postal Service, and for other pur- 


relief of the 





H.R.5167. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of South Carolina to 
hear, determine, and render judgment upon 
the claim of the board of trustees of the 
Saunders Memorial Hospital; 

H.R. 5206. An act to authorize Belfry Coal 
Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
suspension bridge conveyor across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near 
Sprigg, W. Va.; 

H.R.5219. An act to provide for the grant- 
ing of rights-of-way for pipe lines for petro- 
leum and petroleum products and for tele- 
pnone and/or telegraph lines through and 
across lands of the United States within the 
area of Indian Rock Dam and Reservoir, 
located in York County, Pa.; 

H. R. 5248. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for examination 
of monthly accounts cove ing expenditures by 
disbursing officers of the United States Ma- 
rine Corps,” approved December 26, 1941, so 
as to extend the time for examination of 
monthly accounts of disbursing officers and 
special disbursing agents of the Navy and 
Coast Guard; 

H.R 5331. An act to authorize the transfer 
of certain lands within the Colonial National 
Historical Park, Yorktown, Va., to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy; 

H.R. 5453. An act authorizing the convey- 
ance by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway, a _ railroad 
corporation, of certain perpetual easements 
near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson Counties, 
Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge Park- 
way land of the Shenandoah National Park; 

H.R.5518. An act to amend section 119 of 
the Judicial Code; 

H.R. 5551. An act to transfer certain land 
in Nacogdoches County, Tex., to the United 
States Forest Service; 

H.R. 5563. An act to authorize the Admin- 
istrator of the Farm Security Administration 
to exchange certain land of the United States 
within the Angostura irrigation project, Hot 
Springs, S. Dak., for certain land owned by 
the city of Hot Springs, S. Dak.; 

H. R. 5565. An act to authorize collectors of 
internal revenue to receive certain checks and 
money orders in payment of taxes and for 
revenue stamps; 

H. R. 8566. An act to amend section 502 (a) 
of the Department of Agriculture Organic 
Act of 1944; 

H.R. 5590. An act to increase clerk hire, and 
for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 317. Joint resolution recognizing 
the outstanding service rendered to the 
United Nations by Field Marshal Sir John 
Dill. 


DECEMBER 16 


The SPEAKER announced his signa- 
ture to bills and a joint resolution of th 
Senate of the following titles: 


S. 1819. An act to repeal the acts of Aucy 
15, 1935, and January 29, 1940, relating t 
establishment of the Patrick Henry Natio: 
Monument and the acquisition of the est 
of Patrick Henry in Charlotte County, Va 

S.1827. An act for the relief of Oliver 
Knight; 

S.1971. An act to provide for the disp 
of certain mail matter condemned by 
Director of Censorship; and 

S. J. Res. 148. Joint resolution authorizing 
the disposal of certain blocd plasma reser 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord- 
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m 
the House adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 18, 1944, at 12 o’clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLI 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the prope! 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on the Ci: 
Service. House Resolution 16. Resoluti 
on report pursuant to investigation of 
civilian employment (Rept. No. 20@4). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole Hou 
on the state of the Union 

Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on the Civil 
Service. S. 1481. An act to amend further 
the Civil Service Retirement Act, approved 
May 29, 1930, as amended; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2085). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
the Union. 

Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on the Civil 
Service. H. R. 4699. A bill to amend sec- 
tion 2 (b) of the act entitled “An act ex- 
tending the classified executive civil service 
of the United States,” approved November! 
26, 1940, so as to provide for counting mili- 
tary service of certain employees of the legis- 
lative branch in determining the eligibility 
of such employees for civil-service 
under such act; without amendment (Rep 
No. 2086). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


status 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. CROSSER: 

H. R. 5625 (by request). A bill to amend the 
Railroad Retirement Acts, the Railroad Ur 
employment Insurance Act, and subchapter 
B of chapter 9 of the Internal Revenue Cod¢ 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. HOLIFIELD: 

H.R. 5626. A bill to raise the minimum 
wage rate; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. COFFEE: 

H. R. 5627. A bill relating to the acquisition 
of certain property within Mount Rainier 
National Park; to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 


| PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
Mr. WENE introduced a bill (H. R. 5628) 





for the relief of Nelson Bell which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 
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PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
and referred as follows: 

6252. By Mr. ELLSWORTH: Petition of 
Orren Brownson, of Eugene, Oreg., and 1,538 

ther citizens protesting against prohibition 
egislation; to the Committee on the Judi- 


6253. By Mr. WILLEY: Petition of 167 citi- 
vens of the State of Delaware favoring passage 
f House bill 2082 (Bryson bill); to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE 


Monpbay, DeEcEMBER 18, 1944 


Legislative day of Tuesday, November 
21, 1944) 


The Senate met in executive session 
it 12 o’clock meridian, on the expira- 
tion of the recess. 

Rev. Hunter M. Lewis, B. D., associ- 
ate minister, Church of the Epiphany, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 


O Eternal God, Lord of the far-flung 
battle line, in whose almighty Hand are 
the destinies of mankind: We yield Thee 
hearty thanks for each forward step 
vouchsafed to our armed forces, beseech- 
ing Thee so to dispose the issues in this 
conflict that our country and her allies 
may press on tirelessly toward the final 
goal of Thine own victory. 

Grant Thy Holy Spirit to our leaders, 
that they may lead us where Thou 
wouldst have us to go. Be with all who 
have gone forth into the service of our 
country, an ever-present help in time of 
danger, and a strong bulwark against all 
temptation. Heal the sick, restore the 
wounded, sustain the prisoners, receive 
the dying, and comfort all who mourn 
the loss of dear ones, 

And may the benison of Thy dear Son, 
the Prince of Peace, soon lead both 
friend and foe to kneel brokenheartedly 
before the manger of the Babe of Bethle- 
hem as brothers once lost and found 
anew in the love of our Lord and 
Saviour, Jesus Christ. Amen, 


THE JOURNAL 


On request of Mr. Hit, and by unani- 
mous consent, the reading of the Journal 
of the proceedings of the calendar day 
Saturday, December 16, 1944, was dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal was ap- 
proved, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—AP- 
PROVAL OF BILLS AND A JOINT RESO- 
LUTION 


A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, and he announced that 
the President had approved and signed 
the following acts and a joint resolution: 

On December 15, 1944: 

5. 1002. An act to compensate Roy W. Olsen 
tor the loss of an eye on account of negli- 
gence of Work Projects Administration em- 


ployees September 25, 1938, at Cranston, 
me. Ee 


| 


8.1997. An act for the relief of Jack Stow- 
ers, B & O Store, and Cotton County Poultry & 
Egg Co.; and 

S.J. Res. 156. Joint resolution to extend 
the statute of limitations in certain cases. 

On December 16, 1944: 

S. 1580. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to dispose of certain lands 
heretofore acquired for the nonreservation 
Indian boarding school known 
nstitute, California; 

8.1597. An act to amend section 1, act 
of June 29, 1940 (54 Stat. 703), for the 
acquisition of Indian lands for the Grand 
Coulee Dam and Reservoir, and for other 
purposes; 

8.1801. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to convey to the Virginian Rail- 
way Co., a corporation, for railroad-yard- 
enlargement purposes, a parcel of land of 
the Camp Allen Reservation at Norfolk, Va.; 

§. 1898. An act to amend section 99 of the 
Judicial Code, as amended, so as to change 
the term of the District Court for the Dis- 
trict of North Dakota at Minot, N. Dak.; and 

S. 2205. An act to authorize the dissolution 
of the Women’s Christian Association of the 
District of Columbia and the transfer of its 
assets. 


as Sherman 






MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the bill (S. 
2208) providing for the transfer of cer- 
tain property from the Home Owners’ 
Loan Corporation to the United States 
for national-park purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 3429) to amend section 1 of an act 
entitled “An act authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to employ engineers 
and economists for consultation purposes 
on important reclamation work,” ap- 
proved February 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406), 
as amended by the act of April 22, 1940 
(54 Stat. 148), and that the House in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5587) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in certain appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, and for prior fiscal years, and to 
provide supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1945, and 
June 30, 1946, and for other purposes; 
that the House receded from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 
17, and 26 to the bill, and concurred 
therein; that the House receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 22, 39, and 125 to the 
bill and concurred therein severally with 
an amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate; and that the 


House insisted upon its disagreement to 
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the amendments of the Senate numbered | 


30, 40, 41, 42, and 43 to the bill. 


The message also announced that the | 


House had agreed to the concurrent res- 
olution (S. Con. Res. 57) requesting the 


| 
| 
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President to return to the Senate the 
enrolled bill (S. 1979) to regulate in the 
District of Columbia the transfer of 
shares of stock in corporations and to 
make uniform the law with reference 
thereto, and providing for its reenroll- 
ment. 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills and joint res- 
olutions, and they were signed by the 
Viee President: 


H.R. 195. An act for the rel of Gladys A 
Ennis as executrix of the estat f Ge ¢ 
Pearse Ennis, deceased, and Oscar H Juliu : 
and the Excelsior Automotive Service, Inc.: 

H.R. 449. An act for the relief of the Puget 
Sound Bridge & Dredging Co.; 

H.R. 545. An act for the relief of G. F. 


Odom; 

H.R. 763. An act for the relief « 
Harcrow; 

H.R.976. An act for 
Mrs. Sebastian Eger: 

H.R. 1023. An act to establish a Chief of 

haplains of the United States Navy; 

H.R.1218. An act for the relief of F. L 
Riddle; 

H.R. 1284. An act relating to the naturali- 
zation of persons not citizens who serve ho 
orably in the military or naval forces of the 
United States during the present war; 

H.R. 1556. An act for the relief of Archie 
Barwick; 

H.R. 1643. An act for the relief of Mary 
Lovis Elliott; 

H.R.1772. An act for the relief of Henry 
Stovall; 

H.R. 1963. An act for the relief of G. H 
Garner; 

H.R. 2005. An act for the relief of Chris- 
tine Mangrum, Luster Mangrum, and Nathan 
Mangrum; 

H.R. 2016. An act for the relief of William 
H. Linhart; 

H.R. 2066. An act for the relief of A. L. 
Rinkenberger and John Floering; 

H.R. 2150. An act for the relief of Diemer 
Adison Coulter and Frances Andrews Coulter; 

H.R. 2213. An act for the rejief of Mrs. 
Agnes Wolters; 

H. R. 2300. An act for the relief of Rose B 
Luzar; 

H.R. 2354. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. Phoebe Sherman, and for Har- 
riett W. Vanderhoef and Allan Vanderhoef; 

H. R. 2373. An act for the relief of Pearl 
Saievitz and Ruth Levin; 

H.R. 2543. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Nelle Jones; 

H. R. 2688. An act for the relief of Clarence 
H. Miles, Mrs. Mollie Miles, and Hardy Mile 
@ minor; 

H. R. 2825. An act for the relief of Sigfried 
Olsen, doing business as Sigfried Olsen § 
ping Co.; 

H.R. 2827. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Ida M. Rutherford; 

H.R. 2903. An act for the relief of 
Washington Asphalt Co.; 

H.R. 2969. An act to establish off 


checking accounts with the Treasurer of 
United States for clerks of United §& 
courts and United States mars! 

H. R. 2994. An act to extend Ré i Let- 


ters Patent No. 19023 

H.R.3017. An act for the relief of Hubert 
McMahon and the legal gu ian of Barbara 
McMahon; 

H.R. 3138. An act for the relief of Mrs. 


H.R. 3191. An act for the relief of Lil 1 
Hill; 
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R A f the 1 f of Mrs 
LB ( 
H_ |} i for the relic f Enid M 
A 
2. 2 0. A t to confer jurisdiction 
1 4 Sta > D Cr u t Ol 
a. 
I for the relief of Clarence 
( D D J. (McN ) D 
I ) the relief of Rose 
I 
H A for the re f of Ele r 
I 
H.! 3. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
W M. W n and R. H. Price; 
9. An act for the relief of Harry V. 
Fical 
H.R.2400. An act for the relicf of La Verne 
Whipnl 


H.R. 3414. An act for the relief of Edward 


H._R.3465. An act for the relief of Archi 
Berberi Kurken Berberian, and Mrs 


eo 


H.R. 3484 An act for the relief of Mrs. 
H.R.3584. An act for the relief of Elsie 


H.R. 3699. An act for the relief of the city 
and county of San Francisco; 

I.R.3614. An act for the relief of the 
Queen City Erewing Co.; 
H.R.3689. An act for the relief of Herman 

ert, Jr., doctor of medicine; 
H.R.3645. An act for the relief of Mary 
Agnes Lichtefeld Droppelman and Fred J. 
Lichtefeld and Josephine Lichtefeld; 

H. R.3678. An act for the relief of Floyd E 
and Lena Mae Drummond; 

R 3709. An act for the relief of Harley 


H.R.2727. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Violet DeGroot; 

7 J ict to repeal the prohibition 
against the filling of a vacancy in the office 
of district judce in the district of New Jersey; 
H.R.3781. An act for the relief of Hall 





Farri 

H.R 3814. An act for the relief of M. Send- 
el & Cx 

H.R. 3852. An act for the relief of the O. S. 
Stapley Co 


H.R.3860, An act for the relief of Mrs. 
H.R.2881. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
H.R.2928. An act for the relief of James 


H.R. 3931. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. A. D. Gibson; 


H.R.2°95 An act for the relief of Walter 


H.R.4014. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ruby Winsch; 

H.R. 4016. An act for the relief of John 
Casey and Marie Casey; 
H.R. 4038. An act for the relief of Joseph 


H.R.4049. An act for the relief of Alfred 


II. R. 4080. An act for the relief of certain 
former employees of the United States Court 
for China 

H.R.4i01. An act for the relief of P. E. 
Brannen; 

H.R.4105. An act for the relief of Ira 
Cannon; 

H.R. 4111. An act for the relief of Louis 
Beckham; 

H.R. 4125. An act for the relief of Kelly 


H.R. 4144. An act for the relief of Brig. 
Gen. Louis J, Fortier; 

H.R. 4159. An act to amend section 33 of 

t of September 7, 1916, as amended 


42.0 An act for the relief of William 
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the relief of Robert | 


M owe; 

H.R 13. An act for the relief of Karl 
Lu ras 

H.R.4305. An act for the relief of Henry 
C Walker; 

H. R. 4309. An act for the relief of Rosa Lee 
I 

H 4°22. An act for t 


relief of the estate 


331. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Florence Armstrong; 
333. An act for the relief of Bertha 


5. An act for the relief of the legal 

1ardian of Luther Marcus Smith, a minor; 

2. 4863. An act for the relief of Ollie 
Erashear Hearldscn; 

H.R. 4367. An act for the relief of Mrs. 


H.R. 4380. An act for the relief of Mabelle 


H.R. 4442. An act for the relief of Albert 


B. W aver; 


H.R. 4451. An act for the relief of John | 


McLaughlin, Sr., and John McLaughlin, Jr.; 
H.R. 4481. An act for the relief of William 
H. Crompton; 
H.R.4485. An act authorizing the con- 
struction of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors for ficod control, and for other 


purposes; 


H.R. 4502. An act to amend the act of Con- 
gress approved May 20, 1935, entitled “An act 
concerning the incorporated town of Seward, 
Territory of Alaska,” as amended; 

H.R. 4525. An act for the relief of M. Grace 
Murphy, administratrix of the estate of John 
H. Murphy; 

H.R. 4542. An act for the relief of Harold 
Miller; 

H.R. 4547. An act to amend the act of Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931, as amended, so as to permit 
the compensation on a mileage basis, of civil- 
ian officers cr employees for the use of pri- 
vately owned airplanes while traveling on 
official business; 

H.R. 4549. An act for the relief of Sandy C. 
Erown; 

H.R. 4588. An act for the relief of Robert 
L. Whiddon; 

H.R. 4593. An act for the relief of Thomas 
R. Clark; 

H.R. 4629. An act for the relief of Ludwig 
Wolf: 

H.R. 4€31. An act for the relief of John L. 
MacNeil; 

H. R. 4674. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Everette Maxwell; the estate of Redman 
P. Maddux; and the legal guardian of Elmer 
Massa, a minor; 

H.R. 4703. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Annie Brown; 

H.R. 4736. An act for the relief of Dr. H. L. 
Klotz; 

H.R. 4786. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Kimball Lee Beckner; 

H.R.4815. An act for the relief of the 
Board of County Commissioners of Volusia 
County, Fla.; 

H. R. 4817. An act for the relief of Wilfred 
T. Plant, Sr.; 

H. R. 4878. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Emma B. Fleet, deceased; 

H.R. 4910. An act authorizing the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., or its 
successors, to convey to the States of Arizona 
and California, jointly or separately, for pub- 
lic highway purposes, an existing railroad 
bridge across the Colorado River, formerly 
<cnown as the Red Rock Bridge, near Topock, 
Ariz.:; 

H.R.4911. An act to amend the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act; 

H. R. 4918. An act to provide for the pay- 





ment to certain Government employees for 
accumulated or accrued annual leave due 
upon their separation from Government 
service; 
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H.R. 4921. An act for the relief of Dr 
Sims Norman; 

H. R. 4927. An act for the relief of Francis 
D. Stovall, Jr.; 

H. R. 4962. An act for the relief of J 
Springsteen and John Springsteen 

H. R. 4968. An act to amend section 511 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as ar 
ed, relative to deposit of vessel proc 
ceived from the United States in ¢ 
cases, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 5024. An act for the relief of 
estate of Francis A. Collins; 

H.R. 5048. An act for the relicf of the 
state of Cecile H. Burgett, deceased; 

H.R. 5060. An act for the relief of Clyd 
Palmer; estate of Lola J. Palmer; legal ¢ 
ian of Margie Joan Palmer, a minor; 

H.R.5062. An act to authorize c¢ 
transactions by disbursing ‘cfficers of 
United States, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 5154. An act relating to dual employ 
ment in the Postal Service, and for other pur- 
poses; : 

H.R. 5167. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of South Carolina t 
hear, determine, and render judgment u; 
the claim of the board of trustees of 
Saunders Memorial Hospital; 

H.R. 5206. An act to authorize Belfry C 
Co. to construct, maintain, and op?rate a free 
suspension bridge conveyor across the Tug 
Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Spr 
W. Va.; 

H. R. 5219. An act to provide for the grant- 
ing of rights-of-way for pipe lines for petro- 
leum and petroleum products and for tele- 
phone and/or telegraph lines through and 
across lands of the United States within the 
area Of Indian Rock Dam and Reservoir 
located in York County, Pa.; 

H. R. 5248. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for examinati 
of monthly accounts covering expenditures 

y disbursing cfiicers of the United States 
Marine Corps,” approved December 23, 1941, 
so as to extend the time for examination of 
monthly accounts of disbursing officers and 
special disbursing agents of the Navy and 
Coast Guard; 

H.R. 5331. An act to authorize the transfer 
of certain lands within the Colonial National 
Historical Park, Yorktown, Va., to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy; 

H. R. 5453. An act authorizing the convey- 
ance by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway, a railroad cor- 
poration, of certain perpetual easements 
near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson Counties, 
Va., being a portion of the Blue Ridge Park- 
way land of the Shenandoah National Park; 

H.R. 5518. An act to amend section 119 of 
the Judicial Code; 

H.R. 5551. An act to transfer certain land 
in Nacogdoches County, Tex., to the United 
States Forest Service; 

H. R. 5563. An act to authorize the Admin- 
istrator of the Farm Security Administration 
to exchange certain land of the United Siates 
within the Angostura irrigation project, Hot 
Springs, S. Dak., for certain land owned by 
the city of Hot Springs, S. Dak.; 

H.R. 5565. An act to authorize collectors of 
internal revenue to receive certain checks and 
money orders in payment of taxes and for 
revenue stamps; 

H. R. 5566. An act to amend section 502 (a) 
of the Department of Agriculture Organic 
Act of 1944; 

H.R.5590. An act to increase clerk hire, 
and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 317. Joint resolution recognizing 
the outstanding service rendered to the 
United Nations by Field Marshal Sir John 
Dill; and 

H. J. Res. 324. Joint resolution to extend 
the time for filing a report by the Civil Aero- 
nautics Board relating to multiple taxation 
of air commerce, 
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SENATOR FROM OREGON 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me to present the cre- 
entials of my colleague? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield for a privi- 

ed matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, as pos- 
ibly my last official act as a Member 
{ this body, I have the pleasure of send- 

to the desk the certificate of elec- 

n of my good, personal friend the 

ce of the people of Oregon to be a 
United States Senator from that State, 
Hon. Guy Corrcn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will 

read the credentials. 

The credentials of Guy Corpbon, duly 
hosen a Senator from the State of Ore- 

n for the remainder of the term end- 
ne on January 3, 1949, were read and 

rdered to be filed, as follows: 
STATE OF OREGON, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 

All to Whom These Presents Shall Come, 

Greeting: 

Know ye, that it appearing from the offi- 

l canvass of the votes cast at the regular 
reneral election held within and for the 

te of Oregon, on Tuesday, the 7th day of 
November A. D. 1944, that Guy Corpon, of 
Douglas County, State of Oregon, received 
the highest number of votes cast for the 
fice of United States Senator in Congress 
r the unexpired term ending January 3, 
19) at said election: Now therefore 
I, Earl Snell, Governor cf the State of Ore- 
gon, by virtue and in pursuance of the au- 
rity vested in me under the laws of the 
State of Oregon, do hereby grant this certifi- 
te of election and declare said Guy Corpon, 

Douglas County, State of Oregon, to be 
july elected to the office of United States 

Senator in Congress for the State of Oregon 
for the term ending January 3, 1849 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand and caused the seal of the State of 
Oregon to be hereto affixed. Done at the 
capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 7th day of De- 
cember A. D. 1944. 


Eart SNELL, 
Governor, 
Py the Governor: 
[SEAL] Roet. S. FARRELL, Jr., 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague is pres- 
ent and ready to take the oath. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sena- 
tor-elect will present himself at the desk, 
the oath will be administered to him. 

Mr. CORLON, escorted by Mr. Ho_man, 
advanced to the Vice President’s desk, 
and the oath prescribed by law was ad- 
ministered to him by the Vice President. 


CREDENTIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the credentials of Patrick A. Mc- 
CARRAN, duly chosen a Senator from the 
State of Nevada for the term commenc- 
ing January 3, 1945, which were read and 
ordered to be filed, as follows: 


State or Nevapa, 
EXECUT.VE DEPARTMENT. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that at a general elec- 
tion held in the State of Nevada on Tuesday, 
the 7th day of November 1944, Patrick A. Mc- 
CaRRAN was duly elected by the qualified elec- 
tors of the State of Nevada a Senator from 
said State to represent said State in the 
Senate of the United States for the term of 
6 years, beginning on the 3d day of January 
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1945, having received the highest ni 


votes cast for said Office 





at said elect 
appears by the certificate of the duly consti- 
tuted and qualified board of canvassers now 
on file in the office of the secretary of state, 
at Carson City, Nev y 

Witness: His Excel'ency our Governor, E. P 
Carville, and the great seal of th at 
Nevada hereto effixed at Carson City thi 
15th day of December, in the year of our Lord 
1944. 

E. P. CArvirrE 
Governor, 
By the Governor: 
[SEAL } MALCOLM McEAcHIN 


Secretary of State. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the credentials of SHERIDAN 
Downey, duly chosen a Senator from the 
State of California for the term com- 
mencing January 3, 1945, which were 
read and ordered to be filed, as follows: 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Sacramento, Calif.: 

I, Frank M. Jordan, secretary of state of the 
State of California, do hereby certify that 
SHERIDAN LowNEyY was elected to the office of 
United States Senator at the general election 
held on the 7th day of November 1944, as 
appears by the Official returns of said elec- 
tion and statement thereof on file in my 
office. 

Witness my hand and official seal this 9th 
day of December A. D. 1944. 

[SEAL ] FRANK M. JORDAN, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. McFARLAND presented the cre- 
dentials of Cart Haypben, duly chosen a 
Senator from the State of Arizona for 
the term commencing January 3, 1945, 
which were read and ordered to be filed, 
as follows: 


STATE OF ARIZONA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Arizona, ss: 

I, Dan E. Garvey, secretary of state, do 
hereby certify that the result of an official 
canvass of the returns of the votes cast at 
the general election held on Tuesday, Novem- 
ber 7, 1944, as certified to by the boards of 
supervisors of the several counties of the 
State of Arizona, shows Cart Haypren, who 
was a candidate on the Democratic ticket for 
United States Senator, received the highest 
number of votes cast for any candidate for 
this office and having complied with all pro- 
visions required by law for candidates in 
general elections, is therefore a duly elected 
United States Senator; all of which is shown 
by the original records on file in this depart- 
ment. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my 
hand and affixed the great seal of the State 
of Arizona. Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 
lst day of December A. D. 1944. 

[SEAL] DAN E. Garvey, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. CORDON presented the creden- 
tials of WayNe Morse, duly chosen a 
Senator from the State of Oregon for 
the term commencing January 3, 1945, 
which were read and ordered to be filed, 
as follows: 

STATE OF OREGON, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION 
To All to Whom These Presents Shall Come, 
Greeting: 

Know ye, that it appearing from the of- 
ficial canvass of the votes cast at the regular 
general election held within and for the 
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State of Oregon, On Tuesday, the 7th day of 
November A. D. 1944, that Wayne Morse f 





Lane County, State of Ore 1. received the 
highest number of \ s he 
of United States Se C s at i 
eiectior Now there 

I, Earl Snell, Gove r of tl State of 
Ore by vir and e of : 
yt? vested e vs ft 
State of Oreg do heret I his - 
tificate of elec n and da e said WaYNt 
Morse, of Lane County, St of Oregon, to 
be duly el€cted to the office of United States 
Ss nc ess f s Oregon 
f the t 1 ending J 3, 1951 

In te ny whe 2 
TY h i caused S f 
¢ n be hers affixe D t the cap- 

Sal Oreg., this 7 lay of Decem- 


ber A. D. 1944. 


EarRt SNELL, Governor. 
By the Governor 
[SEAL RoBERT S. FARRELL, Jr 
Secretary of State 


TRANSACTION OF LEGISLATIVE 
BUSINESS 

As in legislative session, and by unani- 
mous consent, the following business was 
transacted: 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before t! 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 


DANE D. MorGAN U. THE UNITED STATES 


1a 





A letter from the Comptroller General of 
the United States, transmit Z, pursuant to 
law, his report and recommendation con- 
cerning the claim of Dane D. Morgan against 
the United States (with an a n i 


report); to the Committee on Claim 
PERSONNEL REQUIREMENT 
CENSORSHIP 

A letter from the Director of the Office of 
Censorship, transmitting ) I t 


3, OFFICE OF 





in pursuant iaw, 
an estimate of pe requ s for 
that Office for the endi 1 31, 
1945 (with mpanying papers); to tne 
Committee on Civil Service 


INTERFERENCE IN GREECE: MEMORIAL 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a resolution adopted by Casper 
(Wyo.) Chapter, No. 159, Order of Ahepa, 
condemning the current and any further 
armed interference by Great Britain, or 
other major power, in the internal af- 
fairs of Greece; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
PRESERVATION OF POLAND—PETITIONS 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Pvzesident, I ask 
unanimous consent to present and to 
have inserted in the Recorp telegrams 
received from the Polish Women’s Club 
of Massachusetts, the Polish Culture So- 
ciety of Massachusetts, and also the 
Polish-American Club of South Boston, 
Mass. I request that these telegrams be 
treated as petitions and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the tele- 
grams were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

SOMERVILLE, Mass., December 16, 1944. 
Senator Bavip I. WALSH 
Washington, D. C.: 

In behalf of the M achusett 
of Polish Women’s Club, the following tele- 
gram has been sent t he President and I 
submit it to you: “We regard Mr. Churchill's 
recent statement in respect Poland as dan- 
gerous to future pe >» and protest against 
arrangements proposed by him. The United 


Federation 
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S‘ates cannot without loss of honor and in- 
tegrity subscribe to a fifth partition of Po- 
land ane thus help to perpetuate an out- 
standing historical crime. We are certain 
! Pre ident, are aware of the 
‘ing committed against the Poles 
former partner and our pres- 
land, as a peace-loving nation, 
ve to be maimed and degraded. 

cf Polish descent and others 
are fighting for the four free- 
iis they are not affraid to die. 
; never been afraid to champicn 
righteousness under your leader- 
esident; we trust she will not 





ship, Mr. P 
diverge from this 
LILLIAN KAZANOWSKI, President, 


course.” 





Dorcnester, Mass., December 16, 1944. 
Senator Davin I. WALSH, 
Washington, D. C.: 

In behalf of the friends of Polish Culture 
Eociety, which consists of several hundred 
Americal of Polish descent, I submit the 
following: We regard Mr. Churchill’s recent 
statement in respect to Poland as dangerous 
to future peace and protest against arrange- 
ments proposed by him. The United States 
cannot without loss of honor and integrity 
subscribe to a fifth »~artition of Poland and 
thus help to pervetuate an outstanding his- 
torical crime. We are certain that you, Mr. 
President, are aware of the atrocities being 
committed against the Poles by Germany's 
former partner and our present ally. Poland, 
as a peace-loving nation whose contribution 
to the Allied cause has been surpassed by 
no other nation, docs not deserve to be 
maimed and degraded. American boys of 
Polish descent and others believe they are 
fighting for the four freedoms. For this they 
are not afraid todie. America has never been 
afraid to champion the cause of righteous- 
ness under your leadership, Mr. President; 
we trust she will not diverge from ’ “iis course. 

Dr. JOHN J. FEDERKIEWICZ, President. 





Dorcnestrr, Mass., December 17, 1944. 
Senator Davin I. WALSH, 
Senate Office Butlding, 
Washington, D.C.: 

Fate of Poland in balance. Americans of 
Polish descent appeal to and petition you to 
act preventing injustices. Make definite 
stand and safeguard Poland's land and soy- 
ereignty. 

PoLIsH-AMERICAN CITIZENS’ CLUB 
or SoutH Boston, 
P. J. POWImATIS and FRANK TROCKI, 


REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 


The following reports of a committee 
were submitted: 

By Mr. DANAHER, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

H. R. 2973. A bill to provide that no per- 
son shall publish or distribute any political 
statement relating to a candidate for elec- 
tion to any Federal office which does not con- 
tain the name of the person responsible for 
its publication or distribution; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 1390). 

By Mr CHANDLER, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

H.R. 3609. A bill to permit the United 
States to be made a party defendant in cer- 
tain cases, and for other purposes; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 1391). 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED a 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on De- 
cember 16, 1944, that committee pre- 
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills and 
joint resolution: 

S.1819 An act to repeal the acts of Au- 
gust 15, 1935, and January 29, 1940, relating 


| 








to the establishment of the Patrick Henry 
National Monument and the acquisition of 
the estate of Patrick Henry, in Charlotte 
County, Va.; 

S. 1827. An act for the relief of Oliver N. 
Knight; 

S.1971. An act to provide for the disposal 
of certain mail matter condemned by the 
Director of Censorship; and 

S.J. Res. 148. Joint resolution authorizing 
the disposal of certain blood-plasma reserves. 
THE INSURANCE BUSINESS—AMENDMENTS 


Mr. McCARRAN (for himself and Mr. 
FERGUSON) submitted an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute intended to be 
proposed by them jointly to the bill (H.R. 
3270) to affirm the intent of the Congress 
that the regulation of the business of in- 
surance remain within the control of the 
several States and that the acts of July 
2, 1880, and October 15, 1914, as amend- 
ed, be not applicable to that business, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY (for himself and 
Mr. Hatcu) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by them jointly 
to House bill 3270, supra, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and to be 
printed. 


APPEAL TO THE PEOPLE OF GREAT 
BRITAIN BY WALTER WINCHELL 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, a week 
ago Sunday evening Walter Winchell 
urged his listeners to read his column 
on the following Monday. He said it 
was addressed to the people of Great 
Britain and pertained to the very im- 
portant crisis between the peoples of 
Great Britain and the peoples of Europe. 
For some reason as yet unexplained, that 
column did not appear. It cannot be 
found anywhere. 

Mr. President, I believe in free speech. 
I feel that when the newspapers refuse 
to print something important, or what I 
believe to be important, ‘whether it is 
offered by the most important man in 
the country or the humblest citizen, the 
people have a right to read it. 

It seems to me appropriate, therefore, 
that the country know what was in Wal- 
ter Winchell’s column which was sup- 
pressed, and I shall now read it to the 
Senate. It is addressed to the people of 
Great Britain, and is as follows: 

To the People of Great Britain: 

There can never be honest friendship with- 
out understanding—and there can never be 
honest understanding without an honest 
statement of differences. The people of the 
United States are aware of the deepest differ- 
ences between our governments in a hundred 
and fifty years. The people of the United 
States overwhelmingly back the position of 
President Roosevelt—indeed by a much 
greater majority than was shown in the elec- 
tion. That is because, and only because, they 
think him right. If the British Government 
is effecting your will, it may mean the end of 
our friendship. 

A decent respect for the opinions of man- 
kind requires a statement of the American 
position—both of its Government and of its 
people. It differs from that of the Brit- 
ish Government. If the British Govern- 
ment's policy speaks for you—then we must 
part, because we are not fighting for the same 
thing. We doubt very much that the British 
Government speaks for the British pecple 
when it sacrifices our friendship. 

Your Prime Minister and your radio 
daily told the peoples of Eurone that your 
only wish was that they should be free. 
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We, both of us, accepted the aid that t! 
people gave us—underwritten with th 
blood. Why, then, did you send in 
British tanks to surround the House f 
Deputies in Brussels? How would you like 
it if Belgian tanks were to surround th 
House of Parliament? Why did you ofer 
British troops to disarm Belgian fatri 
people whom you called noble allies only 
month before? We in America do not 
lieve they are guilty of disorder and 

1 sness. We in America would’ be disord 
also if any foreign power surrounded our H 
of Congress with troops. Frankly, we fi 
your Government must answer before h 
tory for breaking its word to the Belgiar 

In France General de Gaulle has r: 1 
the hopes and respect of his great peo 
But let us face it. To do that he had to 
defeat the reactionary diplomats of both 
Washington and London. America made 
great mistake about the French pecple 
will never make that mistake about anothe: 
But your Government continues to favor the 
collaborationists. Is it “law and order” t 
sustain men who are traitors in the eyes 
their countrymen? 

In Spain your Government's representa- 
tive, Samuel Hoare, the same man 
tried to give Ethiopia to Mussolini, and who 
was a Munichman, gave outright support to 
Franco. Don’t you know that not only 
Spanish but British and American blood is 
on his hands? Why, then, did your Prime 
Minister publicly endorse him a few month 
ago? Do you blame the American President 
for repudiating that position within 24 
hours? When he spoke for the liberty of the 
Spanish, F. D. R. never spoke more com- 
pletely for the American people. We hope 
and believe that that view is taken by most 
of the British people. 

The Italians say, and our Government and 
people believe, that your policy is intended 
to weaken and impoverish the Italian peo- 
ple, contrary to your promises and ours, 
Your Prime Minister is reported as insisting 
on the degenerate House of Savoy—anathema 
to the decent Italian peopie who saw it allied 
with Mussolini. Has Mr. Churchill returned 
to his early sympathetic writings about the 
Fascist movement in Italy? 

All of these policies are of the same ig- 
nominious pattern—but in Greece, to be 
frank, we believe your Government has 
stained it with blood. The very people you 
are shooting down you hailed as patriots, 
great fighters, and particular friends. Do 
you suppose that we will believe that the 
handful of noble people who successively 
fought Mussolini and Hitler are now un- 
worthy to elect their own government? Or 
need British tanks to patrol them? 

Your Government has reminded Athens of 
what she owes us—but poor, indeed, is any 
man or any government which feels that it 
owes Athens nothing. You, as a people, were 
ready to fight on the beaches, in the towns, 
and from the hilis for your country. What 
is wrong about a Greek loving Greece as 
much as an Englishman loves England? 

From Palestine, Syria, Lebanon, Egypt, 
Iraq, and Ethiopia—the list is large—Ameri- 
cans bring back the same story. No Atlantic 
Charter, no self-determination, pro-English, 
Quisling-like governments—effected at the 
pint of British arms. Rightly or wrongly, 
the American people believe this is the policy 
of your Government—and they are against 
it. They are determined to fight Hitler to 
the finish, but they will not see an English 
reactionary program substituted for a Ger- 
man one. 

More important, they believe that the Brit- 
ish people will not permit it, either. They 
do not believe your sons and daughters are 
fighting and dying for Pierlot, Franco, or 
Victor Emmanuel. Principle brought us to- 
gether, and principle must keep us together. 
Your freedom, like ours, is only safe in a 
world of freemen. We must guarantee that 
freedom by liberating other nations; we only 
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1 h you to continue the battle 
But if your policy is the reac- 
f your Governm ent, un 
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} ll of startil the next one. 
1940, the world hung upon the courage 
( t I n's common people; in 1944 it 


lieves—in the verdict of their 


Mr. President, I do not see anything in 
hat statement of Walter Winchell te the 
ple of Great Britain that should have 

n hidden by the newspapers of this 
intry from the common people of 


THE HUMAN HEART IS EVER THE SAME— 
ARTICLE BY CAPT. PAUL R. HORTIN, 
CHAPLAIN 

Mr. HALL asked 
» printed in the 


tled “The 


and obtained leave to 
Recorp a brief article 
Human Heart Is Ever the 
i written by Capt. Paul R. Hortin, 
lain, and published in 





; Communiqué, 
ido Springs, Colo., which appears in 
e Appendix.] 


HOW THE DICTATORS GET THEIR START— 
SERMON BY REV. JAMES APPLEBY 
{Mr. HALL asked and obtained leave to 
ve printed in the Recorp a sermon entitled 
How the Dictators Get Their Start,” 
preached by the Rev. James Appleby in the 
First Presbyterian Church of Anderson, S. C., 

N 1944, which appears in the 






1 November 26, 

Appendix.] 

RESCLUTION BY 
AMERICA IN 
TARIAN 
TO HON, 


. 
| Mr 


VARIETY CLUBS OF 
RELATION TO HUMANI- 
AWARD CITATION PRESENTED 
CORDELL HULL 
HATCH asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a resolution 
ted by the Variety Clubs of America at 
dinner honoring former Secretary of State 
rdell Hull, on November 24, 1944, which 
pears in the Appendix.] 


Por: 


THE PART TAKEN BY INTERNATIONAL 
FRINTING PRESSMEN AND ASSISTANTS’ 
UNION IN THE WAR EFFORT 


|Mr. McKELLAR asked and obtained leave 


to have printed in the Recorp a letter from 
George L. Berry, president of the Interna- 
ticnal Printing Pressmen and Assistants’ 
l of North America, setting forth what 
t! union is doing to aid the war effort, 
which eppears in the Appendix.] 


SOAK THE SUCCESSFUL—ARTICLE BY 
FRANK C. WALDROP 
|Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
have printed in the Recorp an article by 
c C Idrop entitled “Soak the Suc- 
hed in the Washington (D. C.) 
, Which appears in the Appen- 
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UKRAINE, BATTLE GROUND FOR FREE- 
DOM—STATEMENT BY A. A. GRANOVSKY 


|Mr. SHIPSTEAD asked and cbtained 
leave to have printed in the Recorp a state- 


ment entitled “Ukraine, Battle Ground for 
Freedom,” prepared by Dr, Alexander A. 


xC——607 
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CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I su t 
the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator withhold his suggestion? 

Mr. HILL. I withhold it. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I desire recognition 

The VICE PRESIDZINT. The Senator 
from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Now I yield for a 
quorum call. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Texas yields, and I suggest the 
sence of a quorum 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
name 
Aiken Guffey 
.ustin Gurney Pepper 

i Hall Radcliffe 


Hatch Reed 


Overton 








et et et et et Prd Pt 





é r Hawkes Revercomb 

ar Hayden Reynolds 

suck Hill Robertson 

urt Holman vussell 

u ld Shipstead 
Butler Smith 
Capper Taft 
Caraway Thomas, Idaho 
Chandler Y kla 


Cha 






Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Ferguson 
Ceorge 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Green Wi 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY! and 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. Gtass] 
are absent from the Senate because of 
illness. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART] is absent on official business, 

The Senator from Florida [Mr, An- 
DREWS|!, the Senator from Alabama | Mr. 
BANKHEAD], the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Byrp], the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. EASTLAND], the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. ELLENDER], the Senator from 
West Virginia |[Mr. Kitcore], the Sena- 
tcr from Texas | Mr. O’DanIE.], 
ator from Nevada |Mr. ScrucHam], the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER 
and the Senators from Washington 
MAGNUSON and Mr. WALLGREN! are 
essarily absent. 

Mr. WHERRY. 
tcrs are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Bripces!, the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Bau], the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Moore], and the Senat 
from New Hampshire | Mr. Torrey 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
eight Senators have answered 
names. A quorum is present. 
NOMINATIONS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF 

STATE 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 


bails 


question is on the nomination of Joseph 





Willis 





he Sen- 
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nec- 
The following Sena- 


ic 
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++ 
nN 
ent - 


to their 


C. Grew, of New Hampshire, to be Under 


Secretary of State. The question is, Will 
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the 
nomination? 
The Senator 


Ack 
NALLY] ha 


Senate advise 


from 
; the floor. 


Texas (Mr, 


Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator 
vield to me to present a conference re- 
port? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Would the S ut 
mind withholding his request for t 
} c If Sena 
re ! S rs n 
VW ( Lin nemina- 
t1o! I bef r 5 

M McKELLAR Or < . 
Sel ( aaa 


I mers 

his motion while I mak few remark 
Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will th 

Senator from Texas yi 
Mr. CONNALLY. I 


unanimou 


YV asxea the senator to withhoid 


ai on 
ent reque 


Mr. President, as in leg- 


-con 


Mr. LUCAS 


h i 
islative session, I ask un n consent 
that the pending busine be temporarily 
laid aside and that out of order the Sen- 
ate consider the resolution which I send 
to the desk and ask to ha stated 

Mr. CONNALLY. I shall ha to ob- 
ject to that, Mr. President. If it is done 


by unanimous consent, I can have no 
objection 

Mr. LUCAS. That is what 
ing. 

Mr. CONNALLY. But the Senator is 
asking for consideration of the resolu- 
tion, and if we proceed to consider the 
resolution, if will be before the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. If there is any objection, 
I shall withdraw the request. 

Mr. HILL. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. HILL. 
lay aside the 
rarily and to 
am I corre any time 
during the consideration of the matter 
taken up by unanimous consent any Sen- 
ator may call for the regular 
which would result in the ma 
up tempo: 
ing the 


1 


When consent 
pending busin¢s 
take up another 


‘tin acciuminge that at 


given to 
Lempo- 
matter, 


order, 
ter called 
irily being laid aside, bring- 
pending busin 

the Senate? 


- ‘ , 
it back before 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Demand by 
any Sen r for the regular order would 
bring the pending business back before 


1 


Mr. CONNALLY. A parliamentary ir 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


will SLALC 


Mr. CONNALLY. Ti Senator from 


Tilinois propounded a unanimcus-con- 
nt requ that the Se D ed to 
the conside yn ¢ i V tte 
The 1 lative me re i ft ore 
the Ser f Le re to ¢ 
Would that not b to « - 
siderin ie proposed legislatior 
The VICE PRESIDENT It would ft 
tantamou to consideril it, without 
question, but it would not interfere with 
the Senate going back to the pendain 
question, which is the consideration of 


he first nomination on the Executi 
Calendar. 

Mr. CONNALLY. 
affect the statu 


Would it 
; of the executive ses 
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and the matter before the Senate in ex- 
ecutive session? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Inno way. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. For what purpose? 

Mr. PEPPER. Merely to make a com- 
ment on the discussion now proceeding. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Very well. 

Mr. PEPPER. I think I am author- 
ized to speak at least for the authors of 
the resolution which is on the table, and 
if unanimous consent is requested for 
the disposition of any legislative mat- 
ters Senators wish to dispose of, we are 
not disposed to make any effort to take 
advantage of the situation. There will 
be discussion of the nominations, and 
we shall expect the discussion to be 
thorough and appropriate, but we shall 
not attempt to take any advantage of 
unanimous-consent requests respecting 
he disposition of other matters Sena- 
tors may wish to have disposed of. 
CONTINUATION OF COMMITTEES TO JANUARY 31, 

1945 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me say to the able 
Senator from Texas that the resolution 
I am sending forward is merely an origi- 
nal resolution I am reporting today to 
continue all the present standing com- 
mittees and special committees until 
January 31, 1945. I do not think there 
will be any objection on the part of any 
Senator. 

Mr. CONNALLY. If there is to be no 
debate, I shall yield; otherwise, I shall 
not. 

Mr. LUCAS. As in legislative session, 
I report favorably from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, Senate Resolu- 
tion 356, and ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Illinois? 

There being no objection, as in legis- 
lative session, the resclution was con- 
sidered and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That all resolutions heretofore 
agreed to, authorizing standing or select 
committees to employ clerical assistants, 
hold hearings, and conduct investigations 
during the Seventy-eighth Congress, here- 
by are continued in full force and effect 
until January 31, 1945. 





FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 
1945—-CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Texas yield to me? - 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield to the Sena- 
tor for a unanimous-consent request 
only. 

Mr. McKELLAR. As in legislative 
session, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit the conference report on House bill 
5587, the first supplemental appropria- 
tion bill, 1945, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, and as in legislative session, the 
report will be received. 

Mr. McKELLAR submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


5587) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and for 
prior fiscal years, and to provide supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, 
and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 21, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 45, 
and 48. — 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 25, 26, 38, 44, 46, 47, 
123, and 124, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the gmend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter stricken out and inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: 

“The Alien Property Custodian is hereby 
authorized to pay out of any funds or other 
property or interest vested in him or trans- 
ferred to him all necessary expenses incurred 
by the Office of Alien Property Custodian in 
carrying out the powers and duties conferred 
on the Alien Property Custodian pursuant to 
the Trading with the Enemy Act of October 6, 
1917, as amended (50 U.S.C. App.) : Provided, 
That not to exceed $4,000,000 shall be avail- 
able for the entire fiscal year 1945 for the 
general administrative expenses of the Office 
of Alien Property Custodian, including the 
objects as specified in section 201 of the Na- 
tional War Agency Appropriation Act, 1945, 
printing ani binding, rent in the District of 
Columbia, and all other necessary general ad- 
ministrative expenses: Provided further, That 
after June 30, 1945, the Office of Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian shall not incur any obliga- 
tions for the expenses of said Office except 
pursuant to a further annual authorization 
by the Congress specifically therefor: Pro- 
vided further, That on or before April 1, 1945, 
the Alien Property Custodian shall make a 
report to the Appropriations Committees of 
the Senate and the House of Representatives 
giving detailed information on all adminis- 
trative and nonadministrative expenses in- 
curred in connection with the activities of the 
Office of Alien Property Custodian.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$16,650”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$12,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: “teletype service 
presently being furnished and”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 19, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: “teletype (pres- 
ently being furnished) or”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
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ment insert “$15,000,000”; and the Sena: 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the Hoy 
recede from its disagreement to the amen:- 
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and a 
to the same with an amendment as fol| 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said ame, 
ment insert “$8,002”; and the Senate agrex 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the Ho) 
reced? from its disagreement to the ame 
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and as 
to the same with an amendment as fol 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$6,938"; and the Senate acre 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the H 
recede from its disagreement to the ame: 
ment of the Senate numbered 27, and a 
to the same with an amendment as folk 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said ame: 
ment insert “$37,000”; and the Senate ag 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed in line 4 of said 
amendment insert “$25,000”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the Houce 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 29, and agr: 
to the same with an amendment as follow 
In line 6 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment strike out the figure “$22,000,00( 
and insert in lieu thereof “$20,000,000”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$37,000”; and the Senate agre: 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$75,500”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 4 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment strike out the figure “$100,000,- 
000” and insert in lieu thereof “850,000,000"’; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$278”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$13,875”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$281,200”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$1,480"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numberd 54: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree 
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the same 
Amendmer That the House 
ede from it to the amend- 
é of tl red 58, and agree 
t é me with an amendment as follows: 


In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 











ment insert “$4,163’’; and the Senate agree to 
A dment numbered 59 hat the House 
f le frcm its disagreement to the amend- 


of the Senate numbered 59, and agree 
with an amendment as follows: 
the sum proposed by said amend- 


“$463”, and Senate agree 
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numbered 60: That the House 

! m its disagreement to the amend- 

! t of the Senate numbered 60, and agree 
the same with an amendment, as follow 

I um proposed by sa 
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ment insert “$9,250”; and the Ss 
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Amendment numbered 61: That the House 
re ie from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree 
t me with an amendment as folk : 


sed by said amend- 
the Senate ag 


um prop 


$23,125"; and ree 





That the House 


greement to the amend- 


it numbered 62: 
dis 


ment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree 
e me with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of t um proposed by said amend- 


nt iz rt $5,550,000"; and the Senate agree 








Amendment numbered 63: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
I of the Senate numbered 63, and agree 
to the me with an amendment as follows: 





ed by sa 
the Se 


id amend- 


nate agree 


prop 
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rt “$27,750”; 


to the same 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree 


ime with an amendment as follows: 
1e sum proposed by said amend- 


ment insert “$1,804”; and the Senate agree 
tO the me. 

A dment numbered 65: That the House 
recede frcm its disagreement to the amend- 
n of the Senate numbered 65, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follow 


ed by said amend- 
and the Senate agree to 





of the sum propo 


nent insert “$694”; 
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sagreement to the amend- 
ite numbered 66, and agree 
an amendment as follows: 
proposed by said amend- 


nd the Senate agree 
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Amendment numbered 67: That the House 


recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree 
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Amendment numbered 71: That the House 
rece from its disagr I t to the d- 
ment of the Senate nu ar é 
to the same wit an follow 
In lieu of the s i iid . 
ment insert “$9,250”; and the Senate f 
to the same. 
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recede from its disagreement to t end- 
ment of the Senate numbered 72 i ree 
to the same with an amendment 

In lieu of the sum prop i by é - 
nent insert “$85,655”; and the S ‘ 
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73: That the House 
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ment inser $S571,€ J nd the Se te ee 
to the same 

ndment numbered 74: That t use 
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to the same 
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5: That the House 


to the amend- 





s umbered 75, and agree 
to the same with mendment as f 
In licu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$324,301”; and the Senat« rree 


to the same. 
Amendment n 


recede from its disagreement to the nend- 
ment of the Senate nu ed 76, : } ree 
to the same with an amendment as f 
d- 
ree 
ise 
ee 





; and the Senate agree 


same. 
Amendment numbered 79: That the House 


recede from its disagreement 


to the amend- 


ment of Senate numbered 79, and agree 


ar . im , ‘ ¢ 
an amendment as I 





to the sar as 1oll 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said i- 
nent insert “$11,193”; and the Senate agree 


to the same. 
Amendment numbered 80: That the House 
recede from its disagreement 


ment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree 


to the amend- 
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$632 


to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$105,265”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House 
recede from-its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “16,373”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 95, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of im proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$717”; and the Senate agree to 
the same 

Amendment numbered 96: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$27,750”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$13,875”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$2,220,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment nufmbered 99: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$4,662”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 100, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


the si 


said amendment insert “$1,291”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 101: That the 


House recede frora its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 101, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$532”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 102, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$49,950”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 103: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 103, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$485,625”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 104: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 104, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$83,250”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 105: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 105, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$925”; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 
Amendment numbered 106: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 








amendment of the Senate numbered 106, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$209”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 107: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 107, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$435”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 108, 
and agree to the same with an amentiment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$486”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 109: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 109, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$463”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 110: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 110, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$116”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert “$463”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 112, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$3,161,650”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 113, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 


said amendment insert “$26,085”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 114: That the 


House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 114, 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert “$286,750”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert “$3,423”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of she sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$24,513”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend- 
ment insert “$259,000”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert “$323,750”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same, 
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Amendment numbered 119: That ¢t 
House recede from its disagreement to 1 
amendment of the Senate numbered 119, a 
agree to the same with an amendment 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
amendment insert “$107,763”; and the § 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That 
House recede from its disagreement to 1 
amendment of the Senate numbered 120, a: 
agree to the same with an amendment 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by s 
amendment insert “$46,250”; and the Sen: 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That 
House recede from its disagreement to t 
amendment of the Senate numbered 121, 
agree to the same with an amendment as f 
lows: In lieu of the sum proposed by s 
amendment insert “$5,890,400”; and the S« 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That t 
House recede from its disagreement to t 
amendment of the Senate numbered 122 a: 
agree to the same with an amendment 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by s 
amendment insert “$7,308”; and the Sena 
agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in d 
agreement amendments numbered 9, 10, 11, 
13, 14, 15, 17, 22, 30, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 125, 
and 126, 

KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
CarRL HAYDEN, 

RIcHArRD B. RUSSELL, 
Rurus C. HOLMAN, 

C. WAYLAND Brooks, 

on the part of the Senate, 


CLARENCE CANNON, 

C. A. WoopruM, 

Louis LUDLow, 

JED JOHNSON, 

EMMET O'NEAL, 

Louis C. RaBAUT, 

EverRETT M. DIRKSEN, 

ALBERT J. ENGEL, 

FRANCIS CASE, 

Frank B. KEEFe, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to immediate consideration of 
the report? The Chair hears none, and 
the report is before the Senate. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I move that 
conference report be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its action 
on certain amendments of the Senate to 
House bill 5587, which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
December 16, 1944. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 17, and 
126 to the bill (H. R. 5587) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in certain ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1944, and for prior fiscal years, and to 
provide supplemental appropriations for the 
fiscal years ending June 30, 1945, and June 
30, 1946, and for other purposes, and concur 
therein. 

That the House. recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 22 to said bill and concur therein with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter stricken out and inserted by said 
amendment insert: 

“The limitation on expenditures under the 
1944 program of soil-building practices and 
soil- and water-conservation practices estab- 
lished in the fourth proviso clause of the 
appropriation ‘Conservation and use of agri- 


the 














1 land in the Department 
ulture Appropriation Act, 1944, is 
increased from $300,000,000 to $313,- 
lusive of the $12,500,000 provided 
artment of Agriculture Appropria- 
1945, for additional seed pay- 


resources,’ 
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Dey 


the House recede from its disagree- 
imendment of the Senate num- 
9 to said bill and concur therein with 
t as follows: In lieu of the sum 
in said amendment insert “$1,045,- 
the House recede from its disagree- 
1e amendment of the Senate num- 








112 iid bill and concur therein with 

é as follows: In leu of the 

ed by said amendment insert: 

s t during the fiscal year 1945 
be available for expenditure or 

1 for long-distance telephone tolls 
telegrams and cablegrams by the 

! nt of Agriculture, the Department 

( ? the Department of Justice, the 


ment of Labor, the Treasury Depart- 
Post Office Department not 
ed 90 percent in the case of each of 
departments of the amounts included 
purposes in the Budget estimates 
fiscal year 1945 under the schedules 
Budgct under the heading ‘Communi- 
services’: Provided, That the savings 
1 in the items for long-distance 
ne tolls and for telegrams and cable- 
for each of the said Departments shall 
diverted to other use but shall be 
to the Treasury as miscellaneous 
Provided further, That the amounts 
ection 8 of the Interior Depart- 
T 


nd the 








ectec 


be 





priation Act, 1945, are hereby in- 
$17,345 and $19,242, respectively, 
dditional amounts to be available ex- 
ively for the objects for which provided 
the Solid Fuels Administration for War 


{ the Fish and Wildlife Service.” 

That the House insist upon its disagree- 
ent the amendments of the Senate num- 
ed 30, 40, 41, 42, and 43 to said bill. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 22, 39, 
and 125. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I now move that 
the Senate recede from its amendments 
numbered 30, 40, 41, 42, and 43. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 


EARNINGS OF THE MOTION PICTURE 
“THIS IS THE ARMY” FOR ARMY EMER- 
GENCY RELIEF 
Mr. CHANDLER. 

the nator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield for a unani- 
mous-consent request only. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As in legislative 
session I ask unanimous consent to make 
a short statement and to place a letter 
in the Recorp. It will take a very short 
time 


Afr 
\ 


to 


Mr. President, will 


Ss 
So 


r.CONNALLY. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, we 
1 know what a fine patriotic job our 
American motion-picture industry has 
been doing in this war. Purely as 
patriotic service the motion-picture com- 
panies regularly send every one of their 
latest pictures to our armed forces over- 
seas where they are shown months be- 
fore they are released to the theaters 
here home. Many of us have had 
letters from boys at the front telling how 
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al 


+ 
9 
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much these motion pictures mean to | 
them. 

We know too of the unselfish efforts | 
of many movie stars and lesser known 
entertainers in traveling by ship and by 
bomber to the front lines to put on shows 
forthemen. We know of the great work 
done by the motion-picture companies 
in making training films and educational 
films that have helped to build our 
magnificent Army and Navy. 

Now there is one more event which 
must be added to this splendid war rec- 
ord of the motion-picture industry. 
The other day Mr. Harry M. Warner, 
president of Warner Bros. Pictures, Inc., 
delivered to General Marshall, Chief of 
Staff of the Army, a report that the 
motion picture This Is the Army, pro- 
duced by Warner Bros. for the benefit of 
Army Emergency Relief, had brought 
into the treasury of Army Emergency 
Relief the amazing sum of $7,000,000. 
This is an event almost without prece- 
dent. It reflects credit not only on the 
motion-picture industry but on the 
whole of American industry as well that 
one of our great companies should give 
up a large portion of its profits to Army 
Emergency Relief. It is a distinguished 
service on the part of the Warner com- 
pany, which is already well known for its 
series of patriotic short subjects and for 
such truly American pictures as Sergeant | 
York, Yankee Doodle Dandy, and Desti- | 
nation Tokyo. 

I would like permission to have in- 
serted in the Recorp the text of Mr. 
Harry Warner’s letter to General Mar- 
shall on This Is the Army. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RscorpD, 
as follows: 

Gen. Greorce C. MARSHALL, 
Chief of Staff, United States Army, 
War Department, Washington D.C. 

Dear GENERAL MARSHALL: As you know, the 

motion picture, This Is the Army, produced 








for the benefit of Army Emergency Relief, 
has been playing in the theaters of this 
country for nearly a year and a half. The 
funds which Army Emergency Relief has 
received from the earnings of the picture 
have now reached the $7,000,000 mark and 
I think that it is appropriate for me to give 
you a report on this enterprise. 

Ordinarily, I would be reluctant to make 
a report of this character. In time of war. | 
when so many are called upon to give s0 
much, anything that we at home may do is 
negligible compared to the sacrifices of the 
men and women on the battle fronts 
feel, however, that we owe an acccunting 
to the officers and men who carry on the 


great work of Army Emergency Relief, to the 
thousands 





wners who a 
part of their receipts to the Army Eme icy 
Relief fund, and to the millions of theater- 
goers who paid admission to see the picture 

On October 14, 1942, Warner Bros. Pictures 
Inc., agreed to produce and distribute a mo- 
tion picture of Irving Berlin's Army musical 
show, This Is the Army. Our original un- 


derstanding with the Army had been that 
we would turn over 50 percent 


re 
& 


=~ 


on the picture to Army Emergency f. 
After reaching this agreement, however, we 
felt that Army Emergency Relief should re- 
ceive the full benefit of whatever profit we 
might make on the picture. Accorc 3 
we submitted to our b d of dire 

proposal that 100 percent of the pr on 


the picture be turned over 
cy 


gency Relief. This proposal w: 
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thusiastic »pr al i the W De nent 
was so notified 
The picture went into production on Feb- 
ruary 24, 1943, with the a l « the This 
Is the Army company a Warner B 
studios in Burbank, ¢ Production re 
quired 16 weeks and the picture was c - 
pleted on June 14, 1943 
The world premiere of the ‘ture w 
ld at the Holly d Th New York 
3, 1943. Since t me it } 
€ 12,000 theate i 1 tl 
e more t ( ) pe 
1e% 65,06 ) Ss S 
1 1944 e ft ire 











1 ( Art En - 
l of $7,00( 0 d I am 
l } v l eS } } eve = 
d ir t be 1 i Vv . 
] We e nate e e 
t 5 t ‘ A vu 
I f € 
it! hn $7,50C 
I s ( ] iw - 
u he n oH iv ed - 
operati f th I ure é 
owners e count re 
roa 1 ’ al | t l 
Thous S f heaters h s l pre- 
miere I ed hich we é 
paid I € ‘ the 
( ul I V€ i Ai e at t 
hig! Army Eme y R 
bi he ire ¢ d } 
time nd ge ally handled tl t ire i 
such a I r Ss » bri he ea t 
p ible return to Army E y Relief 
As for the part the W: 4 pla ed 
we produced the picture at cost, withou 
any charge f overhead; we are di but 
cost; and the W ler theate turned 
over their full profits on exhibition to Army 
Emergency Relief In producing the pic- 
ture, Jack L. Warner, in ch e of produc- 
tion, spared no effort to make the picture 
worthy of great job the Army had done 
with the show on the stage n distribut- 
ing it, we carried on a full-scale sales, ad- 





vertising, 
to 


and promoti 


provide the widest possible showin 





Wing 
the picture and the maximum p I rev- 
enue for the relief fund 

In a report of this kind I would r pre- 
sume to attempt to do justice the - 
parable contribution M Irvir in 
whose genius gave This Is the y to 
America. Nor can I hope to give adequate 
recognition to Director Michael Curtiz or to 


the other artists who he 


ped make the pic- 
ture. I want to pay particular tribute, how- 
ever, to the many Army officers and en! d 
men whose splendid cooperation and whole- 
hearted eff rts were np rtant to the suc- 
cess of the production 

On tl ex s on This Is tt 
Army was a tremendous su 3 dt 1 
reat ¢ t the Arn I e « u 
Warner Bros. who had I en- 
er! re d i l 
brin deep f 
t 

Faithfu urs 
HARE M. WARNE! 
NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW TO BE 
UNDER SECRETARY OF §& 

The Senate imed nside1 n 
of the nomination of J 1 C. Gre to 
be Un r Secretary of 

Mr. CONNALLY. N Preé eS 2 
hope the Senate will indulge me for a 
brief period. I desire to d SS e 
pending matter in general. At the} - 
ent moment the S¢ pre ! 


the qu 
or rejection « 


Under Secretary of § 











9634 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE DECEMBER ] 
Mr. President, there has been so much | Mr. GUFFEY. I voted against every | Mr. SHIPSTEAD. And the Sena: 

comment in some of the newspapers and | one, and afterward tried to go back and | named the four Senators? 

by some of the columnists and over the | change my vote of “nay” to “yea” on Mr. Mr. CONNALLY. I suggested that 


radio respecting what they contend has 
been the undue speed and rush in the 


Committee’on Foreign Relations, that I 
hould like to detail just what occurred 
with regard to the State Department 
nominations from the time they were 
first considered until the present mo- 
ment The chairman of the commit- 
tee has been the object of some un- 


avorable comment to the effect that he 
was undertaking to railroad these nomi- 
nations through the committee. I 
would remind the Senate that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is composed 
23 Senators of the United States. I 
should like to have inserted at this point 
in the Recorp the names of the members 
of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. 

The members of the committee are as 
follows: 


ol 


e 


FOREIGN RELATIONS 


Tom Connatity, of Texas; WALTrR F. 
Grorce, of Georgia; Ropert F. WaGner, of New 
York; Ex.prrt D. THomas, of Utah; JAmes E. 
Murray, of Montana; CLAavupDE PrEpper, of Flori- 
d THropore Francis Green, of Rhode 
Island; ALBEN W. Barktey, of Kentucky; 
RovertT R REYNOLDS of North Carolina; 


JosePH F. Gurrey, of Pennsylvania; Guy M. 
GILLettTe, of Iowa; BENNETT CHAMP CLarK, of 
Missouri; Cartrr Gass, of Virginia; JAMES 
M. TUNNELL, of Delaware. 

Hrram W. JoHNsSON of California; ARTHUR 
Capper, of Kansas; Rorert M. LA FOLLETTE, 
Jr., of Wisconsin; ArTHUR H. VANDENBERG, of 
Michigan; WALLACE H. WHITE, Jr., of Maine; 
HeENRIK SHIPSTEAD, of Minnesota; GERALD P. 
Nyr, of North Dakota; James J. Davis, of 
Pennsylvania; WARREN R. AUSTIN, of Vermont. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, 
among that number are many eminent 
Senators arid many who have had long 
years of service in this body. 

The nominations were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations on 
Tuesday, December 5. They were sub- 
mitted by the chairman to the commit- 
tee, and after discussion in which no 
Senator demanded a public hearing or a 
hearing of any character, the nominees 
were voted upon. The result of that vote 
was that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CiarK] voted against Mr. MacLeish, and 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Murray] 
voted against William L. Clayton. Those 
were the only negative votes, and I say 
upon my responsibility as a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations that 
no Senator requested a public hearing or 
any other kind of a hearing. The chair- 
man of the committee, as the servant of 
the committee, put the matter to a vote, 
the committee voted, and the chairman 
reported the nominations to the Senate. 
What sort of railroading was that? Let 
the facts speak for themselves. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. GUFFEY. I understood the Sena- 
tor from Texas to say that there was only 
one vote, that of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLarkK] against Mr. MacLeish, 
and one vote, that of the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Murray], against Mr. 
Clayton. I voted against all of them. 
Mr. CONNALLY. All of them? 








MacLeish. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, has 
the Senator not in mind the second meet- 
ing of the committee? I am speaking of 
the first meeting of the committee. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Very well. Proceed. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I think the Senator 
refers to the second meeting, after the 
hearing. _ 

Mr. GUFFEY. 
rected. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator 
for welcoming the facts. 


I am glad to be cor- 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. I know the Sen- 
ator wants to be accurate. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Iam trying to be. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is my impres- 
sion that on the first roll call there were 
four votes against Mr. MacLeish. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I think the Senator 
is correct. The clerk of the committee 
must have made an error. I recall now 
that Senators voting against Mr. Mac- 
Leish were the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG], the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. WuitTe], the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. La FOo.Liette], and the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. Murray]. 
I do not know why that should have 
been overlooked. I had a stenographer 
present at the meetings and tried to have 
the proceedings taken down and pre- 
served for the record. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. MURRAY. Did the Senator in- 
clude me as one of the Senators who 
voted against Mr. MacLeish at the first 
meeting? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I did. 

Mr. MURRAY. That is‘a mistake, I 
will say. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No, no; against Mr. 
Clayton. The Senator from Montana 
[Mr. Murray] was only recorded as vot- 
ing against Mr. Clayton. The Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. SuipsTeapD] prob- 
ably was the other Senator who voted 
against Mr. MacLeish. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, if 
the Senator will permit, I think the four 
Senators who voted against Mr. Mac- 
Leish were the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CiarK], the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Wuite], the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. La FoLLeTTE], and the Senator 
from Michigan, 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator is cor- 
rect. There were four votes against Mr. 
MacLeish and one vote against Mr. 
Clayton. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The votes against 
the two nominees were the only negative 
votes on any of the nominations. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Will the Senator 
from Texas please repeat his last state- 
ment concerning the four votes? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I said in the first 
meeting there were four votes against 
Mr. MacLeish. 
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Senator from Minnesota was pi 
among that number. I do not r 
The Senator from Michigan reminc 
that the Senator from Minnesota 
not one of the four. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I do not think 
was present at the first meeting. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I am sneaking or 
of the first meeting. The Senator f; 
Minnesota points out that he was 
present, and, of course, not being ; 
ent, he could not vote. 

Mr. President, upon that action of t 
committee the chairrian did what 
thought was his duty as the servant 
the committee—and that is what I 
I do not try to dictate to the For 
Relations Committee. I do not try 
railroad matters through that comn 
tee; and I invite Senators who ars 
members of the committee to con 
Senators who are members cf it as 
whether the chairman of the commit 
is fair, and whether he shows conside: 
tion for the wishes of the committ 
But after the committee had voted { 
confirmation of these nominations, | 
chairman, in pursuance of what 
thought was his duty to the commit 
and to the Senate, reported the nomina- 
tions to the Senate, with the result t! 
is known tc all Senators. Objection \ 
made on the floor of the Senate, a 
public hearings were demanded. 
demand was participated in by sev 
Senators who were present at the fi: 
meeting and made no demand for hear- 
ings. The Senate voted to return th 
nominations to the committee, with t 
expression of a desire that public hear- 
ings be held. 

The committee proceeded as speedi! 
as possible to hold hearings on all thes 
nominations. On the first day of pub- 
lic hearings there were present seve! 
Senators who were not members of th 
committee, and who later expressed dis- 
appointment that they had not been in- 
vited to ask questicns. It has alway 
been the custom in the Committee on 
Foreign Relations that any Senator who 
requests permission to be heard is 
granted that courtesy. On the second 
day some of the same Senators wer 
present, and we invited them to ask ques- 
tions. We did not wait for them to make 
the request, but invited them to ask 
questions with regard to the nomina- 
tions. There were present six or eight 
Senators who were not members of the 
committee, and I consulted every one ol! 
them. 

Mr. President, those hearings are be- 
fore Senators in printed form. I pro- 
cured them and had them placed on the 
desks of all Senators on last Saturday, 
so that there could be no charge that the 
committee was in anywise withholding 
or denying information with respect to 
what had happened. 

Most of these names have been passed 
upon heretofore by the Senate. The 
nomination of Mr. Grew is now before 
the Senate. He was Ambassador to 
Japan for 8 or 10 years, and I do not 
suppose his nomination was passed upon 
by the Senete within recent times, so we 
shall omit him. 





























is a brigadier general 
nomination had to 
nfirm<¢ d, - the matter of his com- 
1. It was passed upon by the Mili- 
Affairs Committee of the Senate and 
ie Senate itself. 
Mi Gasten aeread da Assistant S - 
Commerce. His nomination had 
d n by the Senate and con- 
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e Senate. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I qu 
usly opposed confirmation of the 
1ation of Archibald MacLeish to be 
ian of Congress. Afterward, as a 


ed that I 


i done so. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I supported the 


ynination of Mr. MacLeish to be Libra- 
n of Conegrs in the face of a rather 
tter fight against him. I am still so 
nced that he is an able librarian that 
I believe he ought to stay there. 

ir. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 
ges of attitude of these two eminent 
men as to these nominations are 
urprising, in view of certain other 
which have taken place in the 
d The point I am making 
whether Senators are for him or 
t him, that heretofore the Senate 
onsidered and confirmed his 

tion. 
I say the 


fow oa r« 
ew days. 


liomi- 


e things about these nomi- 


nees because the statement has been 
I in certain quarters that the Senate 





i about these men, that it 
w nothing about their records, and 

it Vv necessary for us to take more 
ne and have public hearings to 
these men were and ¥ 


~ 
oa 
~ 
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In any office which Mr. Rockefeller oc- 
cupied, he does not seem to have re- 
i confirmation of his nomination, 


ut he has been in tRe public s 
4 or 5 years. He has ired 
Committee 
ons. Senators 
yund, his public duties, 


tor 
beiore 
on a 
know 


and 


rvice 


appe 


the Appropriations 
of occas 
backer 





his es; and I am sure that the 
m nators have had a personal 
acc ‘e with Mr. Rockefeller. 


has been in the fore I 

the State Department for many 
ch time that he was promoted 
assification to another, his 


al 


] 


from one cl 


nomination had to be confirmed by the 
s te. He has been investigated and 


has been confirmed four 
and yet some say that we 
about these men, 
perience, and 
background. 

I believe that covers the entire list of 
nominations. No Senator should be 
1orant or uninformed about the gen- 


or five times; 
know nothing 
nothing about their 
nothing about their 





CONGRESSIONAL 








eral ch 

named 

Mr. President, with g ) 

nomination now pending before the Sen 
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ate, I do not care to 


aracter of 








u 
the time of the Senate. I had print 
in the Recorp Saturday a bit p 

tch of Mr. Grew. Mr. Gre been 
in the foreign service for a great many 
years. He is what is called a career 
diplomat. His record, so far as I have 
been able to ascertai is unblemished 
and without any serious ch n He 
served as Under Secretary of S » for 
a period of approximately 3 yea H 
was Amba sador to J un fe 4 period 


of approximately 


that ti 


Uilll 


10 years, and prior to 
e he served in a number of dif- 
ferent diplomatic posts, having been 
promoted through the years from or 
grade to another, 
bassador. Now 
Under Secretary of State. 
There was no objection 
in the committee by anyone 
inal hearing before the committee. I 








have a 


ilable, 


av and will have on my 
desk in a moment, the record of the 


votes in the committee on all the nomi- 


nees, so I shall be able to advise Sena- 
tors of the results of the vote in each 
particular case. I wish to be accurate, 


and if I am in error at any time, I hope 
Senators will correct me 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. 


The Senator is dis« 


IsS- 
ing the proposed Under Secretary. Will 
the Senator, from his knowledge as 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, inform the Senate what ar 


of the Under 


the duties 
State? 


. CONNALLY. Ia 


secretary 


ssume that most 


Se: saben’ know that, and I am sure the 
Senator from Florida do it I think 


everyone knows what the ider l 
tary’s duties The Under Secretary 
has general supervision of the Siate De- 
partment, under the 
He acts as Secretary 


ore 


cretary of State. 


Secretary of State is absent He per- 
forms a multitude of supervi duties 
over all the Assistant Secreta of 
Stat That is about my conception of 
wh L th ; duties of the Under S l airy 


are 
Af. YNMDOOMYO 
avai. cd stk £4 


wl it Iv 1 dato} fa 
out was whether the duties of the Und 


Secretary require a great « of ad- 
ministrative functioning, and whether 
the post is primarily what we might « 

f executive manager of the State 





Mr. CON NALLY. I will y to the 
Sena vat if he refers tot employ- 
ment of personnel and 1 admir i- 





partment, no, because ¢ f 
the Assistant Secr j will be « - 
nated, if he is ce nfirm«s to poe in ¢ j e 
of the :dministrative operations of the 
Jepartment—the details and the various 


tions within the Department it- 


Of course, the 


general supervision of that, but the 

Under Secretary does not give his time 
7 - re y ‘ eat yr WV 

and eff to pas ing on wil er | 
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When the Senate sent back the names 


to the committee, the committee obeyed 
the command of the Senate, held open 
hearings, and welcomed facts from every- 
one. One or two persons living in dis- 


tant States telegraphed that they wished 


to appear. We did not have time for 
them to get here. We telegraphed them 
in return that if they would make a state- 
ment we would call it to the attention of 
the committee and would file it in the 


recor¢ of the committee. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
S itor yield? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 


Mr. PEPPER. Respecting the oppor- 
tunity which was given the members of 
the public to be heard, the Senator has 
just ated there were a number of re- 
( to be heard. I understand among 
them was a request on the part of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture of the State 
of Georgia, and I believe there were two 
or three others, if not more, who re- 
quested an opportunity to appear as wit- 
n S. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes. 

Mr. PEPPER. The committee advised 
tl » persons that the hearings were 


closed, I understand. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is correct. 

Mr. PEPPER. And I understand they 
were not given an opportunity to appear 
personally. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is true. 

Mr. PEPPER. I will also ask the Sena- 
tor if it is not a fact that a representative 
of the Farmers’ Union was present in the 
room in which the public hearing was 
held, and asked to be heard; and I ask 
whether he was not denied an opportu- 
nity to be heard on that occasion. 

Mr. CONNALLY. He was not. I will 
explain the matter. The statement 
which was submitted to us was from Mr. 
James Patton, of the Farmers’ Union. 
He did not appear in person. He gent 
up a young man—a clerk, or someone 
else—with the document he had pre- 
pared. The committee printed it in the 
hearings; we voted to include it in the 
hearings, and it is now contained in the 
printed hearings word for word. We did 
not see any occasion to take up the time 
of the committee in order to have the 
young man read the statement, because 
it was not his. He was simply acting as 
a transmitter of the information, and 
it is now in the printed hearings. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a further question? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will yield, but I 
wish to conclude as soon as possible. 

Mr. PEPPER. Very well; this is the 
only other question I wish to ask. In all 
candor and fairness, does the able Sen- 
ator feel that the public, the people of 
the United States who are interested in 
the kind of a peace we are to have follow- 
ing the war, had justification for be- 
lieving that they had been given a full 
and fair opportunity at the public hear- 
ing which was held on these nomina- 
tions to be present, and submit their 
views with respect to the qualifications 
and points of view of the nominees? 

Mr. CONNALLY. ‘The Senator is ask- 
ing me to form a conclusion as to what 
the public thinks. I do not know what 
all members of the public think, but I do 


| 








know that everyone who is at all familiar 
with the matters involved, and who ap- 
peared at the hearing, knows that the 
public had an opportunity to be heard. 
Let me propound a question to the 
Senator from Florida. The Senator was 
present at the hearings. Was any denial 
nade of his right to interrogate any of 
the nominees? 
Mr. PEPPER. I will answer the ques- 
tion “No.” But in the process of ask- 
ing questions two of the other members 
of the committee were advised by the 
chairman, in the perfect exercise of his 
prerogative and, of course, with the ut- 
most good faith, that in the opinion of 
the Chair, which he said he was willing 
to submit to the committee, the subjects 
about which interrogation was sought 
were not properly within the scope of 
such a public hearing. In other words, 
there was a distinct feeling in the com- 
mittee 
Mr. CONNALLY. Did the Senator 
protest against the action of the chair- 
man? 
Mr. PEPPER. No; I did not. I was 
merely answering the question of the 
Senator by saying that it was the im- 
pression of the Senator from Florida that 
there was a distinct feeling among not 
only members of the public, but even 
among members of the committee, that 
we were not supposed to go into the whole 
subject of the United States foreign 
policy, or really delve down at that pub- 
lic hearing into the background of the 
nominees. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 
members of the committee who were 
present know what occurred. As I now 
recall, once or twice during the hearings 
someone aSked a ticklish question about 
the present attitude of the administra- 
tion on foreign relations. I merely sug- 
gested that I thought that to be a mat- 
ter about which we would have to be very 
careful, and I suggested to the Senator 
that he not press the question, but that 
if he desired me to do so I would submit 
the matter to the committee. When I 
made that statement the Senator with- 
drew his question. Those are the facts 
in the case. I invite other members of 
the committee to challenge my statement 
if they desire to do so. I believe the 
committee as a whole will vouch for the 
fact that I have stated accurately what 
took place. 
Mr. President, if we acted in the way 

which some Senators and others, 
notably some of the eminent paragraph- 
ers, C nists, and one or two journals 
in New York with a wide circulation, 
have stated, namely, that we acted 
hastily, I assert that at this posture of 





in 
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international effairs, when the State De- 
partment is being reorganized, so it is 


said, when the Secretary of State is 
pressing us to secure the confirmation of 
these nominations, when the President 
of the United States is facing probably 
the most difficult days of his whole career 
by reason of the disturbed conditions 
in the foreign field, and with the threat 
of chaos and anarchy breaking out in 
certain parts of Europe, we felt that 
the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of State of the United 
States were entitled to be considered by 
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the Senate in connection with the ; 
tirmations, 

Mr. President, if we are to support 
foreign policy of the President of 
United States, we must give the Pr 
the instrumentalities by which he 
be enabled to carry on the operati 
the Department of State. 

Last fall we had an election. R 
less of all the political consideration 
volved, I take it that that election 
evid.nce of the fact that the p 
the United States backing the 


ere 
are 


eign policy of President Frankli 
Roosevelt. I believe the election 
further evidence of the fact tl 


prosecution of the war to a trium;, 
conclusion over all our enemi 
formulation of a peace treaty, and 
establishment of an international 
ganization to preserve the peace ar 
prevent aggression, are issu hic] 
today, and were on the day 
tion, nearest to the hearts of 
ican people. 

So, Mr. President, if the President 
the United States is to be given 
in his dealings with foreign nat 
and he will have to deal with them 
will have to have strength in his a 
the people of the United States m 
stand behind him. If he makes ce: 
pronouncements which I apprehend 
will be compelled to make in the 
and terrible days ahead in the interna- 
tional field, I feel that those who y 
to strengthen him should vote to give! 
the assistants whom he has reque 
They should indicate that we are st 
ing back of him and that we wi 
deny him Assistant Secretaries of 
We should not deny him the ser\ 
or subordinates who are needed by | 
in order to carry out his policies 
administer the affairs of the Dep 
ment of State. 

Mr. Stettinius was appointed Secreta: 
of State. He was an associate of form 
Secretary of State Hull. He wasin sy) 
pathy with Mr. Hull’s policies. He 
trying to carry on in the same spirit a1 
with the same general objectives in m 
which Mr. Hull had entertained. B 
Mr. Stettinius himself has not been 
member of the State Department 
more than 2 or 3 years. He needs the 
assistants. He needs them in organiz 
and carrying forward the work of 
State Department.- If Senators do 1 
wish to interfere with our foreign rel 
tions, if they want to furnish Ameri 
with the necessary strength and instru- 
mentalities to maintain its foreign poli- 
cies, I ask them to vote for the confirma- 
tion of these nominations. 

Mr. President, what would a vote « 
rejection mean? A vote to reject thi 
nominations would be heralded around 
the world. The shot which would b: 
fired against these nominees by refus- 
ing to confirm them would be echoed in 
every great newspaper of the world. I 
would be construed as a division here at 
home with regard to our foreign policy 
It would be construed as a loss by the 
President of his influence in foreign rela- 
tions. What would be the message that 
would be carried to our enemies? We 
read in this morning’s newspaper that 
by a bold attack the enemy on the west- 
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the An 


St 
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ont has driven back our lines for 
distances. Mr. President, would 
a vote against these nominees en- 
the enemy to a more determined 
ind a stiffer resistance? What 
ld be the effect which the news would 
ur allies? And what would be 
! the press? It would be 
nt Roosevelt had lost his 
ship of the Nation, had lost his 
foreign afiairs, and had 
rship of Congress on the 
ign relations. 
Let me ask Senators what would be 
reaction of the boys yonder in the 


n f 


I s? We have all seen photographs 
d have read the stories of the gallant 
ican boys, standing up almost to 
ir knees in mud, with battle helmets 
on their heads and rifles in their 
nds, yonder where pala stalks its 
over there where danger is ever 
nt, fighting for the United States 


America 


ited S 


and for the people of the 
ates of America. They want 
foreign relations of the United States 
1intained and furthered. They want 
s war to be brought to the quickest 
ible conclusion. Confusion here at 
me, dislecation here at home will not 
hen the fiber of their fighting 
ialities; it will not tighten the morale 
the brave men who are pouring out 
r blood to make red the fields of 
ther lands. 
Mr. Pcesident, I ask the Senate to con- 
m these nominations and give to the 
retary of State and to the President 
instrumentalities for administering 
» Department of State and its activi- 
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EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FILING REPORT 
BY SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTI- 
GATE CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, a short 

time ago, on behalf of the Special Com- 

mittee to Investigate Presidential, Vice 

Presidential, and Senatorial Campaign 

Expenditures in 1944, I submitted a reso- 

lution extending the time for filing the 

report of the committee to March 1, 1945. 

The resolution was referred to the Com- 
ittee on Privileges and Elections. It 
emed hardly worth while to have a 

meeting of the committee to act on the 

resolution and that the purpose could 
be subserved better if I polled the com- 
mittee. I have done so, and, with the 
exception of two Senators who are out 
of town and inaccessible, they have 

nanimously directed me to make a fa- 
rable report from the Committee on 
vileges and Elections. The resolution 

short; it simply extends the time for 
filing the report to March 1, 1945, and 
the second part of the resolution pro- 
vides that the extension of time for mak- 
ing its report shall not extend the au- 
thority of the committee except to em- 
ploy and pay the necessary stafi in con- 
nection with the preparation of the re- 
port. There is an enormous amount of 
material which has to be gotten together 
for the benefit of the Senate. No fur- 
ther investigations will be held under 
the original resolution. 

As in legislative session, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the resolution be con- 
sidered and agreed to. 








Mr. LUCAS. Mr. 
resolution is acted upon, as Cha 
of the Committee to Au 
the Contingent Expenses 
sh to say to the Senator from Rhode 
land that only a fe Ww moments ago the 
nate adopted a resolution which con- 
les all special committees until 

y 31, 1945. This will be a specifi 
ception to the resolution the Senate has 
adopted. I realize that in this case the 
Situation is a little rent from that 
affecting ordinary special committee in 
view of the fact that th re is a definite 


dent, before the 
irman 
and Control 
of the Senate 


sch 





ae 
aqine 


time for the termination of the commit- 
tee. It doe Ss violate the rule, and may, I 
will say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, open the opportunity for other 
Senators to come in with similar r u- 


tions to do the same thing. I shall not 
object to the consideration of the resoh 
tion, but I want to serve notice now that, 
in view of the resolution which was 
adopted a few moments ago, I ill be 
constrained to oppose any other resolu- 
tions of this kind. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, that 
connection I can assure the from 
Illinois that no additional appropriation 
isked for or will be necessary under 
this resolution, and it would be a pity to 
bring it up again and go through another 
proceeding in a few weeks when it can be 
adopted now by unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reso 
tion will be read for the 
the Senate. 

The legisl 


in 
Senator 


IS a 


lu- 
information of 


ative clerk 


read the reso- 
lution (S. Res. 355), submitted by Mr. 
GREEN on December 15, 1944, as follows: 
mesolved, That the time for making a re- 
port by the Special Committee to Investigate 
Presidential, Vice Presidential, and Senatorial 
Campaign Expenditures tn 1944, authorized 
by Senate Resolution 263, agreed to March 
30, 1944, is hereby extended to March 1, 1945; 
and be it further 


Resolved, That this extension of time for 





aking its report shall not extend the au- 
thority of the committee except to emp 
and pay the necessary staff in connection 
with the preparation of its report 


The VICE PRE 
jection to the 


SIDENT. Is there ob- 
present consideration of 
the resolution as in legislative session? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I shall 
not object to the consideration and adop- 
tion of the resolution. I am influenced 


to that decision scmewhat, perhaps I 
should say very substantially, by the fact 
that the Senator from Illinois, I assume, 


ill maintain the | integr 
resolution which h 


rity of his own 
; been adopted when 
the matter of funds comes before the 
Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Maine 


is correct. The only reason, as I have 
said, that I agree to the adoption of the 
resolution is that this is a special com- 


mittee that definitely has a termin - yn. 
As I understand, about March 30 of next 
year, and in view of the fact that ‘the 
resolution has been submitted, I shall 
not make any objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no objection the question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, 








nror 
903 ‘ 








ATTN 


sVsUDLLIN 


ATION NELSON A, 
ROCKEFELLER 


OF 














Mr. McKELLAR Mr. President, I 
wisn to take ebout 3 or 4 min to say 
a few words in referen to the nomie- 
nation of Mr. Nelson Rockefeller to be 
Assistant Secretary of Stat 

I have nown Mr. R feller only 
since he hi een Coord or of Inter- 
Am in Affairs In t vity I 
have been brought in t with him 
many t ; As ama act, he has 
very frequently ired the Ap- 
propri 1 Cor ! of 
that comm tte 

Mr. Rock ller is spl ed ted 
a graduate of Dartmouth 1930 
He has a fine mind; he is comparatively 
young; he is ambitious to do a good job; 
and he is in every way worthy and quali- 
fied. fl S nomination meets my entire 
apprt : 

Th e only objection I } e el raised 
to him is his wealth and it wealth be- 
ing connected with the Standard Oil Co. 
From my knowledge of the man, this is 
n a fair objecti ise I know as 
Coordinator of n irs 
neither fact has nced in 
the slightest way rformance of 
his dutie In that position he has been 
tremendously ambitious to do a good job 
forour Government. He has been faith- 
ful; he has been energetic, and he has 
been successful. I do not believe that 
anyone who knows Mr. Rockefeller would 
even remotely contend that |! wealth 
has spoiled him He has one of the 


kindliest of disposition He ambi- 


tious to a degree to do a good job for his 
ountry He is the kind of rich young 
man who ought to be en ve in public 
affairs, and I do not h ave a dou ibt that he 


will make a most excell A istant Sec- 
ry of State. His v oxk in the future 
] 


in this position will be very much like 


what he is doing now I doubt if there is 
a man in the United S es who has a 
better knowledge of South and Cent 
American affail He is a and young 
gentleman. 

Mr. Rockefeller is diplomatic to a de 
eres He is not overbeari he is not 
conceited: and he is not a man to refuse 
to work because the work is not being 
conducted exactly as | ( d f 

I supp Mr. Rockef risa Re li- 
can, altl hIdonot k | I want 
to of him that l a man 

s he ould be a Der in name 

well fi + 

Mr. President, I | not he iofa 

ngle ob n ‘ to Mi 
Rockefelle I think I e heard ¢ o 
cis! of the « nomin , but, so 
f I? ll, x t Senate ha 
( ( ito Mr. R f r, it 1 
I out of ord nd if the ¢ an 

nd 1 ibers ¢ he Committee on For- 
eign | tions do not « t, I should 
like to sk unanimous consent that the 
nomination of Mr R ckef be con- 
firmed by unanimo consent 

Mr. LANGER I of t 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
heard. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I should like to 
make a motion, out of order, that the 


Senate vote on the nomination of Mr. 
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Rockefeller, but I shall not do so unless 
the chairman of the committee consents. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That cannot be 
done except by unanimous consent, and 
there has been objection. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I realize that. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator said he 
had not heard of anyone being opposed 
to Mr. Rockefeller. If he has read the 
newspapers he must know that certain 
Senators are going to vote against all the 
nominations, which would include Mr. 
Rockefeller, of course. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have not seen 
such a statement in the newspapers. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Certain Senators 
have announced that they will vote 
against all the nominees. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, that 
would include Mr. Rockefeller, but I have 
heard no criticism of him. He is a fine 
young man, and I do not see how anyone 
could be opposed to his appointment to 
a position like that for which he has 
been selected. I am not criticizing the 
Senator from North Dakota; any Mem- 
ber of the Senate has a right to object 
to the immediate consideration of any- 
one’s nomination out of order, but I 
thought it would help matters along if 
we could get even one of the nomina- 
tions out of the way. I agree with the 
chairman of the committee that we 
should act, and should act at once, and 
any Senator who does not like any 
nominee should vote against him, if he 
thinks he has just grounds for his posi- 
tion, but I do not think we should be 
kept here all week on these nominations. 
No Senator can state a real objection to 
the fine young man about whom I have 
just spoken. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Lucas in the chair). The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aiken Guffey Overton 
Austin Gurney Pepper 

Bailey Hall Radcliffe 
Bilbo Hatch Reed 
Brewster Hawkes Revercomb 
Brooks Hayden Reynolds 
Buck Hilt Robertson 
Burton Holman Russell 
Bushfield Jenner Shipstead 
Butler Jchnson, Calif, Smith 
Capper Johnson, Colo, Taft 

Caraway La Follette Thomas, Idaho 
Chandler Langer Thomas, Okia. 
Chavez Lucas Thomas, Utah 
Clark, Idaho McCarran ‘Truman 
Clark, Mo. McClellan Tunnell 
Connally McFarland Tydings 
Cordon McKellar Vandenberg 
Danaher Maloney Walsh 

Davis Maybank Weeks 
Downey Mead Wheeler 
Ferguson Millikin Wherry 
George Murdock White 

Gerry Murray Wiley 
Gillette Nye Willis 

Green O'Mahoney Wilson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy- 
eight Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. Pepper]. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, lying on 
the table is a resolution which was sub- 











mitted on Saturday last. That resolution 
reads as follows: 

Whereas the Under Secretary of State and 
the five Assistant Secretaries of State, whose 
names have been submitted to the Senate, 
constitute a complete reorganization of the 
Department of State, which will necessarily 
have great influence in determining the atti- 
tude and the policy of the Department of 
State and the foreign policy of the United 
States, in the conclusion of the war and the 
making of the peace; and 


Whereas these policies will have a profound | 


effect upon the future welfare and the peace 
of the people of the United States and the 
world; and 

Whereas there is not time remaining in the 
present session of the Congress for due and 
adequate consideration to be given all these 
names in view of their great importance in 
these critical times: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by .he Senate, That further con- 
sideration of the nominations of the Under 
Secretary of State and the five Assistant Sec- 
retaries of State on the Senate Calendar be 
postponed to January 3, 1945. 


Mr. President, preliminary to a mo- 
tion on my part to call up for considera- 
tion that resolution, I should like to 
make a few observations as to why the 
resoluion has been offered and as to the 
parliamentury procedure which would 
govern its consideration by the Senate. 

It has been disclosed to the Senate 
and to the country, Mr. President, that 
there is now in progress a complete 
reorganization of the Department of 
State. This is no vacancy that is at- 
tempted to be filled by a nomination 
which is submitted by the President. In 
fact and in form there is proposed a 
complete reorientation of the personnel 
of the Department. The Secretary cf 
State himself came before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee in public 
session and declared that this was his 
team, and he stated the reasons for the 
selection of the members of the team. 
They were presented to the committee 
not as individuals but as a group, I as- 
sume in the opinion of the able Secre- 
tary of State all together constituting 
personnel which would present a bal- 
anced Department of State to the people 
and the Government of the United 
States. 

So, Mr. President, they are being con- 
sidered by the Senate, not individually, 
but as a group of nominations. We 
might say, therefore, that there has 
been submitted to the Senate for advice 
and consent, not the name of an indi- 
vidual, not even the names of a group 
of individuals, but the Department of 
State of the Government of the United 
States of America. 

When the Executive submits to the 
Senate by nomination a team or a group, 
when he suggests that there should be a 
new Department of State, and presents 
to us the whole personnel of that De- 
partment at one and the same time and 
asks our approval of that group at once, 
then I believe it is not only proper, but 
highly fitting and desirable, that that 
group should be considered by the 
United States Senate as a group, and 
as the Department of State. 

One might say that the prerogative of 
the Senate is merely to pass upon the 
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names of the individual nominees. 1 
prerogative of the Senate goes a 2) 
deal further than that. We have a eo- 
equal part with the President in res; 
sibility in the selection of the person; 
of the Department of State. Of cow 
all Senators are familiar with the | 
guage of the Constitution. I happen ; 
be reading from one of the Federa| 
papers, one by Hamilton. The Presj- 
dent, he says, is to— 

Nominate, and by and with the advice 
consent of the Senate, to appoint amb: 
dors, other public ministers and cons 
judges of the Supreme Court, and all « 
officers of the United States whose app: 
ments are not otherwise provided for in : 
Constitution. But the Congress may by 
vest the appointment of such inferior 
cers as they think proper, in the Presid 
alone, or in the courts of law, or in ¢ 
heads of departments. The President sh 
have the power to fill up all vacancies— 


fnd so forth. Mr. President, I realiz 
that there are no authorities which 
clearly define and demark the functions 
of the Senate and the President in the 
making of such appointments as are be- 
fore the Senate; but I conceive that th 
Senate not only has the right, but th 
duty, to lend its concurrence to such ap- 
pointments presented to it by the Presi- 
dent as are in its opinion proper. I{ 
there ever was an occasion when nomi- 
nations submitted to the Senate assumed 
immeasurable importance, that time is 
now, when we are presented, as I say, not 
with the name of an individual or the 
names of a grcup of individuals but the 
State Department of the United States 
of America. I deem, therefore, that the 
United States Senate has the prercga- 
tive and the duty to determine whether 
or not these nominees have the quali- 
fications and the point of view which 
the Senate considers proper in the State 
Department of our Government. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, I deem it 
to be the duty of the Senate to determine 
whether this group, taken together as a 
team, as the Secretary of State said they 
were when he presented the names, is the 
kind of a team, in qualification, in senti- 
ment, and in point of view, which the 
Senate approves as the Department of 
State of the United States. 

So there is presented in the nomina- 
tions now before the Senate the question 
of the discharge by the Senate of its duty 
to determine whether we do advise and 
consent to these gentlemen constituting 
the Department of State of the United 
States. Not only is it the duty and func- 
tion of the Senate to have a coequal re- 
sponsibility with the Executive in the se- 
lection of the Dey 2rtment of State, but 
by the provisions of the Constitution, 
which requires the Senate to lend its con- 
sent to the ratification of a treaty, we 
have also a coequal responsibility with 
the President to determine what is the 
foreign policy of the Government and of 
the people of the United States of Amer- 
ica. 

Probably as well as anyorfe could—no 
doubt better—one of these nominees 
quoted to the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee a declaration by Secretary 
Hull as to the function of our Department 
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Mr. President, I mean to say that there 
are a great many persons who are trou- 
bled in their hearts as to whether we 
have abandoned the high objectives 
upon which we went into this war. 
There are @ great many persons who 
asking themselves the question 
whether another generation of gallant 
and innocent boys is to be sacrificed in 
vain upon the altar of the god of war. 
These are a great many peopie who wish 
to know whether the Congress and the 
President are willing to say to the world 
that we are not just fighting a war, Mr. 


ar 
are 


President, we are fighting a war for a 
We are fighting a war | 


righteous peace. 
for something which means the better- 
ment of mankind. We are fighting a 
war to prevent the 
curse of war upgn succeeding genera- 
tions. In other words, we are fighting 
a war for something even more than the 
crushing of Germany or of hideous Japan. 
The subject has become so confused, the 
international situation has become so 
paradoxical and so complicated, and the 
confusion has become so pronounced, 
that today Senators are asking openly, 
as the people are asking openly, “What 
is the foreign policy of the United States 
of America?” 

Mr. President, the whole world had its 
heart and its idealism touched by the 
declarations of the Atlantic Charter. I 
have that document before me. I doubt 
if we can ever hear it too often—the dec- 
larations of those two great men. The 
world has seldom seen a greater docu- 
ment. I can say that while the Fourteen 
Points spoke of self-determination for 
nations, they never reached down to the 
promotion of the welfare of individual 
men, women, and children the way the 
Atlantic Charter did. 

Mr. President, it looked as if Great 
Britain had regained its glory not only 
of courage but of spirit, and that it was 
committed to a crusade not only to hurl 
back the Hun, but to make the institu- 
tions of democracy really vibrate with 
reality, not only to the nations, big and 
little, but to the individual men, women, 
and children of the world. I confess 
that my heart throbbed with pride and 
exaltation when our President, even in 
times of peace, had the courage to de- 
clare the great purposes of America in 
his partnership in the Atlantic Charter. 

Senators will recall the words, of 
course: 

Joint declaration of the President of the 
United States of America and the Prime Min- 
ister, Mr. Churchill, representing His Maj- 
esty’s Government in the United Kingdom, 
being met together— 


I am proud to interpolate, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that they were met together in the 
waters of the Western Hemisphere. I 
am proud of the things which have come 
out of the Western Hemisphere to make 
secure the foundations of democracy in 
the earth, and this is one of the greatest 
of all contributions of the Western Hem- 
isphere to the preservation not only of 
the so-called Old World, but of the entire 
world, 

They say— 
deem it right to make known certain com- 
mon principles in the national policies of 


repetition of the | 
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their respective countries on which they base 
their hopes— 


They might have added, “and the 
hopes of mankind’— 
for a better future for the world. 

First, their countries seek no aggrandize- 
ment, territorial or other; 

Second, the desire to see no territorial 
changes that do not accord with the freely 
expressed wishes of the peoples concerned; 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield to me at this point? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I totally agree 
with the Senator as to the desperate 
necessity of a rededication of Amer- 
ica to these democratic objectives for 
which we are presumed to be fighting on 
a score of battle fronts. The objective 
which he has just read in respect to the 
right of small countries to be restored in 
their pre-war status pursuant to their 
own democratic judgment is obviously 
being crucified today without even so 
much as an Official protest from us. 

Mr. President, I submit to the Senator 
that this situation becomes so serious in 
respect to the morale, not only of the 
home front but of the fighting front, that 
to straighten it out requires infinitely 
more than the indirect voice of the Sen- 
ate in acting upon a few nominations for 
Assistant Secretaries of State. In my 
humble opinion it is not even enough that 
the State Department itself should be 
issuing statements as it has done today 
in respect to Poland, The State Depart- 
ment cannot speak with the authority of 
the Chief of State. It is the Chief of 
State who speaks with respect to these 
matters in other countries. They speak 
bluntly and with great candor; yes, and 
ruthlessly. I respectfully submit to the 
Senator that only the President of the 
United States himself, the Commander 
in Chief, can give us in America the 
reassurance, give the world the reassur- 
ance, and give sacrificial Poland, as well 
as other small countries, the reassurance 
which these tragically prophetic pro- 
nouncements of Mr. Stalin and Mr. 
Churchill set forth. Does not the Sen- 
ator agree with me? 

Mr. PEPPER. There is no doubt 
whatever that, in order that it may be 
done in the proper and constitutional 
way, the sentiment of the country will 
have to be declared abroad by the Presi- 
dent. But, Mr. President, let us advise 
the President of the United States as to 
what his declaration of policy for the 
country and for Congress should be. Un- 
der the Constitution we have a right to 
advise the President in respect to our 
foreign policy. In the past, has not the 
Senate of the United States initiated ad- 
vice to the Chief Executive as to what 
our foreign policy should be, although 
not invited to give such advice? Wecan 
speak only for ourselves, not for the Ex- 
ecutive. But if we feel in our hearts as 
the able Senator from Michigan has just 
indicated—and undoubtedly he has ex- 


- pressed the sentiment of the people of 


this country who have wondered why we 
have been so tardy in making such a dec- 
laration—it is our duty, at a time when 
the State Department of the United 
States is presenting to us a subject of 
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such importance, at least to take ad, 
tage of the occasion by making our se; 
timents known. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I should like to 
the able Senator from Florida if the Ss 
ate did not announce its policy in 
Connally resolution? 

Mr. PEPPER. I may say tothe § 
tor from Colorado that in the Conn 
resolution, and also in the Fulbright 2 
olution, the Congress did make a rec 
mendation of general policy. Was 
Atlantic Charter specifically mention 
in the Connally resolution? 


Mr. VANDENBERG. It was recom- 
mended. 
Mr. PEPPER. I believe that Senat 


will confirm my recollection that in t! 
Connally resolution we confined our- 
selves principally to the statement t! 
in the future organization which we en- 
visaged we would consummate in 
permanent peace the victory which \ 
had won on the battlefield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I believe 
identified the Moscow declaration. 

Mr. PEPPER. We did, but in my 
opinion, and according to my recollec- 
tion, we did not, Mr. President, incor- 
porate the Atlantic Charter and the 
“four freedoms.” 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield to me? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. The Connally resolu- 
tion in its second paragraph states: 


That the United States cooperate with its 
comrades in arms— 


Which, I assume, means with all Allied 
Nations— 


in securing a just and honorable peace. 


Will the Senator say that that lan- 
guage is not a very clear direction to 
those who are in charge of the manage- 
ment of our foreign affairs to do the very 
thing which it states? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, we hav 
not yet come to the making of the peace 
and while what the Senator has read 
might be called the background of th: 
Senate’s attitude, the subject is not very 
much clarified in the very brief state- 
ment which the Senator has read. Of 
course, the Senate gave its commitment 
to the sentiment of a just peace. At 
the same time, it did not go into the sub- 
ject as fully as did the Atlantic Charter. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I agree entirely with 
the Senator’s statement that the subject 
has not been clarified. There are thos 
who are our comrades in arms in Poland 
and in Greece. If there has been any 
cooperation with them to secure a just 
and honorable peace, I shall appreciate 
it very much if the Senator will specify it 

Mr. PEPPER. In the first place, we 
have not yet technically come to the mak- 
ing of the peace. What has been done 
so far has been a sort of day-to-day ar- 
rangement on various affairs. I will say 
to the able Senator that I expect to make 
some comment concerning that matter. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Then I shall defer the 
further observation which I had intended 
to make, 
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VANDENBERG. 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I have made it 

in to the Senator that in my own view 

uation upon which he end I par- 

ly agree is plain, namely, that the 
has come when we should not be the 

nt partners in the grand 

but that we srould cease acqui- 
in unilateral decisions abrcad 

1 run squarely counter to and collide 
ery dedication we have made in 
ion with this war. The time has 
when the American position should 
trified. I have said to the Sena- 
that I believe that the only per- 
who can clarify it with any degree 
uthority or conclusiveness whatever 

> President of the United States, who 

at least by indirection, charged 

Mr. Churchill in his recent speech 

h having full knowledge regarding the 
posed partition of Poland, for exam- 
. which is now being contemplated by 
ia with Britain’s approval. 
The Senator asks me to pass upon this 
r and register my protest by a vote 
rtain nominations for Assistant Sec- 
of State. That is the point 
hich I find it difficult to follow. For 
nple, one of the proposed Assistant 
taries of State, Mr. Dunn, went with 
former Secretary of State Hull to Moscow 
nd was at his right hand when he wrote 
the great declaration in which the Sen- 
tor and I have such great faith. I con- 
I fail to understand how I can pro- 
test against what seems to have been the 
appearance of some of those great 
Vloscow dedications by voting against 
he right-hand man of the man who 
wrote them. 

Mr. PEPFER. Mr. President, I shall 
endeavor to answer the statement which 
has been made by the Senator from 
Michigan. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator 
from Florida believe that the Senator 
from Michigan could make the declara- 
tion more effective by voting for the con- 
firmation of the nominations of men 
about whom he knows practically noth- 
ing? According to information which I 
have obtained, the President of the 
United States intends to be dominant in 
foreign affairs. When the term of Hon. 
Cordell Hull was brought to an end by his 
illness the President sent to the Senate 
for confirmation the nomination of Mr. 
Stettinius to be Secretary of State of the 
United States. Ithink the President was 
entitled to have confirmed the nomina- 
tion of the man whom he wanted to be 
Secretary of State of the United States, 
and the Senate very promptly confirmed 
the nomination of Mr. Stettinius without 
any objection whatever. If it is agreed 
} 


Mr. President, 


al- 


nce 


taries 


< Se 
ult 


wo 


by Senators that the State Department 
should be reorganized—and I do not 


know of any Senator who would object 
to it—and that some definition of foreign 
policy should be made by someone who 
can make it, I do not know why it should 
not be done now; and the only way it 
can be done now is to have the President 
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= + + Le A, 1°¢ 
State take enough time 


and Secretary 
to do it. 

I want to warn you, Mr. President. that 
if these nominations go before the coun- 
try confirmed hurriedly, as they will have 
been if they are acted on now—they will 


give their views of course, as they said, 
"4 ~ +3 . 2 By } +} } . 
aiter they are confirmed—then the Sen- 
ate will have le t 


been 
extent that it voted to approve them, even 
though it knew very little about what 
they stood for; and they will be put in 
the position of bringing back a treaty of 
peace that we will be called upon to vote 
for ora 

we will h: 
what we g I 
for what they stand. I submit thi 1g 
to do to have an open hearing—lI 
mean a real open hearing 
body can testify and time is 
everybody. I know people 

written and telegraphed hk 
to be allowed to state their 

ican ministers and Ame: 
other 


. a $ ta + 
responsivoie to tne 


ainst—that is the only choice 





ive—and we will have invited 


t without KnOwWiIn¢g in adi 





1S 
—where every- 
given for 
who have 
ao and aske d 
views—Amer- 
ican consuls in 


countries—but we did not ive 
them an opportunity. I regret that this 
matter has been handled in that way 


I want to repeat something I said the 
other day to the Senate because I think it 
is important. More than 4,000,000 | 
diers came back home after the last war 
remembering that the people said they 
were fighting for democracy and to end 
war and for the right of men to be free 
everywhere; and yet somebody sitting in 
these seats here, a group of men in these 
seats, lost that peace which they had 
won. This time 12,000,000 men or more 
are going to come back, and they will 
want to know whether the men who 
occupy these seats are going to be careful. 
We have got the time to be careful now; 
there is no hurry about it. The war is 
not over; it may not be over for 6 months; 
it may not be over for a year; it may not 
be over for 2 or 3 or 10 years; and yet we 
must hurry in the closing days of this 
Congress to confirm the nominations of 
these men whom we Know very little 
about. 

I think Mr. Grew was probably a great 
Ambassador, but he was not so much of 
a success aS Under Secretary of State 
when he occupied that position under Mr. 
Kellogg, of Minnesota. 

It is not that I want to vote against a 
single man. I want to be associated with 
my brothers here in being as certain as 
we can that we Shall lay a solid founda- 
tion for a peace which will endure; and I 
object to the policy of giving lend-lease 
goods to our allies and our friends to help 

hem fight our enemies, and then have 
them use them against our own friends. 

I do not know whether there was any 
Atlantic Charter. I have never seen any- 
body who has seen anybody who has seen 
anybody else who ever saw any Atlantic 
Charter. There might have been such 
a document; it was a noble idea expressed 
by the President and the Prime Minister 
but whether it was ever put in writin: 
and signed, I do not know. I have dili- 
gently inquired for the original docu- 
ment, but so far I cannot find it, and I 
do not know anybody else who has found 
it. If anybod id it, I want to: 


dy does fi 
it. The people all over the world are 


hink it 
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said by the 
President and the Prime Minister in that 


1 


relying upon things that were 


document, and they say we are bound to 
see that they are freemen. 

The next time I have a political cam- 
paign, if someone will come to my State 


and put into prison or kill my political 
> ] ) rY 
} 


f Ss, I will win; there is not an 
a ibout that at al ) n Greek 
opposed by a Britishd * Amer- 
ican t cs and Ameri 1 with 
Ameri insignia are k 1 t doe 
not stem f Atlantic C and 

ca ) » J ( t! 
world t] { ye 1! a hout pro- 
t t, t least tl i Sst prot t 

I \y the § oO nemt v 
hapy ed in the last Mr. Wilson 
had a grand idea o ( I nd 
took Am« n } im 1 
went oversea put t ( ! pr . 
cians oO! otl cou! € t up ) 
that the last thing ] id le! 

d I understar all \ 
to ha t t I ye, 1 not 
( He t ( yp Mr. ¢ ) 
V = I al Ol { ‘lre irom 
honorit certifi for 1 loaned 
tot f untr V n 
very badl and t S f of t 
Treasu had to t ] t had 
alread I 10oreda tft ioan H ost 
power when he came hi 2A en in 
health and spirit, and lost t pea 
That is where the ind work laid 


this war Are we § ¢ } 
same thing again just because we al 
in a hurry merely to 
or group of people? 
I am not referring to any one man. I 


please me people 





want to say to the Senator from Fiorida 
that I have no objection to any one man 
it is the group of men or the combination 
of men who are going to get together and 


present something in which I hope we 
can have confidence: but suppose they 
do not; then we have given them 
opportunities and given them the right 
to make the arrangements fo1 
dent of the United State 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. 
the only difference, if there is any, 
tween the Senator and myself, if he wiil 
permit me, is not in respect to objectives 
at all. The difference is that na- 
tor is putting his emphasis upon the au- 
thority of a group of Assistant Secre- 
taries of ate and I am saying that we 
can hold the Pre of the 
Unit ‘sponsible for what is go- 


— 
¥ 
‘ 


the S 


f 


cent 











ing on, and it is only P ident who 
can make these fateful de I 

Mr. CHANDLER OT ¢ irs I do not 
disagree with the Senat about wl 
the responsibility is, and if 1y boc l 
take tl! I n y of t ng nr t 
it does not make I diff nce } 
we confirm to | associated ' h t 
P cent and t is go yru 
‘ in ) DE ) 

in a I ] 

I t n I am I + ¢ 

iny I I ur I 
tl ng »t » Pr - 
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before the country, and they ought not | who votes for these things should walk | 


to want to go before it with the slightest 
bit of suspicion against their operations 
in the past, and their complete record 
of performance of affairs ought to come 
before the Senate and the people of the 
country, and until it coes I do not pro- 
pose to vote for their confirmation. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Florida yield to the 
Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I should like to ask 
the Senator from Kentucky if he has 
any doubt that the President will deter- 
mine our foreign policy, although it may 
vary from time to time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The President is 
bound to take advice from somebody. 
The President cannot know all the 
things that are involved in all these 
matters. No single citizen of the coun- 
try can know. I assume that these men 
ere going to be his closest advisers. It 
is barely possible that what he does in 
the future may be on the basis of what 
these men tell him. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Has the Senator 
not made public -statements recently 
that the President’s closest adviser was 
one who does not hold such a position? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not say he was 
his closest adviser. I said I thought he 
was one of them 

Mr. BREWSTER. Did not the Sena- 
tor name the man who he Said was re- 
sponsible for these appointments? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The man who I 
thought had as much to do about it as 
anybody else. 


| 


as closely with those who are endeavor- 
ing to reestablish the peace of the world 
as circumstances wii! allow. 

Senators have their responsibility, and 


| if they are satisfied, I have no quarrel 
| with them, but I have to be satisfied that 
| I have met my responsibility. 


Mr. BREWSTER. I hope the Sena- 


| tor from Kentucky did not misunder- 


stand. I share his concern, and I think 
we all have to realize that the situation 
is very difficult and very delicate. The 
Senator from Kentucky is one who 
knows how realistic certain gentlemen 
overseas are, Mr. Stalin and Mr. Church- 
ill. They have great responsibilities 
which they are carrying out to the best 


| of their ability. What should the Presi- 


dent do to call a halt in this matter? 
How would he do it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator and I 
have been associated in viewing some 


| Senators who have been pleading for a 


Mr. BREWSTER. How close is his | 


closest adviser? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithink as close asa 
dead heat, and that is the closest thing 
on record. 

Mr. BREWSTER. What I should like 
the Senator to enunciate is this: What 
would the Senator have the President or 
whoever is responsible for the policy, let 
us say in the Greek situation—and I 
share the Senator’s concern about it— 
what would the Senator have the Presi- 
dent do in that situation? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would take me a 
long time to tell the Senator all I think 
about that; but I asked Mr. Stettinius 
if there was any agreement that he as 
Lend-Lease Administrator knew of with 
the British that guns and tanks and 
planes furnished by us to the United 
Kingdom were to be used to kill our 
enemies or were they to be used to kill 
our friends. I wanted to know if there 
wes any such arrangement. I voted for 
the lend-lease bill. I have a responsi- 
bility that I am not trying to shirk, and 
I do not intend to shirk it. I voted for 
the war and I voted taxes on the people 
to support the war. I shall have to vote 
for peace when the war is over. I have 
seen freshly wounded men in military 
areas, as has the Senator from Maine. I 
have seen a soldier’s 1,000-foot stare 
in a 10-foot room. He had been there 
too long, and we wanted to get some 
relief. I have seen men bear things or- 
dinary human beings should not be 
called upon to bear, and I think a man 


long time for the adoption of a more 
realistic attitude, even in dealing with 
our friends. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to 
oppose my friends, when we are in a 
fight together against a common foe. 
As I recall, the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Russet] said that we are not en- 
joying very good relations if we cannot 
tell each other the truth. I will fight if 
my partner will fight with me, but if, as 
soon as I tell him the truth, he is going to 
join the other side, we are not very good 
friends, and the sooner I find that out 
the better off I will be. 

Never in my life have I blamed Mr. 
Churchill for being two-fisted and real- 


| istic and strong in his statements. The 
| Senator from Maine may recall that he 


said in his presence—I remember it— 
“IT will deal with anybody who will de- 
liver me what I want.” Did any Senator 
ever hear that statement? I know how 
to deal with one who has that attitude 
about things. I will deal with you if you 
deliver me what I want at any time, or 
with anybody else. 

I knew a year and a half ago or 2 
years that there would be an attempt to 
establish spheres of influence, and that 
one strong enough would dominate a 
sphere, and I knew some of those places 
were outside our sphere. It used to be 
said we were furnishing the tools and 
materials and our allies were furnish- 
ing the lives. Who is furnishing the lives 
now? We are furnishing materials to 
the amount of billions of dollars, and 
the casualties in the months ahead are 
going to be American casualties, on both 
sides of the world, in both active war 
theaters. The Senator from Georgia 
knows that to be true. 

The Senator has seen the attitude of 
people in distress and trouble; they will 
do anything for you; but when they are 
free, when the menace is no longer pres- 
ent, we have reason to believe sometimes 
that they think they may have done it 
without us, and that we were a nuisance, 
although we helped a little, that they 
were going to get through anyway. They 
think they are safe, and that changes 
their idea about things. 
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If I were in the position of aut! 
here I would say that the American ¢ 
gress did not vote for guns and tar 
be sent to England to be redeliv: 
some place where they could be u 
kill Greek patriots, merely because 
one did not want them to occu) 
offices in Greece; or to kill Italia) 
cause someone did not want Ital 
occupy the offices. Our thoucht 
rather that they would be used to | 
the peace, so that democratic go, 
ments could be established in those c 
tries, so that they could conduct 
own affairs with the governments 
wanted. So long as the will of any 
perialist is inflicted upon the will . 
democratic country, or on democ: 
that is not accomplishing what w: 
out to accomplish, and it is a moc} 
when we say it is.- It is not true. 

Mr. President, I voted for all t 


| things. I voted for them because, fi 
of these things. I have been one of the | 


I did not want Germany to win the | 
and I did not want Japan to win the \ 
I do not think Englana could have st 
without the help she got from us, a1 
am not embarrassed to say so. Idor 
think Russia could have stood wit 
the help she got from us, and it does 
embarrass me to say so. When they 
around distributing credit about v 
saved England, I state that Almi 
God alone saved England. They co. 
not have saved themselves, we could : 
have saved them. But England is: 

Mr. President, this is not a war | 
tween Fascist and imperialist powers 
least that was not the way I wanted 
I did not want to see a Fascist killed, and 
an imperialist putin his place. I did 
vote for these things in order to con- 
tinue to make slaves out of people al 
over the world. 

Mr. President, we disillusion millior 
of people if we say to them now, “/1l y 
have to look forward to is a return to 
slavery and your old masters.” No won- 
der no optimism could be aroused in In- 
dia over the war. It was because th 
had no hope, and when one’s hope 
taken away, everything is taken from 
him. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus- 
SELL] and the Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
BREWSTER] visited Egypt with me, in 
Iraq, and India, and China, and Arabi 
and the people said, “We have a right t 
be free. Unless you are going to give us 
a right to be free, let us die.” They did 
not even want hospitals; they wanted t 
die unless they could be free and be edu- 
cated. That was the highest expression 
of their hopes. 

Mr. President, I appreciate the in- 
dulgence of the Senator from Florida fo: 
yielding to me. I fear that all over the 
world now, in these pitiful countries 
which are living in slavery, the people 
are not only going to be continued in 
slavery, but American arms are going 
to be used to kill them, to kill thousands 
who would rise up to be leaders of their 
people. They are going to be killed so 
they will not have a chance. 

If I am told the men whose nomina- 
tions we are considering are going to 
have nothing to do with that, I am pre- 
pared to vote to confirm them in their 
offices, and let the President have any- 


desire It is said the State De- 
nt needs reorganization. I sub- 
every fair-minded man that mere 
bee! n satis fac tion u Mr. Stet- 
12 or 3 months s and come 
ngress and —" ‘We have 
udied this matter. The State 
nent should be reorganized, and 
carefully considered that, and 
re the men. These are the ones I 
If you let me have them, we will 
he responsibility.” 
I do not want my country and its dip- 
ts to follow the British, and I shall 
tte for any fellow who dresses up 
i breeches and spats and does 
hing the British want in order to 
abl », In some countries, as my 
ues who were on the trip with me 
e, _the highest compliment one 
an American diplomat was to 
that he looked like a Britisher. If 
mistock him for a Britisher, he was 
led to death. Ido not want that, Mr. 
President. I have no objection to the 
British. They are just as smart and 
courageous as any, but I want an Ameri- 
can diplomat to have the courage that 
cause him to look the other fellow 
the eye and say that a thing is either 
or it is not right, and that if it is 
ht we will go along, but if it is not 
t we will not be a party to it. They 
in control in Greece, and our pres- 
ill suffer. I do not approve that; 
American people do not approve it. 
I y Senator has to vote his own con- 
victions. 
If t had opportunity, I would vote to 
nd the whole list of the State Depart- 
ment nominees back to the President of 
t United States. It would not hurt 
vy to send them back and give us more 
time. Confirmation now might hurt 


could pay 


I have trespassed on the time of the 
Senator from Florida, and I apologize. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Florida yield to Me a 
moment? 

Mr. PEPPER. yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Remarks have been 
Senators not being advised 
¢ o the Atlantic Charter. I have a 
public document in my hand. The At- 

> Charter was made a public docu- 
ment on August 21, 1941, and I ask 
unanimous consent to have it reprinted 
in the REcorD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
"HomaAs of Oklahoma in the chair). Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKS. I may say for the 
benefit of the able and distinguished 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee that the Atlantic Charter was 
printed in the Recorp of December 13, 
that is last week, and it has been printed 
in the Rrcorp, I take it, previously. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
withdraw the request if it has been print- 
ed in the Recorp so recently. It has 
been on file as a public document of the 
Congress since 1941. 

Mr. BROOKS. If the Senator from 
Florida will indulge me a moment fur- 
ther, I should like to say to the able Sen- 


hile avuvuut 
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ator from Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER] 
hat I think h y spoke the voice of 
$0 percent of the peo} yple of America 

d k want to commend him for takin 


sition that t e will ~ thousands 





t] 

of boys who will lose the ir lives this very 
day in Europe, dying for something that 
they were told they were ing to 

for, but their ar 

bers of the Senate do not know what 
tl 

{ 

tl 





t 

> foreign policy of our Gov 

cay. When we are asked to hol 

» foreign policy of our Government— 
and we are aske d today by the distin- 
gui hed ¢ chairman of the For l 
tions Committee, the Senator fr m Texas 

Mr. Con YALLY] to uphold the policy of 
the President—then I think we ought to 
know what that policy is. At this time, 
when we are asked to confirm this 
nominee or that nominee on the basis of 
whether he will uphold the Govern- 
ment’s foreign policy, how can we vote 
intelligently unless we know what that 
policy is? We do not know what it is. 
he country does not know what it is, 
and the soldiers who are going to lay 
down their lives do not know what it is, 
and I do not know whether Stalin or 
Churchill know what it is. We have the 
Army, we have the airplanes, we have 
the ships, and America is making a great 
sacrifice. Therefore let us tell the whole 
world what our foreign policy is, and 
then select the men who will back it up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to inquire 
of the clerks whether the document just 
sent to the desk by the distinguished 
Senator from Texas is the original At- 
lantic Charter, whether it has b = 
signed by the British Prime Mini: 
and the President, or whether it is one 
of numerous copies. I have a copy. 

Mr. LUCAS. It is just a copy. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I am 
very much indebted to the able Senator 
from Kentucky |[Mr. CHANDLER] for the 
moving eloquence of his words. 

Senators say, “Well, what has all that 
got to do with these nominations?” 
The Senators who are members of our 
committee, I dare say, have not all 
had an opportunity to read the record 
of the hearings. Let me tell Senators 
what the Secretary of State himself de- 
clared to be the cardinal principles of 
the foreign policy of the United States, 
and then I want to point out what the 
omission was. 

Our major objectives may be stated very 
briefly as follows— 


I am reading from the statement of 
Secretary of State Stettinius which ap- 
pears on page 2 of the hearings— 

1. The fullest possible support in the con- 
duct of our foreign relations for our armed 
forces, so that the war may be won at the 
earliest possible moment. 

2. Effective steps to prevent Germany and 
Japan, after victory by the United Nations, 
from again acquiring the power to wage 
aggressive war. 

3. Establishment at the earliest possible 
moment of a United Nations ee ae 
capable of building and maintaining the 
peace—by force if necessary—for ¢ ations 
to come. 
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Mr. P nt > sil omission 
in that f nt by & ( e 
Stet ot the opie Ss ( ( [ - 
eign poli s the fact t e Atlan 
Charter w not referrec nt l 
or intimated in that é I 
IS l reason I am con j ut t 
sentiment in behalf of f litant de- 
fenese of the principles of t Atlantic 
Charter and the our f ! by the 


nt 1 I n 
Department of State. Senators will 
call that in the Foreign Relations Com 
mittee the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Grr 
LETTE] read these five declarations o 
our fore the S ary 
State and called attention to the omis 
sion of any referenc t 
Charter, and the 
agreed that at some future time 


tit) 





it was appropriate he would take actio 
to reiterat 
Charter so that everybody wi 
that we still stood for it. 

_ Mr. President, if it is only an afte 

10ought, if it is only upon 
a the “Secretary of State 
as one of our objectives in ou forei 
pelicy the 
we need to } 


the Secretary of State reflect 
and whether 


sent 


hi 
their own record reflect 
ts that indicate that they 





be milit 


as those set forth in the Atlantic Char 


ter and the “four freedom 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. P dent, wv 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr CONNALLY I do not want t 





Atlantic Charter, I think that 
ise and give consideration 
to whether these gentlemen chosen by 


he Atlantic 
*n the Secretary of State 
when 
n 
e the principles of the Atlantic 
uld know 


) 
take up the time of the Senator f n 
Florida, but the Senato1 that tl 
men were selected by the Secretary of 
St sta 
Mr. PEPPER. No; I did not say that, 
ir. I di oe intend t id I do not 
thi ! 1k Id 
er. came I thought the Sen- 
ator did 
Mr. PEPPER. Is! taf re 
time, and I may as well now, that 
in my opinion the re it of 
United States personally did not ir 
these nominations, and in my opinion, 
further, they did originate with the Sec- 
retary of State, and, in my opinion, fur- 
ther, the President of the United S S 
acquiesced in these nominations, b I 
repeat—and I have no information pro 
or con from the White House—I repeat, 
I do not believe that the President initi- 
ated these nominations. They are not 


consistent with his 
Mr. CONNALLY. Will the Senat 
yield further? 


whole political record. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Florida yield to the Sen- 
ator from Texas? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Constitution 
does not say anything about initiating. 
The Constitution says that the President 
shall nominate. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is correct. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The nominations 
come here under the President’s signa- 
ture, and I assume that he knew what he 
was doing when he sent them to the 
Sonate. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I should 
like at this point to make my position on 
this subject very clear. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. }tresident, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I will say that I am 
surprised that anyone should believe that 
the Atlantic Charter was issued in good 
faith. I conceive it merely as an anes- 
thetic to prepare the patient for the oper- 
ation. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, what I 
started to say was that in no sense, 
directly or indirectly, does the belief on 
my part that these nominations should 
be sent back to the President represent 
a repudiation of my esteem and affection 
for the President, my confidence in his 
integrity and his intelligence and in the 
spirituality of his views, but, Mr. Presi- 
dent, sometimes it is the part of a friend 
to protect a friend when the friend thinks 
that perhaps the other has been, not im- 
posed on, but induced to follow a policy 
which is not in the long run in further- 
ance of his own views or those of his 
constituents. I think the President of 
the United States would be very much 
heartened and very much encouraged to 
have the Senate come out with a declara- 
tion of policy that would reaffirm the 
sentiments of the Atlantic Charter and 
the “four freedoms.” I think if the 
President knew that in the conduct of 
our foreign relations—not in the making 
of our foreign policy; that is not his 
exclusive prerogative—but in the con- 
duct of our foreign relations he could 
depend upon it that he had behind him 
a majority or two-thirds of the Senate of 
the United States that would back him 
up in fighting for the principles of the 
Atlantic Charter and the “four free- 
doms,” it would mean more to him than 
any other single thing, save victory upon 
the battlefields, which could occur in the 
world today. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER. How do we declare 
that or accomplish that by repudiating 
the President’s nominees? 

Mr. PEPPER. I will tell the Senator 
how we declare that. In the United 
States, thank God, there is freedom of 
the press and freedom of the radio, and 
not only the American people but the 
members of our Government are in- 
formed about the deliberations and the 
discussions in the Senate; and if we let 
the American people, and let the Presi- 
dent, and let the Secretary of State, let 
our friends and our enemies, know that 
the significance of this action in carrying 
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these nominations over to January is that 
we want to impress upon our President, 
we want to impress upon our people and 
the world that we do redeclare the prin- 
ciples of the Atlantic Charter and the 
“four freedoms,” that we do advocate and 
determine to follow and enforce a for- 
eign policy which is characteristically 
American in this war—I say the sig- 
nificance of our action in rejecting these 
nominations would not be lost sight of 
either*by the President or by the coun- 
try, by our friends or our enemies in the 
world today. The American -people 
would know and the President would 
know that the Senate was aroused about 
this subject and that we are not going 
to lend our advice and consent to the 
selection of a State Department which is 
not known to have a record of militant 
advocacy of the principles which we want 


to be the sentiments of our foreig 
policy. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 


Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Has not the most 
conspicuous edvocate of recognizing the 
peril in the Pacific been none other than 
Mr. Grew, whose nomination we are now 
considering? For the past 10 years, in 
his messages to the State Department 
and the American people, he has pointed 
out the very peril which we have faced 
and warned us of the dangers to Pearl 
Harbor. He is the man whom the Sena- 
tor proposes to crucify. 

Mr.PEPPER. The Senator from Flor- 
ida, and I believe other Senators who 
share his views that this matter should 
go over until January 3, have no purpose 
to crucify anyone. I have not said any- 
thing of a disparaging nature about any 
of the gentlemen involved in these nomi- 
nations. However, I do say that I am 
not satisfied in the discharge of my re- 
sponsibility as a Senator, that at the 
present time this team, which was pre- 
sented to the United States Senate, re- 
flects the views of 135,000,000 people, or 
the sentiments which ought to be the 
sentiments of the United States Senate. 

Mr. BREWSTER. The man who re- 
ceived the mandate of the American 
people in the last election is the one who 
has made the selections; and it seems to 
me that he ought to know, even better 
than does the Senator from Florida, how 
to interpret the significance of that re- 
sult. 

Mr. PEPPER. This is the first time I 
have heard the able Senator from Maine 
accede to the proposition that the Presi- 
dent of the United States is the only 
spokesman of the American Government 
and the only one in public office who has 
public responsibility. 

Mr. BREWSTER. The Senator from 
Florida knows very well that throughout 
almost all the period of my service in 
Washington I have supported the policies 
of the President of the United States in 
foreign affairs, as far as I was able to fol- 
low the sometimes tortuous course; and I 
still recognize that the President is pri- 
marily responsible for the conduct of our 
foreign policy. I accept the results of 
the election; and if we can find out how 
he stands and where he stands, I shall 
be happy to continue to contribute my 
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support. But I cannot see how we 
get anywhere by kicking around 1} 
whom he has selected to assist 
That does not seem to me to be su 
ing the President. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, ¢] 
portant thing which is facing the 
ate today is not how the President 
but how the Senate stands. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr.CHANDLER. There is no p1 
here to send Ambassador Grew b 
the place where he performed his 
est service for the American peo 
there? 

Mr. PEPPER. No. 
is correct. 

Mr. BREWSTER. I had suppose 
the way to recognize meritorious 
service was by promotion. I don i 
lieve that even the Senator from Koen- 
tucky would suggest sending Mr. ¢ 
back to Japan as Ambassador nov 
I should not say that for that r 
should not use him in any other p 
particularly in the place for whi 
would seem to have been rather nh: 
selected. The Senator from Ken 
has been the chief advocate of our look- 
ing toward the Pacific. No one 
more about the Pacific and the Far | 
than does Joseph Grew, who woul! 
responsible for the conduct of the 
of Under Secretary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proposal 
put Mr. Grew in the place which he : 
mally held. I am frank to say that I 
believe an examination of his r 
would convince anyone that he did 
distinguish himself in that position 

Mr. BREWSTER. Would not the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky recognize that 
the past 20 years even he has impro\ 
somewhat in his knowledge of pu 
service? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am willing to : 
mit it: but I cannot quite understand t 
position of my friend from Maine. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Was it not 20 3 
ago that Mr. Grew served in that p 
tion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator : 
that he has supported the Preside 
foreign policy. I admit that he did 
many things. Yet he is not sure nov 
to the direction in which he is g 
The Senator has said that the Amer 
people gave the President a mand 
continue to handle our foreign aff 
That certainly was over the protest 
the Senator from Maine, because I :‘ 
peared at a public meeting with |! 
when he did anything but advocate : 
proval of the President to do anythi! 
except to return home. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BREWSTER. I pointed out t! 
perils which we now confront, and | 
chaos in our foreign policy; but the « 
quence of the Senator from Kentu 
was such that the American people v 
ed the other way. SolI believe the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky is hoist by his o' 
petard in advocating « man whose vi 
he now says he is utterly able to 
cover, 


The able § 


CHANDLER. 
-y has said no sucl 
d his vie' im 
rom Maine did; and on forei 


r 


ng, the Sena 
m Maine and I joined in advocat- 
principal m es advocated by 
ident. I went before the peo- 
| explained to them that I thought 
measures Which the President had 
ted were very good. Then the 
or from Maine told them that not- 
anding the fact that he had voted 
me of the measures, he thought it 
i be a good thinz to let the Presi- 
home, and let Mr. Dewey con- 
‘affairs from then on. At least, 
; the way I understood him. 
BREWSTER. The Senator from 
cy will agree that in our di 
in the Middle West I made it rather 
that in my judgment, if we had 
y, we would have a consecutive 
tent foreign policy, and that 
picuous characteristic was ca- 
to administer. I had hoped that 
nificance of this change in 
Department was an indication 
men of the character and standing 
e men would give stability to our 
n policy. I have been a cordial 
yrter of Secretary Hull, but I believe 
in the administration of the depart- 
it below his position the situation has 
- less happy. I had hoped that 
ht indicate that now we really 
oing to have a team which would 
rd a consistent policy in our 
n afiairs, and one which would 
nand the respect of all the nations 
he world. 
CHANDLER. The Senator and I 
e together on that point, and if he 
:<s this team is the kind of team 
h Mr. Dewey would have had if he 
i won, I have no objection, if the 
tor himself is satisfied. In foreign 
irs I have been a devoted and con- 
ant supporter of the President of the 
Inited States. I have been a supporter 
Cordell Hull ever since I was a bare- 
ot boy in western Kentucky. I have a 
olution in the committee of th2 Sena- 
or from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] which 
ems to be sleeping rather peacefully, 
to give Cordell Hull a medal. I submit- 
ted it on the day when the announce- 
nent was made that his services had 
een terminated. I do not see how the 
Senator from Maine can hope for con- 
uity in 4 years when we are going on 
to 16 years without the continuity which 
1e sO devoutly wishes 
Assuming that the President is to be 
1e boss, and now that Mr. Hull has 
ne, he wants Mr. Stettin‘us to be his 
right-hand man; the Senate has not 
blocked that desire; but now the pro- 
posal is to organize a new team. I wish 
that every member of the team were as 
skillful as Sammy Baugh at passing, and 
as capable as Bronko Nagurski at buck- 
ing the line. I wish that every time a 
play is called the team could make a 
touchdown for the American people. 
But the team has been recruited very 
quickly, and there has been a quick hud- 
dle. They have come out of the huddle 
too quickly, and have announced to the 
xC—608 
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le on we ca 

tion 

ple put us out; am we are not in office 
they will n t in. Of course, if my 
friend is satisfied, that is quite all right 
If I were satisfied, I would not he 
to vote 

Mr. BREWSTER. How 

Or expect a suvordl 

-ps down in the Departm 
what the policy is going to be wh 
to be determined by the President 
the Secretary of State? What w 
the Senator think of a secretary in his 
office who went stand and told 
what the Senat« r to do? v 
long would he 
How can the Sen 
to outline for us 
the President an 
State, into wl 
entering? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Presider 
get his advice through hi 
through these appointees. 
not very long ago Mr. P 
cial envoy to India, wrt a lette1 
President of the United States ad 
ing conditions in India. Something 
happened, and that letter leaked out. 
Mr. Phillips had nothing to do with the 
leak, but it leaked out, and the contents 
of it became generally know 
special envoy of the Unitec 
not advise ident 
to conditions in 
out offending one o 
things have come to 
contents of that letter becam 
ally known. Mr. Phillips sta 
letter that Mr. Churchill said, 
tions in India are none of your busin 
and they are none of the busine 
people of the United States.” 

Mr. President, I disavow that. 
ject it. We have thousands of boys wh 
are going to die in India. We hav 
thousands of boys who are fiying the 
hump of the Himalayas three times a 
day, the most hazardous flight known 
to man, risking their lives over there, 
carrying supplies to China. The Sena- 
tor on my right knows that. He flev 
that. He knows about it. 

We <cre irrevocably committed 
whatever happens in India, for bett 
or for worse. If conditions grow worse, 
our boys will be killed. The condition 
surrounding those boys are of vital ct 
cern to every father and mother in the 
United States. Yet we are told that i 
f our business. 


none ol 
Mr. President, we are asked to 


i 


does th 


santo *f 
I ae 


hillips 


f 
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tL with respect 

country with- 
ur allies or friends, 
a pretty P 


rea approve 
the nominations of these men whom, I 
say, the President will, at least in a 
measure, have to listen to, and get advice 
from. The President will not be able 
to go to all the other countries and to 
find out the conditicns there. I do not 
know enough about the advice they will 
give him. I know something about what 
some of them have done in the past, and 
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States is. In due course, Mr. President, 
I undertake to say—and I am not at- 
tempting to speak for him either—the 
President of the United States will speak 
up, and when he speaks some Senators 
who do nof understand him now will un- 
derstand him then, the same as they did 
when he spoke last fall in the campaign 
of 1°44. 


No foreign policy! Everyone, of 
course, is concerned with the Polish and 
the Greek problems; but what Senators 
on the floor of the United States Senate 
have more information than the State 
Department and the President of the 
United States with respect to what is go- 


ing on in Greece and in Poland at the 
present time? Mistakes have been made, 
and there will be more; but some who 
now criticize the foreign policy and are 
now demanding action of some kind are 
the very ones who in the future will, I 
unhesitatingly say, attempt to sabotage 
practically any foreign policy the Presi- 
dent of the United States may undertake 


| 
| 
| 


to submit to the United States Senate, | 


and I know whereof I speak, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
Rt, 


Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President 
Mr.LUCAS. Ihave not the floor. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. 

should be in keeping with everything that 

is done by Russia and by England, the 

Senator can be sure of one Senator who 

is going to take that stand. 

Mr. LUCAS. Ihadno reference to the 
views of the Senator from New Mexico; 





I co not know where he stands upon | 


foreign policy, and it is none of my busi- 
ness with respect to where he stands. 
That is the individual responsibility of 
each Senator, but I know what the situ- 
ation is with respect to a number of 
people in this country and as to how they 
feel about the Commander in Chief and 
the President of the United States. I 
know that nothing he may do in respect 
to the war or otherwise will be correct 
in their minds; and the first opportunity 
they have to condemn and criticize and 


raise an issue here in this great crisis | 


they will not hesitate to do so. I do not 
know what the future holds in store. I 
repeat, I do not know what the views of 
the Senator from New Mexico are. Iam 
not asking him to follow me in this 
argument. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. 
Charter. 

Mr. LUCAS. Very well; the Senator 
is for the Atlantic Charter. There are 
many for the Atlantic Charter now who 
condemned it to the high heavens when 


I am for the Atlantic 


the Atlantic Charter was agreed to by 


the Prime Minister of Great Britain, Mr. 
Churchill, and President Roosevelt, and 
the Senator knows that. It was con- 
demned on the floor of the United States 
Senate, Senators stating that the Presi- 
dent had no right, no power, and no au- 
thority to sign the Atlantic Charter, and 
that he was doing something which was 
contrary to the Constitution of the 
United States. Yet today in the Senate 
the Atlantic Charter is held as the one 
thing which everyone wants to hang on 
to this very moment. At the time it was 
signed, however, it was the subject of 
ridicule. Harsh words were spoken on 


the floor of the Senate and in the press 





If the foreign policy | 








hostile to the administration, because 
the President dared do what he did in 
the signing of that charter. Yet today 
in another crisis I have not heard one 
Senator say that the Atlantic Charter 
is not the one thing the American peo- 
ple should adhere to. It would seem to 
be the cornerstone for a future peaceful 
world. I certainly respect the great 
ideals which were laid down in that noble 
document. I have endorsed it time and 
time again. If the peace of the world 
can be fashioned upon the Atlantic Char- 
ter, we will have the kind of peace for 
which the Senate and the citizens of 
America hope and pray. 

Mr. President, what I am talking 
about at the moment is the constant 
criticism which comes at every turn of 
the road. Just let one reverse occur in 
the diplomatic efforts of the State De- 
partment, or let one reverse come along 
vith respect to the military or the Navy, 
and gentlemen do not hesitate to rise 
and talk about the conduct of the war, 
or the conduct of diplomatic affairs on 
the foreign front, at a time when, if ever, 
there should be unity. 

Obviously I am _ concerned about 
Greece and Poland. Everyone who loves 
liberty is alert to their current troubles. 
But before I get out in front upon such 
a delicate proposition, before I would 
undertake to discuss the Polish or the 
Greek situation, I certainly should want 
to know all the facts. I would want to 
know all the facts before I gave to the 
people of the United States an opinion 
as to what I thought should be done with 
respect to the controversial questions 
that are raised in the present diplomatic 
dispute. 

After all, under the Constitution the 
Senate has something to say about these 
questions. I ask the Senator from 
Michigan and other Senators who are so 
much concerned about this matter, 
What is their view? They will tell me 
that is a matter for the President to tell 
the country, then they will agree or dis- 
agree with him as they see fit, but under 
the Constitution we can give him ad- 
vice, whether he chooses to follow it or 
not. 

Mr. President, I say to Senators, be- 
fore they condemn and criticize they 
had better lay before the country their 
own views, based upon their own knowl- 
edge of the facts about these serious mat- 
ters which affect the life of the Nation, 
and affect the lives of our boys who are 
fighting abroad. It is our duty as Sena- 
tors under the Constitution to do so. 
No one can complain about the other 
fellow if he has a plan, but when men 
speculate and tear down without offer- 
ing anything as a substitute, I submit 
they promote the cause of disunity when 
unity should be the watchword of the 
hour. 

I do not defend anything I do not 
think is right. I never have done so 
upon the floor of the Senate, and I never 
will, so long as I am a Member of the 
Senate, but I believe that, outside the 
members of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, I know perhaps as much about 
what is going on in Greece and Poland 
as any other Senator. Until I know 
more, until the State Department or the 
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President believes that the time is rich; 
to give us more facts, I shall ref; 
from giving advice. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, jj! 
the Senator from Florida yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am rather cur. 
prised at the statement made by my « 
tinguished friend, the senior Sen: 
from Illinois, when he says that t!] 
who are criticizing the administrat 
now are the very ones who desire to 
otage anything the administration «¢ 
Many times I have not agreed with + 
distinguished Senator from Florida [\y. 
PEPPER], but I have said on this fi 
before, and I wish to say again, that 
there is one man in the Senate who } 
predicted in advance what the edmin- 
istration was going to do, and whom ap 
parently the administration has follow 
more than any other Member of the S 
ate, it has been the distinguished junior 
Senator from Florida. He has predicted 
time and time again what the course 
of this country was to be. Certainiy 
no one can say that he at any time has 
tried to sabotage the war effort. I can- 
not believe that the distinguished Sen 
ator from Illinois had that in mind wh 
he was talking about the distinguishe: 
Senator from Florida, the distinguish: 
Senator from Pennsylvania, and my col 
league, the junior Senator from Mon- 
tana, because if there are three men i 
the Senate who have voted 100 percent 
with the President, it has been th 
three Senators. 

Those who are leading the fight against 
the pending nominations—and, frankly 
I have not made up my mind how I sha! 
vote, because I wish to hear the argu 
ments—are not those who were opposec 
to our country getting into the war. 
Those who are leading the fight against 
the nominees are those who were the 
loudest in their insistence on getting the 
country into war. 

I call attention to the editorials in 
the magazine PM. I call attention to 
the fact that it is those who are con- 
nected with the so-called P. A. C. who 
rendered such distinguished service in 
the last campaign, it is those who repre- 
sented the National Farmers Union— 
who are at the present time leading the 
fight against the pending nominations. 
Whether they are right or whether they 
are wrong is a serious question in my 
mind, but they have been the ones lead- 
ing the fight. 

When it comes to Poland and to Greece, 
I do not believe there is a man on tke 
floor of the Senate who do€és not depre- 
cate what has been done. he Sena 
says that we should announce what v2 
know about the conditions. We know 
that England had an agreement with 
Poland to the effect that she would come 
to the rescue of Poland. We know also 
that before that Russia had an agree- 
ment with Poland that they would pro- 
tect Poland. We know they had an 
agreement with Finland that they would 
protect Finland, that they had non- 
aggression pacts with Poland and with 
Finland. They violated those agree- 
ments. Whether we can do anything 
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about it I doubt very much, because Mr. 
Churchill has said that he has given up 
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Poland and is turning 
He proceeds further to say that every- 
thing he has done has been with the tacit 
knowledge of our administration. 

Perhaps the administration cannot do 
enything about it. I do not think any 
Member of the Senate knows what our 

reign policy will be in the future. I 
do not think the President himself at 
he present time can say what our for- 
eign policy will be, because it all depends 
in my judgment, on what Russia is going 
to do and what Britain is going to do. 
How can anyone stand on the floor of 
the Senate and say what we are going to 
do with respect to our foreign policy un- 
til we first know what Russia is going to 
do. because Russia today holds the trump 
card. and there is not very much we can 
do about it? She has the trump cerd, 
and there is not much we can do if she 
says, “We are going to take all of Poland, 
we are going to take all the Baltic re- 
publics, we are going to take all of the 
Balkans, we are going to take the Dar- 
danelles, we are going to take all of Fin- 
land and have a sphere of influence in 
Norway.” If she wants to say anything 
like that, what are we going to do about 
If Russia says, “We are going to take 
over Manchuria, we are going to take 
over a large part of China,” what are we 
going to do about it? If England says, 
“We are going to take over Greece, we are 
eoing to take over France, we are going 
to take over Holland, and this and that 
country,” what are we going to do about 
it? 

Mr. President, I should like to know 
what our foreign policy is going to be, 
but in fairness and justice to the Presi- 
dent I do not believe that he can possibly 
say what the foreign policy of this coun- 
try is going to be under the circum- 
stances. There is no living man in this 
country who can say what the foreign 
policy is going to be. 

A little more than a year ago a man 
from New York came to my office and 
told me he came to pay his respects. I 
said, “Sit down.” He said, “Senator, Ido 
not agree with you.” I said, “I do not 
want to get into an argument with you, 
but about what do you not agree with 
me?” He said, “I do not agree with you.” 
I said, “Do you not agree with what I 
think about the post-war situation”? 
He said, “That is right.” I said, “You 
tell me what I think about it, because I 
do not know what to think aboytit. But 
if you tell me what part Russia is going 
to play in the post-war situation and 
what part England is going to play, then 
I can tell you what I think aboutit. But 
until that time there is no living man in 
this country who can tell what position 
he himself is going to take if he is honest 
with himself. He may tell you what he 
would like to say or do, but what he is 
going to do under a given set of circum- 
stances he cannot now himself say.” 

Mr. President, it certainly is not the 
so-called isolationists— whatever is 


it? 


meant by that term—who are opposed 
to the nominees. They are not the ones 
who are leading the fight against them. 
Those who are leading the fight against 
the nominees are those who were the 
leading interventionists, the leading in- 
in this country. 


ternationalists lt is 


it over to Russia. they who are leading the 
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ficht 
the President's n 

Mr. President, in my judement 
Churchill is taking the position he now 
takes because of the fact that he is 
ried about what Russia is going to do. 
He has said he wants to maintain control 
over the Mediterranean, the British life- 
line to the East. So what is Mr. Church- 
ill’s position now? He is 


Jent 


wore- 


looking after 
England and the British Empire. And 
what is Russia doing? MRussia’s Mr. 
Stalin is looking after Russia first. But 
if a Senator rises on the floor of the 
Senate and says, “I want to look after 
the interests of America first,’ he is 


branded as an isolationist. 

Mr. President, after a visit to Europe in 
1823 I said that the only permanent so- 
lution for Europe was the establishment 
of a united states of Europe, and I have 
not changed my mind in that respect. If 
today Russia, England, and the United 
States of America could get together and 
work out a united states of Europe, a 
federation of states, perhaps two or three 
federations of states, it would result in 
the greatest blessing that could come to 
Europe and the European people. Unless 
something of that kind is worked out I 
do not see much hope for the small na- 


tions of Europe at the present time. 
They are going to be taken in one by one 
by larger nations, and be absolutely 


under their domination. 

Mr. President, we hear much about 
power politics. The game of power 
politics is being played today with per- 
haps greater intensity in Europe than 
ever before in the history of the world. 
How is it going to be stopped? We pos- 
sibly could have stopped it at one time 
by saying, “We are not going to give you 
any more iend-lease.” But how is it to 
be stopped today? I am not criticizing 
Russia, but I say that Russia today 
stands in the position where she has the 
whip hand. In my humble opinion, Rus- 
sia will not only dominate eastern 
Europe but if she dominates the so- 
called middle Europe, including the Bal- 
tic and the Balkan states, she will domi- 
nate all of Europe. That is not only my 
opinion, but that is an opinion which has 
been expressed over and over again by 
some of the leading British magazines in 
recent months. 

Mr. President, I am not criticizing the 
President’s foreign policy. I am not 
criticizing him because of the fact that 
he does not make any statement of pol- 
icy, because I can appreciate the serious 
situation which faces him at the present 
time. No man living, not even the Presi- 
dent of the United States, is in a posi- 
tion to say what our foreign policy is 
going to be until he knows what other 
nations are going to do. 

Frankly, Mr. President, I do not like 


MacLeish. I think he is incompetent as 
a poet. I think he is incompetent as an 
executive. I do not think he has made 


a good Librarian of Congress. I think he 
made a failure of it when he was in 
charge of a bureau from which he was 
later removed—the Office of Facts and 
Figures or of Pigures and Facts. I do 
not think he knows much about figures 
or facts, either one. I think he will make 
a@ failure in the State Department or 
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anvwhere e he mav be } B t if 
‘ +t cide ry d 
‘ 
rr this ¢ S T ) Yn > hea 
r y shou re € ne ¥ 
ao t | < rrve oT - 
m s and T' em - 
mer I would not « 
' ) were appointed. But nr 1asI dis- 
like some of them I am inclined to vote 
for them, because if I vote against them 
I know that me of my Gistineu ed 
colleagues will say that I probabh d 
against them because I did n the 
President Of course that is foolish. 
Some I ‘“cONns ha\ e said were 100 
percent for the President when I s not 
I have not been 100 percent for the Presi- 
dent, but under the circum ne in 
the « Is we are facing at t pre t 
time, I am inclined to think that the 
President should have the kind of ad- 
visers he wants in the State Departmen 


even though I do not as 
he is getting 
Mr. LUCAS. 
Senator yield? 
Mr. PEPPER. I yield 
Mr. LUCAS. I do not 
agree with some of the my 
friend the Senator from Montana has 
said. But he has attempted to state 
position of the Senator from Fl 
and others who are carrying on 
debate in a way that is not quite 
ing to the facts, as I see them. 


ree | 


Mr. President, will the 


altogethe 
things that 


ra 


r dis- 


the 
rida 

this 
accord- 


I raised 


the question of foreign policy in the 
brief statement I made I never raised 
an; question with respect to what the 


Senator from Ficrida and other Senators 
are doing here. Ilema deal like 
the Senator from Montana in respect to 
some of these appointments. I am not 
so sure that I would have done the same 
thing that the President has done. I may 
not even vote for all of them. That was 
not the point I raised. I was talking 
about the question of foreign poli 

which was raised, and the question of the 


good 


President stating his foreign policy. The 
Senate from Montana more or less agrees 
with what I said with respect to that 
phase of the question. I know that the 


moment the President undertakes to 
state his foreign policy, he will be in 
plenty of trouble with the Senate as the 


result of what is going on throughout the 


world. I make the prophecy that some of 
those who are condemning and criticiz- 
ing the President for not stating a for- 
eign policy will be among the first to find 
fault with the foreign policy when he 
states it 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 


the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. If I correctly under- 
stood the Senator, the statement to which 
I referred was that those who are criti- 
cizing at the present time are t! who 
would try to sabotace the foreign policy. 


ose 


Certainly the magazine PM. and the 
group of internationalists in New York 
who follow it blindly, wanted to get into 
the war. As I have previously stated, 


the Senator from Florida, v 
have repeatedly disagreed, | 

again forecast every step th 

by the Administration with 1 
its foreign policy. No othe! 
the Senate, and, so far 


h whom I 
time and 
was taken 
erence to 
mber of 
L know, no 
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other man in the country, has so accu- | those on the other side have known no 
| rules, and have inflicted the worst things 
| that could be visited upon a nation. I 


rately predicted the steps which were to 

be taken as has the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 

President, will the Senator yield? 





Mr. PEPPER. I yield to the Senator | 


from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I 
wanted, if it be possible, to impress the 
views which I sought to impress with- 
out success upon the Foreign Relations 
Committee when it recently met in ex- 
ecutive session. I endeavored to paint 
the picture as I saw it then in the news- 
papers, of the predicament of little 
Greece, and I endeavored to show that 
little Greece was treated abominably, 
and that her people are being shot down 
by the weapons which we ourselves sent 
to our allies for their protection. 

I shall speak for only 3 or 4 minutes. 
I sought to show that Greece was a 
peaceful little nation of peace-loving 
people, and while we were talking about 
the peace which we were to write here- 
after, or the peace which we proposed 
to inflict upon the various combatants, 
I was endeavoring to show the injustice 
which we did to that small country. 
There is no one to speak for them. I 
tried to recall to our committee at that 
time the fact that there was once an 
occasion when our Congress presented 
a resolution in behalf of Greece. It was 
at a time when Greece was fighting for 
her life. 

I had nothing to say against the vari- 
ous candidates whose names are before 
us. I have nothing to say against them 
now. I simply sought to have the For- 
eign Relations Committee give voice to 
the expression that we deprecated the 
treatment accorded Greece and re- 
gretted to see our weapons used in shoot- 
ing down her peaceful people. 

I met with no success. I find no fault 
with anyone on that account. I do not 
find fault with any man who disagrees 
with me on any subject whatever which 
comes regularly before this body. When 
no one would respond to the endeavor 
which I made, to have at least a brief 
resolution drawn saying that we sent 
our sympathy to those people who were 
making the fight for liberty, I had to give 
up. Whenno member of that committee 
would join with me, I had to let go, of 
course. 

Mr. President, we can solve the whole 
problem with which we are dealing in 
this case by simply writing a two-line 
resolution expressing the sympathy of 
this body for Greece. and saying that 
we believe in liberty for her. We are 
the precursors of liberty in this war. We 
are the ones who hold out the oppor- 
tunity to all small nations to live their 
lives as they please and to choose the 
form of government they wish; and yet 
we sit here and debate the question of 
whether small nations shall have a right 
to select their own form of government, 
or whether they must, under pain of 
being shot down like dogs, surrender 
to a superior power. 

I do not speak in any hostility to any 
power or any nation, or to anyone who 
has felt the bitterness which has come 
from this war by reason of the fact that 


ee Ee 


speak not concerning the nominees whose 

names are presented to us. They may 
oe all that we would seek. I speak not in 
criticism of them, but I do speak for this 
little nation, which has tried to do its 
duty. When it tried to du its duty in its 
youth, it had the sympathy of the Ameri- 
can people, expressed in the form of a 
resolution by the Congress of the United 
States. 

When I was a boy, I used to recite the 
poem relating to the particular matter 
in which Marco Bozzaris was then acting. 
He acted for the Greeks. Senators will 
recall the incident. As the hours went 
on, and as the Turk was slumbering in 
fancied security, suddenly there came 
the alarm. 

The men who made the fight then were 
brave men— 

They fought like brave men, long and well; 

They piled that ground with Moslem slain, 
They conquered—but Bozzaris fell, 

Bleeding at ever vein. 


But his battlecry, as he rushed forward 
in behalf of his people, was the famous 
cry we all learned in our youth. Of 
course, I speak as the oldest Member of 
this body. When I say we all learned it 
in our youth, perhaps I should say I 
learned it in my youth. When it came 
to finding the poem Marco Bozzaris, on 
which all our people had rung the 
changes during that period, I had great 
difficulty in locating it in our Library: 

Strike—till the last armed foe expires; 

Strike—for your altars and your fires; 

Strike—for the green graves of your sires; 

God—and your native land! 


They struck. They fought. They died. 
Bozzaris died. ‘They formed the little 
Republic of Greece, with its ultimate 
government of one sort or another. 

It is now that I would preserve them, 
when we have the right of preservation, 
by virtue of the fact that we furnished 
the arms that enabled others to assault 
and attack them. 

Mr. President, I see the Senator from 
Florida on his feet. Does he wish to say 
a word at this time? Perhaps he has 
the poem in full before him. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am sorry, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I hope the Senator will quote all 
the poem. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I have 
quoted only a few lines; that is all. 

I wish I could discuss at greater length 
what is happening in Greece and in Po- 
land. I wish I could tell the Senate 
what is occurring there, of men and 
women shot down, shot down like dogs, 
and that, too, with weapons we furnished. 
Good God, do we not have time to pause 
for just an instant, in passing, consider 
the fate of these people, and say “We 
sympathize with you. Perhaps we will 
be unable to aid you as we should aid you. 
Perhaps we will be unable to see that 
you are protected in the fashion that we 
would wish. But we will say at least 
that our sympathy is with you, and we 
would like to see you successful.” 

Merely by saying that, it seems to me, 
we would solve all the problems of to- 
day—merely by saying, “We are here, not 
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to see that Britain’s will is done, not to 
see that some other country’s will is 
done, with poor people and with little 
people, but we are here to see, as well as 
we can, that you have at least our sym- 
pathy, and we will not write another 
bloody story of Greece and of Poland 
We will not partition Poland again and 
we will not permit the partitioning oj 
Poland again.” 

That is all we would say. We would 
not act in any warlike spirit, or endeavor 
in any way to insult or to attack our alli 
or our neighbors. We are glad of their 
success, and are glad to see them suc- 
ceed in any way that they may. But 
for this great country of ours, this great- 
est country of all, this country which 
leads the world in its desire for peace and 
its desire to see justice done, let us say, 
“There will be no more bloodshed there. 
There will be no more bloodshed and no 
more people killed in those countries.” 
Let us say that, and let that little bit be 
our contribution to this singular, awful 
situation that we now observe. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] 
just said that at one time we might have 
controlled the actions of Britain and 
Russia by withholding lease-lend goods. 
I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that I submitted a reso- 
lution, directly after we passed the lend- 
lease bill, asking that Congress lay down 
conditions under which we would give 
lease-lend goods to the Allies. I thought 
at that time, when we were not in the 
war, the United States could by such 
action dictate a just peace for the world. 

I believe now that if the Senate had 
seen fit to act favorably upon my resolu- 
tion it would have gone a long way 
toward securing for the world a just and 
equitable peace. 

But that was not done, and today we 
are confronted with the question 
whether Europe is being divided up. We 
do not wish to see that done. Every 
Member of the United States Senate 
wishes to see a just and equitable peace 
established, because if we are to have a 
lasting peace it must be just and equita- 
ble. I care not what machinery we 
may adopt to try to keep that peace; 
if it is not just, it will not be a lasiing 
one. 

If I thought for one moment that vot- 
ing to delay action upon these five nom- 
inations would give us a more just pecce, 
I would vote for delay; but here are the 
conditions, as I see them: The Secretary 
of State needs the advice of able men. 
He is in the most critical period of the 
war. He has to face difficult problems 
and he needs advice and counsel, I do 
not believe we should delay action upon 
these nominations. I believe every Sen- 
ator on this floor, by the time this de- 
bate is completed—and I hope it will not 
take too long—will have made up his 
mind how he wants to vote on the nomi- 
nations. I, personally, feel that we 
shouid try to support the President in 
such matters, for he has a great re- 
sponsibility. Even though we might not 
have appointed these men, we should 
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m their 
they are not qualified. 


appointments unless we 
Mr. President, I hope the Senate will 

unduly delay action on these nomi- 
at a time when so many im- 
nt questions are confronting this 
tation and the world. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I think 

| of us will agree that the views which 

been expressed by Senators have 
ntributed to a better understanding of 
is whole question. 

In view of the reference which was 

ide by the able Senator from Mon- 

na (Mr. WHEELER] which I am sure 
me only from his magnanimous spirit, 
nite the reluctance we have to dis- 
uss matters which are personal to us, 
I will say that I feel a particularly keen 
ponsibility about the kind of peace 
» will have after this war. I was one 
the earliest to advocate an affirmative 
licy on the part of the United States 
Government against the dictators. I 
iid not advocate such a policy because I 
was a warmonger, as some who misun- 
rstood said. 

Serators will recall that I have said 

it I was in Germany and other coun- 
tries of Europe in 1938. I had talked to 

ir Ambassadors, Ministers, and consuls 
I had seen Hitler three times, 
nd I had heard him speak. I heard 
Mussolini speak. I became convinced 
that the dictators were dangerous bul- 

s who could be stopped only by use of 

The question was whether we 

uld stop them over there with the aid 

of those who were their first victims, or 
low the front-line defense to collapse, 
nd later combat them alone, with all 
1e bloodshed and treasure we would 
1ave to expend in order to resist them. 

I feel, Mr. President, that we have a 
unique responsibility confronting us, and 
that we want to win not only a victory 
but win the peace. It is my deep-rooted 
conviction that the gentlemen who have 
been nominated by the President are not 
the kind of warriors whom I should want 
to put on the battle front for the kind of 
peace I want to see. Very little, if any- 
thing, in the record of most of these men 
is identified with or related to the kind 
of militant democracy which I believe we 
purpose to preserve through the victory 
we expect to ‘vin in this war. 

It is said that this is the President’s 
responsibility. There is not a Senator in 
this Chamber, and but few people in the 
country who are informed about public 
matters, who do not know of the loyalty 
and fidelity which I have tried to extend 
to the President of the United States. I 
have agreed with him, and I have fol- 
lowed him because I have agreed with 
him. He has never sent me word as to 
how he wanted me to vote on any ques- 
tion. I have agreed with what he has 
stood for, and in my own heart I believed 
that it was the correct policy to follow. 
If, while I am a Member of the Senate, 
there ever comes a change of adminis- 
tration and some other President advo- 
cates the same policies as those which 
have been advocated by President Roose- 
velt, to the best of my ability I shall try 
to subscribe to those policies. But I shall 
be frank with my colleagues and state 
that this slate of nominations for the 


bila 


ons 


tnere. 


| 
| 
} 
| 


State Department is out of character | 


with the President of the United States. 
I do not know whether he initiated the 
list. I have a personal feeling that Mr. 
Stettinius handed to the President this 
list of nominations. Perhaps the Presi- 
dent said, “Very well.” At any rate, I am 
not responsible for any vote except my 
own. I have always tried to treat with 
great respect and deference any Senator 
with whom I disagreed, and I only ask 
them to extend the same respect to me. 

But I have to answer my own constitu- 
ents in accordance with my conscience, 
and I would not care if the President 
should come down and tell me that he 
liked these nominees. I do not and I 
have a right to say so. I believe that the 
President will make the greatest mistake 
he ever made if he has these gentlemen 
as his advisers during the dangerous 
days of the peace. I can prove that he 
has already had similar experience since 
he first came to the White House. 

I have before me the book by Mr. Sum- 
ner Welles entitled “The Time for Deci- 
sion.” Mr. Welles makes a point in a 
paragraph on page 6 of the book, which 
I read: 

During the time that tl 


1e legislation 


Mr. Welles is talking about the legisla- 
tion which we enacted under the name 
of the Neutrality Act, the effect of which 
was to deny to the Republic of Spain 
the right to buy arms with which it 
might defend itself against the Fascists 
who were beginning the world war in 
Spain with supplies, munitions, and 
equipment furnished by Italy and Ger- 
many. What Iam about to read is what 
Mr. Welles states in his book, and I do 
not believe that, with the exception of 
the President of the United States and 
Mr. Hull, there is a man in America who 
is better informed concerning what has 
taken place during the last decade of 
American foreign policy than Mr. Welles. 

Mr. Welles states: 

During the time that the legislation was 
receiving final consideration in Congress, and 
at the moment when the official spokesman 
for the Department of State was making the 
statement above quoted, the President and 
the Secretary of State were absent from the 
country attending the opening session of the 
Inter-American Conference for the -Main- 
tenance of Peace at Buenos Aires. 


Mr. Welles says further: 

I have always believed that if the President 
had been in Washington during the weeks 
he would at least have explained to the Amer. 
ican people wh) the measure was unwise and 
why it was so extremely prejudicial to the na- 
tional interests of this country. In the long 
history of the foreign policy of the Roosevelt 
administration there has been, I think, no 
more cardinal error than the policy adopted 
during the civil war in Spain. 


Mr. Welles was then, I believe, Under 
Secretary of State. He tells in a con- 
sidered work, his book, that it was 
not the President of the United States, 
that it was not the Secretary of State, 
but that it was some spokesman for the 
Department of State who advised the 
Congress of the United States to enact 
that neutrality law. 

The effect of that law was to assure the 
downfall of the Republic of Spain, and, 
in my opinion, to cause us to lose the 
first battle of the war. I should not 
say the first battle; I should call it the 
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third battle of this war. The first was 
in Manchuria, the second was in Ethi- 
opia, and the third was in Spain. Spain 
was the third fror vhich w opened 
by the Axis agai qemocra 5 [ 
the world. The _ recon idation to 
which I have referred did not « na 
with the President, if Mr. Wel may | 
believed, and not \v 1 the Sec ry of 
Sta It originated with s ne in 
the Department of State who was here in 
the absence of the President, and his rec- 
ommendation became the fo! n po 

of the United States of America with 
respect to Spain. 


Mr. President, that is one case. I 


wisn now to refer to another. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, before the 
able Senator continues, will he yield to 
me in order that I may sug t the ab- 
sence of a quorum? 

Mr. PEPPER. I shall be very glad to 
yield. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk « i the roll 


and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken Guffey 


Overton 
Austin Gurney I ye 
Bailey Hall Ra T 
Bilbo Hatch Ree 
Brewster Hawkes R 
Brooks Hayden I ld 
Buck H I 
Burton Holman I 
Bushfield Jenner £ ad 
Butler Jol 1, Calif h 
Car J I ( i 
Cara v La F te I s, I ) 
Chandler I I I ( ‘ 
Chave Luca I { h 
Clark, Idaho Mc< 1 I 
Clark, } Mc¢ an I 
Conr McFa 1 T 
Cor McK \ , 
Da er M ne W 
Da Ma na W 
D Vv ey M W r 
Ferguson M v 
G M kK v 
Gei Mur 
Gillette Nvy¢ VW . 
Green O'Mahoney Wilson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventv- 
eight Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is prt 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


+ 
seni 


A message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. McLeod, one of it 
clerks, informed the Senate that Hon 
E. E. Cox, a Representative from the 


State of Georgia, had been elected Speak- 
er pro tempore during the absence of the 
Speaker. 


The message announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 1481) to 
amend further the Civil Service Retire- 
ment Act, approved May 29, 1930, 


amended, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to tl 
following enrolled bills, and they were 


signed by the Vice President 

S.1602. An act authorizing and directir 
the Secretary of the Inte e 
Winnie Left Her Behind a patent in fee 
certain land; 

8.1746. An act authorizing i direc 
the Secretary of the Interior t e ) 
Peter A. Condelario a patent in fee t ertain 
land; 
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S.1925. An ect to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue to Charles 
F. White a patent in fee to certain land; 

S. 2026. An act authorizing the issuance of 
a patent in fee to Richard Pickett; 

S. 2071. An act to eliminate as uncollecti- 


ble certaif credits of the United States; and 
S. 2208. An act providing for the transfer 
of certain property from the Home Owners’ 


to the United States for 


Loan Corporation 
national-park purposes. 


NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State. 

Mr. PEPFER. Mr. President, my at- 
tention has been called to the fact, and I 
gladly mention it, that Mr. Dunn in an 
executive session of the Foreign Relations 
Committee took exception to the state- 
ment of Mr. Welles in his book, which 
I just quoted, so there is involved, I sup- 
pose, a question of veracity and ability to 
know the facts as between Mr. Dunn and 
Mr. Sumner Welles. I will say, that Mr. 
Welles in my opinion is a careful his- 
torian, and it is unlikely in my opinion 
that Mr. Welles would have written a 
book and put down a fact so important 
as that I have just read without being 
sure of it. 

That is one instance to which I have 
referred of the spokesmen of the State 
Department determining the foreign 
policy of the United States. Now there 
is another case to which I should like to 
advert, alo mentioned in Mr. Welles’ 
book, and I shall read certain excerpts 
beginning on page 61: 

Partly because of the issues involved in the 
Spanish civil war, and partly because the real 
nature of Hitlerism was becoming increas- 
ingly apparent, the President determined to 
make a vigorous effort to persuade public 
opinion that in its own interest the United 
States should propose some constructive plan 
for international action to check the forces 
of aggression before they succeeded in engulf- 
ing the world. For this effort he selected 
the very heart of isolationism, the city of 
Chicago. In an address delivered there in 
October of 1937, which aroused great oppo- 
sition, he said: 


Then the next page and one-half con- 
tain quotations from the President’s 
quarantine speech in Chicago in 1937. 
Mr. Welles continues on page 63: 

The statements were made solely upon the 
President's own initiative. Among certain 
members of his own administration—those 
who should have been most ready to support 
his position—they were met not only with 
deep-rooted antagonism, but with a depreca- 
tion that was by no means hidden. 


Then I omit a part and read this state- 
ment: 

The President was only too fully aware 
that the peace was daily being more gravely 
imperiled by the German and Italian Gov- 
ernments Their course had its Japanese 
parallel in the Far East, and as the bandit 
nations drew together, their respective poli- 
cies became more and more clearly synchro- 
nized. Even though public opinion here was 
not yet alive to the danger, and even though 
the American people were not yet willing to 
support any forthright and preventive policy 
on the part of their Government, the Presi- 
dent was convinced that, because of his re- 
sponsibility to defend the national interests, 
he should nevertheless try by every possible 
constitutional method to check the progress 








\ 


of the totalitarian powers in their aim of 
world domination. 

In October 1937 he considered one step of 
this kind which he could take at once. On 
the coming Armistice Day at a White House 
meeting of all the diplomatic corps, he would 
deliver a message to the other governments 
of the world. He would state that he had 
reached the final conclusion that, unless the 
nations of the earth speedily resumed their 
observance of those fundamental rules of 
conduct which the judgment of 19 centuries 
and the experience of recent years has dem- 
onstrated as being necessary in relations be- 
tween states, world peace could not much 
longer b2 maintained. He would continue by 
saying that doubtless some would predict 
that, because many efforts to better the 
chances of preserving the world peace had 
failed, this new effort would also fail. He was 
unwilling to accept any such prediction as an 
excuse for a failure on his part to make one 
more fervent appeal. He would state that he 
was making this appeal in the knowledg7> held 
by every man and woman in every nation 
that if new wars broke out, and no binding 
accord existed covering rules and measures to 
mitigate their horrors, especially the horrors 
involving civilian populations, no man could 
say that such a war would not destroy all that 
which was salvaged from the First World War. 


He says further: 


At the time that the President was consid- 
ering this plan— 


That is, the plan to make that state- 
ment— 


At the time that the President was consid- 
ering this plan, the Nine-Power Conference 
was about to inaugurate its sessions in Brus- 
sels in order to make a final attempt to pre- 
vent Japan from continuing her policy of 
armed expansion in eastern Asia. If the 
President's world-wide appeal had been made, 
its impact upon Japan would have strength- 
ened the hands of the powers at Brussels. 

Were his proposals to be accepted, the Pres- 
ident was considering the creation of a work- 
ing committee of 10 nations, representative 
of all regions of the world, to elaborate a 
clear-cut agenda on the basis of which a 
world agreement might later be obtained. To 
this executive committee the President would 
have invited representatives of the Euro- 
pean powers not already directly involved in 
acute major controversies, together with rep- 
resentatives of the American republics and 
of nations of the Near East. Simultaneously 
he would have advised the governments of the 
other powers that they would be kept com- 
pletely informed of all developments taking 
place in the executive committee in order 
that their suggestions and views might be 
given full consideration. It was hoped that 
the proposal in itself would lend impetus to 
the efforts of Great Britain and France to 
prevent any further deterioration in Euro- 
pean affairs. 


I now come to the middle of page 66, 
and I call the attention of my colleagues 
to the following passage: 


The project which the President had under 
consideration was almost hysterically opposed 
by certain of his closest advisers. They in- 
sisted that it involved great dangers to the 
prestige of the United States. They argued 
that any such dramatic appeal to the nations 
of the world on Armistice Day would be high- 
ly unwise unless the President had earlier re- 
ceived, at least confidentially, the assurance 
that the British or the French Government 
would not regard it as running counter to 
negotiations which they already had in hand 
or to policies upon which they had previously 
determined. 

Consequently, the President for a short 
while reluctantly postponed action. 
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Why, Mr. President? Upon the advice 
of his closest advisers, obviously in ¢) 
State Department, who argued ac 
the policy he wanted to carry out in the 
hope that it might stop the coming of the 
war. 

Mr. Welles then proceeds to tell how 
the President, upon the advice of } 
closest advisers in the State Departm: 
eventually decided to issue an appea] ; 
Britain. Then he tells how the Chan 
berlain government so responded that 
the President had to abandon his pro- 
posal entirely. 

This is Mr. Welles’ conclusion on 
69: - 

This chapter in the President's effort 
avert the impending world crisis must 
ways remain a subject for speculation. In 
November 1937, the Eurcpean situation 
still fluid. While Hitler had undoubt¢ 
already fully formulated his plans i: 


operation with the German General Staif, 
the policies of Italy were far from crystalliz 
The full participation by the United s 
in such a world-wide effort to keep the peace 
as that envisaged by the President migh t 
have given Italy pause. It might have re- 
sulted in a radical modification of Japanese 
policy. Under those conditions Hitler would 
have been forced to think far more carefully 
before embarking on his last moves toward 
world war. In November 1937, an appeal 
by the President, and the constructive pro- 
gram he had in mind, might well have ral- 
lied a still vocal public opinion in Eu 
sufficiently to have changed the course of the 
events of the next 2 years. 


In other words, Mr. President, we are 
solemnly told by the Under Secretary 
of State that it was the advice of the 
President’s advisers in the State De- 
partment which deterred the President 
from taking the course which in his opin- 
ion was best calculated to stop the com- 
ing of this war. Mr. Welles speculates 
as to whether or not this war might 
have been stopped had the President 
continued in the policy which he wished 
to pursue, and had he not been dis- 
suaded from that policy by his closest 
advisers on the subject of foreign policy. 

Those are two instances, Mr. Presi- 
dent, coming not from a newspap 
columnist, not from an editorial in the 
press, not from some Member of Con- 
gress who might rest his opinion on 
hearsay, but from the former Under Sec- 
retary of State of the United States, 
who I believe is one of the best in- 
formed men in the Nation about the 
country’s foreign policy in past years. 

What is proposed in these nomina- 
tions, Mr. President? 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Bringing what the 
Senator has read into focus with these 
nominations, it seems to me, from my 
viewpoint, that the heart and soul of 
a durable peace, and the heart and soul 
of any successful organization to achieve 
durable peace, is the right of self-de- 
termination by peoples capable of self- 


government. Does not the Senator 
agree with that sentiment? 
Mr. PEPPER. Undoubtedly. That is 


one of the essentials which we envisage 
after the war. 


— Fas 
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Mr. MILLIKIN. I think so. There- 
fore it would be interesting to know 
ther these gentlemen had been ques- 
ned as to their views on that subject. 
fr. PEPPER. I was coming to that. 
thank the Senator for hastening my 
sress a little. 
Mr. President, what is proposed here? 
As Secretary Stettinius told us, a com- 
te reorganization of the Department 
of State. There is authority to add two 
w Assistant Secretaries, for which au- 
rization did not previously exist. 
hat is meant by that? 

Mr. Stettinius told us that he meant to 

p the Under Secretary of State and 

five Assistant Secretaries of State, 

1 one to be the head of a division. 
Ve all know that those men were chosen 

» head particular divisions in the De- 

irtment of State, and that 'n the re- 

ganization of the Department the 
Secretary contemplates’ establishing 
clear vertical lines of authority in his 

n organization 

What is it that he proposes? He has 

cted Mr. Joseph Grew to be Under 
Secretary. Mr. Grew was a distin- 
uished ambassador. He is an honor- 
ble and very able gentleman. So far as 
Iam personally concerned, I believe that 
Mr. Huil pursued the right course in the 
election of an Under Secretary by se- 
lecting a man younger and more vigor- 
ous than he was to carry out the ad- 
ministrative functions of the Depart- 
ment. That is the category in which 
Mr. Stettinius came to the Department, 

and I think it was a wise choice. I 
would today readily vote to confir-a the 
nomination of Mr. Stettinius as Under 
Secretary of State. Frankly, I believe 
that he would be a better Under Secre- 
tary than Secretary. 

I should prefer to have an older man, 
with more experience, more nearly like 
Cordell Hull, at the helm of the Depart- 
ment of State, rather than a younger 
man, with less experience, whatever his 
personal virtues and excellencies may be. 
The principle is, Old men for counsel 
and young men for war—Cordell Hull the 
Secretary and Mr. Stettinius the Under 
Secretary. Now Mr. Stettinius is revers- 
ing the order. He is a young, vigorous, 
able man, at the head of the Department 
of State, and he has selected as Under 
Secretary a man who is 62 years of age, 
I believe, a man with a great past, but 
obviously not a man of great physical 
vigor and vitality. 

It is my understanding that it is the 
duty and function of the Under Secre- 
tary to be in charge of the adiministra- 
tive functions of the Department. We 
know of the necessity of a demarcation 
between the administrative function and 
the general policy function of the De- 
partment. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does not the Sena- 
tor suppose that the reason he selected 
Mr. Grew was his own inexperience? 

Mr. PEPPER. That may be true. 

Mr. WHEELER. In my judgment Mr. 
Stettinius does not know very much 
about foreign affairs. 
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Mr. PEPPER. He has not yet had long 
experience. 

Mr. WHEELER. The only experience 
he has had has been as the head of a 
great steel company, and his connections 
with large corporations in this country. 
His experience in and knowledge of 
world affairs certainly are extremely lim- 
ited. I assume that “he selected Mr. 
Grew because of the fact that Mr. Grew 
had had so much experience. I have not 
the slightest doubt that the Senator is 
correct in thinking that Mr. Stettini 
will rely upon the judgment of Mr. Grew 
in many international affair 

Mr. PEPPER. I believe that if that 
were the purpose of the Secretary, if I 
may express my own opinion, it would 
have been far better to have made Mr 
Grew the counselor of the Department 
of State, the position once held by Mr. 
Moore, and to have a younger man to 

andle the routine administrative af- 
fairs, which so tax the strength of any- 
one holding that position. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the Sen- 
ator believe that Ambassador Grew has 
ever shown any lack of ability in his 
long experience of 40 years in the Diplo- 
matic Service of the United States, which 
would justify the Senator making such 
a remark as that, to the effect that he 
is disqualified from being Under Secre- 
tary of State? It seems to me that that 
remark is entirely unjustified from any 
possible standpoint. During the 12 years 
that I have been a Member of the Sen- 
ate, I have never heard anyone who made 
a finer impression on every member of 
the committee than did Mr. Grew the 
other day when he appeared before the 
committee to testify in his own behalf. 
If the Senator has anything to say 
against Ambassador Grew, I think he 
ought to bring it up, instead of discussing 
the question of his age. 

Mr. PEPPER. I certainly did not say 
anything to indicate his disqualification, 
or to disparage the character or ability 
of Mr. Grew. I think he is one of the 
finest gentlemen I have ever known. He 
has had one of the most distinguished 
careers that any of our diplomats ever 
had. I merely was speaking about the 
organization which was envisaged by the 
number of nominations which were sent 
here. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Senator will permit me to 
interrupt, let me say the Senator cer- 
tainly knows that Am! assador Grew was 
Under Secretary of State 20 years ago, 
for 3 years, and he made a very excellent 
record which has never been atacked in 
any manner, shape, or form. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania is 
mumbling something, I notice. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I said 
I should like to know who sent the ma- 
rines to Nicaragua. Who was Under 
Secretary of State then? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, Senators have been making points 
of order. I will make the point of order 
that the Senator from Florida has 
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spoken three times today. I do not 


wish to make a point of order; if 
the Senator from New Mexico wishes to 
begin to make points of order, I i 
nake the point of order that the Ser r 
from Florida has spoken oO 
day on the pending subj 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Pri I t 
making any point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Very \ 

Mr. President, the Senator cer 
familiar with the fact that Amba 
G1 wa distir il re - 
tary of State 20 | ex 
plained 1e€ co other 
aay, toward e end of |! l 
der Secretary of State, not on his orders 
but on the orders of someone else, t! 
marines were sent to Nicara i If tl 
Senator from Pennsylvania to 
bring up that matter at th me, I think 
it might very well be gone in But t 
matter was brought up in the C - 


tee on Foreign Relations, and was ¢ 
nh 1ined by Mr. Grew. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will t) 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield 

Mr. HATCH. I had no intention of 
making any point of orde1 iinst the 

able Senator from Missouri. As a mat- 
ter of fact, there were three able Sena 
tors sitting by my side, al i 
were speaking at the same time. I r« 
to ask that they speak at different tim 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. At Ik 
two of the Senators were speaking sotto 
voce. They had not risen from their 
seats. They had not claimed the flo 
It so happened that I could hear what 
the distinguished Senator fr 
sylvania distinguished Senator 


an +) Qa 
and th 


from Montana were saying, but they had 
not chosen to engage in the debat 


Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield 

Mr. MURRAY. I do not believe the 
Senator heard anything I said, because 
I did not say anything. * 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not 
have the floor. If I had the floor, I 
should be glad to yield, and t iebate 
with the Senator. 

GUFFEY. Mr. P lent, will 
the Se ‘nator yield? 
Mr PEPP ER. I yield 
Mr. GUFFEY. I will explain that t! 
Senator from Pennsylvania v tryin 
to enlighten the Senator about. some of 
the weaknesses = Mr. Grew That 
why I used the tone of voice I did 
I spcke in a low "tone of voi One cf 
the most disgraceful episodes in our his- 
tory was when we sent over 2,699 marin 
and 115 officers to Nicaragua in 19 
Two of the officers and 10 privates were 
killed, and 35 others died. They were 
not sent there to kill bandits. They 
were sent there to keep down a labor 
strike. The laborers wanted 
wage. I know about that, becauss 
in Mexico at the time. 

I was simply trying to tell the Sena- 
tor that. I did not wish to bring it up 
today. But the Senator has necessi- 
tated my mentioning it, by pointing out 
that I spoke sotto voce. 


on St 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
I do not wish to interrupt the Sen- 
from Florida, who has the floor, 
if that matter is discussed, I shall 
be glad to-discuss it either in the time 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania or the 
time of the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire 


dent 
ator 


but 


to suggest that while all these intimate 
explanations and discussions are occur- 
ring on the other side of the aisle, we on 
this side of the aisle wish to be permit- 
ted to hear. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


Senator will state it. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I wish to say I have 
not undertaken to be technical or to in- 
voke against the Senator from Florida 
the rule with reference to the number 
of times a Senator may speak on a sub- 
ject during one day, or anything of the 
sort. I think the Senator from Florida 
been a little too generous in yield- 
ing to Senators to make speeches in the 
midst of his own speech. 

As I understand the rule, if a Senator 
vields for any purpose except a question, 
he yields the floor, to the extent of having 
made one speech. The rule is that no 
Senator shall speak more than twice 
during the same legislative day on the 
same subject. In all fairness, I wish to 
caution about that matter. 

Mr. President, I do not make any 
charges that what is occurring here is in 
the nature of a filibuster. But a very 
prominent columnist said last night over 
the radio that a patriotic filibuster 
would probably start today. So I feel 
that I must insist on pushing along and 
considering these matters as rapidly as 
possible. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield in order that 
I may ask a question? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. By any 
chance did theevery prominent column- 
ist happen to be a blackmailer and a 
kidnaper? 

Mr. CCNNALLY. I would not discuss 
that. But the matter before us is the 
confirmation or non-confirmation of Mr. 
Grew. During the debate today almost 
everything except Mr. Grew has been dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I think 
it is the consensus of those who have 
heard the debate today that, except for 
two or three interruptions, the debate 
has been germane to the subject. Sen- 
ators on both sides of the aisle have par- 
ticipated in it. I think it has been con- 
ducted in fairness and in good faith. I 
am sure we shall try to continue to con- 
duct it in that spirit. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am sure the Sen- 
ator is not opposed to the confirmation 
of the nomination of Mr. Grew because 
he believes Mr. Grew is dishonest or cor- 
rupt, but largely because he feels Mr. 
Grew belongs to a different school, and 
that he served as Under Secretary of 
State under Mr. Hoover, and belonged to 
that school, whereas in the recent elec- 


Mr. President, will | 
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tion one of the principal criticisms of 
the Republican candidate was that he 
was Mr. Hoover’s candidate, and now we 
find that Mr. Grew, who was Under Sec- 
retary of State and one of the dominat- 
ing forces in Mr. Hoover’s foreign policy, 
is now to be one of the dominating forces, 
if not the dominating force, in the pres- 
ent administration. Is that correct? 

Mr. PEPPER. I was going to make a 
generalization when I referred to all the 
nominattons, Mr. President. If the 
Senator will permit me to defer con- 
sideration of the personalities of these 
gentlemen for a moment, I should like 
to say that I was endeavoring to point 
out that the nominees represent a re- 
organization of the State Department 
and that they are all to be heads of divi- 
sions. ach is to be the head of a divi- 
sion in the Department. Mr. Grew is to 
be the Under Secretary of State. Mr, 
Rockefeller is to be head of the Division 
on Latin-American Affairs. Mr. Claytcn 
is to be head of the Economics Section. 
I assume that all matters of an economic 
significance will be handled by the divi- 
sion which Mr. Clayton will head. 

Mr. James C. Dunn is to continue in 
the position he has as political adviser, 
which means that it will be his duty and 
his function to advise the Secretary of 
State upon the politics of all these move- 
ments, upon the characteristics of these 
movements, to advise him whether a 
given group of men coming down from 
the mountains is a group of bandits, as 
Mr. Churchill says the ELAS are, or 
whether they represent a group of in- 
surgents in the country who are trying to 
take the government out of the hands 
of the Quislings and put it into the hands 
of the patriots. He will be the man who 
will give his opinion on those matters to 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. LUCAS. Who is now in that po- 
sition? 

Mr. PEPPER. I think Mr. Dunn is 
now in that position. Mr. President, I 
am not sure that is altogether to his 
credit, because somewhere along the line, 
I cannot help but feel, there has not 
been the expression and declaration of 
policy on the part of the United States 
Government, in many decisions which 
have been taken, which are altogether 
as the American people feel they should 
have been, and I am willing to assume 
that the President of the United States, 
in respect to many of these matters, has 
been advised by those under him, whose 
duty it was to advise him. 

Mr. CHAVEZ and Mr. SHIPSTEAD ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Florida yield, and, if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. PEPPER. The able Senator from 
New Mexico first asked that I yield to 
him. If the Senator from Minnesota 
will defer for a moment, then I will yield 
to him. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, with 
reference to career men whose appoint- 
ment the Senator has been discussing 
this afternoon, the objections I have 
heard to men of that type are along the 
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same line of those the Senator from 
Florida has outlined. The objection of 
the people of the United States is that 
these career men do not know the neo; 
of the United States. They want to 
mistaken for young Churchills or s 
thing of the sort. 

That is one of the reasons why 
thought that pcssibly if the President 
nominated someone from the rank 
someone who absolutely knew Podunk, 
not just the country club, or somethir 
of that sort—such a person might cet 
along well not only in Sovth America 
but in Europe. I should like to see the 
President nominate people who re 
understand and practice the views of the 
people of the United States. 


— 


that is a proper stand. At the hearin 

I asked what were the views of General 
Holmes about the character of the per- 
sonnel who should be in our Foreign 
Service. He said he had not formulated 
any program or policy, but he had some 
ideas on the subject. However, he did not 
volunteer any of them to the committee, 
so none of us has the slightest idea what 
are to be the criteria of the character of 
the personnel of our Foreign Service. 

Having in mind what the Senator from 
New Mexico has intimated and what the 
editor cf a St. Petersburg, Fla., newspa- 
per had in mind when he said, in speak- 
ing about what we should do, “We need 
to actually go back to some of the early, 
almost ‘corny,’ values of the American 
people,” I asked General Holmes if he 
expected to have a democracy of oppor- 
tunity in our Foreign Service. I meant 
by that whether poor boys would have a 
chance to enter our Foreign Service and 
become consuls, ministers, and ambassa- 
dors all over the world. I said to General 
Holmes at that time that although eating 
with a knife might not be the criterion of 
a diplomat, I wondered whether he was 
going to disregard altogether the more 
rugged virtues. I would much prefer to 
have in the State Department and in the 
Foreign Service some persons who do eat 
with their knives, than to have every- 
one connected with our Foreign Service 
stripped of the rugged virtues which are 
characteristically American. Those in 
our State Department and our Foreign 
Service are not faithful representatives 
of America when they cease to be domi- 
nated by the democratic sentiments for 
which American men and women are dy- 
ing over the world in these sad days. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator now yield to me? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPFSTEAD. Possibly we have 
been misinformed, but the general talk 
has been that the President has been his 
own Secretary of State. I do not know 
whether that is true. If it is true, I think 
it is safe to assume that he will continue 
to be his own Secretary of State. 

Mr. PEPPER. What I was attempting 
to establish was that in the very nature 
of things even President Roosevelt, with 
all his colossal ability and universality, 
cannot handle all the detailed policies, 
and of necessity he will have to rely, in 
their fields, upon the advice these gentle- 
men will give him, 
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SHIPSTEAD. Will 
1it another question, Mr. 

r. PEPPER. I yield. 
r. SHIPSTEAD. If all these nomi- 
ions are confirmed, does the Senator 
ik our foreign relations in the future 
n be in any worse shape than they have 

1 in the last few years? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I will say 
there could have been Departments 
State vastly worse than the one we 
ve had in the years past. I ask Sen- 
; to note the change in the character 
the State Department which will occur 
the Senate advises and consents to 
e nominations. I seein the Chamber 
able senior Senator from Tennessee 
ELLAR]. There never was a 


the c 


~ 


Presid 


» he 


Mc 
ater or a better man who ever sat in 

» chair of the Secretary of State than 

rdell Hull, of Tennessee. How does 

mer Secretary Hull compare to our 
nt Secretary of State, with all his 
‘jlence? To my knowledge, Mr. 
dent, Cordell Hull never in his life 
ide more than $15,000 a year, which 
his salary as Secretary of State. He 
born in a log cabin. He came up 
m the mountains of Tennessee and 
m the pure stock of that area. He was 
f the people, and he spoke the people’s 
ments. When Cordell Hull declared 
policy of the Department of State it 
me aS near being the voice of the 
ple as any voice which could be found 

1 America. 

Mr. Stettinius has had no such back- 

und as had Mr. Hull. He has had no 

h environment. He has had no such 
ociations. He had not been bred in 
he rugged school of Cordell Hull. I 
ould be willing to agree with Secre- 
tary of State Stettinius’ choices without 
remonstrance provided he had handed 
a list of colleagues who had a little 
more Hull in them than those whose 
nominations have been sent to the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD and Mr. CLARK of 
Missouri addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Florida yield, and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. PEPPER. I first yield to the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. Hull and the 
President together have handled foreign 
affairs. In the Senator’s opinion, they 
are both high-minded men. Who is to 
blame for the position which we are 
now in? 

Mr. PEPPER. It is due to a combina- 
tion of circumstances, and I think we 
cannot disclaim responsibility alto- 
gether, because, while we have been in 
session for a long time, the Senate has 
expressed no opinion, and we have given 
no advice to the President as to w! we 
think he should do. For that reason I 
was hopeful that we would reject the 
nominations and say to our distin- 
guished President, “Mr. President, we 
merely want you to know that we are 
not satisfied. We merely want you to 
place a firm hand on the helm of the 
Ship of State. We want you to begin 
speaking the sentiments of the Atlantic 
Charter, and, God helping us, we will 
back you up just as loyally as the men 


Ate 





on the fi 


ronts who are backing 
you uy ° 


ouri. 
iator yield? 
SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 

have just one further question. 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Judging from the 
Senator’s record, and his strong person- 
ality, I assume that he will not object to 
the Senate having a voice and a mind of 
its own from time to time. 

Mr. PEPPER. I certainly shall not 
object, and I hope the Senate will take 
advantage of this occasion at least to 
indicate a general point of view. I do 
not want it to indicate a point of view 
against the President. If I have said 
a word that has been construed as be- 
ing against the President of the United 
States, I have said it unintentionally, 
and I have had no purpose to say it. 
But today I believe that in the chancel- 
lories of ~he United there are 
those who are watching with eagerness 
to what United States 
will do. They know we in America are 
not satisfied with what has been taking 
place. We have seen the regional doc- 
trine put into effect which will lead to 
nothing but the old balance of power, 
which has led to wars ever since the 
beginning of Europe. While we were 
talking about the Dumbarton Oaks con- 
ference, and while Mr. was 
very ably leading in the formation of 
that conference, we saw alliance after 
alliance formed between the belligerent 
powers. We saw nations parceling out 
possessions and spheres of influences. 
By the time the objectives of Dumbarton 
Oaks shall have become a reality, there 
will be nothing left. Already the for- 
eign policies of those nations will have 
become determined, and we will all be 
back again to where we started, with 
conditions which cost millions of lives in 
the First World War and more millions 
in this present war. There will remain 
only a question of the date for the 
beginning of the next war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
tor has been attacking the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Stettinius, as I understand, 
on the ground that he has as much as $2. 
The Senator is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations and also is a 
very distinguished Member of the Sen- 
ate. Did he vote against the confirma- 
tion of Mr. Stettinius either in the com- 
mittee or in the Senate? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I say to 
the Senator that I was not pre at 
the time of the confirmation, but if I had 
been here, I should gladly have voted 
for confirmation. I stated that 
ago. But I did not expect every man in 
the Department to be a St 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have for- 
gotten whether the Senator was present 
at the committee meeting, though I re- 
call that the only vote cast against Mr. 
Stettinius’ confirmation in the Senate 
was that of the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. LANGER], If the Senator voted 
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Mr. PEPPER. No, Mr. President; I 
said it was my impression that these ap- 
pointments did not originate with the 
President, and I based that upon the im- 
pression I have that these gentlemen, 
teken as a team, are out of character 
with Presid: nklin D. Roosevelt. 
Mr. CHAVEZ and Mr. CONNALLY ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
enator from Florida yield, and if so, to 
wnom? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield first to the Sen- 
ator from New Mexico. 





aT yee 


Mr. CHAVEZ. Even if the Senator 
from Missouri were correct, no one is 
cenying the right of the President to 


appoint whomever he pleases, including 
the six nominees whose names have been 
subm But after all, the Senate does 
have ain responsibilities under the 
Constitution. The nominations must be 
confirmed with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. According to the procedure 
now, all it has to do is to ratify, to con- 
sent, but was the advice of the Senate 
soucht in all the progressive steps? 

Mr. PEPPER. I have heard of no con- 
sultation with the Senate. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Will the Senator 
yield now? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. This morning the 
newspapers quoted the Senator from 
Florida as making the following state- 
ment—I do not know whether it is cor- 
rect or not, but it is in quotation marks: 

We do not feel that these nominations orig- 
{nated with the President, or represent his 


iter 


Ut 
cert 


personal wishes. They were submitted to 
him, and he acquiesced. If we postpone ac- 
tion the President will have an opportunity 


to send a new list of names in January. 


Is that correct? 

Mr. PEPPER. I do not recall stating 
about them conforming to his wishes. 
Leaving that out, the rest of the state- 
ment conforms pretty generally to my 
sentiments. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The press had this in 
quotations. It is an article by Mr. Al- 
bright, the correspondent. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is substantially 
correct, and I have told the Senate the 
sense in which I meant it. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes; but the Sena- 
tor now eliminates “or represent his 
personal wishes.” 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I do not 
recall using the words “personal wishes.” 
The sense of what is in that auotation is 
what I stated and what I think now. It 
is substantially correct. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The implication is, 
on reading the whole article, that the 
President did not know what he was 
doing. 

Mr. PEPPER. No, Mr. President. This 
would not be the first time the President 
hed ever been imposed on. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator said 
a while ago that his reason for opposing 
all these nominations was that they were 
not of the pattern, or something of the 
sort, the President had followed hereto- 
fore. Is that correct? 

Mr. PEPPER. I said there was a great 


change in the character of the team from 
that of the team there was in the State 





Department before the reorganization. 
That is what I meant to say. 

Mr. CONNALLY. In all candor, I sub- 
mit to the Senator from Fiorida, who is 
better qualified and knows his mind bet- 
ter as to whether the team suits him, 


the President of the United Siates, or | 


one of the Senators here? 

Mr. PEPPER. Insofar as that par- 
ticular question is concerned, obviously 
the President, and I was not denying him 
that right in any sense. I merely ex- 
pressed the opinion that the character 
of this team in the State Department 
just proposed was not, as I have under- 
stood the philosophy and attitude and 
point of view of the President, consistent 
with the President’s sentiments. Of 
course, the President acquiesced in the 
appointment of these gentlemen. He 
may have chosen them, for all I know. 
I merely expressed the personal opinion 
that he did not originate the nomina- 
tions. But whether he did or not, the 
issue which is presented to the Senate 
is whether to advise and consent to them, 
and I do not believe that team will lit- 
erally and with enthusiasm carry out 
the foreign policies and sentiments of 
the President as I understand them. At 
least, I do not think they will carry out 
my views of what should be done so far 
as the foreign policy of this country is 
concerned, and I have a right to with- 
hold my agreement to their confirmation. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Of course, no one 
questions the right of the Senator to vote 
against every one of the nominations. 
He has the power to do as he pleases, and 
to vote for them or against them. The 
Senator has indicated that these men 
are not satisfactory. Has the Senator 
a list of people who would be satisfac- 
tory which he would like to submit to the 
Senate so that we could send it over and 
advise the President? 

Mr. PEPPER. I am not sure that it 
would be outside the constitutional scope 
of authority of a Senator if he did so. 

Mr. CONNALLY. That is why I am 
suggesting it. 

Mr. PEPPER. No, I have not any list: 
but I wanted the President to have an 
opportunity to reconsider the list he sent 
to the Senate. 

Mr.CONNALLY. Ever since the Pres- 
ident sent in the list he has had an 
opportunity to ask the Senate to return 
these nominations. 

Let me ask this question: If the Sena- 
tor from Florida knew that the President 
earnestly and sincerely desired the nom- 
inations to be confirmed, would it have 
any effect upon his attitude? 

Mr. PEPPER. That is a matter about 
which I would have to reflect. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I should like to see 
the Senator reflect. 

Mr.PEPPER. The Senator, of course, 
knows the embarrassment that all of us 
have in taking a position which is con- 
trary to that of the President. I recall 
that many times when the able Senator 
from Texas has not been in accord with 
the President, I have been. The Sena- 
tor well knows the diffidence with which 
one always disagrees with the President. 
I am merely now availing myself of the 
privilege which the Senator from Texas 
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has availed himself of many times, of my 
constitutional prerogative to disa: 
with the President. 

Mr. CONNALLY. When I have } 
opposed to the President I have said 
openly and aboveboard, and I did ; 
have to reflect very long to know wh 
I stood. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I thin': 
perhaps this afternoon I may have in- 
Gicated about how I feel concerning t 
subject also. I think one would not h 
to be any too shrewd to infer that I am 
not altogether in accord with these nom- 
inations myself without reflection. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, wil] 
the Senator yield once more? 

fr, PEPPER. Yes; I am gled to yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senaior has in- 
dicated that if he knew that the Presi- 
dent wanted these appointments con- 
firmed, he would reflect on his own atti- 
tude. I want to say that I happen t 
know that the President does want the 
nominations confirmed, because I talked 
to him for about 2 or 3 hours before they 
were sent to the Senate. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, let us 
clear that matter up. Did the President 
mention the names of these gentlemen 
in that conversation with the Senator 
from Texas? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I do not recall that 
he named all the names, but he sai¢ 
this 

Mr. PEPPER. Well—— 

Mr. CONNALLY. If the Senator wants 
the conversation—it is a little off th 
record to be quoting the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. PEPPER. The Senator brought 
it up. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes; I brought it up 
because the Senator said he wanted light 
so he could reflect. 

Mr. PEPPER. Very well; the more 
light the better. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Very well. I have 
made my statement. I now state that 
the President said he was very anxious 
to have all these nominations acted upon 
because he wanted Ed—he called him 
Ed—to go ahead with this reorganiza- 
tion of the State Department. Now, if 
that answers the Senator—— 

Mr. PEPPER. I want to have it made 
clear as to how many of those who have 
been nominated were mentioned at that 
time by the President. 

Mr. CONNALLY. At that time there 
were only four. The other two had not 
been nominated. 

Mr. PEPPER. 
names mentioned? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I did not say they 
were mentioned by name; no. 

Mr. PEPPER. Oh, well. 

Mr. CONNALLY. There were four 
sent up within 2 hours after that con- 
versation. The other two were not. 

Mr. PEPPER. I know; but the Sen- 
ator from Texas has not to my knowledge 
stated until this minute, if he has stated 
it now, that the names of these nomi- 
nees were mentioned in that conversa- 
tion. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No; 
that. 

Mr. PEPPER. That is what I wanted. 





There were four 


I cannot say 


1944 


Mr. CONNALLY. But I will be pre- 
i to say later on in the debate. 
PEPPER. If it is a fact, the Sen- 

r might just as well say it now. Is 
t or is it not a fact that the names were 
nentioned? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I wanted the Sen- 

yr to have an opportunity to reflect 

rnight. 

Mr. PEPPER. I can give the Senator 
ample time to reflect. 


At, 


Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, will 
Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. A while back the 


Senator said he thought it might be a 
od thing if the Senate gave some ex- 
ssion of its views on foreign policy. 
Merely for the sake of completeness of 
he Recorp at this point I should like to 
isk the Senator’s consent that I may ask 
inanimou* consent to place in the ReEc- 
onD as a part of my remarks the Con- 
lly resolution and then I should like to 
isk the Senator a question. 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, I ask 
inanimous consent to include as a part 
yf my remarks at this point in the REcorpD 
the so-called Connally resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolu- 
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD, as follows: 

Resolved, That the war against all our ene- 
mies be waged until complete victory is 
chieved. 

That the United States cooperate with its 

mrades-in-arms in securing a just and 

norable peace 

That the United States, acting through its 

nstitutional processes join with free and 
vereign nations in the establishment and 
maintenance of international authority with 
.ower to prevent aggression and to preserve 
the peace of the world. 

That the Senate recognizes the necessity 
f there being established at the earliest 
practicable date a general international 
rganization, based on the principle of the 

vereign equality of all peace-loving states, 
ind open to membership by all such states, 
large and small, for the maintenance of in- 
ternational peace and security. 

That, pursuant to the Constitution of the 
United States, any treaty made to effect the 
purposes of this resolution, on behalf of the 
Government of the United States with any 
ther nation or any association of nations, 
hall be made only by and with the advice 
ind consent of the Senate of the United 
States, provided two-thirds of the Senators 
present concur. 


Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, is 
there anything in the Recorp as to any 
of these nominees that indicates whether 
or not any of them would counsel or 
advise the President to present to the 
Senate a peace treaty or an organization 
for future peace of the world that would 
ratify the territorial or power grabs of 
any of our allies? 

Mr. PEPPER. I cannot say that there 
is, Mr. President, as the able Senator 
knows, but I am willing to put the mat- 
ter in the other way. I am willing to 
say that I know of little if anything in 
the records of most of these nominees 
which indicates that they would vigor- 
ously fight for the principles of the At- 
lantic Charter in international affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, PEPPER. I yield. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from 


| Florida has been accused today of being 


| 
| 
i 


a prophet, and I have no objection if he 
wants to assume the role of a prophet, 
but in my 6 years in the Senate I have 
observed that sometimes the Senator has 
been sc thing more than a prophet 
concerning the wishes of the President 
of the United States. I agree with the 
Senator from Montana when he said 
that frequently the Senator from Flor- 
ida knew more than some of the rest of 
us concerning what was going on, and 
that the things the Senator from Flor- 
ida had predicted later came to pass. I 
want to caution the Senator from Flor- 
ida, however, to reflect on what the Sen- 
ator from Texas says to him, because the 
Senator from Florida may find that the 
Senator from Texas knows more than he 
does about this particular matter. I 
thought the Senator from Texas was go- 
ing to pull a letter out of his pocket. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I did 
not hear the remarks of the Senator from 
Kentucky. I was diverted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was addressing my 
remarks to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator referred 
to me, as I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No. I simply cau- 
tioned the Senator from Florida to reflect 
on what the Senator from Texas says be- 
cause it may be that the Senator from 
Texas knows something about the matter 
that the Senator from Florida does not. 

Mr. President, I do not think the fact 
that a man is rich disqualifies him from 
performing public service. I donot think 
the fact that a man is a Democrat dis- 
qualifies him from performing public 
service. Sometimes that is helpful or a 
qualification rather than a disqualifica- 
tion. 

I wish the Senator would give further 
consideration to his statement that the 
present proposal for organization of the 
Department is a radical departure from 
the way the State Department was con- 
stituted under Cordell Hull. I concede 
that the rich people are entitled to have 
one of the richest men in the world to 
represent their views. But they are not 
entitled to have six or seven of the same 
type, because there are other sections 
and segments of the population of this 
country that are entitled to representa- 
tion. There are other people in this 
country than those who live east of the 
Allegheny Mountains. I should like to 
find out the geography of the thing. I 
expect it would be found that the people 
of the great western open spaces are 
wholly neglected, with no one to repre- 
sent them at all. They are the forgotten 
men. 

Mr. WHEELER. We are always for- 
gotten except on election day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What we are trying 
to do here, so far as we can, is to get men 
who represent all segments of American 
public opinion, who can in the final de- 
termination make a contribution to the 
thought of America, and not simply one 
group. That is a thing with which I am 
very much concerned. I share the Sen- 
ator’s fear that some of the people are 
very adequately represented and others 
are almost wholly without representa- 
tion. It might be that if we send back 
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the nominations, and point that fact out 
\ Ll AQVICE » tl Pr ler 
be helpful. The Senator { 1 Texas W 
d 1 ie nomination I 
vas n 1 < vised. May! rn \ a ice \ 
10t needed. The Senator from T 
did not seek my advice, and I did not 
volunteer advice, but sometimes I \ ld 
not object to having it myself Not hav- 
ing had it before, I intend to have it 
before this debate shall have ended. I 
wonder if the Senator from Florida would 
like to comment on the questions I have 
raised. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Sen- 


ator from Florida will permit me to 
j ation, let me say thatIa 
not familiar with the places whe 
of these nominees were born, but I d 
happen to have read the autobiography 
prepared by Mr. Archibald MacLeish in 
his own behalf, in which he stated that he 
born in a wooden chateau on the 
shores of Lake Michigan, which is some- 
what westward from where the Senator 
from Kentucky lives. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe it will be 
found that he forsook his birthplace long 


ject one observ 


vas 


ago. However, I am not talking about 
where these men were born. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Mac- 
Leish’s proud boast is that he was born 
in a wooden chateau on the shores of 


Lake Michigan. 

Mr, CHAVEZ. That is 
dalia, Il. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, may I ask 
the distinguished acting leader 
whether or not he has ed at all 
upon the question of when the Senate 
should take a recess for the day? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I s! 
like to ! a few minute 
conclude my remark 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator yield? 


north of Van- 


"97 


yrity le 


iad 
reniec 


afl 
ould 


; in which to 


Ave 
ba VC 


Mr. PEPPER. I yield 
Mr. HILL. I suggest that the Senator 
proceed, and as soon as he has conclud- 


ed, if he will yield to me I will appreciat 
it. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, in con- 
clusion, I am trying to say what I think 
was said better than I could say it ina 
statement by the Farmers’ Educational 
and Cooperative Union, submitted by Mr. 
James G. Patton, president of that or- 
The statement 


? 
aut ‘ 


ganization. ppears in 
the record of the hearings. It reads in 
part, as follow 

The live f our fine n and wome é 
being spent on the world’s ba > I 
give us, and all peoples, anot chance 
organize a people’s peace. If we fail, they are 
betrayed 

Their hopes and the hopes of millions in 
every land add up to nothing less than a new 
world, a world that will make sé to re- 
turning veterans and to all productive work- 
ers, a world in which the in buy back wit} 
their incomes and wW the products of 
their hands and brains and their eternal 
courage, a world in which abundance for the 
first time spells health and happi- 
ness, not bread lines, foreclosure sa:es, bonus 
marches, and “made w iper's Wages. 
The v 1 the ‘ rule that 
i I i we 
si é lw The 
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world they seck will accept abundance and 
know how to use it for people. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr, PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I entirely subscribe 
to the views just expressed by the Sena- 
tor from Florida. The question which 
has always been in my mind, and is now 
in my mind t] When we see both 
England Russia vrabbing territory 
and spheres of influence, as the Senator 
} aid, from a practical standpoint, 
regardless of who is in the State Depart- 
ment, just ! are we going to prevent 
it? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, some 


time would be required to answer that 
quesiion. Tomorrow I shall be very glad 
to address myself to it. 

I should like to conclude by reading a 
poem. Iam not ashamed of it. Itisa 
poem by Archibald MacLeish. The 
poem is entitled “The Young Dead Sol- 
diers.” It appeared in the Free World 
for January 1£44. I should like to con- 
clude for the time being by quoting 
these words, with the understanding 
thet I may address the Senate tomor- 
row. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FEPPER. I yield. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I certainly 
do not wish to have any understanding 
about that matter, because as I under- 
stend, the Senator has already occupied 
his two times in one legislative day to- 
day. So Ido not wish to have any un- 
dersivanding to that effect. 

Mr. FEPPER. Mr. President, relative 
to the parliamentary situation, as the 
Reconp will disclose, when I began to 
speak today I said that I wished to make 
a statement preliminery to making a 
motion to take from the table the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. Gurrey], the Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. Murray], the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fot- 
LETTE], and myself, which is lying on the 
table. I proceeded to address myself to 
the Senate with that preliminary state- 
ment, as I think the Recorp will con- 
firm. I wish to make a motion at the 
beecinning of the session tomorrow, 
rather than keep the Senate here to- 
night to do it now. I shall make a mo- 
tion to take from the table the resolu- 
tion which we submitted on Saturday 
afternoon, which contemplates the con- 
sideration of all these nominations at 
one time and the postponement of con- 
sideration of the nominations until 
anuary 3. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course, 
the record will speak for itself. I sim- 
ply did not wish to have any under- 
standing, which would amount to a 
unanimous-cconsent agreement, because 
it is my intention to make any point of 
order which may be available tomorrow. 

Mr. PEPPER. I simply announce 
that it is my intention to address the 
Chair when the Senate convenes tomor- 
row, and to seek recognition for the pur- 
pose of bringing up the resolution to 
which I advert, which is lying on the 
table. 


! 








I now read the poem entitled “The 


Young Dead Soldiers,” by Archibald 
MacLeish: 
rhe young dead soldiers do not speak. 


theiess they are heard in the still 


houses. 
(Who has not heard them?) 


They have a silence that speaks for them at 
night 


And when the clock counts. 

They say, 

We were young. We have died. Remem- 
ber us. 

They say 

We have done what we could 

But until it is finished it is not done. 


They say, 

We have given our lives 

But until it is finished no one can know what 
our lives gave. 


The y say, 
Our deaths are not ours, 
They are yours, 


They will mean what you make them, 

They say, 

Whether our lives and our deaths were for 
peace and a new hope 

Or for nothing 

We cannot Say. 

It is you who must say this. 

They say, 

We leave you our deaths, 

Give them their meaning, 

Give them an end to the war and & true peace, 

Give them a victory that ends the war and a 
peace afterwards, 

Give them their meaning. 

We were young, they say. 

We have died. 

Remember us, 


—Archibald MacLeish, 


What all of us are striving to do is to 
be worthy of such men. 


THE PRESENT GASOLINE SITUATION 


During the delivery of Mr. PEpper’s 
speech, 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. I should like to 
take just a few minutes of the time of 
the Senate to discuss another matter of 
great importance. The special commit- 
tee to investigate shortages of gasoline, 
fuel oil, and other petroleum and hard- 
fucl products has, as the Senate knows, 
been engaged in a constant study of 
that matter for a long time. Some 
weeks ago, I, as chairman of the com- 
mittee, anticipating possible dangers 
ahead, communicated with the Secretary 
of the Interior, Mr. Ickes, who is Petro- 
leum Administrator for War; with Sec- 
retary of War Stimson; with Secretary 
of the Navy Forrestal; with Colonel 
Johnson, Director of the Office of De- 
fense Transportation; and with the 
Maritime Commission, through Admiral 
Land. 

Since that time there has been a gaso- 
line scare in this neighborhood. I am 
fearful that that scare and the discom- 
forts, inconveniences, and possible dan- 
gers which go with it may be extended 
unless the people are fully informed. So 
I take the time of the Senate to read a 
letter which I have received from the 
Petroleum Administrator for War, and 


President, will 
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to add to it a few words concerning t}] 
acute situation in Washington. 

I am advised, and, I think, correct 
so, that the present shortage of gasoli; 
in Washington is almost entirely due to 
the fact that someone spoke out of turn. 
that someone gave public utterance 
the fear that an acute gasoline ay 
setroleum shortage was pending. A 
result of that announcement, people 
Washington holding gasoline coup 
rushed to the gasoline stations and de- 
pleted the supply in the tanks. 

I am told, and I believe it, that und 
similar circumstances a like shortage 
gasoline could be created overnight 
any city or town along the Atlantic sea- 
board. In my judgment, if the peo; 
will act cautiously and carefully, a 
will go on now as they have for many 
months past, sufficient gasoline will |} 
available to meet all the coupons which 
have been issued by the Office of Pri 
Administration. 

The whole oil problem, as Senators 
know, arises as a result of the war 
Earlier reports on oil have been extreme- 
ly optimistic because the war hopes of 
the American people and the military 
authorities to a greater extent, led them 
to the conclusion that the war in Europe 
would be over by the end of the present 
holiday season. I think there has been 
a revision of the estimates regarding the 
possibilities of a very early end to the 
war. As long as the war in Europe lasts 
we shall have a tight oil and gasoline 
situation. It is unavoidable. The Amer- 
ican people accept it. 

X thought that by making this brief 
statement on behalf of the so-called Oil- 
Shortage Committee of the Senate, com- 
posed of the distinguished junior S: 
tor from Ohio (Mr. Burton], the able 
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RADCLIFFE], the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’DANIEL], and myself, we 
might, by enlightening the Senate and 
the country, help to avoid trouble. 

I dislike to trespass upon the time of 
the Senate during this exciting and in- 
teresting debate, but I think it is im- 
portant that this letter be read into the 
ReEcorD. Mr. President, I now read a let- 
ter which I received on December 15 
from Mr. Ralph K. Davies, Deputy Pe- 
troleum Administrator for War, in 
answer to a letter which I wrote to the 
Petroleum Administrator for War, Mr. 
Ickes, some weeks before: 

PETROLEUM ADMINISTRATION FOR WAR, 

Washington, D. C., December 15, 1944. 
Hon. FrRANcIs MALONEY, 

Chairman, Special Committee to In- 
vestigate Shortages of Gasoline, 
Fuel Oil, and Petroleum Producis, 
United States Senate. 

My Drar SENATOR MALONEY: I write in re- 
sponse to your letter of December 4 in- 
quiring as to the petroleum products sup- 
ply and transportation outlook over the 
winter months. 

There has recently been a substantial in- 
crease in the military requirement, not only 
for products—principally gasoline—but also 
for transportation facilities that have here- 
tofore been employed in the domestic serv- 
ice. War developments have necessitated 
the transfer to military use of some of the 
few remaining tankers that have been mov- 
ing oil from the Gulf to the east coast. 


nNaA- 






























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 9657 


wVul 








time, the 





Fortunately district 1 stocks of distillate able t take ad 7 r ev 





ieee heed soll . nol it hic » ine —- 
j dual fuel olls are sub ntialiy high- for increa ¢ the number 


7 ‘ , LK ¢ - j l ! 
in they were a year ag and we also f > for east « service, as well as efficie y i , t ty ' ‘ W 
higher inventories of thes I ljucts of c ce t O.D.17 7 : 


fi ( with ‘ f t - 
y I W i - 
} 
tuted e drur a " . 
} r tor 
u f UW 
the ! . 
t é r I a r ‘ 











+e) Sul 4 - ( ] 
I ex t 7 the 4 A I 
ved t ‘ ( rec 
) we I ended to the I : ‘ ¢ ; : 
. ? a . 
ct ct wl ds} 
were vn t I i 
j ( 
In ad nr . . 
m ; : 
d 1 1 | ! , p 
. 7 . .) TTY . . 
. & ib d i h LA FOI Lit I - 
the } a 0) OEE 
11 ion : , x ATATOANTY I _ ; 
1 ! oat wKy 
‘ V¥ 
l — 5 r . . i ; 
e ‘ 9 | LA Fi id A 
, . 
I! [ t 
e t i 3 L } - 
| l I ( 1 
lirel I he I 
7 » ‘ y . 
I I I Col 
me § t ¢ ‘ + + y 
‘ Ay . : i i 
1 223,741 : ; 
t cial OI! 
I the é 85-9 I 
¥ ) 
ures must, of course, be ¢ n i I el i yd f t 24 
, , ‘ . . a vw Ty . ‘ 
) ner ac istme te , l-ind Vv cru - l > f ‘ ¢ da . I A I I ; 
ns throughout the try i to t é ( wer 21,422 bart v priv oil le} é , 
ting numerous shifts in sup source My < iments thus far eb \ ‘ ’ 
You will rec +} + 1e t ther ‘ > dev d to the y d } “ al aia 2 
nn ; ; : aye 7 I LA FOLLETT! Tl I n I 
70,000 t cars assigned the district | : n n to the « I 7 
l vice; tcday there are only about 48.000 | Pacific coast is t rare the « a iu aS | - 
j , a ne v I 
k cars moving to h it is where special } ns of petr 1 y is iI A 
y ) 
nticipation that lumber will grad- | i ne } l 
y il “ased as we are able to mecke in ( ] n ! ] ] col i 








é adjustment The reduction | V Lh t ) 
te railable for the east coast run | 3 | often been made in 
5 a r by a number of factors, such | | that t : : 
as t ision to 130,000 barrels daily of - | a ; ss , 2 . 
preduct movement to the west coast to sup- | ae ee : v : 
ply additional military requirements in the , v ail i 
Pacific theater; the shuttling of thousands m I nem more te t A I 
cf barrels per week cof 100-octane aviation | } 1 er 1 cil I 
isoline components by refiners to destina- | > | unf e if D No. 1 
ns where they can be blended; the con- | 1 | have 1 “— 
ee ae ther - | which I ner had 
Ss, such } 
acid, exnl i | nae oy ee oe co 
version of cars to the pressure type for the ) mate ae : ae canes tT 
hardling of liquefied petr um gases and | ir, MALONE & Mr. £ i i 
( r special pr : y | very glad ti : ’ . 


products; and the use of tank 


< s to substi f Ul I ‘ l 
which have been la‘d up either because cf y c car ilifornia | I would not want to ! it | { 
general wear and tear or because of lack of l 

res leum 


ute for tank trucks, many < 








2. Every effort is being exerted to assure | within the UT 
that all cf the tank cars in petroleum service se 
re utilized with the maximum efficiency. of the world s 
n collaboration with the Office of Defense developed by 

I laboration with th 
yther agencies of 





n 





i 





thorities and | so to speak, have don endid job. 
1ent concerned, h operated with LI 


Transportation, special attenti 





QF 


of 
© 
a 


given to accomplishing a reductic 








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ndthe C l and with our commit- 
t I think tl the members of the 
committ of which I am chairman 
have likewise done a worthwhile job. 
Its members have been very attentive; 
we have. followed the problem closely 
nd constantly, and we think we are well 
informed. We have some information 
concerning military and naval opera- 
tions which we cannot in public give to 
the S t We face a situation that is 

m t disappointing because of the 
f es which were made as to the end 
f the war and which, unfortunately, 


( 

were not fulfilled. But Ido want to im- 
] upon Senators, and I hope it will 
! *h the country, that there is danger 
i ‘asting enjgil shortage or a gaso- 
line shortage, because if it is forecast 
! here is bound to be a shortage 
the tanks will be empty over- 
night in all the cities and towns in this 
area if the people get the notion that 
there is a shortage. We have the gaso- 
line and the oil on hand; we are as well, 
if net better, off than we were a year 
ago. The tanks are pretty well filled 
everywhere now, and that situation can 


shlicls 


{ 
overnight; 


only be disturbed by the war or by care- 
Iessness of language or carelessness of 
action and unnecessary action on the 
part of the American people. The sit- 


uation in Washington can be cleared up 
if the people themselves will return to 





rormal] practices insofar as gasoline and -| 


Cli are ¢ 
I think 
because it 


yncerned. 

this matter is most important 
can interrupt our war pro- 

gram; it can have a great bearing upon 

the travel of men and women in the war 

plants, and I suppose it might extend to 

an unfortunate situatien insofar as the 


heating of the homes of the workers is 
concerned, and the heating of the plants 
where munitions and the materials of 
Wer are being made. 

I thought the Senate would be pleased 
to have that statement. I shall not now 
read the other letters which I have re- 
ceived, but I want the Senate to know 


that the committee is hopeful that it will 


not be necessary to hold hearings. Un- 
necessary hearings should be avoided. 
We are getting a little off balance. This 


is a time when we must keep our heads. 

Ve are aggravated on all sides sometimes 
by our allies. Often we are bewildered by 
statements from abroad—and especially 
when we expect answers here and no re- 
sponse is made. I know for myself that 
I have not only been aggravated but have 
on occasions been inflamed by the atti- 
tudes and some of the statements made, 
and positions taken, by one or more of 
our alliesinthis war. But there is a need 
to be calm. We are at war, and there 
must be no division of our forces at home 
cr elsewhere if it is humanly possible to 
avoid it. 

This, Mr. President, is an important 
subject and I thought the statement I 
have made might be helpful in this phase 
of our economy. 

I thank the Senator from Florida very 








much for yielding to me, and I ask that 
my statement may appear before or after 
the remarks of the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
Od: n, it is so ordered. 


NCMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, it is perfectly natural for 
every poet in the land to come to the 
defense of Mr. Archibald MacLeish as 
he undergoes searching scrutiny at the 


ai 


hands of the United States Senate. 
Especially are poets aghast at the 


theught that mere Senators would con- 
template the hidden and camoufisged 
meenings of poetry. Colorado hes a 
gifted and talented poet and author 
whose wife publishes the oldest weekly 
paper in Denver, the Rocky Mountain 


Herald. Thomas Hornsby Ferril con- 
tends that “when Senators start gun- 
ning for the poets it’s sour grapes.” Any- 


way he has written a most interesting 
editorial cn the controversy over the 
appointment of Mr. Archibald MacLeish 
to be Assistant Secretary of State. For 
the benefit of those who are following 
this debate I ask permission to place the 
Ferril editorial in the Reccrp at this 
point in the debate. 

We have given S2cretary of State Mr. 
Stettinius a most d:fficult task. He has 
asked for certain assistant secretaries. 
I for one believe in giving him the men 
he requests, and then holding him re- 
sponsible for the kind of job he does. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Rrecorp, 
as follows: 

IDEAS AND COMMENT 
(By Childe Herald) 

Four Senators were gunning for Archibald 
MacLeish in Tuesday's paper—C.arkK of Mis- 
souri; WuiTe, of Maine; VANDENBERG, of 

fichigan; and La Fo.uettTe, of Wisconsin. 
They didn’t want him to be Assistant Secre- 
tary cf State. They've probably seen the 
light by now. They're jealous because he’s 
a poet. Everybody in Washington is jealous 
of pocts, because poets are more articulate 
in imaginative discourse than Senators. All 
the top ghost writers are now poets. The 
White House is as dependent on them as the 
Department of Animal Husbandry. 

I went down to see Jim Rogers one day 
when he was Assistant Secretary of State 
under Hoover. Out in the anteroom, when 
they found I had an appointment with the 
Honorable James Grafton Rogers, a stenog- 
rapher gave me the high sign and asked if 
I'd heard Dr. Rogers’ Santa Fe Trail, sung 
out of Radio City last Sunday. The janitor 
had learned Jim’s Dolores. They were proud 
of his poems. Jim set a high standard for 
Latin American song in the State Department 
and I hope MacLeish will keep it up, al- 
hough I think Dolores is easier to whistle 
than MacLeish’s Conquistador. 

Conquistador follows the high tradition of 
Cortez the Conqueror, by the distinguished 
Washington lawyer-lobbyist and ghost writ- 
er, Louis Foulk Thomas, who in 1842 got out 
the first book of poetry published west of the 
Mississippi. The good-neighbor policy was 
already going strong and poets were getting 
political jobs because of it. Nobody dis- 
putes that Andrew Jackson made Bill Lytle 
surveyor general for writing Popocatapetl, 
which is surpassed in midwestern literature 
only by the Shadow of the Old Elm Tree, by 
Lizzie G. Beebe, of Trumbull County, Onio. 
The Middle Way was working too. It was in 
1844, just a century ago, that Henry W. Ells- 
worth was named minister to Sweden and 
Norway after electrifying intellectual Wash- 
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ington with his poem Cholera King, y 
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equals in many of its pass2ges the M 
Telegraph, which got Edmund Flagg a 
the Berlin Emba 

It ill becomes these surly midwestern § 
ators to go gunning for MacLeish, [ t 
they remember what poetry did for ; : 
forebears? Not invariably, of cour 
Buckeye bluestccking, Horace P. Biddl 
not quite make the Ohio Legislatu 
though his poems, the Birth of Cupi 
the Angel and the Flower are now he si 
perior to those cf his opponent. But | 
the more successful poets. Love's ¢ 
stancy put Charles Drake into the Mi { 
Legislature, and let Senator CLARK remer r 
it. On a Fountain. in the Forest put : 
John H. Bryant in Illinois. The Birt 
Beauty elected Harvey Rice in Ohi: J 
than Gordon's To Viola in Heaven won } 
close contest in Pennsylvania, and the |] 
soms of Life elected Otway Curry in O 

One difficulty in MacLeish’s case 
they are putting him into the State Dey 
ment instead of the Treasury. Poet . 
cause of their universally recognized 
tence in finance, have always enjoyed 
prestige in the Treasury. The tradit 
dates from 1825 when the economist, F 
natus Ccsby, of Herrods Creek, Ky., w 
widely acclaimed for his prophetic doctrir 
in a poem called Fireside Fancies th 
was immediately given a very hush-hush ) 
in the Treasury. The Treasury tried to ; 
Jim Hall, who wrote 12 excellent volume 
western poetry, but Jim preferred the bank- 
ing business in Cincinnati. They 
angled for the epic pcet, Thomas H. Shreve 
but he went into the dry-goods business 
Treasury did, however, persuade Frederick 
William Thomas to accept a high positi 
after he wrote ’Tis Said That Absence Con- 


quers Love, and gave William D. Gallagher 
extraordinary responsibility followin I 
publication of Noctes Divinorum, inspired 


by sin and suffering on Pennsyivania y 
1ue. It was, of course, his genius in poetry 
that made Salmon P. Chase one of our great- 
est Secretaries of the Treasury. 

To Senators CLARK, WHITE, VANDENDE! 
and La FoLLetTre I commend Ben T. Cushi! 
poem, Complaint of the Deaf and Dun 
Ben was working in the cffice of Salmon P 
Chase and Salmon put him up to it. 
they might read Chase’s poetry. Lone be- 
fore he even dreamed of being Chief Justic:, 
way back when he was just an ordinary gar- 
den-variety Senator like themselvs, S 
Chase was writing reams of pcetry. ire 
lines from his pen might well be memorizec 
by the MacLeish hecklers: 












How shifts the varying scene! 
today 

Are by the turn of fickle fortune’s wheel 

Tomorrow mingled with the general mass. 


The great 


I could go on, edging perhaps into the 
military field—qvoting the lyrics 
“Blood-and-Guts” Patton, but perhaps I pre- 
fer the winged utterances of William Orlando 
Zutler of the lower house—old Bill Butler 
who led the charge of Monterey, succeeded 
General Scott in command, ran for the Vice 
Presidency, and still could cut loose with: 
O boatman, wind that horn again— 

Yes; you can mark it down. When the 
Senators start gunning for the poets, its 
sour grapes. 


Mr. JCHNSON of Colorado. In order 
that we may have the other side, I ask 
unanimous consent to place in the REc- 
orD a letter written by Hugh Russell 
Fraser to the Washington News and pub- 
lished today, December 18. Mr. Fraser 
is a well-known authority on current 
history and his views are therefore im- 
portant. 








n, the letter 
in the RECORD, 


There being no objecti 
s ordered to be printed 
uIOWS: 


A LOUD NO FOR M_LEISH 












1 Jacksonian Dem crat and ¢ ns + 
Dp r of President sevelt, I ¥ 

the non uti ld Mac- 

is ¢ st vehement 

They y have 

, it appears, forgotten the dismal and 

le record of the United States Office 

nd Figures which MacLeish headed. 

Wasn't that story on the books? Was 

newspaperman in Washington, or any- 


) Wa » underst 


S trying t 





not aware of the astounding confu- 
contradictions, and chaos that ema- 
from the Office? 
Did not the situation get so bad that finally 
E dent Roosevelt had to almost “liter 





a competent newspaperman, Elm 
i id direct him to take over the job? 
The truth is that the situation bec 
I ible that when the President 
d it all off on Elmer Davis he h 
ec'fically state at a White Hot 
ence that MacLeish would 
m Davis. 
The question of whether MacLeish is or 
1 poet is w —- irrelevar Let 
me, for the ke of the discussion, that 
poet is not nasal to write intelligible 
se and that his answer to BENNETT CLARK 


xe 





d to 
ise press con- 


take 


ah 
oraers 


is 
nt 


us as- 


t he (MacLeish) doesn’t know what it 
ins himself is all very funny, yet the fact 
ins that we have no right to add confu- 








sion to an already too confused foreign policy. 


If ever we needed clear, intelligible, sane 
ceeding in our foreign affairs, it is now. 
> O. F. F. was bad enough. Do we want 

rid duplicate of this maelstrom of con- 


fusion? The New Deal does 
s meant irresponsibility, 
chaos. On the contrary, 
a few aberrations, like the waste in the 
phase of the Farm Settlement Admin- 
ration and the United States Office of Edu- 
n’s neglect of its ba not to 

ion the late and unis amented Office of 
Facts and Figures—the story has generally 
been one of gradual development of the 


not and never 
confusion, and 
with the exception 


ec charter— 


me: 


ts of the common man. 

But it is precisely one of these aberra- 
ti ne—the Office of Facts and Figures—we 
ire concerned with here. We are told the 

ntleman will have charge of cultural and 
press relations. What a fertile field for the 
uthor of Streets in the Moon! In his new 

st he can broadcast a mixture of platitudes 
and obscurities that will thorou ughly astonish 

id confuse the people of foreign countries. 

H re in the United States we are used to 
his ecstesies. They are all very delightful 


nd refreshing, 
unde 


even when he admits he a& 
rstand them himself. But have we 
) inflict them on other countries? I 


eS 


a right t 
+ 
U 





s we do not. 
nomination of MacLeish should be 
f 1t to the last ditch, and that irrespective 
I I arty 


HucH Rvs 
HILL. Mr. 
tor yield? 
PEPPER. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I hope we may take a re- 
cess at this time, with the understanding 
that the recess shall be until 11 o’clock 
tomorrow morning, and that if it should 
be necessary, we will continue with a 
night session tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before 
the motion to take a recess is made, the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CHavez] 


SELL FRASER. 


Mr. 
Sena 


At} 
avail. 


President, will the 











has a matter which he wishes to bring up. 


CONGRESSIONA 


i 





RECC 


EMPLOYMENT OF ENGINEERS AND ECONO- 
MISTS ON RECLAMATION WORK 
As in legislative session 
The PRESIDI NG OFF ICER | 
DOCK in the chair) laid 
a messace 


Mr. Mour- 


before the Senate 








he House of Representa- 
tives ng lis action on a certall 
me the Senate to House bill 
3429 as read, as follows 
N THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
D mt 16, 1944 
Res 1, That the H insist upon $ 
disagre ent t he amendmer it of the Sen- 
> bill (H. R. 3429) mend section 
1 of ct ¢€ ed “An ac ig t 
Secre f the Interior em} € ineers 
and et mists for consultatior I ses on 
important reclamation work, I i Feb- 
uary 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406), as amended by 
the act of April 22, 1940 (54S 148) 


Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator explain to what this bill relates? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, in an- 
swer to the Senator from North Dakota, 
let me say that this is a departmental 
reclamation bill. The Department 
sought permission to employ engineers, 
consultants, and other professional 
men. The Senate inserted in the bill, 
which was a House bill, authority also 
to employ attorneys who had for- 
merly worked for the Reclamation Bu- 
reau, but who are not now in the De- 
partment, but whose ability could be used 
by the Department in a consulting ca- 
pacity. The House would not agree to 
the amendment, and my motion is that 
the Senate recede from its amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from New Mexico. 

The motion was agreed to. 
NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW TO BE 

UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the romination of Joseph C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
REcorRD an editorial from this morning's 
Washington Post entitled “Disguised 
Filibuste a 

There being i:0 objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
as follows: 

DISGUISED FILIBUSTER 


Senator Peprrr and his colleag 
hold up confirmation of six 
Department nominees shy away 
word “filibuster.” They don’t lil 
of that ugly word. Probably they can re- 
member occasions when they have bitterly 
assailed obstructionists of a different striy 
who have undertaken to say that the Senate 
should not express its will either one way 
or the other on public issues before it. The 
character of the tactics that Messrs. PEpPreEr, 
GurFFEY, and others are employing is none- 
theless plain. They seek to thwart the ma- 
jority will in the Senate by forcing a delay in 


ues who are 
top State 
from 
sound 


ing 
the 


se the 





the vote to confirm Secretary Stettiniu 
“teammates” until the new Congress meets 


next month, 
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e c! 4 id Bu I onsi- 
bility f hese sele f \ Presi- 
dent nas etar c } I is thev ) 
wi 1 the Under Secre d Assist 
Secretarie State will be answerable. Cor 
sequently they are entitled to have in ti 
posts men in whom they have confidence 
unless the Senate sees good reason for re t- 
ing their nominees. Should the S e vote 
a lack of confidence in any of the six, it would 
be wholly within its right I minority 
to st in and block all tion, h r 
only irre ponsible but nexcusable 

The filibuster thr -at brings to a climax the 
mishandling of these from tl 
beginning. It puts the Senate in they ion 
of trifling with our foreign policy at a critical 
mor when this Government ought to be 
exerting a united influence on tl hape of 
the post-war world. And tl u ism 
is the more imeworth be e i s di- 
rected by the President's own follows 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that however dis- 
tasteful it is to me, unless we can obtain 
@ prompt vote on these nominations to- 
morrow, I shall ask the Senate to hold é 
night session. 


Mr. HILL. As I 
President, I shall be 
erate with the Senator to that end. 
is necessary, we shall have 
sion tomorrow 


stated earli 


deli 





COMPENSATION OF EMPLOYEES IN THE 
POSTAL SERVICE 
Mr. MEAD. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HILL. I yield. 
Mr. MEAD. As in legislative session, 
Mr. President, I renew my motion to take 
from the desk Hou . bill 4715. an ct to 


inc e the « mpen ition of employee 

in the Postal Service, anc 

sidered immediately. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ; the 

objection to the request of t 

from New York? 


1 to have it cor 


} + 7 
hea nN r 
ie oe! I 


Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield, reserving the right to 
object, let me point out that there 


pending before the Senate 
the Senator from North 
BaILey] that the Sen ) 
vote by which the conference report on 
House bill 3861 was rejected. 
3961 is the rivers and 
a very important 


ite reconsider tl! 


harbors 


I feel, as does tk 
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Senator from North Carolina, that we 
should not transact any business, espe- 
cially business of the character suggested 
by the Senator from New York, until we 


have dispo 
Therefore 

shall 

mou 
1 


d of the conference report. 
much as I dislike to do so, I 
be forced to object to any unani- 
-consent request to take up bills of 
the character of the bill referred to by 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will the 
£enator yield again? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. MEAD. During the day we have 
considered and agreed to the conference 
report on the deficiency bill, No objec- 
tion was made on the basis just stated 
by the Senator from Louisiana. I do not 
see why we have to tie in the postal-pay 
bill, which has been reported from the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads without objection, and which was 
passed by the House by unanimous vote, 
with the rivers and harbors bill, and thus 
deny these patriotic postal workers the 
Christmas present which is provided for 
them in the bill. It will take only a mo- 
ment to passit. It has no relation to the 
rivers and harbors bill. 

I am in favor of the immediate con- 
sideration of the conference report on 
the river and harbor bill. I was on the 
Senator’s committee, as he will recall. 
However, I cannot understand how there 
is any connection between the confer- 
ence report and the bill I am now en- 
deavoring to bring up in behalf of the 
postal workers. Everyone seems to be 
very much interested in this bill. A 
dozen Senators have come to me today 


and have asked when the bill will be 
taken up. The session will last only a 
day or two longer. We may not have 


a quorum a part of the time. I do not 
understand why the postal workers 
should be denied an opportunity to re- 
ceive something they desire—something 
to which they are entitled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
c‘erk will state the bill by title—— 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I ob- 
ject. 

The PRESIDING 


tion is heard. 


The 


OFFICER. Objec- 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
I laid before the 
Senate a age from the President of 
1 United States submitting a nomina- 

which was referred to the appro- 


mY 


(For nomination this day received, see 


the end of Senate proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 
The following favorable reports of 


nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. McEKELLAR, from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
routine nominations on the calendar will 
be considered. 

FOREIGN SERVICE 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 

that the routine nominations in the For- 
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eign Service, which are on the calendar— 


not the nominations of Under Secretary 
of State or of Assistant Secretaries of 
State—be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the routine nominations of post- 
masters.be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

THE NAVY 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the routine nominations in the Navy, 
which are on the calendar, be confirmed 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations are confirmed 
en bloc. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the President be notified forthwith 
of all confirmations of today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 


PURCHASE OF LOGS, LUMBER, AND OTHER 
FOREST PRODUCTS—CONFERENCE RE- 
PORT 


As in legislative session, 

Mr. O’MAHONEY submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
21£5) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in carrying out the purposes of the 
act of May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 137), to pur- 
chase logs, lumber, and other forest products, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 2. 

That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 1, and to the amendment to the title, 
and agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 3: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
On page 2, line 15 of the engrossed amend- 


ment, after the word “interest’’, insert the 
following words: “contains express restric- 
tions against alienation or”; and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as fol- 
lows: In the last line of the engrossed 
amendment, strike out the words “United 
States” and in lieu thereof insert the fol- 
lowing: “Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of 
Indians”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

JOSEPH C. O'’MAHONEY, 
ELMER THOMAS, 
HENRIK SHIPSTEAD, 
B. K. WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
James F. O'CONNOR, 
JOHN R. Murpock, 
Frep C. GILCHRIST, 
Karu E. MuUNDT, 
A. M,. FERNANDEZ, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
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| RECESS 

Mr. HILL. As in executive session, ] 
move that the Senate take a reces 
tomorrow morning at 11 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and | 
o’clock and 24 minutes p. m.) the S 
ate in executive session took a recess ‘ 
til tomorrow, Tuesday, December 19 
1944, at 11 o’clock a. m. 








NOMINATION 


Executive nomination received by | 
Senate December 18 (legislative day of 
| November 21), 1944: 
IN THE Navy 
Capt. Allan R. McCann, United States Navy 
to be a rear admiral in the Navy, for tem; 
rary service, to rank from the 25th day « 
March 1943. 


reie 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate December 18 (legislative day 
of November 21), 1944: 

FOREIGN SERVICE 
TO BE CONSUL GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATI 
AMERICA 
| Hervé J. L'Heureux 


TO BE CONSULS OF THE UNITED 
AMERICA 

Andrew E. Donovan 2d 

U. Alexis Johnson 

James C. Sappington 3d to be a Foreign 
Service officer of class 5, a secretary in the 
Diplomatic Service, and a consul of the 
United*States of America. 


STATES OF 


IN THE NAVY 
TO BE COMMODORE, FOR TEMPORARY SERVICE 


Lester T. Hundt to be a commodore in the 
Navy, to continue while serving as ccom- 
mander, naval air training bases, Pensacola, 
Fla., and until reporting for other permanent 
duty. 

Charles J. Parrish to be a commodore in the 
Navy, to continue while serving as chief of 
| staff and aide to commander, Hawaiian Sea 

Frontier. 


Fred D. Kirtland, to be a commodore in the 
Navy, to continue while serving in the Pacific 
Ocean areas and until reporting for other 
permanent duty. 

| Marion C. Robertson, to be a commodore in 
the Navy, to continue while serving under 
commander, United States naval forces in 
Europe, and until reporting for other perma- 
nent duty. 


PosTMASTERS 
NEW YORK 
Leon W. Wood, Freehold. 
| Edgar K. Warner, Purling. 
Cyril O. Alberga, Round Top. 
Jeneva H. Ashley, Sidney Center, 
OKLAHOMA 
John B. Taber, Osage. 
TENNESSEE 
Jacob M. Jennings, Brush Creck. 


Horace M. Cofiey, Thorn Hill, 
Essie M. Britt, Wildersville. 





j 
| 
| 
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| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Monpay, December 18, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of Gunton Temple Memorial Presbyte- 


1944 


rian Church, Was 


the following p 


CON 
hington, D. C., offered 
rayer: 

God, our Heavenly Father 
Thy blessing, praying in all 
r and sincerity that minds 
ts may be lifted to a clearer vis- 





nr 
our 


ion of T will and inspired with a more 
resolute determination to make its ful- 
liment the goal of our aspirations and 
cndeavors. 
We pray that we may prize more highly 
+} 


hose blessings for which so many are 
themselves unto the utter- 
most. When we think of their sufferings 
and sacrifices in order that freedom may 
be triumphant and we may continue to 
dwell in safety and security, we are com- 
pelled to exclaim, “Alas, alas, next to de- 
eat, the saddest thing is victory at such 
a cost!” 

Humbly and penitently we pray that 
we may be their worthy comrades, car- 
rying on with an unfaltering faith and 
an unconquerable hope until the king- 
dom cf peace shall be established. May 
we yield ourselves gladly and unreserv- 
edly to the leadership of the Christ, the 
ereat Captain of our salvation, who lived 

obedience to the divine will and in 
ve to all mankind. 
In His name we pray. 


now giving 


in 
] 


Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of 
Saturday, December 16, 1944, was read 
and approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the REcorp and include there- 
with an article appearing in the Pacific 
2ural Farmers magazine, with a circula- 
tion of 83,90 regarding the Central 
Valley issue. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia? 

There 
[Mr. ROWE 


was no objection. 


addressed the House. His 


’ 


remarks appear in the Appendix. ] 
Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 


marks in the Recorp and include an ap- 
peal by the Polish-American Congress, 
sent to the Fronorable Robert Anthony 
Eden, Secretary of State for Foreign Af- 
fairs and le ader in the House of Com- 
mons, London, that appeared in the 
Chicago Polish Daily News on December 
15, 1944, on the Polish-Russian Situation. 

Copies of this appeal and declaration 
were also sent to Quintin Hogg, H. Cox, 
ward Griegg, Sir P. Harris, A. Bevan, 

Cuthbert Headlam, and A. Price, 
members of the British Parliament. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO RECESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be in 
order today for the Speaker to declare 
@ recess at anytime. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

xC—~609 


Edi 
Sir 





YGRESSION: 





Mr. HOFFMAN. Mir. Speaker, 1 rv- 
ing the right to object iy I*-inquire how 

yng we will be in session toda 

RAMSPECK. As long as tl S 

anything to do. 

Mr. HOFFMAN IT do not kn what 
there is todo, butIs lave some t! $ 
on my chest that I \ to say today 


Mr. RAMSPECK. 1 am sure the gen- 
tleman will have plenty of time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 
will not declare a recess when there is 
any business before the House or if any 
Member should desire to speak. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


rt wile 
certainly 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speeker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorpb and include therein 


a poem from the 
Carrier. 

The SPEAKER. 
the request of the 
vada? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may address 
the House for 10 minutes, after the 
position of other business and any other 
special orders today. 

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There wa ction. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks and to include therewith an arti- 
cle on peace prospects by the editor of 
the Indianapolis Time 

The SPEAKER. Is 
the request cf the 
diana? 

There was no cbjection. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Appendix and include 
therein a statement by a distinguished 
American soldier, Col. John S. Roosma, 

f Pa c, N. J. 

The SPEAKER. i there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Je 


National Rural Letter 


Is there objection to 
gentleman from Ne- 


dis- 


s no obje 


oe ory to 
gentler from In- 


Mir 
vil. 





New 
rsey? 
There was no objeci 
Mr. PLUMLEY. Iask unan 
sent to extend my own r 
Appendix of the REcorp 
tain statements app 
lington Free Press, I 
respect to rural ¢ 
nont, and to inclu 
The SPEAKER. 
is so ordered. 
There was no object 
AVAILABILITY FOR W 
TAIN PEOPLE 
MURRAY 
Speaker, I ask 


ion. 

imous con- 
marks in the 
and include cer- 
-aring in the Bur- 
Burlington, Vt., with 
ectrification in Ver- 
1e table 


Without objection it 


i 
le \? 
if? OT 


ion, 
AR WORK OF CER- 
IN RETIREMENT 


Mr. 
Crna 


Wisconsin, Mr. 
s consent to ad- 
dress the Hou 2 minute and revise 
and extend my remarks. 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, due-to the lateness of the hour 


of 
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tinguished col- 
iaho Mr. 





i n which 
the opportunity 
nent up to a 
I did not bring 
int ito p ent 


ymmething that was very comparable. 
and thousands of people in 
> receiving old 


eat loss of manpower 


rom the fact that thes¢ 

dared to take jobs many 

times because they did not know exactly 
how strong they were physically or how 


much work they could do and their dis- 


like to § et off the rolls because they ex- 
pe noone d much difficulty in getting on in 
the first pla They do not know but 
what it will be a long time before they 
could get back on again. Some provi- 
sion should be promptly made so that 
people receiving old-age assistance 


checks could take a job without j: 


opard- 


izing their standing in regard to their 
old-age assistance checks. This could be 


done just as quickly by legislative 
as the maximum of $50 per day 

ided for Mr. Ickes to 
assistance. 

The SPEAKER. The 
tleman from Wisconsin ha 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker 
unanimous consent to address the 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is 
the request of the gentleman 
igan? 
There was no objection 

Mr. MICHENER. I wish 
gentleman from Wisconsin a tion: 
Railroad Retirement Act and regu- 
lations provide that where a railroad man 
has retired he cannot rec irement 
pay if he engages in r gainful 


action 
Was pro- 
employ needed 
time of the gen- 
expired. 

. I ask 
House 
there objection to 
from Mich- 


to ask the 
que 
The 


any othe 


ccupation. In my district we have an 
acute labor shortage in an area that has 
been proclaimed a national-defense area. 
I have in ae one man in particular 
who has retired but whose physical con- 


dition is such 
sistance d 


that he « of es- 
work. Due to the 
law, the re ions, or whatever it is 
however, he cannot receive his railr 
retirement pay and be employed as a 
truant officer, if he re 


ne 


other 


ulat 


county 


pay for it. His retirement pay is small 
and the compensation he weuld receive 
as truant officer i mall. The law 
should be changed so that this man can 
do t! wo! period. This is 


entleman 


Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsir Ht is: 
and I thank the gentleman for his con- 
tribution. I b ve i m ng on 
which we can all afford to spend me 
time b l there is an opportunit 
there to pick up a good many man-hours 
if we put that into operatic 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 


tleman from Michig 


CONGRE: 


an ha 
IONAL WAR PARENTS 
ASSOCIATION 


Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I 


Inanimous consent to ada! the Hou 
for 1 minute. 





ere 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the gentlewoman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, in these 
last days of the Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress we are deeply aware of the under- 
lying currents of fellowship which bind 
us each to the other quite regardless of 
sectional interest or party afilliation. 
Membership in this great system of rep- 
resentative government has a poignancy 
and a quality of permanency that the 


ebb and flow of political tides affects not 
at all, that even death seems but to 
strengthen. 

This is proving itself to be especially 
true among those of us whose sons and 
daughters, grandsons, and granddaugh- 
ters are in the fighting forces all over 
the world. Our need of closer associa- 
tion has expressed itself in a very in- 
formal organization we have called the 
Congressional War Parents Association. 
There are about 190 of us in the Senate 
and the House. So loose is our organi- 
zation that at no time has the full mem- 
bership actually been together, though 
a small number of the elected board has 
carried out the expressed wishes of the 
group in various ways. Chief among 
these is that of giving visible assurance 
of our understanding sympathy to those 
among us whose children have made the 
supreme sacrifice. To this end we have 
designed and had made a simple but we 
think very beautiful medal which we 
have given and will continue to give to 
those of our number whose feet must 
carry them through this valley of deso- 
lation. 

The medal is of silver. Upon its face 
is the eagle of the United States seal, 
underneath the name of our organiza- 
tion, and above the eagle the gold star. 
On the reverse side is engraved this 
simple inscription: 

Presented to ~...<<««- 
in the Congress as an expression of their 
sympathy and as a tribute to his son 
who died in the service of our 


by his colleagues 


country. 

Eleven such medals will have been 
given before the new Congress convenes. 

Certain that the Congress as a whole 
wants to share in the deep experiences 
of each and all of its Members, it seemed 
right that this simple statement be 
given you for permanent record, 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp and to include a little ar- 
ticle by a young high-school girl in my 
district on the subject Unity for World 
Peace. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GILCHRIST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min- 
ute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

[Mr. Gricurist addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.) 


| 
| 
| 
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Mrs. RCGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I aék unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for 1 minute, to revise and extend 
my remarks and include certain infor- 
mation regarding the First Combat In- 
fantry Band. 


Tne SFEAKER. Is there objection to 


the request of the ntlewoman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

[Mrs. Rocrers of Massachusetts ad- 











dressed the House. 
in the Appendix. ] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tent my remarks in the REcorp and to 
include certain statements as to the need 
for flax production during the year 1$45. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request ot the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my own remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 5 minutes today fol- 
lowing any special orders heretofore en- 
tered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Appendix of the 
ReEcorD and to include a brief letter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Appendix of the Recorp and to in- 
clude portions of a recent address on the 
Dumbarton Oaks proposition by Mr. 
Dulles. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that today at the 
conclusion of the legislative business 
and any other special orders heretofore 
entered I may be permitted to address 
the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MCCOWEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RecorpD and include a quo- 
tation and an editorial. 


Her remarks appear 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
the request of the gentleman f) 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARLESS of Arizona. Mr. Speak 
er, last Friday I asked and received per- 
mission to extend my own remarks 
the Recorp, but I find this exten 
one-third of a page in excess of 
limit, for which the estimated c 
given by the Public Printer is $141.4 
I ask unanimous consent that this m 
ter be inserted in the REecorD notwi 
standing the estimate, because of 
fact it is of unusual interest in tha 
deals with post-war problems. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection } 
the request of the gentleman from Ari- 
zona? 

There was no cbjection. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I a 
unanimous consent to extend my 

arks in the Recorp and to include 
letter from the national commander . 
the American Legion on the widows and 
orphans bill recently passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection | 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDERS 


The SPEAKER. Under previous spe- 
cial order of the House, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN] is rec- 
ognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, Ia 
unanimous consent to revise and 
tend my remarks in the REcorp and to 
include certain telegrams and resolu- 
tions received from my constituents : 
well as from certain Greek-American 
and Polish-Americans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 


GREEK- AND POLISH-AMERICANS 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ha: 
received a number of wires, not only from 
my own constituents but from other 
Polish-Americans and Greek-Americans 
which deal with the foreign situations in 
Poland and Greece. I do not intend to 
take the floor to discuss this matt 
because I know very little about the facts, 
nor do I intend to criticize any of our 
Allied Nations for their actions, as th 
matter has to be considered in relation 
to the present state of events. 

However. in making my appearance 
on the floor, I would suggest that the 
Greek-Americans and the Polish-Ameri- 
cans be a little more patient with this 
whole question. Let us first win the war. 
When the war is won I am sure that the 
American people will be in great sympa- 
thy with any problems that are presented 
at the peace table at the proper time. 

Mr. Speaker, unity at this time is very 
essential. Criticism of any of our alli 
is dangerous. Although my constituents 
have wired me requesting that I make a 
loud protest in denunciation of what is 
going on in Greece and of what Church- 
ill is doing in Poland, it is my considered 
opinion that it is not a wise move on 
their part to protest to the American 
people during the crisis of winning the 








eX - 














1944 


war symp 
the Greek people, as well as 

! whose country is about to 
ed up by reason of an alleged deal 





My 
My a 


athy 


naturally goes 


} opie, 


as ted in the press, between Churchill 
and Stalin. I am sure if everyone will 
inite in an effort to win this 


and bring about a permanent ps 
the people entitled to recogniti 
the people entitled to their hon 
will receive a fair and square deal, 





not 


only from the American people but from 
all Lhe people of the world. 
Mr. Speaker, I am inserting the follow- 


ing messages I received relating to these 
situations: 


New York, N 
SAMUEI 





Y 
D:CKSTEIN 
House of Repre 


December 16 


»tati 
ntatil 


We 











t a to 
} é ce- 
ert i the 
{ h part n of Poland. Such treachery 
toward al illy of the United Nations and 
disregard of the supreme sacrifice which has 
helped civilization in its hour of need can 





nd must not go unchallen 

of the future peace of the world and democe- | 

Our answer must unequivocal | 
CENTRAL OF FOLISH SOCIETIES oF NEw YORK. 


rea ior the 


pe 


New Yor, N. Y., December 17, 1944. 


Hon. SAMUEL DICKSTE! 















( t tl 1 selfish interests d ( - 
\ e of th ypeasem poli ; 
doned t the British people i the 

c ed world. Poland I 1 forces have 
fought to acquire new te land 

} earned the right by h sac in 
lly of the United State t nd 





1 ity of Poland and other smail cou es 
when their future and existence is tl it- 
ened They also raise a voice of protest 
against the merciless pressure exercised upon 
the leg Gove - 
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for its courageous stand in 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. O'BRIEN of New York Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
ex dn remarks in the Recorp and 
includ te m I received this rmn- 
it from 1 Polish « tions 
prote ng the position taken by Winston 





SPEAKER. Is there objecti 
; ; +} +7 ~~ , Yr 
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last World War, of course, had no entitle- 


} 


ment to social-security benefits for his 
widow, but many of the World War vet- 
erans who have died since then are lk 


ing probably not a large amount, $30, $40, 
$45 a month, but the result is that the 
widow of a World War veteran may re- 
ceive $45 a month from social security 
and $35 a month from her veteran’s 
widow’s pension, while her next door 
neighbor, who may have married a young 
man who was only 16 at the time war was 
declared in 1917, may be receiving a de- 
cidedly smaller amount from Uncle Sam. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. Of course, the gentle- 
man’s first statement is in error. We do 
not pay these widows and orphans of 
non-service-connected veterans as much 
as we do the widows and orphans of the 
men who were killed in action or who died 
from service-connected disabilities. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I said 
practically as much. 

Mr. RANKIN. It is not practically as 
much, 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. How 
much is it? Five dollars per month, is it 
not? 

Mr. RANKIN. The widow of a veteran 
who died of a service-connected disability 
gets $50 a month. If she has one child 
she gets $65 a month, and $13 a month 
for each additional child. 

The widow of a non-service connected 
veteran gets $35 a month. If she has one 
child she gets $45 a month and $5 a 
month for each additional child. 

For the gentleman’s information, I am 
inserting both schedules complete at this 
point: 

Service-connected death rates under 
Public, 144, 78th Cong.: 

Widow, but no child_- 

Widow, with 1 child (with $13 for each 

additional child) - 

No widow, but 1 Gilid.......accusaccnne 25 

No widow, but 2 children (equally 

divided) —- 

With $10 for each additional child. 

The total compensation payable under this 
section shall not exceed $100. 


$50 


seuesaweencenane © 


Non-service-connected death rates under 
Public, 483, 78th Cong.: 


Widow, Wut OO GRIM... <.cccconcnsnnse $35 
Widow, with 1 child (with $5 for each 
additional Gile) ncccdccccccscsacen 45 
No widow, but 1 child...............<<. 18 
No widow, but 2 children (equally 
PM ccckidwtcencd ll ncekeneede 27 
No widow, but 3 children (equally 
UD a isin ener ins tp itln timate in 36 


With $4 for each additional child (the 
total amount to be equally divided). 
he total compensation payable under this 

section shall not exceed $74. 


The gentleman talks about these wid- 
ows and orphans drawing social-security 
benefits. In the first place, social se- 
curity is a kind of insurance that they 
are supposed to pay for themselves. 
The farmers of the Nation, who con- 
tribute a larger proportion of their sons 
to the service in times of war than any 
other class of people in America, get no 
social-security benefits at all. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. That is 
true but we can correct that situation 
very quickly, 


! 





Mr. RANKIN. But they do help pay 
for it in the advanced prices of the goods 
that are manufactured by the people who 
are drawing social-security payments. 
It would certainly require some radical 
changes to correct those injustices. 

The gentleman from Connecticut 
ought not to get social security, which 
applies to a small group, mixed up with 
veterans’ benefits, which apply to the 
veterans throughout the whole Nation. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. There 
are more people on the social-security 
rolls throughout the United States than 
there are veterans. I certainly think the 
income received by a widow of a World 
War veteran from social security should 
be taken into consideration if you are 
going to pay a pension for death that 
had no possible connection with service. 
If I may be so bold as to say it, I think 
we made our mistake as a governmen 
when we accepted the so-called disabil- 
ity allowance. I felt then and I feel 
now that we should have in some way 
liberalized the regulation so that thou- 
sands of men—and I am well aware that 
there were thousands of men—who were 
left under that Disability Allowance Act 
with disabilities rated as not due to serv- 
ice whose disabilities actually were due 
to service—I want to be as liberal as any 
man can be to carry out what the law has 
declared many times, that the service- 
man should have the benefit of the doubt, 
but I think if we give servicemen the 
benefit of every possible doubt when it 
comes to establishing service-connected 
disabilities, we go as far as we should go 
when we provide, as the law provided 
prior to this past week, that a veteran 
who dies with but 1 percent of service 
disability has established entitlement tor 
his widow’s pension. I think that was 
fair and reasonable. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut has expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed for 5 additional 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
Sissippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN. May I say to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut that we are 
paying the widows of Spanish-American 
War veterans whose husbands were not 
suffering from service-connected disa- 
bilities and we are paying such widows 
of Civil War veterans—not only veterans 
who had no service-connected disabili- 
ties, but last week they amended the 
bill on the floor—and the gentleman did 
not object to it—to pension the widows 
of Civil War veterans who married the 
veterans 40 years after the war closed. 
So I submit that the small amount we 
are providing for these widows of World 
War veterans, many of whom have been 
dragging their children through the 
panics of the last 20 years, many of whom 
have small children now, and many of 
whom nursed their husbands when they 
were dying of tuberculosis, cancer, or 
other diseases that were probably con- 
tracted in the service—we are doing 
nothing but justice when we provide this 
small compensation to the widows and 
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orphans of those men who fought our 
battles 25 years ago. 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. M 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I yie 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. It is n 
impression there is a provision in t 
law to the effect if a widow has an i 
come of over $1,000, I believe it is, fron 
some other source, she is not eligible. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I men- 
tioned that. 

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Then t 
a certain extent social-security benefi: 
are taken into consideration in this ls 
islation. If they get benefits over th 
amount, they would not be entitled t 
that compensation. I should also like t 
point out to the gentleman if he is goin 
to reduce that minimum amount so th 
it will include more people, he might 
well say that the widow who is receiv- 
ing insurance from funds paid in by he: 
husband to buy an annuity or something 
like that should also be taken into con- 
sideration. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. It 
It is taken into consideration. Here is 
my point: A man comes home disabled 
from World War No.1. He is totally dis- 
abled. He is bedridden and he dra‘ 
$100 a month for his total disability, p! 
$50 for attendant hire, if he is actual! 
bedridden, and in some cases they hav 
insurance, but I do not count insuran 
for the reason the gentleman stated. H 
bought and paid for that. When that 
veteran dies immediately his widow h 
to adjust her living from a standard of 
an income of $150 a month down to th 
existing pension payable to the widow < 
a man who dies as a direct result of h 
service, which is $45 a month. The 
thing I wanted to see was the compensa- 
tion to a widow of a man killed in battle 
or who dies as a direct result of battle 
increased to $75 or $80 a month. Now, 
if we cannot do that for any reason 
whatever, or say that we cannot afford 
it, then certainly I do not see why we 
should take on this other large group, 
many of whom have no claim whatso- 
ever against the Government. 

According to General Hines, the bill we 
passed the other day will cost a com- 
paratively small sum the first year but 
it will go up to about $300,000,000 a year 
when it is atits peak. On the same basis 
with 12,000,000 or 15,000,000 men in the 
service, I think we ought to draw the 
line somewhere. I hope the line can bs 
drawn so that we do not put on the pen- 
sion rolls, regardless of what we might 
have done in the past, widows of men 
who have suffered no disability or hard- 
ship. 

Mr.RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I disagree 
with the gentleman, of course. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. I know 
that the gentleman disagrees with me. 

Mr. RANKIN. With reference to the 
$300,000,000, General Hines said that the 
cost would be about $37,000,000 a year. 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. That is 
for the first year. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is what it would 
cost the first year. As far as the widows 
and orphans of World War No. 1 veterans 
are concerned I do not know when th 
cost will reach its peak, but I am sure it 
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it. We are just following a policy 
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nercy seasons Justice, 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
limous consent to extend my re- 
: nd include a resolution passed 
» National Reclamation Association 
t ij annual convention in Colorado, 
November 16, and 17, 1944. 
ihe SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the gentleman from 


cn national plays 


request of 
( fornia? 
The1 no objection. 
7 SPEAKER. Under 
ie gentleman from Michigan is 
20 minutes. 
MONTGOMERY WARD STRIKE 


IOFFMAN. I ask unanimous 
nt to extend my remarks in the 
RD and include a certain newspaper 


revious 
previous 


d for 


The SPEAKER. Is there object 
quest of the gentleman 
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NG MEN WILL 
TANKS, TRUCKS, AND PLANES, IF— 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, to my 
desk yesterday there came a most star- 
tling yellow sheet, dated December 15, 
1944, ent ce . “Spotlight,” published by 

1i1 Order, Warehouse and 
loyees Union, Local 20, 
; E. A., C. I. O., 518 West 
shicago “Ave 1u can cago, Il. 

Itisa direct challenge to the American 
people, to the administration, and to the 
American Feder: ation of Labor. Boiled 
down and in substance, it tells us that, 


HAVE GUNS 


AMMUNITION, 


unless certain employees of Montgomery 
Ward & Co. at Detroit are granted wag 
increases, union contracts containing a 


security-of-membership clause and cer- 
tain other demands, the men on the 
fighting front will not get the tools they 
need to carry on this war. 

If that statement seems farfetched 
listen to the f lowing statements which 
11 re ad from this pamphlet: 
ke has for 


1 


-d a show-down. 


As we go to pr , the entire Montgomery 
Ward case has exploded into the first-class 
industrial « 

. * . * * + . 


The W. L. B. has hoped to « ! 
crisis to the city of Detroit. We will not 
permit that to happen 

. . * > a 7 ae 

With the entire C. I. O. in the State of 
Michigan mobilized for action, the 
Detroit has become a tir This week, 








city of 





gathered in emergency session 
they will give 


to let the Nation know that 
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The Ward C. I. O. local i 
that the country is faced with a crisis. 
That the “Ward case has expl 





the first-class industrial crisis. hat is 
it is intimated that in Detroit, where 
much of the material which goes to the 


fighting front is manufactured or as- 
embled, there will be a strike in war in- 
Gustries unless the union gains its objec- 
tives. The War Labor Board wants to 
confine that situation or trouble—the 
strikes—to the city of Detroit, but this 
union and the ‘unions say that they 
will not permit that to happen. In other 
words, they will not permit the trouble to 
be confined to Detroit. Let me reread a 


.y } . 
paragraph: 





other 


Detroit 1 b a tinder box I K 
240 u f 1ered in er 

let the Ni know tl the l ‘ 
financial, moral, and physical support t 
Montgomery Ward worker 


Get that—240 unions have gathered to- 
gether—and they are going to give the 
Montgomery Ward workers their support. 
Do not forget that the Montgomery Ward 

*s to whom reference is made are 

They have 

ian do the 
meat 
these 


employes 
employees in a retail store 
no more to do with the war tl 
employees in a corner grocery or a 
market or a hardware Yet 
245 unions have gathered together and 
have pledged all of their financial, their 
moral—and what do they mean by 


store. 


this?—‘“their physical support” to all 
Montgomery Ward workers. 
Do they mean that by pledging their 


Ippo! t to the emplovees in this 


physical si 
retail store the industrial unions intend 


to, by force of numbers on the picket 1e, 
to keep would-be employees from work- 
ing at the retail stores—that they intend 
by the use of clubs, iron bars, and rocks— 


that the members of Brig 
again, 


Ford plant at D 


rborn on April 1 and 2 
1941, beat and maim employees and pro- 
spective customers? 





papers indicate tl 1 
be their intention. It is reported 
that four persons were injured at the 
Royal Oak store. The paper states that 
J. J. Patrick, assistant manager, was cut 
over the ey L. A. Montgomery, another 
official, had a punctured ear drun 
Henry To Henry Paulsgrove 
sustained broken jaws. Then Governor 
Kelly called cut the State police, and 
apparently put an end to the violence. 


Saturday 


elpor and 
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to admit that it is a failure and let labor 
ecure its own demands by the use of eco- 
n force 


What do they mean by “economic 
force’? It is quite evident what they 
mean. I have read the whereas clause; 
I now read the resolving clause: 

Therefore be it resolved, That we, the mem- 
bers of Local 20, C. I. O., extend to our 


brothers and sisters in their fight against 
Ward's at Detroit all the financial and moral 
and physical help in our power to give. 


One construction which can be legiti- 
mately placed upon that handbill, which 
is a threat, and on the action of C. I. O. 
union leaders in Detroit is that the 
C. I. O. union leaders in Detroit and 
Chicago, notwithstanding their no-strike 
pledge, intend to produce arms and mu- 
nitions, trucks and planes, tractors and 
tanks for the men on the fighting front 
if and when—if and when—Montgomery 
Ward, a retail store, complies with the 
W. L. B. order to adopt a certain wage 
scale that includes in it a contract which 
will contain a security-of-membership 
clause. 

It means, too, that they intend to en- 
force their strike demands by force, that 
is, by massed picket lines which obstruct 
the entrances to places of business and 
employment; picket lines such as that 
shown by picture and described in the 
Detroit News of Saturday. 

Why do I make that statement? I 
make it because of the incidents of vio- 
lence which have already occurred, and 
to which reference has already been 
made. 

The picket lines are made up of not 
only Ward employees but of members of 
other unions. Local 212 has a record of 
violence on the picket lines. 

The statement that production of mu- 
nitions of war will be held up is further 
justified by the fact that 1,500 employees 
of Aeronautical Products Co., Inc., which 
manufactures aircraft, and of Bundy 
Tubing Co., which aids in the construc- 
tion of tanks, jeeps, trucks, shells, and 
aircraft, last week closed those 2 
plants—one because there was a dispute 
as to the seniority rights of 4 women 
who were transferred and in the other 
because a man was laid off for a day be- 
cause he insisted upon quitting work too 
s00Nn. 

Another illustration is that at the 
Cadillac division of the General Motors 
plant, where 116 men quit because the 
company insisted upon enforcing the 
“no smoking during working hours” rule, 
and to which the employees had pre- 
viously agreed. 

In another instance 144 workers of 
Briggs Local, No. 212, employed at the 
Outer Drive plant of Briggs, went on 
strike. 

Local 212 is the one which furnished 
some of the pickets for the April 1941 
strike at Ford’s. They were not em- 
ployees, but two of them, at least, who 
wielded clubs or iron bars, were members 
of the Communist Party, and in my files 
are photostats of their membership cards 
in the Communist Party. 

So it is easy to see what may happen 
unless the State authorities enforce the 
provisions of Act No. 176 of the Public 
Acts of the State of Michigan for the year 














1939, which makes it a criminal offense 
for anyone, by force or threat of force, 
by coercion or intimidation, to interfere 
with anyone desiring to go to his usual 
place of employment. 

Enough has been said to make clear 
the position of the Chicago union, which 
put out this leafiet; of other unions, if 
they call a general sympathetic strike in 
war industries to aid in winning the 
Ward strike. 

Do not the leaders in this strike say 
to the American people, to those who 
have their sons in the war—and I talked 
to a Member of the House a few momenis 
azo who recently lost a boy 23 years of 
age in the South Pacific—are not those 
leaders saying to the Members of this 
House and to the public, “Yes; we will 
send war materials down there, we will 
send the things which they are going to 
be short of soon, if we believe the state- 
ments of the commanding ofiicers, if and 
when Ward pays the wage scale de- 
manded by the union, ordered by the 
Board, and enforces an order that only 
members of that union can work there’’? 


The Governor of Michigan has called 
out the State troops. It remains to be 
seen whether Harry Kelly, the Republi- 
can Governor, will adopt the obvious 
American course—and let me say right 
here that Kelly is a veteran of the First 
World War. He lost a leg in that war. 
I repeat, it remains to be seen whether 
or not he will carry out the provisions of 
that law and give protection to those 
who want to go to work, or will follow 
the course Frank Murphy followed when 
the sit-down strike came to Michigan 
back in 1937. 

In my judgment, Kelly is a patriotic 
citizen; he believes in law-enforcement 
and, while seeing that every opportunity 
is given to employees, he will not hesitate 
to insist that the law of the State be 
obeyed. He is known to be pro-labor, 
yet the people of the State have confi- 
dence in him and are certain that the 
State will not experience in wartime a 
long period of lawlessness interfering 
with war production. 

Lest someone think that the slowing 
down or the stopping of production is 
caused solely by disputes between em- 
ployer and employee, let me here insert 
a newspaper story from the Friday issue 
of a Detroit paper which demonstrates 
the contrary: 

A. F. L. Ovuttaws C. I. O. Buripers—ISSUE 
CausEs Two WorK STOPPAGES 
(By ArTHuR O’SHEA) 

The Detroit Building Trades Council 
(A. F. L.) issued an ultimatum Thursday af- 
fecting all future construction work—both 
war and civilian—in this area. 

It embodied formal notification that here- 
after A. F. L. building trades mechanics will 
work on no building jobs jointly with mem- 
bers of the C. I. O. 

Ed Thal, secretary of the council, said the 
new policy was backed by 25,000 members 
of the 19 international craft unions affiliated 
with the council. Forty locals, he said, had 
passed resolutions supporting the stand. 

The policy, Thal said, has actually been 
in effect a week, but public declaration has 
been withheld pending 100 percent ratifica- 
tion, 

It already has accounted for two industrial 
stoppages, he said. 
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Walk-outs by A. F. L. men, he said, occur: 
last week on a hangar job at Willow R 
and a remodeling job for Packard M 
Car Co. on Hern Avenue. 

The policy will be enforced rigidly, T 
said, by refusing to send skilled A. FP. L. : 
to any job unless there are ironclad a 
ances” the A. F. L. men will be allowed ¢ 
work it through to completion withou® C. I 
interference. 

“We have no quarrel with mainten 
workers employed inside industry or on | 
pay rolls,” he said. “Our one concern is ¢ 
struction of new buildings and rehabilitat 
of old ones. And that includes all constr 
tion work being done inside industrial est 
lishments as well as on civilian jobs.” 

The council’s membership includes n 
chanics in all skilled building trades ¢ 
gories, 

The ultimatum, Thal said, was precipit 
by recent announcement of objectives 
C. I. O.’s new Maintenance and Powerh 
Workers Council. One of these was: 

“To prevent the employment of cont: 
tors in plants, thereby taking away we 
from our men and creating lay-off periods a: 
short time.” 


To understand the present threat to 
war production and what is back of i 
let me recite a few facts. 

Congress realized that, if we were t 
have an all-out production here at home 
in support of the war effort, it was neces- 
sary to prevent strikes, lock-outs, stop- 
pages of production, and to obtain th 
full use of all facilities being used 
the prosecution of the war. 

To accomplish that objective, Conzre 
passed an act which, among other thing 
authorized the President to take posses- 
sion of any “plant, mine, or facility 
equipped for the manufacture, produc- 
tion, or mining of any articles or mate- 
rials which may be required for the war 
effort or which may be useful in connec- 
tion therewith.” 

The President was given authority t 
establish a National War Labor Boa 
which was granted authority to decid 
labor disputes “and provide by order the 
wages and hours and all other terms and 
conditions—customarily included in col- 
lective-bargaining agreements—govern- 
ing the relations between the parties, 
which shall be in effect until further or- 
der of the Board. In making any such 
decision the Board shall conform to th: 
provisions of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938, as amended; the National 
Labor Relations Act; the Emergency 
Price Control Act of 1942, as amended; 
and the act of October 2, 1942, as amend- 
ed, and all other applicable provisions 
of law; and where no other law is appli- 
cable the order of the Board shall pro- 
vide for terms and conditions to govern 
relations between the parties which shall 
be fair and equitable to employer and 
employee under all the circumstances of 
the case.” 

No attempt was made by the Congress 
to suspend or circumvent any constitu- 
tional guarantee of due process of law 
or security of property or person. It was 
never the intention of Congress to give— 
and it did not by law give—to the Presi- 
dent or any agency of the Government 
any authority to take possession of or to 
operate civilian industrial plants or busi- 
nesses. 

The Montgomery Ward & Co. retail 
stores in Royal Oak and Detroit, Mich., 
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long run and practically, a se- 
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in means that no man or woman can 
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lso ordered Ward's to pay 
3; a wage fixed by the Board. 
iticn cf the Board is correct, 
except those who join the 
the Board can work 
r Ward & Co. 
If the position of the Board is correct, 
‘an raise the wages of Ward’s em- 
ployees to such an extent that the com- 
ny cannot successfu ly ury on 
s and pay that wage 
tion of the B ard is correct, 
j lower the wa “ the em- 
ployee to suc he an extent that he cannot 
exist on the amount fix a = the 
Ward’s challenged the authority 
to make such an order and, since 
August 20, 1943, when the W. P. B. order 
was made, has been carrying on a fight in 
the courts to obtain a review of the 
»oard’s order. The Federal courts have 
peatedly dec d they had no jurisdic- 
tion over the action of the Board. 


A t 
If 
her 


d by 


its 


he posi 


also 


Board. 
ol the 


Board 


One of the later decisions is that 
handed down by the United Statcs Court 


for the District of Columbia in 
of National War Labor Board 
st Montgomery Ward & Co., 
will be oe in One Hundred 

ind Forty-fourth Federal Reporter, sec- 
ond series, ceahneiaien at page 526. 
In the course = om decision, the court 
quoted from an affidavit filed by Lloyd K. 
Garrison, which 1 in part reads as follows: 
I was forme general counsel and execu- 


am now alternat 


f Appeals 
1e case 
aliae again 


et 
Inc. It 





director an¢ 
member of the N 
I ial capacit 
ncernin 





cil 


cts ct 





ither threatened t take action 
*n action to enforce its dir 
suit. It has no power to 
tive order. 


ective orde r 
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The court, in disposing of the case, | War I r 
among ¢ r things said, and I quote dD 

I inion, the cou uld } e dis- 
n t complaint 1 e defe 
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able, is not enforceable by any ju i 

process, ‘ 
Nevertheless the C. I O. is demanding | ; Oak 

that the President e and opera ll 

of the Montgomery Ward & Co. retail 


the 
press 
ize 

th e no t 


—— hout 


n 
n 
it 


stores 

The morning 
President “will s 
tore . If he does, 


cou 
tells 
and operate 


he P. 





the C. I. O. have accomplished their pur- . 

: a s 
pose ~ by use of executive power di- 
rected by the President, obtaining control } 


retail business. cent of 


The yi ny. sheet from Chicago which work t 
states that the Montgomery Ward « Y . 
ne explod é oa ntc 1a firc* ») nea 
ie aD.,00e¢ ] » the il -Ci > int - os ‘ 
trial crisi is correct. We are told by hie : 


iat C. I. O. ee es the Pre i- acer ter = Maat 





t 
dent does follow its demands Cc I. O. vat Chad 
unions throughout the country will u rtd 
in aid of the Detroit C. I. O., “all tl price on, sate 
financial, moral, and physical help” in a 
their power to force him to do so ie 

The statements of the C. I. O. are a ; ae 
plain, blunt warning that, unless Ward , : 
employees are granted the inc: e in : 
wages demanded by the C. I. O.; unless i pap 
they are granted a collective-bargainins I nf 


l *t cOntaining a security-Oi-mem- 
h rship 











clause, the men ecro the c 
tnose who are now facing the vicious, 
murderous counterattacks of the Ger- i . 
mans, will not be given the support which | “on—' 
is their 


due. a Ses 
It is futile for 5 
position to that he 
ihe war effort, that he 
fighting men. sact tnal 

Let me repeat, in effect, this e! 


anyone adopti 


1 


insiSt 


ls 








leafict tells us that the C. I. O. unions of sitie€ \ 
Detroit and Chic: <o will back the i} of W 
effort, will suppo the fighting men, if I 
and when—and only if and when—their i 
demands are eranted. I 
They tell us, in unmistakable lan e e W 
some of which I have quoted above, that to 
they wiil call strikes to enforce their de- To 
mand unless the employee first pays it i 
money into their treasury; unl he re- f 
ceives the compensation they demanded freedom f 
, more at curately, the amount fixed by to carry ¢ 
th 1e War Labor Board. ( ‘'s own 
In name paper, I noticed this ure of 


B 


k 
+ 

\ y 
St 


statement on the first page of the Wash- re at home 


ington Star: 
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to discriminate 1inst nonunion men 
and men. 

T] Iministration }! been st - 
ing its F. E. P. C.; has insi d that noc 
hould be discriminated against because 
of 1 creed, color, ancestry, land of 
origin; to that statement no <¢ dis- 
ent Yet here in America, where all 
are uarantecd | th Constitution 
equality of opportunity, the War Labor 
Board i an order, which the courts 
have declared to be not reviewable, is 
unenforceable, which in the end if obeyed 
prever a nonunion man from continu- 
ing at his job; which compels an em- 
ployer to deduct, at the command of a 
union, a stated amount from the em- 
ployee’s pay check, forces an employer to 
violate the N. L. R. A. 

Let me summarize the situation: Yes, 


the show-down is here. Within the next 
week, the country will learn whether Sid- 
ney Hillman, the P. A. C. and the C. I. O. 
can force their will upon the people of 
America. 

Approximately 10,000,000 young men 
have been conscripted to fight in this war. 
Several million of them have been sent 
the seas. Almost 100,009 have 
sacrificed their lives in support of the 
principle that all men should have equal 
opportunity. Our fighting men will 
shortly, we have been told by the com- 
manding officers, be in need of additional 
supplies, of guns, ammunition, shells, 
trucks, and tanks, planes, and trans- 
ts—of all those things which the 
fighting men need; for the lack of which 
fighting men die. 

The President will decide within the 
coming week whether they are to have 
all-out, wholehearted support from the 
people here at home. He will 
whether Sidney Hillman, the P. A. C., 
and the C. I. O. are to be permitted to 
curtail production unless their demands 
for more money, either by an increase in 
wages or through the payment of dues 
and assessments into the treasury of the 
C. I. O.—and incidentally into the war 
chest of the P. A. C._—are granted. He 
will decide whether men and women, 
fathers and mothers of men at the front 
are free to work unrestricted, or whether 
they must first submit to the demands of 
his political allies. 

The people of America face a show- 
down, a crisis. ‘The President of the 
United States faces a show-down. He, 
as Commander in Chief, can take his po- 
sition squarely behind his subordinates 
in the service, insist that there be un- 
hampered, all-out production, or he can 
attempt to enforce the orders of the 
C. I. O., the demands of Sidney Hillman, 
by a seizure and operation of private 
civilian business, over which he has never 
been granted authority. 

Because I insist upon equality of op- 
portunity; upon defying the C. I. O. 
racketeers and labor politicians; upon 
turning the light of publicity upon these 
acts, upon refusing to go along with Sid- 
ney Hillman and his foreign ideologies, 
I am charged with being un-American. 
The truth is that those false charges are 
made because I insist upon first serving 
my country, rather than remaining si- 


across 


lecide 









lent when this pressure group exerts its 
Pp pe 


force to deprive citizens of their rights. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
BONNER. Mr. 
unal consent 
marks in the RecorD and include an 
article from the Greenville Reflector, 
published in Greenville, N. C., that por- 
trays the real work of American woman- 
hood in their participation in the war 
effort. 

The SPEAKER. 
request of 


Mr. Speaker, I ask 


to extend my re- 


mous 


Is there objection to 
the gentleman from 


There was no objection. 
Mr 


. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
1imous consent to extend my re- 
rks in the Recorp and include a cer- 
tain publication and also include some 
excerpts from correspondence that I 
have had with constituents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 






utes after the legislative business of the 
day and any other special orders have 
been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

There was no objection. 

CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT ACT 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1481) to amend 
further the Civil Service Retirement Act, 
approved May 29, 1930, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I re- 
serve the right to object. Is this an 
emergency matter? 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Yes; it is in a sense. 
It deals with a situation which the com- 
mittee felt is unfair to the employees 
of the Government who have been in- 
jured while in the performance of their 
duties and have received compensation 
inalumpsum. The committee felt that 
if the retirement is not for the disability 
for which they collected compensation, 
there is no reason why they should not 
be given the same right as any other em- 
ployee. It has the approval of the Civil 
Service Commission, and also the Em- 
ployees’ Compensation Commission. It 
corrects what apparently is due to an 
unintentional conflict in the law between 
the two acts, the Compensation Commis- 
sion Act and the Retirement Act. 

Mr.MICHENER. AsIunderstand the 
situation, a bill was reported by the Civil 


Service Commission to the House. How 
long ago was that? 
Mr. RAMSPECK. The _ gentleman 


from Alabama [Mr. Hosss] introduced a 
bill in the House. The original Senate 
bill came over before the committee took 
up the House bill, The committee, 
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thinking the Senate bill was ident 
with the Hobbs bill, reported the Sen 
bill. We later found it had an an 
ment in it that vitiated the purpx 
the bill. Therefore, we had the bill 1 
committed and reported the langus 
the Hosgsgs’ bill as an amendment to t 
Senate bill, and that is the bill Iam; 
ing now to have considered. 

Mr. MICHENER. How long ago w: 
thet the Senate bill came over? 

Mr. RAMSFECK. It came over ea: 
this month, as I recollect; anyway, \ 
reported it on December 6. 

Mr. MICHENER. Ido not know any- 
thing about it, of course. It was our u 
derstanding that nothing would be tal 
up during the balance of the session ex- 
cept emergency matters. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I may say to t! 
gentleman from Michigan that this } 
been acted on unanimously twice by t 
Committee on the Civil Service. T 
reason for the delay is that we did 1 
catch this error in the Senate bill un 
it was too late io act on it at the i: 
call of the Consent Calendar. 

Mr. MICHENER. Isece one membe! 
the Committee on the Civil Service p1 
ent on this side. I refer to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Herter 
May I ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts if he has any observation 
make on the bill? 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, I thi 
the statement made by the Chairman ¢ 
the Committee on the Civil Service 
substantially correct. This matter h 
twice been before the committee, it h 
twice been unanimously reported by tl 
committee. The first time it was re- 
ported in error because of failure 
catch an error in the wording of the Sen- 
ate bill. It has since been corrects 
The time element has been such that t} 
matter could not be brought before the 
House on the Consent Calendar. Any- 
way, I know it has been before the co! 
mittee and they were unanimous in 
agreeing that it should be reported. 

This bill corrects an injustice in tho 
cases where injuries sustained a lo! 
time ago and paid for were prejudicing 
the right of a person to his retirement 
after a long period of subsequent service. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. That is a correct 
statement. 

Mr. MICHENER. The _ gentleman 
from Massachusetts is always a ve 
careful, and experienced legislator. He 
is a member of this committee. I hesi- 
tate to object to something about which 
I do not know. My objection runs 
simply to bringing the bill up at this 
hour. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. I can assure the 
gentleman from Michigan that the en- 
tire membership of the committee, both 
Democrats and Republicans, favor this 
bill. The only reason it was not brou 
up sooner was due to the mechanics of 
getting the corrected report printed. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and I surely do not want to be disagree- 
able, but I wish to take this opportunity 


ing general 


— 


ready 


the gentleman for 


There be 


CON 


» protest against this procedure. 
milar things happen almost every year 
adjcurn. I feel that agreements 
ring . business at the end of the 


not be broken except to 
Situations of real emer- 


n willing to take the si 


ntleman 
ieman i! 
s of th 


Ii atement of 
from Gcorgia and the 


om doa eee etts as to — 


rticular bill, but It 





nN 


poor p icy to bring it in hone r 
nanimous conscnt on the last day when 
have had so many other days in 


could have been 
ons so far stated do not seen 
present a very urgent case for bring- 
it uv, in my opinion, because we 
} of time last week in which 
ich thin s could have been considered 
culd rot have taken any ieaated 
mnsider it than it does at the 


brought in. 


n to Cc 
t minute. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. 
itleman f 


I may say to the 
rom Wisconsin that, speak- 
I agree with what he Says. 
case, however, the bill was not 
for consideration before today; 
did not have the amended bill 
inted or the report printed. Had they 
on Saturday we would 
the consideration of the 
on Saturday. 
Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I thank 
his statement, and 
thdraw my reservation of objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
present consideration of the bill? 
ing no objection, the Clerk 





this 


en available 


ve as sked for t 





d the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, eic., That section 6 of the 
Civil Service Ret paseo Act, approved May 
), 1930, as amended, is hereby amended by 
ding at the end thereof the following para- 

aph 

Notwithstanding any provision of law to 
contr the gv’ of y person en- 
ec nuity ur this act shall not 
i 1use such ; on n has received 
award of compensation in a lump sum 
under section 14 of the act entitled ‘An act 
) provide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries while in the 
performance of their duties, and for other 
purposes,’ approved September 7, 1916, as 
nded, except that so much of such com- 
} ion as has been paid for any period 


















nded beyond the date such annuity be- 
mes effective, as determined by the United 
implcyees’ Compensation Commis- 
n ye refunded to the United States 
p ompensation Commission, to be 
vel the Employees’ Compensation 
! re such person shall receive such 
nuity he shall (1) refund such Com- 
n the amount representing such com- 
muted payments for such extended period, 
(2) auti e the deduction of such 
int from the annuity payable to him 
der this act, which amount shall be trans- 
d to h Commission f reimburse- 
to s fund. Deduction from such 
nuity m be made from accrued and ac- 
uing 1uity payments, or may be pro- 
d against and paid from accruing pay- 
ts in such manner as the Employes 
mpensaticn Commission shall determine, 
ie € it finds that the financial cir- 
imstances of the annuitant are such as to 
rrant such deferred refunding.” 


With the following committee amend- 


nt: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
ert the following: 
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n Act of May 29, 1 ) S 
] y amended t the eof 
Lhe g I 
4 istand yt [ Ww ) 
the ¢ y é i 
) nnuity T s De 
ffected be s I é 1 
A a n 1 L I 
S¢ I 14 { the t € itled A 
p! C i 1 en e€ 
Un is é 1 g juries v e 
per mance I € duties, and f < 
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of 





isati c efunded to 

he United States Employees’ Compensation 
Commission, to be covered into the n 
ployees’ c tion fund. Before 





person shall receive 


(1) refund to such Cc 


such annuity, sh 
mmission the amount 
representing such commuted payments for 
such extended period, or (2) auth , 

deduction of such amount from the 
payable to him under this act, which amou 
shall be transmitted to such Commission for 
reimbursement to such fund. Deduct 
from such annuity may be made from ac- 
rued and accruing payments, or 
prorated against and paid from accruing 
ments in such manner as the United States 
Employees’ Compensation Commission shall 
determine, whenever it finds ths 
cial circumst the annuitant are 

warrant such deferred refunding.’” 











at the fi 
ances of 
aS to 


The committ 


to 


‘ec amendment was agreed 
The bill was orde red to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and a ssed, 

and a motion | to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

RECESS 


The SPEAKER. The House will stand 
in recess until 3 o’clock p. m., the bells 
be rung at 2:45 p. m. 
Thereupon (at 1 o’clock 
utes p. m.) the House stood 
until 3 o'clock. 

“AFTER 

The recess having expired, tt 
was called to order by 
o'clock p. m. 

EXTENSION OF 

Mr. TALLE. Mr. Spe 
imous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp and include a resolution 
adopted by the R. E. A. Managers of 
Iowa and Des Moines on the 9th of the 
month. 

The SPEAKER. 
the requ 


and 9 min- 


in rece 


THE RECESS 

1e House 
the Speaker at 3 
REMARKS 


l li ~” . 
aker, I ask unan- 


Is tl 


est of the gen 


rere objecti 


lemoan f 
iC lili) 2 


on to 


rom Iowa? 


There was no objection. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


unal 


nimous 
Y) rl 
mal 


KS 


consent to €xX 
in the REecorpD? 

The SPEAKER. Is there obj ection 
the request of the gentlemar 
diana? 

There was no objection. 

APPOINTMENT OF SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer the following resolution, which I 


nd my re- 


1 to 
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send to t desk and ask for its imme- 
Ciate ¢ ieration 

I SI E. AKER Before this resolu- 
tion read e Chair de ») make a 
brief s I t I am ] today, 
I i I take S oppo! I \ 0 iy to 
the Mer ! vefore I i it 
privile nd pleasure I en to 
work hem in the last 2 y You 
} e been universally kind and fine to 
me, ea nd ¢ ry Member cof the H 
on bot ( of the le, and to my last 
Cay I shall cherish your manifold kind- 
I es and your great consideration for 
me, because you have helped to make 


pleasant a position that at best is both 


arduous and onerous, and many times 
almost heartbreaking. If it had not been 
for the fine group of men and women I 
have had to work with, it would have 


been an almost impossible task, I 
less a pleasant one 

I thank each and every one from the 
bottom of a grateful =~ art, and wish 
each of you as happy a Christmas as 
you can possibly have in day this, 
breathing the hope and the prayer that 
when the last of December com next 
year this troubled world may be in a 
more peaceful condition than it is today. 

The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read (H. Res. 681) fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That 


much 





ys like 


ymes 


as 


Hon. E. E. Cox, a Repre- 


sentative from the State of Georgia, be, and 
he is hereby, ¢ ted Speaker pro tempore 
durir t abse e of the Spe and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the President and the Sen- 
ate be notified by the ¢ f the « 
of I E. E. Cox as Speaker } t pore 
du e abse1 of the Speake 

The resolution was agreed to 

Mr. COX present a himself at the bar 


t] th of 
AND JOINT RI 
SIGNED 

the Ci 


of the House and took 
ENROLLED BILLS 


FS na 
Ounce, 


LUTION 


Mr. KLEIN, from 


Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills and a joint resolution of the 
House of the following titles, which were 
thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 4485. A ct t C - 
struct cert pu ri 

nd 1 f flood 
purp 

H.R.4911. A t t I 
Crop I A 

H. J.! 4 J t ‘ t ¢ d 
t t i ( A ~ 
} B l 11 [ 
comme 


ture to enrolled | of Sel f 
1 £ 
the folk titl 
1AND A . 
; < ry f ] 
Win J H B j f ) 
+ I I 
A. ¢ l 
l os f 
re I ( 
F. W t t ° 
S. 2026 of 
an T 
a 
‘ 
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§ 2208. An act pr ling for the transfer | 
of certain } the Home O 
I ( ion > Un 1 States f 

pu ‘ 

BII PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. KLEIN, from tl Committ on 
E 1 Bills, reported that that com- 
I did on this day present to the 
P lent, for his approval, bills and 
it tions of the House of the fol- 
lo t 

H.R.195. A ct f he lief of Gladys A 
I ri i Kk ol i of G e 
Pe ( ed d Oscar H. Julius; 
f i k e r Auton e Service, I 

H 449. Al r the elief of th 
Pu B e & Dre gC 

H.R. 545. An for the relief of G. F 
or 

H 763. Ar ct f the relief of Lind 
Hi: 

H.R.S76. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
M: f tian Eger 

H.R.1023. An to establish a Chief of 
Chaplains of the United States Navy 

H.R.1218. An act for the relief of F. L. 
Riddle; 

i.R. 1284. An act relating to the natu- 
ralization of persons not citizens who serve 
honorably in the military or naval ‘orces of 


the United States during the present war; 


H.R. 1556. An act for the relief of Archie 
Barwick; 

H. R. 1648. An act for the relief of Mary 
Lovis Elliott; 5 

H.R.1772. An act for the relief of Henry 


Stovall; 
H.R 
Garner; 
H. R. 2005 
Mangrum, 
Mangrum; 
H.R. 2016. An act for the relief of William 


1963. An act for the relief of G. H. 
An act fi 


Lester 


r the relief of Christine 
Mangrum, and Nathan 


H. Linhart; 

H.R. 2066. A. act for the relief cf A. L. 
Rinkenberger and John Floering; 

H.R. 2150. An act for the relief of Diemer 
Adison Coulter and Frances Andrews Coul- 
ter; 

H.R.2213. An act for the relief of Mrs. 


Agnes W 
H.R. 2300. An act for the relief of Rose B. 
Luzar 


olters: 


H. R. 2354. An 


act for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. Phoebe Sherman, and for Har- 
riet W. Vanderhoef and Allan Vanderhoef; 
H.R. 23738. An act for the relief of Pearl 
Saievitz and Ruth Levin; 
H.R. 2543. An act for the relief of Mrs. 


Ne!le Jones; 

H.R. 2688. An act for the relief of Clar- 
ence H, Miles, Mrs. Mollie Miles, and Hardy 
Miles, a minor; 

H.R. 2825. An act for the relief of Sigfried 
Olsen, doing business as Sigfried Olsen Ship- 
pil y Co . 

H.R. 2827. An act for 
estate of Ida W. Rutherf< 


the relief of 
rd; 


the 


H.l.2903. An act for the relief of the 
Washington Asphalt Co.; 
H. R. 2969. An act to establish official check- 


ing accounts with the Treasurer of the United 
States for clerks of United States courts and 





United States marshals; 
H.R. 2994. An act to extend Reissued Let- 
ters Patent No. 19,023; 


H.R.2017. An act for the relief of Hubert 
McMahon and the legal guardian of Barbara 
McMahon; 

H.R.3138. An 
Bertha Macklin; 

H.R.3191. An act 


act for the relief of Mrs. 


for the relief of Lillian 


Hill; 
H.R.3192. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Bertha Grantham; 


H.R. 3218. An act for the relief of Enid M. 
Albertson; 


CONGR 


| 
| 
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H.R 


3250. An act to confer jurisdiction 
the United States District Court of 


2.3279. An act for the relief of Clarence 


lling and Doris J. (McNeil) Doelling; 
3285. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
SOI 
02. An act for the relief of Eleanor 


y 


William M. Watson and R. H. Price; 

H.R.3369. An act for the relief of Harry 
V. Hearn; 

H. R. 3400. An act for the relief of La Verne 
Whip 

H.R. 3414. An act for the relief of Edward 
C. Rob 

H. R. 346 An act for the relief of Archie 
Berb Kurken Berberian, and Mrs. Osge- 
te Lb an; 

H. R.3467. An act for the relief of Miss 
Anne \ $ 

H.R.3484. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Pearl W. Peterson; 

H.R.3584. An act for the relief of Elsie 
Haw! 

H.R.3590. An act for the relief of the 
city and county of San Francisco; 

H.R.3614. An act for the relief of the 


Queen City Brewing Co.; 

H. R. 3639. An act for the relief of Herman 
Weinert, Jr., doctor of medicine; 

H.R. 3645. An act for the relief of Mary 
Agnes Lichtefeld Droppelman and Fred J. 
Lichtefeld and Josephine Lichtefeld; 

H. R.3678. An act for the relief of Floyd E. 
and Lena Mae Drummond; 


H.R.3709. An act for the relief of Harley E. 
Carter; 

H.R.3727. An act for the relief of the 
legal ruardian of Violet DeGroot; 

H.R.3782. An act to repeal the prohibition 
against the filling of a vacany in the office 


of district judge in the district of New Jersey; 


H.R.3781. An act for the relief of Hall 
Farris; 

H.R.2814. An act for the relief of M. 
Senders & Co.; 

H.R. 3852. An act for the relief of the 
O. S. Stapley Co.; 

H.R.3880. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Anna Zukas; 

H.R.28681. An act for the relief of Mrs. 


Anna Chandler; 

H.R. 3928. An 
LeRoy Eden; 

H.R.3931. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Dr. A. D. Gibson; 

H.R.3995. An act for the relief of Walter 
Lundmark; 

H.R.4014. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ruby Winsch; 

H.R. 4016. An act for the relief of John 
Casey and Marie Casey; 

H.R. 4038. An act for the relief of Joseph 
Steel; 
H. R. 4049. An act for the relief of Alfred 
F. Ross; 

H. R. 4080. An act for the relief of certain 
former employees of the United States Court 
for China; 

H.R. 4101 


act for the relief of James 





Ww 


. An act for the relief of P. E. 


Brannen; 

H.R.4105. An act for the relief of Ira 
Cannon; 

H.R.4111. An act for the relief of Louis 
Beckham; 

H.R. 4125. An act for the relief of Kelly 
Hobbs: 

H.R. 4144. An act for the relief of Brig. 


Gen. Louis J. Fortier; 

H. R.4159. An act to amend section 33 of 
the act of September 7, 1916, as amended 
(39 Stat. 742); 

H.R. 4200. An act for the relief of William 
Weber; 

H. R. 4212. An act for the relief of Robert 
and Mary Rowe; 





H.R. 4213. An 
Lungstras; 

H.R. 4305. An 
Clay Walker; 


act for the relief of 


act for the relief of H 


H.R. 4309. An act for the relief of 
Lee Foreman; 
H.R. 4322. An act for the relief of 


estate of Floyd M. Adair, deceased; 

H.R. 4331. An act for the relief of 
Florence Armstrong; 

H.R. 4333. An act for the relief of B 


LeFrancq; 

H.R.4345. An act for the relief 
legal guardian of Luther Marcus Smi 
minor; 


H.R. 4363. An act 
Brashear Hes 

H. R. 4367. 
Julia Toler; 

H.R. 4380. An 
E. Olive; 

H.R. 4442. An 
B. Weaver; 

H.R. 4451. An 
McLaughlin, Sr., 

H.R. 4481. An 
H. Crompton; 

H.R. 4485. An act authorizing the 
struction of certain public works on 
and harbors for flood control; and for « 
purposes; 

H.R. 4911. An act to 
Crop Insurance Act; 


for the relief of 
rldson; 

An act for the relief of M 
act for the relief of M 
act for the relief of A 
act for the relief of J 


and John McLaughlin 
act for the relief of W 


amend the Fed 


H.R.4502. An act to amend the 
Congress, approved May 20, 1935, en 
“An act concerning the incorporated 


of Seward, Territory of Alaska,” as ame? 

H.R.4525. An act for the relief of 
Grace Murphy, administratrix of the e: 
of John H. Murphy; 

H.R. 4542. An act for the relief of Ha 
Miller; 

H.R.4647. An act to amend the 
February 14, 1931, as amended, so 
permit the compensation on a mileage 
of civilian officers or employees for th 
of privately owned airplanes while trave 
on official business; 

H.R. 4649. An act for the relief of S 
C. Brown; 

H. R. 4593. 
R. Clark; 

H. R. 4588. 
L. Whidden; 


An act for the relief of Th 


An act for the relief of R 


H.R. 4629. An act for the relief of Lud 
Wolf; 

H.R. 4631. An act for the relief of Jo! 
L. MacNeil: 

H. R. 4674. An act for the relief of 


estate of Everette Maxwell; the estate 
Redman P. Maddux; and the legal guar 
of Elmer Massa, a minor; 
H.R. 4703. An act for 
estate of Annie Brown; 
H. R. 4736. An act for the relief of Dr. H. I 
Klotz; 
H.R. 4786. An act for the relief 


the relief of 


of 
estate of Kimball Lee Beckner; 

H.R. 4815. An act for the relief of 
Board of County Commissioners of Vo! 
County, Fia.; 

H.R. 4817. An act for the relief of Wilf: 
T. Plant, Sr.; 

H.R. 4878. An act for the relief of 


estate of Emma B. Fleet, deceased; 

H.R. 4910. An act authorizing the Atc! 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co., or 
successors, to convey to the States of A 
zona and California, jointly or separate! 
for public-highway purposes, an existi! 
railroad bridge ecross the Colorado Ri‘ 
formerly known as the Red Rock Brid¢ 


near Topcck, Ariz.; 

H.R.4918. An act to provide for the pay- 
ment to certain Government employees f 
accumulated or accrued 
upon their separation 
service; 


annual leave d 
from Governmen 
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H.R. 5518. An act to end sec 1 119 
of the Judicial Code 
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Stat Forest Service 
963. An t to ] ize the Admin- 
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H. R. 5566. An act to amend section 592 (a) 
of the Department of Agricul 
Act of 1944; 
H. R. 5520 
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and for other purpose 
H. J. Res. 317. Joint resolu 1 recognizing 
the outstanding service ! dered to t 
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H. J. Res. 324. Joint resolution to extend 
thi tim for f g y y by the Civil 
Acronautics Board relating to multiple taxa- 
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Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr Speaker, I 
move that the House do now ad 
l Vas agreed to: ac ding ly 
i 6 min p. m.) t 
1 unt morrow, Tues- 
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recess 
The Chaplain, Rev 
Harris, D. D., offers 


prayer: 


Eternal God our Father, the 
year, the change and f 
gaunt, stricken trees and the withered 
leaves are wailing in the 
reminds us 
failing, mortal bodies that all things wax 
cld as doth a garment; but Thou art the 
same, and Thy years shall not fail. Our 








who are dwelling in these 


life is but a moment in the vastness of 
eternitr, yet jt is long enough for us to 
grow old and careworn and gray with 
cynicism. We inherit wisdom from all 


yet we miss the way 
ridly 1 


wise but very 
yet poor 


in soul 





As again, in spite “ 
temp which parat 
mystic cords of od ¥ n 
to the Cradle of the Cl - 
selves to the le contagion of Thy 
lead us back to the lowliness of the 
manger, to Thy Holy Child Jesus who 


kept His heart unaged and unembittered. 


CS ending Ind — +h, 
So bending low through the gate of the 


child heart, may we find the simplicity, 
the freedom, and the truth that sword 
and tongue and pen can never give. We 
ask it in the name above every nam 


THE J 
Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Journal of 
calendar day Monday, 
be dispensed with and that the 
stand approved 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 


object to that request. 


ject to unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed, w the reading of the 
ition of the nomi- 


Journal, to the 
na 
wish 
nal 
Mr. 





> Calendar, but I 
val of the Jour- 
for other 
HILL. 
ithin his rights. 

The VICE PRESID 
rules, the Legislative Jour 
have to be read in 

Mr. HILL. Then the reading of the 
irnal does not have to be dispensed 


+h 


The VICE 


tive sé 


purposes. 
Of course, the Senator is 
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PRESIDENT. In an execu- 
t not necessary to deal 


$sion 1 1S 
with the Legislative Journal. 





RECORD—SENATE 


CALL OF THE R¢ 
Mr Pre ie! 


4 quorum 





vy 
i ; 
ieTK Ca a € 
fi tors < >W 
name 
Guffey 
( ey 
I 
I es 
H ien 
I H 
I HH an 
B Je er 
T ; J ‘ 
B 
B La F t 
r I 
( I 
Cc) = nA 
( Mee 
sf Mo Mcfk ind 
( McK r 
( M n 
r) M 
T) » 
Fé . 
(; 
( 
, © N 


etor from Virginia | Mr 
Senator from Tl h | Mi 
absent from the Senate | 
née . 

The Sor r from F 
DREWS I S tor Ire 
BANKHEAD |, the Ser f 
CLARK the Ser —_— 
Mr. EASTLA the & t 
ana |Mr. ELLENDER 
West \ ! Mr. Kn 
t I rex Mr. O’Da 
at from N i Mr. Se 
S itor from ‘iennge 
t tor from N y 
N and t ator I 
Mr. WALLCREN! a I 

Mr. WHERRY j f 


Paix], the Senator f N 
Mr. Ertcrs], the S 
homa {Mr. Moort 


> 


CI DENTIAI 
The VICE PRESIDENT 
Senate the credentials of 
duly <« I 5 i I 
North D 1 for ter! 
on Jar y 3, 1945 
ord i t i filed, a 
A N 
Dt i I 
( IF 4 
A t 
» 4 7 ag 


-RESIDENT. 










9671 


> I suggest 


The clerk 


A i 
Sena- 
FI t S li- 
IAM { 
ir. STEWART 


Toner 
S Y a 
red t hye 
1 } 
, x 
JOH 
4 . 
) ~ 
mm 
, >} 
el A 
t 
‘ 
( , 













































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Mr. BURTON presented the credentials 
of Rogert A. Tart, duly chosen a Sena- 
tor from the State of Ohio for the term 
commencing on January 3, 1945, which 
were read and ordered to be filed, as fol- 


THE STATE OF OHIO—CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION— 


UNITED STATES SENATOR 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED 
STATE 

This is to certify that on the 7th day of 
November 1944, Ropert A. Tarr was duly 
chosen by the qualified electors of the State 
of Ohio, a Senator from said State to repre- 
sent said State in the Senate of the United 
States for the term of 6 years, beginning on 
the 3d day of January 1945. 

Witness: His Excellency, our Governor 


John W. Bricker, and our seal hereto affixed 
at Columbus, Ohio, this 19th day of Decem- 
ber, in the year of our Lord 1944 
JOHN W. BRICKER, 
Governor, 
By the Governor: 
| SEAL] Epwarp J. HUMMEL, 
Secretary of State. 
TRANSACTION OF LEGISLATIVE 
BUSINESS 
As in legislative session, and by unani- 
mous consent, the following business was 
transacted: 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE ORGANIZA- 
TION OF THE CONGRESS 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
appoints the Senator from Connecticut 
{Mr. Matoney], the Senator from Utah 
{Mr. Tuomas], the Senator from Florida 
{Mr. Pepper], the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. WuItTE], the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Brooks], and the Senator from 
Wisconsin (Mr. LA FoLLeTTE] members 
on the part of Senate of the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Organization of the Con- 
gress established by Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 23, agreed to December 15, 
1944, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 

EIGHTH REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 12 oF Pusuic 603, 
SEVENTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS 
A letter from the Attorney General, sub- 

mitted, pursuant to section 12 of Public 

Law 603, Seventy-seventh Congress, approved 

June 11, 1942, submitting the eighth report 

of the Attorney General covering the period 

from August 26, 1944, through December 15, 

1944 (with an accompanying report); to the 

Committee on Banking and Currency. 


SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF ALIENS 


A letter from the Attorney General, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a report stating 
all of the facts and pertinent provisions of 
law in the cases of 245 individuals whose 
deportation has been suspended for more 
than 6 months under authority of law, to- 
gether with a statement of the reason for 
such suspension (with accompanying pa- 
pers); to the Committee on Immigration, 


PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS 


Letters from the Director of the Office of 
War Mobilization and Reconversion, and the 
Director of the Selective Service system, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, estimates of 
personnel requirements for their respective 
offices for the quarter ending March $1, 1945 
(with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate by the Vice President and re- 
ferred as indicated: 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
Mrs. Ann McCarthy, of Los Angeles, Calif., 
praying for the enactment of pending legis- 
lation to increase the pay of employees in the 
Postal Service; ordered to lie on the table. 

A telegram in the nature of a petition from 
W. E. Hendrickson, commander of the Amer- 
ican Legion, Department of Alaska, Juneau, 
Alaska, spraying for the restoration of a 
$773,000 item for tuberculosis control in an 
appropriation bill; ordered to lie on the table. 


PRESERVATION AND INTEGRITY OF 
POLAND 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD copy of a 
communication from the Coordinating 
Committee of American-Polish Associa- 
tions in the East sent to President Roose- 
velt, and also a telegram received from 
the Association of Mothers of Webster 
and Dudley, Mass. I request these com- 
munications be treated as petitions and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


There being no objection, the com- 
munications were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


COORDINATING COMMITTEE 
OF AMERICAN-POLISH 
ASSOCIATIONS IN THE EAST, 
New York, N. Y. 

DeaR Mr. PRESIDENT: Prime Minister 
Churchill's speech in the House of Commons 
means that under pressure from Russia, 
Poland is to be partitioned again. It means 
that our peace aims are to be abandoned and 
all the promises with which the United Na- 
tions began this war repudiated. These reve- 
lations have shocked the American people, 
bitterly disillusioned the people of Europe, 
and encouraged the Germans to more des- 
perate resistance. 

Mr. Churchill not only endorsed the annex- 
ation of 47 percent of Poland, charter member 
of the United Nations, but has openly 
brought pressure to interfere with the legiti- 
mate Polish Government in order to force 
Poland to sign away its rights without con- 
suitation with the Polish people. 

The Stalin-Churchill program means that 
we will have fought only to substitute one 
form of totalitarianism and one kind of mar- 
tyrdom for small nations for another. Even 
the Nazi technique of mass deportations by 
tearing millions of helpless people from their 
homes, allied peoples as well as enemy, is 
being copied. If these plans go through we 
will have lost the peace, even before we have 
won the war. 

Only the power and influence of America, 
Mr. President, can prevent this disaster. 

There is one ray of hope in Mr. Churchill's 
speech. He revealed that although our Gov- 
ernment has not actively opposed this parti- 
tion of Poland, at least you have not endorsed 
it. The honor of America, the peace of the 
world, the cause for which our men are fight- 
ing may still be saved if you, as the chosen 
leader of the American people, speak out now. 

We have the power to stop the disaster, for 
as you said, Mr. President: 

“The power which this Nation has at- 
tained—the moral, the political, the eco- 
nomic, and the military power—has brought 
to us the responsibility, and with it the op- 
portunity, for leadership in the community 
of nations. In our best interest, and in the 
mame of peace and humanity, this Nation 





| 





cannot, must not, and will not, shirk 
responsibility.” 

Our program must be back to the At] 
Charter. It was in Poland that the C 
was first abandoned. It is in Poland th 
must first be restored. 

We implore you now to use your gre 
fluence to see that justice ‘s done, not f 
sake of Poland, but for the sake of all 
nations of which Poland isa symbol. P 
is the test, the test of our honor, the ts 
whether this war has been fought in v: 

JOSEPH H. KASZUBOWSKI, 
President, Buffalo, N 
Rev. A. A. SKONIECKI, 
Executive Secretary, Turners Falls, M 


WessTER, Mass., December 18, 194 
Hon. Davin I. WALSH, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

On this 17th day of December 1944, 1.10) 
broken-hearted mothers of Polish descent 
the towns of Webster and Dudley, Mass., ! 
gathered together, shocked, as all other : 
cere and honest people of the world are, b) 
most recent declarations of one of our : 
namely, England, the Russo-Polish dis} 
This severe set-back to Gold Star mot! 
and widows of men who have given their | 
thinking and believing that they died in 
defense of the “four freedoms” and the prin- 
ciples embodied in the Atlantic Chart 
Now we hear that the “English gentlen 
Churchill, whom we so trusted with our ! 
loved President “in a lapse of memo! 
scrapped the principles of this Charter : 
sold Poland, our first ally, to the Communi 
the arch enemies of democracy. This Pol 
whose soldier is the exemplar of bravery : 
devotion to the cause of freedom; w! 
women and children are dying by the mil- 
lions sacrificing everything for the sak: 
subversive scheming and conniving inter- 
national politics. Honorable sir, with tear- 
ful eyes we ask you, are we sacrificing « 
life’s blood on the battlefields of the wor 
so that Mr. Churchill and Stalin may divi 
Europe for their own aggrandizement, : 
thus plunge the entire world into bond 
and servitude? Or are we making sacrif 
to free the world from unscrupulous 
rants and selfish international politicia: 
We mothers make this appeal to you, hon- 
orable sir, because we have faith and confi- 
dence in your integrity and American se: 
of justice. We feel that your support of t 
integrity and freedom of Poland, against t} 
unscrupulous conniving England and Rus- 
sia, will place our America before sufferi 
humanity as the savior and champion of « 
civilization. Again, we beg of you, hon 
able sir, in the name of justice please do r 
subscribe to this modern murder of an inn 
cent nation like Poland. 

Association of Mothers of Webster a: 
Dudley, Mass.: 

Mary KULLAS, 
President, Webster, Mass. 
JESSIE RYZEWSKI, 


° Secretary, Webster, Mass. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. BILBO, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: 

H.R. 5448. A bill to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for t! 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia; without 
amendment. 

By Mr. DOWNEY, from the Committee on 
Civil Service: 

H.R. 4709. A bill to authorize increases in 
wages for certain employees of the Alaska 
Railroad for services rendered from May l, 
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t or defer the re- 
1 5-y r Vé lation of the civil-service 
and disability fund for the dura- 
the present war i r one year 

Ww it amendn t (Rept. N 


DITIONAI 
[TTEE 1 
TIONAL Di 
LATION OF SURPLUSES 
PORT NO. 10) 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, from the 
ial Committee to Investi the 
National Defense Program, I submit an 
iditional report for printing, relating 
the accumulation of surpluses. I 
hall discuss it a little later in the debate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
tion, the report will be received at this 


REPORT OF SPECIAL COM- 
INVESTIGATE THE NA- 
SFENSE PROGRAM—ACCUMU- 


(PT. 20 OF RE- 


ar 


,ave 


Mr. MEAD subsequently said: Mr. 
President, during the course of the after- 
noon I filed a report on surplus property 
from the Special Committee to Investi- 

the National Defense Program. I 

vas going to add to it by reading a speech 
to the Recorp during the course of the 
afternoon. I feel that the time is quite 
late now, and I shall not read my speech 
its entirety, but I wish to bring to the 
ntion of Senators the report on sur- 
plus property, which is on their desks, 
coming from the committee, and to say 
to them that we are preparing a num- 
ber of reports. The first is being filed 
today. It deals with the accumulation 
of surpluses. ‘The second will cover the 
disposal of surplus property, rather than 
The third will be de- 
voted to the disposal of surplus plants. 

I am sure these reports will be found 


to be very interesting. They will include 
not only the committee’s findings but 
also its recommendations. I shall ask 
that they be read carefully. 

Mr. President, I now ask unanimous 


consent to have my statement printed 
at this point in the Recorp as a part of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

Mr. President, I desire to submit the re- 
port of the Special Committee Investiga 
the National Defense Program on the Accu- 
mulation of Surpluses. 

As I have previously advised the Senate, 
informally, the committee has been consid- 
the problems of surplus property for 
any months. The subject is a large one. 
I convenience in presentation, the com- 
mittee proposes to file three successive re- 
I 
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ting 





ering 


rts. The first, which is being filed today, 

ls with the accumulation of surpluses 
The second will cover disposal of surplus 
property other than industrial plants. The 
third will be devoted to the disposal of in- 
dustrial plants. 

For about 4 years we have been producing 
at top speed to arm ourselves and our allies. 
Huge quantities of weapons, supplies, and 
facilities have been created. Upon the ces- 
sation of hostilities, a large part of these 
will become surplus. Some have already 
been declared surplus. Others are presently 
in excess of the immediate needs of our 
armed forces. 

hese surpluses will constitute one of our 

ajor post-war economic problems. It is 


YY 
estimated that from 60 to 65 percent of our 
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cr blishiz 
Ss ied at 
he committee 
intit f 
i ey 
h s of large 
ui anc tablishments. 
It is pointed out have 
actually been declared are smaller 
percentage of present milit é ries 
than the percentage of inacti handis- 





ing stocks of such establishments 
This comparison does not impress the com- 
mittee. The committee has found the mill- 
tary very loathe to declare surpluses 
} 


It be- 
lieves that considerably more 





ild 


declared to date 

Moreover, military surpluses are 
over and above what the military refers to 
“excess.” Excesses which are contrasted 
to surpluses are more properly comparable to 
retail merchants’ overstocks, inasmuch as ex- 
cesses are overstocks deliberately and, to the 
extent they are reasonable in amount, prop- 
erly held as insurance against contingencies. 

Two words of caution should be empha- 
sized: First, calling attention to surpluses 
should not divert our attenti from th 
fact that, at the same time, we have shortages 
in a few programs which are extremely crit- 
ical now in terms of supporting military cam- 
paigns. In fact, the report points to one of 
the means of overcoming these ges 
It suggests that, by better planning, the facil- 
ities and manpower now devoted to the pro- 


sto 





as 





on 


shorta 








duction of articles in which we have ade- 
quate stocks be curtailed. thus releasing pro- 


ductive capacity which can, at 
be transferred to the producti 
which we now have shortages. 

Second, the committee full recc 
the supply task is a difficult 
nizes the impossibility of forecasting with 
certainty the course of military develop- 
ments and the difficulty y 
what will be needed, where it will be needed 
and when it will be needed. Thec 
does not condemn having too much of sup- 
plies, but has seen m examples 
provision has been made for too much too 
much. 

Some surpluses will be unavoidable 
Others, however, could have been prevented 
or minimized. The committee in f 
the manner in which surpluses have been ac- 
cumulated has sought to discover how such 
avoidable surpluses can be prevented in the 
future. It is not possible to’state its findings 
and its recommendations in a sentence, other 
than to say that the objective will be accom- 
plished only through substantial improve- 
ment in the performance of the various sup- 
ply functions, such as buying, warehousing, 
and inventory control, so that an equally 
good, or possibly even a better, job of military 
supply can be done with smaller inventories. 

I also wish to point out to the Senate that 


least in p 


n programs in 


one. It recog- 





of estimating exactly 





nv 
hy 


s study of 


survey of accumulated surpluses or of the 
supply system. It is rather an outline of 
what the committee conceives to be sound 


and fundamental principles of procurement, 
production and control of military supply, 
as indicated by the investigation it has con- 
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and procurement offices must be improved, 
to the end that modification of procurement 
and declaration of surpluses can be speeded 
up. 


Mr. BREWSTER subsequently said: 
Mr. President, I had intended to refer 
to the $200,000,000,000 which we have 
spent for war materials for ourselves 
and our allies, covering more than 3,000,- 
000 different items. However, in view of 
the lateness of the hour, I shall simply 
ask unanimous consent that my state- 
ment be printed in the Recorp following 
the remarks of the Senator from New 
York. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RecorD, as follows: 


Mr. President, I desire to make a few ob- 
servations on the report on accumulation of 
surpluses which has just been filed by the 
junior Senator from New York, as the chair- 
man of the National Defense Committee, of 
which I am a member. 

I think the junior Senator from New York 
is to be congratulated on bringing out this 
report at this time. 

The report is timely. It is critical of the 
supply system, but is moderate in its criti- 
cism. It is also constructive, and not just 
fault-finding. It is typical of the work of 
this committee from its very inception in 
that it deals with a subject concerning which 
action can yet be taken which will improve 
the effectiveness of our war effort and at the 
same time minimize the difficulty of a serious 
post-war economic problem. 

In World War No. 2 the United States has 
furnished about $200,000,000,000 worth of 
supplies to its own fighting forces and those 
of our allies. This has included over 3,000,- 
000 different items, ranging from zippers to 
battleships. It has involved processing from 
the stage of determination of needs on a 
basis of military strategy to the design of 
weapons and supplies, the construction of 
facilities, procurement, the mining of min- 
erals and production of raw materials, the 
scheduling of production, a complicated, in- 
tricate maze of fabrication and assembly 
processes, transportation, storage, and ware- 
housing, the control of flow of finished ma- 
terials and the timing of deliveries to the 
using combat forces. 

From almost any viewpoint this has been 
the most colossal undertaking of mankind. 
That this task has been accomplished as well 
as it has been, as soon as it has been, is a 
miracle of economic organization. 

To state that the accomplishment of this 
tremendous job was a miracle, however, does 
not mean that it was done perfectly or that 
all parts of it have been done well. Many 
imperfections have been brought to light. 
Nor should it be implied that the supply 
task is an accomplished fact and that there- 
fore any exposure of errors and mistakes is 
purely historical in nature. 

The contents of the production-supply 
pipe line, which can be fairly accurately 
measured—the matériel in overseas depots 
and bases and in the hands of combat forces, 
on which we have much less accurate and 
complete statistics; plus the indeterminate 
amount that may eventually be returned 
under the Lend-Lease Act—constitute an 
economic force, the impact of which upon 
post-war society will be tremendous but diffi- 
cult to calculate. 


The best job that can be conceived of in 
meeting the economic problems of disposal 
of surpluses cannot begin to compare with 
the benefit to society of avoiding or minimiz- 
ing the creation of unnecessary surpluses in 
the first place, 











The creation of unneeded surpluses in 
wartime results in the unproductive use of 
materials, labor, and facilities. This is 
objectionable not only because of the un- 
desirability of waste as such but also because 
any labor, material, or facility devoted to the 
production of unneeded items has thereby 
been diverted from the production of the 
many articles which are sorely needed both 
for actual combat use and in our civilian 
economy. 

On June 13, 1944, the President of the 
United States stated, in a report to the 
Presiderrt of the Senate, that in the War 
Department “existing records do not provide 
accurate or complete information of sur- 
pluses * * *, The difference in nomen- 
clature in use by divisions of the Depart- 
ment prevents uniformity of reports.” 

Early this year, the Navy Department, 
which historically has sought to maintain 
supplies on hand and on order equal to a 
year’s usage caused its stock control and in- 
ventory system to be examined by a com- 
mittee of businessmen. On May 10, 1944, 
and again on August 9, 1944, this committee 
issued reports. 

This committee severely criticized the 
Navy’s policy cf attempting to have on hand 
and on order inventories of standard stocks 
equal to a 12 months’ supply, saying: 

“As manufacturers begin to accelerate their 
deliveries and catch up with unfilled orders 
the Navy may find itself suddenly with a 
12 months’ supply, coinciding exactly with 
the time at which it is not required.” 

It is abundantly apparent to the commit- 
tee that great room for improvement re- 
mains in the military supply system. The 
committee does not advocate improved effi- 
ciency at the expense of effectively deliver- 
ing supplies to our boys at the fronts. Better 
handling of procurement and inventory-con- 
trol will permit improved military supply 
with smaller inventories. 

Although the benefits in better support to 
military campaigns and in minimizing sur- 
pluses defy calculation in dollars and cents, 
it is easy to see that they will be tremendous. 
The committee does not intend to imply 
that the services have not devoted any at- 
tention whatever to this field, but it is con- 
vinced that they could have done much more 
than they have. Following the progress that 
is made from now on will be one of the most 
valuable services the committee can render 
to the war effort. 


ADMINISTRATION AND USE OF PUBLIC 
LANDS—SECOND PARTIAL REPORT: THE 
GRAZING SERVICE, INTERIOR DEPART- 
MENT (PT. 2 OF REPORT NO. 404) 


Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
submit to the Senate a report of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

This is the second partial report of 
the subcommittee appointed pursuant to 
Senate Resolution 241 of the Seventy- 
sixth Congress and continued by Senate 
Resolution 147 of the Seventy-seventh 
Congress and Senate Resolution 38 of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress. 

This is the subcommittee which has 
been for some years past engaged in a 
full and complete investigation with re- 
spect to the administration and the use 
of public lands. 

The report which I have just submitted 
to the Senate is concerned with the 
Grazing Service of the Department of 
the Interior. 

This report tells a story which would 
be amazing if it were not so typical. It is 
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a story of the mushroom growth of a 
Government agency. 

This report shows the steady inc: 
in the cost of administering the Tay! 
Grazing Act, which has quadrupled in 19 
fiscal years. 

When the Taylor Grazing Act was | 
der consideration, Secretary Ickes and 
his spokesmen repeatedly told the com. 
mittees of Congress that the cost of ad- 
ministering the act would not exceed 
$150,000 per year. But in 1935, when t) 
first regular appropriation for adminis- 
tration of the Taylor Grazing Act 
presented to Congress, the estimate was 
for $250,000 instead of $150,000. Spokes- 
men for the Department defended th; 
estimate with the statement that 
process of organization was expensiv: 
and that the cost would decrease in sub- 
sequent years. The report I have sub- 
mitted shows that this was not the case. 
The regular appropriation by the Con- 
gress for administration by the Grazine 
Service is designated as the salaries and 
expenses appropriation. This appro- 
priation has grown steadily, year by year, 
from a quarter of a million dollars for th: 
fiscal year 1936 to well over a million for 
the current fiscal year of 1945. This cur- 
rent appropriation is six and three- 
quarters times as large as the sum which 
Congress was repeatedly assured would 
suffice for the administration of the 
Taylor Grazing Act. Over the 10 fiscal 
years, 1936 to 1945, this appropriation 
has averaged nearly $700,000 per year, 
which is four and two-thirds times as 
large as the originally estimated needs. 
In addition, the public grazing lands not 
in grazing districts, the so-called isolat- 
ed tracts, have been administered by 
the General Land Office, with its own ap- 
propriations under the provisions of sec- 
tion 15 of the Taylor Grazing Act. 

Mr. President, when the Taylor Graz- 
ing Act was before the Public Lands Com- 
mittees of the Congress, in 1933 and 1934, 
and again when proposed amendments to 
the act were under consideration, in 1935 
and 1936, the spokesmen for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior repeatedly stated 
that it was the intention, and would be 
the policy, to administer the Taylor 
Grazing Act essentially with the person- 
ne] and facilities of the existing agencie 
in the Department. Secretary Ickes 
testified that “it would not be a separate 
set-up or a new bureau.” He was then 
asked: “You think it could be admin- 
istered by the same organization?” To 
this, Secretary Ickes replied: “Yes, with- 
out additional expenditure.” 'The Con- 
gress was assured that the General Land 
Office, with some assistance from the 
Geological Survey, the Division of In- 
vestigations, and a limited additional 
specialized personnel, would be ample to 
administer the provisions of the act. The 
Department spokesman declared, “the 
administrative work will be confined to 
a personnel of 22 administrative officers.” 

The administering agency was estab- 
lished within the office of the Secretary, 
known as the Division of Grazing Con- 
trol, in January 1934. The name was 


later shortened to the Division of Graz- 
ing. This designation was changed to 












1944 


the Grazing Service in August 1939. The 


ency was transferred out from the 
Secretary’s office and raised to the rank 

f an operating bureau on July 11, 1944, 
by secretarial order. 

In 1936, the first year in which the 
Tavior Grazing Act was in operation, the 


umb ers of the personnel employed un- 
r the salaries and expenses appropria- 
n, expressed in terms of man-years, 
; not 22, but 45, more than 100 per- 


above the Secretary's estimate. The 
ywwth of the personnel employed by 
he Grazing Service has continued year 
y year, and the figure has risen from 
45 in 1936 to 250 in 1944. 


Mr. President, I pointed out a moment 
} 


» that the regular een on by 
>» Congress for the administration by 
e Gra x Service is designat aa as the 
laries and expenses appropriation and 


at this appropriation 


h for the cur- 
nt fiscal year, 


more than six times as 
the sum which Congress was 
peatedly assured would be enough to 
finance the administration of the Taylor 
Grazing Act. 

I think it is important in this connec- 

n to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the Grazing Service has 
had the expenditure of large sums in 
addition to the salaries and expenses ap- 
propriation. One of these was the range 
imp,ovement appropriation, known as 
ie 25-percent fund, which amounted to 
nearly one and threé-quarter million dol- 
lars, for the fiscal years 1937 to 1945. 
Another source of funds for the Grazing 
Service was soil and moisture projects, 
under which heading more than $3,009,- 


1S, 


rge as 





000 was made available for the years 1941 
to 1945. Similarly, emergency fire pro- 
tection and suppression gave the Grazing 
Service administration over more than 


half a million dollars for the years 1943 
to 1945. The leasing of lands under the 
Pierce Act made available over $150.090 
for the years 1941 to 1945; and about 17 
percent of the payments to States, known 
as the 50-percent fund, was turned back 
to the Grazing Service for administra- 
tion, amounting to more than half a mil- 
lion dollars for the years 1936 to 1945. 


Mr. President, all these funds have 
been available to the Grazing Service 
for the administration of the public 
ranges and for the construction, pur- 
chase, and maintenance of improve- 
ments thereon. The sum of these funds, 
plus the salaries and expenses appropria- 
tions, have grown from a quarter of a 


million dollars for 1936 to a maximum 
of nearly $2,000,000 for 1942. For the 

cal year 1945 they totaled $1,825,000, 
or 12 times the originally estimated cost 
of administration. Over the 10 fiscal 
years the total of these several sources 
of funds has averaged nearly one and 
one-third million dollars per year, which 
is 8°34 times the original estimate. 

In addition to the various funds I have 
just enumerated, the Grazing Service 
had for expenditure large sums alloca ted 
) her from the Civilian Conservation 

; for the operation of C. C. C. camps. 
r the 8 fiscal years from 1936 to 1943 

> allocations totaled nearly $18,000,- 
000, and were available for the making 


t 
C 
Fo 


tne 
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within grazing districts. When the Ci- 
villian Conservation Corps allotments are 
included in the funds available to the 


Grazing Service for administration and 
range improvements, the total for 1936 


becomes approximately $2,700,000. This 
total reached a maximum of $4,800,000 
for 1941, and thereafter decreased as the 
C. C. C. decreased, ceasing 
after the fiscal year 1943. 

In addition to the funds I have enu- 
merated, the Grazing Service has had for 


altogether 





its expenditure certain other funds which 
do not contribute directly to range im- 
provements or management. These in- 
clude more than $3 000,000 allocated 
in 1943 and since, by the Public R ads 
Administration, for tl constructic nand 
maintenance of ac roads to sources 
of strategical materials, and about forty- 
five huncred dollars for selective-service 
camps. The statement of propria- 
tions, furnished by the Grazing Service, 
aa include s the 50-percent funds paid 
to the States as thei F portion. of th » gTaz- 
ing fees collected . For the 10 years these 
funds amounted to more than three and 
one-half million dollars. However, less 
than $600,000 of this total have been al- 


located by the States for range-improve- 
ment projects within grazing districts, 
to be expended by or under the 
vision of the Grazing Service. 

The total of all these various funds 
isted as Grazing Service appropriations, 
for the 10 years, is approximately $37,- 
000,000. The maximum for a single year, 
reached in 1941, was over $5,000,000. 
For the current fiscal year, the total is 
more than $3,000,000, and more than 
20 times the originally estimated cost 
of administration. 

Now, let us go back to the question of 
personnel. The Senate will recall that 
whereas the Secretary of the Interior had 
advised the Congress in 1935 that the ad- 
ministrative work under the Taylor 
Grazing Act would be confined to a per- 
sonnel of 22 administrative officers, actu- 
ally the staff started off with 45, and had 
increased to 250 in the last fiscal year. 
Bear in mind that those figures are ex- 
pressed in terms of man-years, and 
therefore are most conservative. 

How about the personnel employed un- 
der other appropriations than the one for 
salaries and expenses? 

In terms of man-years the numbers 
of the personnel employed under all 
funds available to the Grazing Service 
was slightly over one thousand in 1936, 
increased to a maximum of over two 
thousand in 1941, and was just under 
fifteen hundred in 1944. Butif the mem- 
bers of the advisory boards of local stock- 
men, who are actively employed for short 
periods only, be deducted, the number of 
employees engagt -d under all funds be- 
comes 545 for 1936, 1,461 for 1941, and 
865 for 1944. The larger number for 
1941 is accounted for by the fact that in 
the year more than 850 persons were 
engaged under C. C. C. funds, which were 

eliminated after 1943. If both the ad- 
visory board members and the C. C. C. 
workers be omitted from the total num- 
bers of employees, the remaining person- 


super- 
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nel, representing those employed under 
all funds available for administration 
and improvements, exclusive of C. C. C. 
moneys, shows a consistent growth each 
year: a growth from 45 in 1936 to 865 
in 1944, with no single year of the 10 
having a smaller total than the preceding 
yea All this is shown graphically by 
charts in the report which I have pre- 
sented 
Mr. Pres t, the Taylor Grazing Act 
S i definite limit of 80,000,000 ; on 
the area of unt, unapp iated, and 
unre ed” 1 lic lands } i e to 
be plac in Zi d ( The Sen- 
é CG mmit ¢ n I Lan nd Sur- 
vey n report oO! bill d cate- 
( Cauy t 
rhe 
U 
Yet the bill had no sooner become law 
than the Interior Department b n to 
hold series of meetin of livestock 
men throughout one public-land State = 
and then took st s to ¢ blish 50 graz- 
ing districts, with tentative boundaries 
involving approximately 14 on 000 
acres of the public domain, more an 


60,000,000 acres above the limitat 


HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield. 

Mr. HATCH. I realize the importance 
of the report the Senator from Nevada 
is now making. I wish to say that he fur- 
nishe d me with a copy of it, but on ac- 
count of oth ‘r matters I simply have not 
had a chance to read it. But in connec- 
tion with what the Senator has to say, 
I wonder whether he will discuss, or 
whether he investigated, the seventh dis- 
trict in New Mexico. I think the sub- 
committee did investigate it 

Mr. McCARRAN. The committee did 
investigate the seventh district in New 
Mexico, and the reports on the seventh 


district are oe d. ButlIam not touch- 
ing upon that matter at this time 
Mr. HATCH. I regret because it is 


something 


to touch upon 


Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct, and 
it is something I hope to go into in the 
not far distant future 

Mr. President, then the Department 

ked the Congress to increase the acre- 
age lin tion to cover the areas already 
tentatively set up a razing district 
After extended hearings, the Conger 
in 1936, raised the limita tion to 142,- 
000,000 acres. Since that date the rec- 
ord of the Department with respect to 
this acreage limitation has been one of 
unending and determined effort, first, to 
nullify, and then to circumvent the clear 
intent of the Congre 

Five months after the original Taylor 
Grazing Act was approved, an Executi 
order was made the instrumental 
through which virtually all of the publi 
lands suitable for §s , ar 
estimated total of approximately 173,- 
000,000 acres, were “temp rily with- 
drawn from settlement, | on, sale, o1 
entry, and re ed f ( f tion 





That withdrawal is still i f in the 12 
Western range Stat | , 
} except in the area has been 
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lifted for the establishment of grazing 
districts and for similar purposes. 
Early in 1935, opinions were obtained 
from the Socilitor of the Interior Depart- 
ment to the effect that the acreage limi- 
tation was not applicable to the areas 
withdrawn by the Executive order: that 
these lands were no longer unreserved, 
within the meaning of the act. Such an 


interpretation, if sustained, would have 
made a virtual nullity of the acreage lim- 
itation. However, the Attorney Gereral, 


in October of 1935, ruled that such an 
interpretation would lead to an unrea- 
sonable result. The Attorney General 
pointed out tjat the Congress clearly in- 
tended the acreage limitation to apply to 
tHe public lands which were “vacant, un- 
appropriated, and umreserved” at the 
time the Taylor Grazing Act was passed 
and did not exempt the lands withdrawn 
or reserved subsequent to that date. 

At about that same time the’ Grazing 
Service attempted to obtain approval of 
the Department of a proposed “public 
grazing withdrawal” of some 15,000,000 
acres, which would have extended the 
acreage in grazing districts to about 
10,000,000 acres in excess of the 80,009,000 
acre limitation which was then still in 
effect. The proposed withdrawal did 
not rely upon the terms of the Taylor 
Grazing Act, but instead was premised 
upon what the Department calied the 
“broad powers of the President to make 
withdrawals.” However, the commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office de- 
clared himself opposed to “any action 
such as is here contemplated that will 
directly or indirectly bring under Federal 
grazing control more than 80,000,000 
acres of public land,” and the proposed 
withdrawal was not promulgated. 

When amendments to the Taylor Graz- 
ing Act were before it, the spokesman for 
the Department informed a committee of 
the Congress that, apart from that act, 
the President had the authority “to con- 
trol grazing on the public domain as a 
conservation objective, and that he could 
withdraw the public domain for that 
purpose and impose rules and regula- 
tions.” It does not appear that the De- 
partment has yet had recourse to such 
authority, if it does in fact exist, which 
to my mind is highly questionable. 

During the succeeding years the Graz- 
ing Service and the Department have 
devised other interpretations of the act 
and of the alleged intent of the Congress, 
which interpretations have been intended 
to exempt from the acreage limitation 
many millions of acres of public lands 
located within the grazing districts and 
administered by the Grazing Service. 
Apparently, the full range of the classes 
of such lands, which the Department 
considers to be not chargeable against 
the acreage limitation, has not yet been 
fully defined. The list, however, does 
include lands withdrawn or reserved un- 
der the following designations: Power- 
site reserves, public-water reserves, pro- 
posed monuments and parks, reclama- 
tion, rights-of-way, stock driveways, and 
withdrawals “for classification and in aid 
of legislation.” Also, “thousands of un- 
patented mining claims” are included in 
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the exemptions. The category, “for clas- 
sification and in aid of legislation” is 
particularly significant, and would open 
up almost limitless possibilities, if the 
Interior Department should prevail in 
its interpretations. 

Evidently the Department now claims 
exemption from the acreage limitation 
for all these classes of lands, whether 
withdrawn or reserved prior, or subse- 
quent, to the passage of the Taylor Graz- 
ing Act. Such interpretations, if sus- 
tained, would remove any effect or mean- 
ing from the acreage limitation placed 
on grazing districts by the Congress. It 
is difficult to reconcile these Department 
rulings with the decision of the Attorney 
General, or with a sound common-sense 
interpretation of the intent of Congress, 
especially in the light of the report on 

he Taylor grazing bill by the Senate 
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

During the course of the hearings on 
the amendments to the Taylor Grazing 
Act, the spokesman for the Department 
of the Interior assured the committees 
of the Congress that it was, and in the 
future would be, the policy of the Depart- 
ment to “place only such public lands 
in districts as the stockmen in the com- 


munities desire.’ This policy was re- 
peatedly and _ consistently afiirmed 


throughout the series of meetings of 
livestock men in the Western States when 
the bulk of the grazing districts were 
in the process of being established, and 
for several years thereafter. The policy 
was well understood in the public land 
States. As late as March 19, 1942, the 
Director of Grazing, in a letter replying 
to a petition of livestock men protesting 
the proposed extension of a grazing dis- 
trict, confirmed the policy in these words: 
“It has always been the policy of the 
Department not to create grazing dis- 
tricts or to make additions to grazing 
districts from areas where the majority 
of the people are opposed to such action. 
There has been no change in this policy.” 

But more recently, a change in the 
policy has appeared, and the Depart- 
ment now asserts that it has what it calls 
a “mandate from Congress,” under the 
terms of the Taylor Grazing Act, to place 
the public domain under grazing admin- 
istration, regardless of the wishes of the 
livestock users of the land. This change 
of policy, at least on the part of a num- 
ber of officials, is well exemplified in the 
records of the attempts of the Grazing 
Service to extend the grazing districts 
in Nevada. These attempts have ex- 
tended over several years, and have been 
resisted by the livestock users of the areas 
affected, in the central and southern 
parts of the State. The efforts have re- 
cently been redoubled, and have culmi- 
nated, to date, in a hearing conducted by 
the Grazing Service at Alamo, Nev., on 
June 30, 1944. At this hearing 42 live- 
stock men voted in opposition to the pro- 
posed extension of the grazing district 
area, and only 9 voted for it. But the 
records of the Grazing Service disclose a 
predetermined intention to proceed with 
the extension, regardless of the expres- 
sions evoked at the hearing. This whole 
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matter is to be the subject of a heari 
at an early date before the subcommi 
of which the senior Senator from N 
has the honor to be chairman. 

I call these matters to the atten: 
of the Senute because I know many M 
bers of this body are interested in 
subject. I hope that Senators will : 
and study the report which I hay 
submitted so that they may be fully 
formed. We have not heard the la 
this matter by any means. 

Mr. President, I have sent forward 
the desk the partial report of the 
committee of the Committee on Pi 
Lands and Surveys, and by reason of 
widespread interest in the report, 
the subject matter contained in it, I 
unanimous consent that it be prin 
with illustrations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without 
jection, it is so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Commit 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that on | 
cember 18, 1944, that committee | 
sented to the President of the Uni 
States the following enrolled bills: 

S. 1602. An act authorizing and dire 
the Secretary of the Interior to issu 
Winnie Left Her Behind a patent in fee 
certain land; 

8.1746. An act authorizing and dir: 
the Secretary of the Interior to is 
Peter A. Condelario a patent in fee to c 
land; 

S. 1925. An act to authorize and direct 1 
Secretary of the Interior to issue to Ch: 
F. White a patent in fee to certain land 

S. 2026. An act authorizing the issuan 
a patent in fee to Richard Pickett; 

S. 2071. An act to eliminate as uncoll 
ble certain credits of the United States; : 
S. 2208. An act providing for the tr: 
of certain property from the Home Ow: 
Loan Corporation to the United State 

national-park purposes. 


FIRST REPORT BY TENNESSEE VALI 
AUTHORITY FOR PERIOD ENDED < 
TOBER 31, 1944 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, un- 
der Public, No. 358, of the Seventy-eight! 
Congress, the Tennessee Valley Auth 
ity is required to make a report ev 
3 months to the two Appropriations Com- 
mittees of the Congress. I ask un: 
imous consent to have the first report 
printed in the REcorp. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed in the Rec« 
as follows: 


TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY, 
Knozville, Tenn., November 25, 1944. 
The Honorable Carter GLAss, 

Chairman, Appropriations Committe 
The United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR Giass: Enclosed is a ! 
port of receipts and expenditures of the T 
nessee Valley Authority for the 4 m 
ended October 31, 1944. This stateme! 
required to be filed with the two Approx 
tions Committees of the Congress by 
Independent Offices Appropriation Act for t 
fiscal year 1945 (Public Law 358, 78th Cong 

Very truly yours, 
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY, 
GorpDon R. CLapp, 
General Manager. 





1944 


Statement of cash receipts and erpenditures of the Tennessee Valley 


¢ months ended Oct. 31 




















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 





tT 

@o 9 
1, O 
21 992 
76 

- : 
1,995 
140 
8 

14 
22 





I, 1944 
a Cash rece ; ' N rans 
t 
( ck 
Us i ccstdoannined $3, 146, 460. ( $113, 642. 74 74 { $ 44, 44 
ke Tiiiatdhsisdhandaditaedti - 
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Receipts from operation | — 
of power system land, 
operators’ houses, and 
miscellaneous recov- Reimbursements for serv- 
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ADDRESS BY HON. CORNELIUS 


DANAHER 


J. 


{Mr. DANAHER asked and obtained leave 
to | e printed in the Recorp an address of 
int tion d tribute to him by hi fa- 
th H Cc elius J. D her, of Meriden 
C deliveied over t ( November 
6, 1944 i p he Appendix.| 
ADDRESS BY REAR ADMIRAL JOSEPH R 


RENDMAN ON THE TWENTY-FIFTH ANNI- 

VERSARY Of! FOUNDING OF RADIO 

CORPORATION OF AMERICA 

M McFARLAND asked and obtained 
leave to have printed the Rrecorp an ad- 
dre Re Admiral Joseph R. Redman, 
Dire ( val Communication deliv- 
ered Y N. Y., on December 1, 
1944, on the oct n of the twenty-fifth an- 
! the foun of the Radio 
( of Ame! which appe n the 

I x 


FINAL DECLARATION OF THIRTY-FIRST 
NATIONAL FOREIGN CONVEN- 


TRADE 


TION 

|M MURRAY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a pamphlet en- 
titled “Final Declaration of the Thirty-first 
National Foreign Trade Convention,” which 
ppears in the Appendix. | 





PRESIDENTIAL VOTE BY STATES 

|Mr. BILBO 
have print 
tit m 


and obtained leave to 
ed in the RecorpD a tabulation en- 
il Vote by States,” pub- 
York Herald Tribune of 

which appears in the 


asked 


Presidenti 
the New 
18, 1944 


ed 
lished in 
December 
Appendix. |] 


THE ATLANTIC CHARTER 


{Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article by 
John O'Donnell, dealing with the Atlantic 
Charter and references thereto by Senator 
CHANDLER, published in a recent issue of the 
Washington Times-Herald, which appears in 
the Appendix. | 
THE DIES COMMITTEE—ARTICLE FROM 

WASHINGTON TIMES-HERALD 
|Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 


to have printed in the Recorp an article by 


Westbrook Pegler on the subject of the Dies 
committee, published in the Washington 

Times-Herald of December 18, 1944, which 
ppears in the Appendix.] 


THE U.S. S. R. AND THE PACIFIC WAR— 
ARTICLE BY HARRIET L. MOORE 


{Mr. DOWNEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp an article en- 
titled “The U. S.S. R. and the Pacific War,” by 


Harriet L. Moore, published in the Novem- 
ber 1944 issue of The American Review on the 
Soviet Uni which appears in the Appen- 


dix.| 

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE ALFRED E. SMITH 

BY FREDERICK M. DAVENPORT 
MEAD asked and obtained leave to 

yrinted in the Recorp a tribute by Fred- 

M to the late Alfred E 
of which appears in the 


| Mz 
nave |} 
Davenport 
New York, 


INTERNATIONAL CIVIL 
CONFERENCE 
|Mr. BREWSTER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the Recorp the report of 
the proceedings of the International Aviation 
Congress at Chicago, which appears in the 
Appendix. | 
ROBERT MORRIS PIERCE—A _ CIVILIAN 
RADIO ENGINEER AT THE FRONT 
{Mr. BURTON asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the Recorp a statement relat- 
ing to Robert Morris Pierce, a civilian radio 
engineer at the front, which appears in the 
Appendix. ] 


AVIATION 











MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDEN 
A message in writing from the Presi- 
dent of the United States was communi- 
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries. 


NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

Will the Senate advise and consent 
to this nomination? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, if there 
are Senators who have routine matters 
to present, I shall be glad to yield until 

h matters are disposed of. 
TRANSACTION OF LEGISLATIVE 
BUSINESS 

As in legislative session, and by unani- 
mous consent, the following business was 
transacted: 

THE ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY AND POWER 

PROJECT 

AIKEN. Mr. President, as I indi- 
cated during the recent debate on the 
rivers and harbors bill, the effort to se- 
cure similar legislation to authorize post- 
war construction of the St. Lawrence 
seaway and power project will be re- 
sumed in the first session of the Seventy- 
ninth Congress. 

Hearings on the merits of the St. Law- 
rence project and the bill, S. 1385, were 
not held by any committee of the Senate 
during the Seventy-eighth Congress. As 
a consequence, many Senators favorable 
to the project but unable to give adequate 
study to previous hearings, in the clos- 
ing days of the session, felt obliged to 
vote against the amendment to include 
the St. Lawrence authorization in the 
rivers and harbors bill. In only a few 
cases was a vote against the amendment 
indicated as a vote against the project 
and the bill. 

From all parts of the country have 
come assurances of the determination of 
farm, labor, and business leaders to ob- 
tain the post-war development of our 
greatest natural resource, the nearly 
completed seaway from the head of the 
Great Lakes to the Atlantic and the 
now wasted, latent power of the St. Law- 
rence River. 

The people living in the Great Lakes- 
St. Lawrence Basin have every right to 
ask that the resources of this great 
region be developed on a parity with the 
resources which are to be utilized under 
the $950,000,000 authorization of the 
fiood control bill and the $500,000,000 au- 
thorization of the rivers and harbors bill. 

At Watertown, N. Y., one of the lead- 
ing communities in the St. Lawrence 
tiver Valley, the Building and Construc- 
tion Trades Council, American Federa- 
tion of Labor, has taken an active part 
in presenting the need and the benefit of 
the St. Lawrence development, in con- 
nection with post-war employment. I 
ask to have inserted in the body of the 
REcorRD a recent news item concerning 
the statement of the council and its 
president, Mr. William L. Lawyer. 


Mr. 














There being no objection, the stat 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, aS follows: 

CONTINUE FIGHT FOR SEAWAY 

WATERTOWN, December 12, 1944—7 
Watertown Building and Construction T: 
Council is continuing its campaign 
labor unions and trade councils throu 
yreat Lakes area and the New England § 
in favor of the passage of the St. Lawrs 
seaway and power development bill 

In his communication to the heads of t 
various labor organizations, Mr. Lawyer ; 
points out the number of men that wil 
employed on the St. Lawrence seaway p 
ect as well the St. Lawrence power 
velcpment if the measure is passed 

The local leader stresses the 
that if the projects are carried throu 
will mean work for many men returnin 
the armed forces. Mr. Lawyer empha 
the fact that the development of the s« 
and the hydroelectric power will mean mu 
besices employment for thousands and th 
sands of families. He stressed the fact 
his communication that it will bring al 
better and more economical living co 
tions throughout the entire Great Lak 
St. Lawrence River area. 

A communication from John J. Kapp 
cording secretary of Local No. 3, Internati 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers of Great 
New York and vicinity, said that the org 
zation was for the project. 

The New York brotherhood is one of 
strongest and most influential organizati 
of electrical workers in the country, it is s 

The Schenectady Federation of Lab 


as 


labor 


an influential organization, which rey 
sents 22 locals, has advised Senators Wacne: 


and MeEap that they are favorable to the de- 
velopment of the St. Lawrence River. 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I wish t 
take up another matter briefly. On D 
cember 12 I inserted in the Recorp 25 tel- 
egrams from chambers of commerc 
throughout the country denying th 
they haa membership in the National § 
Lawrence Project Conference. Since in- 
serting these telegrams in the Recorp I 
have received a letter from the execu- 
tive director of the National St. Lawrence 
Project Conference, Mr. T. J. McGrath, 
enclosing photostatic copies of pape! 
which indicate that in 1941 someone con- 
nected with most of those chambers of 
commerce had given permission to hav 
their names used. That fact apparently 
is unknown or was unknown to the pres- 
ent officers of these chambers of com- 
merce, and, according to the telegram 
I received, they are not now members 
of the National St. Lawrence Project 
Conference although their names appear 
on its stationery. But, in fairness to Mr 
McGrath, I am glad to make this state- 
ment. 

I also have a letter from Mr. Parker 
Hill, vice president of the Cleveland 
Chamber of Commerce, in which h 
states that, when they denied having 
membership in the National St. Leaw- 
rence Project Conference, they were con- 
fused and thought they were denying 
membership in the National St. Lawren 
Association, which is in favor of the de- 
velopment. I am glad to make this 
statement to clear up that matter also. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the 
RECORD an editorial entitled “ ‘Seaway 
as Important as Panama Canal,’ Says 
AIKEN,” published in the Journal of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., of January 11, 1944, 











There being no objection, the editorial | SEAWAY'S EFFECT 1 1 
rdered to be printed in RECORD, S r of Ver 1 for 
yu th Sr Tat e ‘ * roi 
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‘ P Cc I pe < M 
S r AIKEN, of Ve! t »N ao 4 i f M . 
, especially the Middle West, when ; 
+ +1 ‘ fal its ¢ P 
ts out that the St. I - 7 Fs 
. C ‘ 
sas int! ec - ‘ e 
a} ction. TI t St. I 
M he ] f sted t r x I e V ‘ 
it + Dp € = 
+ W ft 
h for se] - ‘ put in a 1eaule ; : 
r n ments between the Atl . 
f Te C nL? re lower th é ( 
ally i To- Cc € I M j . 
; oe 
‘ v k back, we VW e de for « ‘ 
i have done without it. C f tl . W 
Cc nly we could not h conducted a ( ‘ n ¢ In . 
( I ia v t P ? i l A ( c c ‘ € > 4 
f if we had | comps i much n¢ ‘ M ss 
ic t r T 
round C es I ve W d d at i r | , ‘ 
ital to Am i f alor +} e ‘ rd Mid- A Ww \ € 
t wrence 170 ¢* s ] 
. 3 . : Wwe iS I < ruc 
= WOI = ; P Cc ! t 
Ul de © I R i I + its be bn have not hee oa 
r tl eaway would been of - oeeteal we ¢ ( t ss V ‘ i 
ible benefit in sur C - ; 5 
. , . — R ] I TT J F APPROPR NS 
n Europe. We need the St. L Mr. LANGER. I also ask to |! e RECAPITULATION Of PR IATION 
y vw ‘ +} ro * ro ¥ “ 2 . corr W = WY yy t 
ied oo ene - | printed in the Recorp an editorial entitled awe SSION, SEVENTY-EIGHTH 
And there are other rea “a ont . ” 92.1 CONGRESS 
se tie eae on . ine Some Day It Will Come,” published in 
4 ai e ‘ 7 , vr 
s construction ¥v d | e the Sheboygan Press, of Sheboygan, Wis Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. I I \ 
job producers in the post-war } i, under date of December 14, 1944. the Senator from Fl L vik 
u have a compel I 1 f There being no objection, the editorial Mr, PEPPER. I yield t Senat 
" : t was ordered to be printed in the REecorp from Tennessee 
So le sweep away the « 1 nd aid . rh > 
: Ree ott as follows: Mr. McKELLAR Mr. Pre nt, a 
little seifisSh arguments da rea f : , 
business of ma national imp ce SOME DAY IT WILL COME most of the Senators are goil 1iome 1 
The « uction of the St. Lawrence is a ve carried an editorial on the st. | 1 Know they will be ¢ a abd A . 
r of a century overdue now Mil- waterway at the same ‘ t priations, I d re to put into tl! Rec- 
e and Wisconsin, cities a United States Senate cont i by special | ORD a statement of item j nat 
“+ + ¥ ¥ ‘ Whe ’ 
S e been s by interestss voted down the project had and regular ap} l made | 
n be made a ps of the riv ar f the second session of the §& I -€ n 
Ay I m ack 1nHnani — measure Col ss to November 14 944 y 1) 
Mr. LANGER. I also ask unanimous ; ; hgress to November 14, 1944, and - 
‘ ' . t dad down by a bloc of Se: r her nilat camniat ‘ 
nsent to have printed in the REecorpb ee ce ; | other tabulation completing the figure 
: ; : : many of whom had originally declared r ; : 
editorial entitled “Seaway’s Effect,” ae — declared tor | 7 ask unanimous consent that the tabu- 
. .’ | the waterway and were swayed from their | ), , ’ 
lished in the Journal of Lincoln, | guy p pressure grout We are glad that | ‘#™40MS be printed in the ReEcorp as a 
ULY dy ressul Broups ar Giada toa 
ATohr > Oo . } ar A > ro » whe 
Nebr., of December 11, 1944. , we had tl ad al Tu » enna e | part of my remarks 
here being no objection, the editorial m¢ s that were t y used and the spe- | The VICE PRESIDENT. Wit! t ob- 
s ordered to be printed in the REcorD, | cial utility interests that had bee rking | Jection, it is so ordered 
follows: for a long time. We got into this fight back The tables are as follow 
VIilla.—Recapitulation of itemized e tates and appropriations, 2d sess., 78th Cong. (to Nov. 14, 1944) ranged t pp ucts 
a t - 
kR } l ‘ 
‘ 1 
‘ ‘ 
year 1945 1944 ad prior \ 
aioe 
REGULAR A> AL ACTS, 1945 
Acr ire . 4 4 iL + 
es A... ee 1, 118, 904 67,84 
I Offices. ..... & 52 2 ; 8, & 48 a 
rD ' t c . 0, 2 7. 400, 188. 3¢ | a 
ST I a icesictitlicdsicininidigeiditiaiilpincatcsditidncnandamaaaaita 1, 042, 397 OM 2 
Re Sa Ge LS ad a 47 f (¥ 9 te a 
Fe al UIE tici,cntstn ciecniilinieeaien 4 . ‘ 4 -_ 
oO er t OS of oN m ay ‘ BR 2 2 - 
Le Ee Fe sities cnc dainimpasecnmieiiin < 
le t ae 7 7 4 
ees 14 
N Department_.........-.-. a ) 8 1 
at s ic a ee ‘a i3 l } { 
i $ Rut4 mM. { 4,5 7 ¥ i 
Jt laa Sa i] 6, 2 i 
( r eld i Ta a 7 7 ‘ 7 
rr ll lel 
Ire rt SE OS Ae eee » 454 4) 
I i a : 4 y “™ 1 he 1 
$1,000,000 for migratory bird conserv 1 carried under pert r 
° itl POA) CA 1K $a I I di rizatior Lnat I r r 
* includes $100,000 for refund of moneys erroneou collected and excludes $14,000,000 for customs r wh : ried u r pr ue 

















CONG 


Th 
Vin 








‘ 


Sh 





SIONAL RECORD—SENATE 

















9679 






































Continued 



























The following appropriation bill was considered and passed after the completion 
of the above table: 








Estimates and appropriations, 78th Cong., 2d sess.; regular annual, supplemental, 
deficiency, and miscellaneous appropriation acts 


} Appropr $ 
| t i DT t T rec 
1 a wn ¢ t 262. 842. 621. 580. 44 "S3. OR 2.84 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I de- less than the Bureau of the Budget 
sire to call attention to the appropria- | estimated should be appropriated and 
tions made at the present session of Con- spent. In other words, we have saved to 
gress. First, I desire to refer to the | the American people by reducing direct 
Budget estimates. The Budget Bureau, | appropriations the enormous sum of 
as we all know, makes the estimates for | $2,254,620,986.60 under the Budget esti- 
appropriations. The estimates for direct | mates. 
appropriations the entire fiscal year 1945 | Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
were $63,520,171,020.47. The actual di- | Senator yield? 
rect appropriations were $61,265,550,- | Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 

033.87. By asimple subtraction it will be | Mr. TAFT. What is the explanation 
seen that the Congress has appropriated | of the difference between the $63,000,- 
in direct appropriations $2,254,620,986.60 | 000,000 the Senator’s statement shows 
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Villa. —Recapitulation of ite ed estimates and appropriations, 2d sess., 78th Cong. (to Nov.14,1944), arranged by appropriation acts— 
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propr tha 1 under the Na De 


we have appropriated and the $100.- 


000,000,000 which have really been appro- 


priated? 

Mr. McKELLAR. We have not really 
appropriated $100,000,0C0,000. 

Mr. TAFT. Has not the Senator ex- 
cluded something from his calculation? 
Mr. McKELLAR. No; the only thin 
that is excluded from these figures aré 
the regular charges for interest, fixed 
charges against the Government; that i 

all. 

Mr. TAFT. My understanding is that 
we will spend during this fiscal year 
about $96,000,000 000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. TAFT. Is the difference made up 
of balances of appropriations coming 
over from past years? 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is made up of 
balances remaining from appropriations 
for past years. I thank the Senator for 
interrupting because it brings up exactly 
what I wish to explain. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, does 
the Senator intend to bring on a general 
debate on this matter? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That questisn will 
answer itself in a few moments if thi 
Senator will permit me to proceed with 
ihis statement. I shall bring on no gen- 
eral debate, and will not interfere with 
the Senator’s nominations. 

Mr. TAFT. I do not propose to ask 
any further questions. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What I am putting 
in the Recorp will take me but a very 





brief time, and I have 


occupied very 
time in this debate, S 


+h 
aS the oen 


¢ 
avor 
In other 
: ed 


tion aske 


in explanation of the 
by the Senator 


words, 


io, we have appropriated for all pur- 
of every kind, nature, and descr 
for this year includin d charg 
every- 





7.614 456,131.78 
ng—all fixed charges. 
Last year, we a 


propria 





$4.62. I need not give the other 

ives. All of that was not ex led; 

were some unexpended 5 

ch could be used this year. lat no 

bt is an answer to the question a d 
nator from Ohio. 

In the pl ceding year, 1942, we appro- 

d $147,07 1,208,961.89: and in the 

t ar of the v ar’, 1941, we appro- 
riated $57,702,715,367.26 

So that it is eas seen a at > 


for 
nt fiscal year p Mos figures are not 
wagant as compared with appro- 
ions for preceding years. 
I wish to say for the Commit on 
Appropriations of the two Houses of Con- 
s that they have reduced the Budget 
stimates for direct appropriations by t 
norMous sum of $2,254,620,986.60. I 
1] a think that all Senators would like 
ve that information, ¢ specially 
are going home. 
President, the $67,000,000,000 ap- 
wiated this year compares with our 
as income of about $45,000,000,000 
during the fiscal year 1944. I do not 
know exactly what our income will be 
this fiscal year, but it will be about that 
sum—probably about $50,000,000,000— 
which will make the figures as to ap- 
propriations and income very interesting. 
They are certainly interes_ing tome. In 
ther words, for the current fiscal year, 
we appropriated $67,614,456,131.78 new 
money all told, and we may receive an 
income of nearly ar 000,000. 
I thank the Senator from Florida for 
yielding to me 
AMENDMENT OF CIVIL SERVICE RETIRE- 
MENT ACT 


Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. Pres 
Senator yield? 
Mr. PEPPER. 
from California. 
Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, several 
ae ago the eee passed S. 1481 
aling with the right of a person to a 
civil-service annuity who has received an 
award of compensation in a lump sum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 1481) to 
amend further the Civil Service Retire- 
ment Act, approved May 29, 1930, as 
amended, which was, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert tl 


i1e 
following: 


tees 
the 
nav 


those 


10 
Mt 
Mr. 
.Y 

t 
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ident, will the 


I yield to the Senator 








That section 6 of the Civil Service Retire- 
ment Act, of May 29, 1930, a am led. i 
hereby amended by adding at the en 1e1 
L following paragraph: 

NOU c any prov n of law to 
tne it of ly | € i 


4use su 


award of compensation in a lump sum under 
ection 14 of the act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide compensation for employees of the 
ed States suffering injuries while in the 
‘formance of their duties, and for other 
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Mr. DOWNEY. 
amendment made by the House 
perfecting and noncontroversial 
acter. I have discussed the matter with 
the members of the Civil Service Com- 
mittee on both sides. The amendment 
entirely satisfactory, and is desired 
by the Civil Service Commission and the 
other governmental agencies 

I therefore move that the Se 
cur in the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—RE- 
TURN OF SENATE ENROLLED BILL 1979 


The Presiding Officer (Mr. Murpock 
in the chair) laid before the Senate the 
following message from the Pr« 
the United States, which was read, 
with accompanying bill, 
lie on the table: 


To the Senate: 

In complianc ew ith Senate Concurrent 
Re clieiioe No. ; I return herewith S 
1979, an act to regulate in the District of 
Columbia the transfer of shares of stock 
in corpora and to make uniform 
the law with reference thereto. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE Howse, December 19, 1944. 

NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 


The Senate resumed th ition 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State 

The VICE PRESID ENT. The Se 
from Florida | the floor. 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. Pr‘ 

Senator from Florida y 
moment? 

Mr. PEPPER 

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the Rrecorp a telegram from 
Ammon Grice, president of the State 
Farmers’ Uni of Oregon, in support of 
the Pepper resolution to postpone action 
of the Senate on the pending State De- 
partment nominations until the conve 
ing of the succeeding Congress. 

There being no objection, the telegram 
was ordered to be printed in RECORD, 
as follows: 


Mr. President, the 


is of a 
char- 
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nate con- 


sident of 
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lent, will the 
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Mr. President 
nate has a joint 
Executive in the 
i the ultimate determination 
n policy of the United States 
t under the division of pow- 
bilities the §S 


senate 


pon too 
take action after the Execu- 
termined the foreign policy. 
, I believe that the-Senate 
r the Constitution, escape 
ull share of responsibility 
itution places upon it in 
on of the foreign policy 
d States. 
; upon treaties after they have 
rotiated. We also must dis- 
» the responsibility which is given 
ler the Constitution te advise and 
‘nt to nominations which affect for- 
icy. 
1at I have to say—and I shall be 
do not ws any word I may 
be construed in any manner to 
upon the character or the per- 
fe of any of the nominees now 
ideration. 
much opposed to these 
nominatio: following the statement 
made by the able Senator from Florida, 
and t e who are associated with him 
in the statement, as I was before it was 
made. I am opposed to these nominees, 
Mr. President, because I believe they rep- 
resent, they themselves have said, a 
eam, a team which is to operate the 
tate Department of the United States 
.fter a thoroughgoing reorganization, 
in character, which inevitably 
then and increase the power of 
e nominations are here un- 
isideration in formulating and 
g out United States foreign policy. 
in the most critical pe- 
history of this great democ- 
the world. I for one, Mr. 
cannot consider this pro- 
reorganization of the State De- 
rtment and the six men who are to 
iinister it without mentioning briefly 
» background of the situation and the 
‘al decisions which may have been 
in the months that are past and 
are bound to be made in the 
hs we face 
President, every man and woman 
in this country who has been following 
the developments in Greece, Poland, and 
Isewhere in recent months knows that 
here are ominous manifestations and 
hi ns have been taken by two of 
ur most powerful allies in this war— 
tussia and Great Britain—which are in 
direct violation of the high pronounce- 
ments of moral purpose and of ethical 
objectives for which the people of this 


have been told that they 


int 


as 


‘lieve we are 
iod in the 
cy and of 


ide nt 


lat acti 


e 
t 
1 
oO 
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orp 


counciry are 


fighting. 


and in some c2 


ses their daughters. 

pouring out the accumulated 

the entire nation. We are 

a load of debt which will be 

to unborn generations a 

it a load of taxation which will 

ly impair the standard of living in 
; country for generations to come 

Furthermore, we are sacrificing critical 

iral resources, irreplaceable in char- 


nd 


r, to an extent Which ultimately will 

t the entire standard of living of un- 
n generations in this Nation, because, 
er all, Mr. President, the standard of 
living of a people rests upon the natural 
resource base. 

These sacrifices the people had been led 
to believe were to bring about a better 
world. They had believed that the 
United States was fighting to put an end 
to power politics, balances of power, and 
the exploitation of peoples which have 
been the causes of war in the past. 

Mr. President, there has been discus- 
sion in this debate of the Atlantic Char- 
ter. Imperfect as that document may 
be, nevertheless it was the pronounce- 
ment to which the American people have 
clung as their assurance that we were 
not again to repeat the tragic experi- 
ence which this country went through 
curing and after its sacrifices in World 
War No. 1. Appearing before the For- 
eign Relations Committee, in a prelimi- 
nary statement prior to the appearance 
of the nominees under consideration, the 
new Secretary of State, Mr. Edward Stet- 
tinius, Jr., outlined the policy and the 
objectives of this Department under his 
new administration and under the ad- 
ministration of the men who are to take 
over these important posts when their 
nominations are confirmed. I read a 
brief portion of that statement: 

In the months and years ahead, the United 


will have far greater re 


} 
i 
C 


Spons!bdlilties ir 


e 
affairs than ever before in our hist 
ve great moral and 
we must exercise in the long-ra 
l interests of our own people an 
the peoples of other nations. 

Our major objectives may be stated 
briefly as follows: 

1. The fullest possible 
conduct of cur foreign t 
forces, so that the war 1 

t possible moment. 
uffective steps to 


support in the 
is for our armed 
y be won at the 


prevent Germany 
apan, after victory by the United Na- 
s, from again acquiring the power to 
aggressive war. 
tablishment at the earliest pos- 
ment of a United Nations organiza- 
tion capable of building and maintaining the 
peace—by force if necessary—for generations 
to come 
4. fgreement on measures to promote 
a great expansion of our foreign trade and of 
productiveness and trade throughout the 
world, so that we can maintain full employ- 
ment in our own country and, together with 
the other United Nations, enter an era of con- 
stantly expanding production and consump- 
tion and of raising standards of living 
5. Encouragement of all those condi- 
tions of international life favorable to the 
development by men and women everywhere 
of the institutions of a free and democratic 
way cf life, in accordance with their own cus- 
toms and desires. 
These are the major objectives toward 
which the Department of State is working, 
under the President’s direction and in ciose 
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The people are sacrificing their | cooperation with the 


I submit, Mr. President, that the or 
shred which is left of the Atlantic Ch 
ter’s principle in this list of the m 
objectives of the State Department 
be found in point 5, which reads, and 
repeat it— 

encouragement of 


al lite— 
Whatever that may mean— 


favorable to the development by 
women everyVv the institi 
free and democratic wi f life, in ac 


ay ol i 
with their own customs and desires. 


here of 


Mr. President, the events which 
occurring in Europe, in conjunction wit 
this statement, make it clear to me 
least that the Atlantic Charter has be- 
come a mere scrap of paper, and that so 
far as these developments are concerns 
the Government of the United States 
satisfied to make pious deciarations such 
as that which appeared in a press state- 
ment given a few days ago by the present 
Secretary of State concerning Greece and 
as contained in his statement of yester- 
day concerning the Polish situation. 

There has been no answer to the stat 
ment, as carried in the press of this coun 
try, made by Mr. Bevin, a member « 
the present coalition cabinet in Grea 
Britain, that at the last meeting of the 
President of the United States and the 
Frime Minister in Canada, the President 
of the United States initialed an agre: 
ment which had been entered into be 
tween Great Britain and Russia so far 
as that portion of the world is concerned 
which is involved in the operations in 
Greece. 

Mr. President, I recognize that by vot- 
ing against a set of nominees we are tak- 
ing a negative position, but, so far as I 
am concerned, I am opposed to this team 
because I am convincea that the confir- 
mation of this group of men will further 
destroy the hopes of the people of this 
country for a just and a democratic 
peace, 

I regret that I cannot vote 
them en bloc, but because of the par- 
liamentary situation I realize that I shall 
have to cast my vote on each one of them 
separately. But I do that, Mr. President, 
because I can in no other way voice the 
protest which comes from my mind and 
heart against the shocking political de- 
velopments which have taken place in 
Europe and which I think will continue 
to take place if the Senate of the United 
States, without protest, accepts this team 
which is now before the Senate for con- 
firmation. 

Mr. President, the one hope of sur- 
vival of democracy in America is that we 
should have a just and lasting peace as 
the result of the unprecedented sacri- 
fices which the people of this Nation are 
making and will have to continue to make 
before this war is over. 

In my view the men who make up this 
team will weaken if not impair the efforts 
of the people of this Nation to achieve 
those cbjectives; and so when the roll 
is called I shall vote against each and 
every one of them. 


against 
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UP THE HILL; DOWN THE HILL 


Mr. NYE. Mr. President, the contro- 
versy concerning the pending nomina- 
tions to posts in the State Department is 
portrayal in a degree of the large uncer- 
tainty cf what lies ahead. What can and 
what will be our lot in shaping the world 
that comes out of this war? What course 
of events might we already be commit- 
ted to? That uncertain field before us, 
I fear, is quite likely to be found pat- 
terned much along the same lines as the 
pattern which followed military victory 
in the last war, in which we were in alli- 
ance with Europe. 

I hope that what we are seeing now 
does not mean that we have lost the 
peece even before winning the war which 
we now fight; yet it does seem that our 
allies are giving pretty certain evidence of 
a determination to follow directions quite 
contrary to those previously proclaimed 
as being the directions which our victo- 
rious allies would pursue in attaining a 
better and a healthier world. 

You of the Senate who must deal with 
this uncertain future, this pattern, what- 
ever it may be in the future, have, to say 
the least, my sympathy—yes; and my 
confidence that its uncertainty will be 
met courageously in the cause of sal- 
vaging the most that can be salvaged for 
America and the future peace of America 
and of the world. 

Mr. President, leaving my post here in 
the Senate of the United States is ap- 
proached without thought of resort to 
recriminations, and without retractions 
for those things I have said and done 
during these 20 years I have served. Re- 
grets? Well, not more than any man is 
bound to feel who has been defeated in a 
political campaign in which the vital and 
true issues were not permitted enter- 
tainment, a campaign in which the peo- 
ple were not permitted a freedom of un- 
prejudiced choice, a campaign in which 
the cards had been so stacked that I was 
without chance to win. After all, we 
come to the Senate not alone because we 
want to come. Those who send us here 
have an equal right to take us away from 
here. I hope that right may continue 
through all time, for that is one of the 
rights which, practiced by Americans, has 
carried us forward and kept us free from 
those things and practices which have 
given other peoples endless conflict and 
war. 

I would be lacking completely in frank- 
ness were I to say that leaving the Senate 
is painless. One does not enjoy associa- 
tion with the sort of men who come to 
this body, work with them day after day, 
without sensing a tremendous loss when 
he contemplates a breaking from those 
associations. So few people can be privi- 
leged to know what those associations 
mean that what I have said will sound 
empty to all but those who have come to 
know what this service with men in the 
Senate can and does mean. Then, one 
should be appreciative of having had just 
a taste of this work with Americans in 
this great body, so why should I be other 
than happy in having had these 20 years 
in the Senate, close and friendly relations 
with men whose names will be honored 
down through the ages. Since I came to 
the Senate in 1925, hundreds more have 
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come, and, with many of those who were 
then here, gone. I am quite sure I have 
had more than my just share of privilege 
of service here, for there are but eight of 
you still here who were in the Senate 
when I came. I shall forever prize the 
memory of our work together. 


THE NEW PRESSURE POLITICS 


We have worked hard, we have differed 
violently respecting many issues which 
were presented, but never have I seen 
evidences that would warrant a charge 
reflecting upon our American purpose 
against any of us. Even in these years 
when there has been such will outside of 
Congress to attack and destroy the in- 
fluence of representative government, I 
never have witnessed a serious reflection 
by one Member of Congress upon an- 
other that would question his American- 
ism, his purpose to do that which He 
thought best for his country. This 
brings me to a point permitting me to 
warn those of my colleagues who are not 
fully aware of it that we have moved into 
an era of power and pressure politics in 
America that should give us concern, 
grave concern. It is a brand of politics 
which will wholly ignore truth, deal in 
half-truths, and further selfish purpose 
with such thorough and clever propa- 
ganda as can cause intelligent men and 
women to be made blind to truth and 
reason. It is pressure politics highly 
financed, but as yet not required to make 
any accounting of its spending. In my 
own campaign this fall I became the tar- 
get of that sort of politics to a degree 
that found daily direct-mail attacks upon 
me in every city and rural mail box in 
the State. White was made to seem 
black, prejudices were fanned to hates so 
deep that many fine people would not 
even afford me chance to be heard in 
defense of self and truth. Propaganda 
sponsored by irresponsible forces outside 
the State, plus propaganda the source 
and responsibility for which could not be 
traced to anyone, had many honest North 
Dakotans convinced that if I was not ac- 
tually on Hitler’s pay roll, I should have 
been. This was the sort of poison which 
has been directed at some of us for sev- 
eral years. Its ingredients were smear 
books withovt direct charges but with 
insinuations so cleverly done as to avoid 
chance of libel actions—this and con- 
stant repetition with variations of the 
published and unpublished propaganda 
of those with un-American axes to grind. 
Congress will do well, if it would serve 
the cause of representative government 
and make it endure, to find the legislative 
means of coping with this uncontrolled 
pressure politics. Representative gov- 
ernment cannot long endure if these 
games go on beyond the reach of law 
simply because a Department of Justice 
holds that the activity is of an educa- 
tional rather than a political order. 


TRAGEDY THROUGH 20 YEARS 


I did not mean to be sentimental, I did 
not mean to seem to give advice in these 
remarks of mine which I planned only to 
be the recording and expression of 
thoughts that have been forced by rea- 
son of these few weeks devoted to run- 
ning through and cleaning up and wut 20 
years’ accumulation of files and work pa- 
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pers in my office. That experience has 
served to remind me of the tragedy in 
which we have lived and played. The 
mighty events of these 20 years have sc 
often been tragic that it is not unfair to 
call them years of blighted hopes 
Not only have I watched these mighty 
events unfold, but I have so often been, 
like other Members of the Senate, in the 
center of the whirlwinds which formed to 
change and create trends in 
thinking and doing. It leaves one won- 
dering, as to these trends, why do we go 
here, why do we move in this, that 
another direction? 
THE PREJUDICES I BROUGHT WITH ME 


Mr. President, I brought with me to the 
Senate a prejudice against involvement 
in another foreign war, against the ter- 
rible economic condition which the last 
war had brought to our country, particu 
larly the agricultural sections of our 
country, the people of which felt the pen- 
alty so much sooner than did other 
classes of Americans. I was prejudiced 
against the propaganda which had been 
fed to us during that war, because it had 
caused me and so many others to do great 
injustice to some men who sat in these 
Chambers during that war and sought to 
keep public thinking straight, in spite 
of the Government propaganda, to the 
end that there could be less disillusion- 
ment to suffer after the war was won 
and the truth came to be known. I was 
prejudiced against the slightest likeli- 
hood of our ever letting our country be- 
come the pawn of foreign powers in more 
war to save empires by throwing more 
sons into more wars. I was prejudiced 
against the countries which had found 
us so easy in and after the last war. My 
prejudice gave life to the hope that 
America could be on guard another time, 
smart, not reachable with the names and 
causes which would be portrayed to cover 
up the true and selfish causes. 

I came to the Senate bearing this 
prejudice at a time when, led largely by 
the men who had fought in the last war, 
there was developing throughout Amer- 
ica an overwhelming determination to 
be done with Europe’s politics, preju- 
dices, hates, and wars. I personally felt 
that determination that we must find 
the way to avoid repetition of that ex- 
perience of 25 years ago and what fol- 
lowed. 

CREATING THE NEUTRALITY LAWS 


I sponsored the resolution, consoli- 
dated finally with another on a related 
subject by the senior Senator from Mich- 
igan (Mr. VANDENBERG], the approval of 
which authorized the conduct of what 
came to be known as the munitions in- 
vestigation. I was honored with the 
chairmanship of the committee making 
that investigation. With the assistance 
of six other Senators, more unitedly co- 
operative than the members of any other 
committee with which I have had a: 


American 


, OF 


SO- 


ciation through all these years, 
plowed through nearly 4 years of in- 
tensive study, affording disclosures which 


could only add to American resolve to 
find the ways of avoiding repetition of 
the costly experience of World War No. 1 
Our study of the causes of our involve- 
ment in that war led to legislative rec- 
ommendations by our committee. I] 
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roducing what came to be 
neutrality law I wit- 
lar reaction to the pro- 
eat that the Roos¢ ad- 
consolidated our several 
» one bill and introduced 
an bill. And then I saw 
adopted by over- 

th Houses of Con- 
termination that 

become in- 
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neutrality, growing out 

iding to our involvement 

r, came into being just at 

yrew increasingly clear 

working herself into 

le war, were warmly re- 

American people. Pvresi- 

I+ approved the law, and 

himself much credit for its 

thought much had been 
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D THEN DESTROY SAFEGUARDS 

Then I 


to destroy thi 


born the concerted effort 
se safeguards against our 
olvement in war. I heard the terms 
| and “isolationist” given 
new meanings. I heard the 
proclaim that he was proud to 
an isolationist if that meant a 
person who was trying to Keep our coun- 
try out of other peoples’ war. Then I 
witnessed what for long were unbeliev- 
able things. I saw a noisy drift away 
from the neutrality those safe- 
guards against our involvement in an- 
other foreign war. I heard the laws as- 
sailed as laws that were getting us into 
war. I even came to hear the admin- 
istration and its leaders plead for repeal, 
first of this phase, then of that phase of 
the law, on the ground, mind you, Mr. 
President, that such repeal would help 
us keep out of the war that then was 
rolling onto the stage in Europe. I wit- 
nessed the President turn his back upon 
the law he was sworn to administer and 
enforce; I saw his administration de- 
cline to invoke the law against Japan. 
Had the law been invoked, Japan coutd 
never have so long carried on her war 
against China with our oil and scrap 
iron. Had the law been invoked against 
Japan, Japan could not have been the 
power she became; she could never have 
made so many thousands of American 
boys the targets for our own American 
rap iron at Pearl Harbor and since. I 
shall forever wish that I might have been 
able to drive home the conviction which 
was mine when, in the Senate on August 
10, 1937, I scid 
business with Japan just this: 


“isolationism” 
14 ; 
added and 
Pp tdané 
resicent 


be called 


laws, 


ms to me that the only return we 
from a continuation of this ex- 
ide from the munificent return 
the several exporting compan- 
robability that one day we may 
scrap back home here in the 
shrapnel in the flesh and in the 
f our sons. 


- ¢ 


UN-AMERICAN TO BE FOR AMERICA 


Piece by piece I saw the laws of nev- 
ralisy whittled away, until there was no 
neutrality law left. Day by day I wit- 
nessed a drift or a trend to war taking 
he place of that long-standing and de- 
ermined resoive to avoid war. 





id then I witnessed our going to war 

the bitter undertaking to discredit 

and all of us who had labored so 
earnestly to avoid it. I saw and heard 
a word, “isolationist,” pumped and 
stretched, repeated and paraded, until to 
me minds it would be made to mean 

' thing that was bad, terrible, un- 
erican, and indecent. The attemp 
ep our country out of war had bhe- 

an unforgivable sin. The position 
-ing-extremely solicitous about the 

es of cur own country suddenly be- 

the cause for charges of un-Amer- 

m. Because the British interest 
Russian interest in the complexi- 

f the world were made secondary 
merican interest, by some cf us, we 
held up to scorn, and were even 
charged with pro-Hitler sympathies. 
To have been for America first came to be 
looked upon as treason by those who had 
foreign interests first at heart. All this 
occurred years, our own 


years 


To war we went, first without having to 
fight, but just by helping certain coun- 
tries who did want to fight, and then to 
war to defend our country and honor 
when we were attacked. 

When I think of those things I em liv- 
ing in the past, some of my colleagues 
will say. Very well; let us then bury it, 
and come right down to date. To war 
we went, 


+ 
L 
in just a few 


WE FIGHT A MILITARY WAR, OUR ALLIES A 
POLITICAL WAR 

Then came more repetition of what we 
had listened to 25 years earlier—the elo- 
quent portrayal of what a grand and 
beautiful job of world rebuilding and re- 
forming would be cur good fortune, once 
we and our allies had won this war. 
Demccracy would be safe again, but this 
time for keeps. The “four freedoms,” 
the Atlantic Charter, plenty of milk for 
everyone—these and more were the 
causes which would have us dig in and ao 
the real job of winning the war. Our 
participation in the war was going to let 
America dictate a peace that would let 
Americans forevermore be joyous and 
proud in what their country had done for 
the world. 

All this, Mr. President, tock place dur- 
ing 20 years in which I have cccupied 
a place in this great body. And now, to- 
day, just as I am about to surrender my 
piace to a most honorable successor, I 
find pretty ready acknowledgment on 
every side line that these things we have 
believed to be the things we were fighting 
for, these things which our sons pyve- 
sumably were dying for, were not really 
what we were fighting for at all. In- 
deeu, tnere is wide acknowledgment pri- 
vately that we cannot hope to attain so 
complete a winning of the pecce after 
we shall have won the war. We find in- 
stead, mind you, that while our country 
fights a bloody, heartbreaking military 
war some of our allies are fighting a po- 
litical war, and our allies with such will 
to acknowledge that as true as to caus 
us to stand aghast for ever having 
thought that something lastingly good 
could be won as a result of this war. 
Clearly, while Russia fights courageously 
and avith greater cost in lives than we 
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know, and while Britain stubbornly re 
sists the enemy and fights back with 
courage and great credit to herself, they 
fight for something obviously quite dif- 
ferent frcm that for which we presumed 
we were all fighting. They have bru- 
tally kicked such causes as the “fo 
freedoms” and the Atlantic Charter int 
oblivion, and are impatient at the m 
thought of ever having it before ther 
again. They give pretty emphatic n 
tice—sometimes it seems like arro 
notice—that they are done with th 
tomfoolery and seem to want to kn 
what we are going to do about it. 

know, of course, that we, as an ally, \ 
go along and finish this military job, ar 
win the war with them and for them 
They know what they want when th 
war is won, and who are we to say tha 
they shall not have their way in thei 
own realm. 


TRAGEDY STALKS US 

Tragedy! Tragedy no end! Today 
ve are left by our allies and their 
actions with nothing but the hope that 
what we see with relation to Finland 
Poland, Italy, Greece, India, and all th 
other places where human bein 
suffer—-today we are left with nothin 
but the hope that what we see is only a 
dream, a bad dream,and that when wi 
awaken we shall find that the chance is 
still here to let this war end all wal 
for all time. That is the tragedy of it 
all. We hope, but privately we dare not 
believe. 

WIN THIS WAR, THEN PRAISE WASHINGTON 

We are right, of course, in permitting 
no compromise of our determination to 
whip soundly Hitlerism and crush the 
arrogance of the people who call them- 
selves the Jap civilization. We must 
prosecute the war to a victorious end, 
and we must have these allies with u 
if we are to do it. No other way is open 
to us. Our allies know it as well as we, 
or better. They know it so well that 
they have no hesitance in affording 
these Greek and Polish previews of what 
is yet to come after victory has been at- 
tained. 

If there comes out of this war what 
seems to be in such large prospect, then 
perhaps once again we Shall sing the 
praises of George Washington, and not 
enly read his Farewell Message on each 
succeeding anniversary of his birth, but 
really pay him tribute again for that 
marvelous insight and foresight that 
caused him to plead with Americans that 
they and their country shun the pit- 
falls of foreign alliances and entangle- 
ments. 

There is another approach to afford 
the demonstration I want so much to 
leave in this REcorD; namely, the dem- 
onstration of how tragic are these years 
of our serious striving for peace only to 
be moved by trends away from our high 
purpose, and our sincere belicfs. 

IT MUST NOT HAPPEN AGAIN 


My coming to the Senate was but a 
few years following the victorious war to 
end war and make the world safe for 
democracy. During my first years in the 
Senate new international agreements 
and arrangements followed one anoihcr 
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n rapid succession, and all were believed 
» be of help in organizing the world for 
curity and for lasting peace. Now, as 

I leave, all these bright hopes have 

turned to dust and ashes. The whole 
rid is again plunged into war, and 

American boys are again being marched 
way as conscripts from all our Ameri- 
n towns and homes to die on far dis- 

battlefields for a cause that is so 

cure that even the pundits and the 
yrofessors cannot agree as to what it is. 

Nor is that the worst of it. For even as 

America pours out her finest blood and 

r treasure, the worst of it is that there 
not one of us who really has full con- 
ence that this Second World War will 
be followed by a third, and that by 
fourth, and that by a fifth, until our 
vhole civilization—all that we have and 
ld dear—has been ground into bloody 
ubble. 
Oh, yes, I know that we say that this 
must not happen. We say that this must 
the last war. But we said that the last 
And we believed it the last time. 
he horrible thing about the situation in 
hich we now find ourselves is that this 
ime we do not believe it. We say it for 
he Recorp and for the newspapers, be- 
cause We feel that we have got to say 
mething of the sort to keep the fathers 
nd mothers of America content to send 
ir boys into this present conflict. But 
e do not believe it! When we are alone, 

r when we talk to one another in pri- 

vacy, we know that we do not believe it. 

Down deep in our hearts we have no con- 

fidence whatever that this is to be the last 

world war, or that after another 20 years 

has passed—or perhaps only another 10— 

the nations will not be at each others’ 

throats again and the whole world once 
more saturated with blood. That is the 
awful prospect that makes my heart 
heavy within me at this hour. 

A NEW WORLD IN THE MAKING, ON PAPER 


As I have said, the 20 years during 
which I have served in this body has 
been, both for the United States and for 
the whole world, a time of blighted hopes. 
It is painful now to recall how different 
the prospect was at the time I took my 
seat in the Senate in 1925. But then 
Germany had been overwhelmingly de- 
feated, her army reduced to a smaller 
size than that of Czechoslovakia, her 
navy scuttled, her air force wiped out, her 
colonies and much of her richest coa 
and iron deposits taken from her. On 
the ather hand, Britain had such a gi- 
gantic fleet and France such a tre- 
mendous army that between them they 
could do what they wished to do in order 
to make Europe keep the peace. In the 
year I became a Senator the two 9-power 
treaties of the Washington Conference 
were ratified by all the principal nations, 
supposedly bringing an end to all naval 
rivalry and threats of aggression in the 
Far East. The Locarno treaties were 
ratified in Europe, supposedly ending 
forever the likelihood of future trouble 
between Germany and any of her neigh- 
bors. In the very next year Germany was 
welcomed into the League of Nations and 
given a permanent seat on the Council. 
In the year after that the United States 
and France started the negotiations 


nt 


me 
a if . 


which were finally to culminate in the 
ratification by 62 nations of the Kellogg- 
Briand Pact under which they bound 
themselves that “the settlement or solu- 
tion of all disputes or conflicts, of what- 
ever nature or of whatever origin they 
may be, which may arise among them, 
shall never be sought except by pacific 
means.” 
SIGN WITH FINGERS CROSSED 

That looked like lasting peace, did it 
not? Unfortunately, however, we soon 
found out that all the nations who signed 
those agreements, particularly the Kel- 
logg-Briand Pact, had their fingers 
crossed when they signed. Great Britain 
slipped into her signature to that pact 
the reservation that it was not to apply 
to any defense of strategic places vital 
to the safety of the British Empire—a 
vitiating reservation much like the one 
which her representative slipped in con- 
cerning Newfoundland at the moment of 
signing the World Civil Aviation Pact in 
Chicago 3 weeks ago. And after Great 
Britain had done that, all the other na- 
tions, ourselves included, were under the 
necessity of protecting their interests 
and accordingly announced that “of 
course, they reserved the right of self- 
defense.” They would not go to war, as 
they had promised in the Kellogg-Briand 
Pact, except in self-defense. Well, we all 
know what a nation intent on commit- 
ting highway robbery can do with that 
joker about self-defense. It was not long 
before Mussolini was invading Ethiopia 
in what he claimed was self-defense. 
Japan had to defend herself against 
China. Self-defense! 


BEAUTIFUL PROSPECTS AGAIN 


But there was almost as much blight- 
ing of our hopes domestically as in inter- 
national affairs back in those days. We 
had been led to believe that after the war 
this Nation would enter upon a new and 
more glorious destiny. Men and govern- 
ments who are whooping it up for war 
always talk that way, just as they are 
doing today, when we are told, on the 
highest authority, that this war is to be 
followed by the golden age for America, 
when there will be 60,000,000 jobs pay- 
ing the same kind of wages that the war 
has brought; when everyone will be pro- 
tected against all the perils of sickness, 
old age, unemployment, and death: when 
we will fill the seven seas with our Ameri- 
can ships crammed with American goods 
to flood every export market; and when 
our own markets and wage levels will be 
completely protected against being un- 
dermined by the goods produced where 
standards of wages and living are far 
below those in the United States. One 
would think that by this time there had 
been enough history to teach us that 
wars are not followed by great advances. 
Wars are followed by let-downs, and the 
moral let-downs that follow wars are the 
most tragic of all. 

THE LET-DOWN WHEN WAR ENDS 

As I entered the Senate, that terrible 
let-down which follows all wars was just 
beginning to register following the First 
World War. And thus it happened that 
my first important assignment as a 
Member of this body was to act as chair- 
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man of the committee which was inves- 
tigating the Teapot Dome Continental 
Trading Co. and Elk Hills scandals. 
There is nothing to be gained by drag- 
ging out again all the malodorous facts 
which were brought into the light in that 
investigation or the millions of dollars 
which were recovered for the United 
States; but I am bound to say that, truly 


i 


as it served the cause of honest govern- 
ment by showing up the shameful con- 
ditions which had grown up followin 


the other war, it has by no mean 
the possibility of official 

playing fast and loose with the 
resources. It is only 2 weeks since one 
of the assistant attorneys gener: 
United States was summarily dismissed 
from office, and I notice a surprising lack 
of interest in this body in investigatir 


s ended 
of 


“TT + _* 
Nations 


corruption o: 


l of the 


Rw 





the many specific charges which he h 
made of the use of improper influence, in 
the Attorney General's office and else- 
where in connection with huge Govern- 
ment contracts. Incidentally, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is worth noticing that the 1 t 
important piece of public service ren- 
dered by Mr. Littell before his dismissal 
in disgrace by the President was hi 
blocking of the Elk Hills oil reserve deal 
which might easily have developed int 
another Teapot Dome, or wo 
SCANDALS IN THE MAKING 


However, the threat of vast corruption 


growing out of this war does not arise 
sO much in connection with what has 
already happened. Some firms and 


some men are making a lot of money— 
too much money—out of this war, just as 
happened last time, and just as we were 
promised should not happen this time. 
But the time to be on guard against cor- 
ruption on a grand scale, I would remind 
and warn the Senate, is after the war is 
over. Then is when the boys who know 
the right people plan to o to town.” 
And what a chance they will have. Just 
of it—more than $15,000,000,000 
worth of the best designed and equipped 
factories in the country to be disposed 


hi > 
hink 


of. Almost as much real estate as there 
is in the entire New England States. 
Tractors, automobiles, railway equip- 


ment, ships, food, textiles, and everything 
conceivable ri 


1 


yht down to safety pins, 
and, one suspects, perhaps, a gocd many 
million cartons of cigarettes. No on 
will hazard an official estimate as to the 
value of all this material and real estate, 
but the general understandir am 


Government officials is, as we all know, 


that it will represent a cost value of not 
a penny less than $100,000,000,000. Just 
think of that—$i00,000,000,000 worth of 


Government goods to be disposed of, and 





in such a way as not to wreck our na- 
tional economy. Talk about possible 
financial killings. ‘There’s the b est 
melon-cutting ever to take place at any 
time in history anywh on God’s green 
earth. And there is not : ker, @ 
something-for-nothing artist, a rascal, 
a corruptionist, a member of the plun- 
derbund in this country who has not got 
his eye on what is coming up of this na- 
ture ‘and who is not gettir I y right 
now to reap an ill tim out 
of this coming aftermath of the wal 
Teapot Dome will be kindergarten stuff 
alongside what the big plunderers 
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ly to do to that hundred billion dol- 
worth of easy pickings 
THE MUNITIONS INVESTIGATION 
Dome. Then 
ation. With 
were Senators 
George, Clark, 
nators whose coura- 


ALC 
igation I shall 


So much for Teapot 
came the-munitions investi 
me on that committee 

Vandenberg, Barbour, 
and Pope, S 
work in that investi 
‘cease toadmire. It was hard, tedi- 
and wearing work, carried on for 

rly 4 years, 

I know that it is the fashion today to 

ninimize and deride the work done by 
the munitions inquiry. I know that the 
work of the investigation was never com- 
pleted, that it always found its efforts to 
get at tne truth hampered, sometimes by 
lack of funds, and that in the record of 
any investigation stretching over so much 
time and filling so many volumes of con- 
gressional reports there is bound to be ¢ 
good deal of unimportant and some un- 
proved or unprovable material. But I 
want to assert now, and without any hesi- 
tation or equivocation, that I am more 
proud of having been connected with the 
work of the Munitions Investigating 
Committee than of any other servicc in 
my 20-year career as a United States 
Senator. I do not account 1 day spent 
in the work of that committee, or 1 cent 
spent in its behalf, as wasted. I believe 
that it served a patriotic and much- 
needed purpose, and I confidently expect 
after this war is over, and men have a 
chance to look at the actuality of war 
again with some measure of objectivity 
and freedom of thought, that the groun 

work done by that committee, in spading 
up a field into which few had ever ven- 
tured before, will be again recognized for 
the important thing that it was. 

DISCREDIT FACTS WHEN THEY EMBARRASS 

When those who were so anxious to see 
this Nation enter this Second World War 
began to heap derision on the work of 
the munitions inquiry, they naturally 
started by trying to deceive the public as 
to what the inquiry had shown. They 
said that the inquiry had come to the 
conclusion that all wars are caused by 
merchants of death—that is to say 
manufacturers of munitions and the 
financial interests behind them—and 
that if these merchants of death could 
be shackled there would be no more wars, 
They pretended that the munitions in- 
quiry had held that if the United States 
would keep the Morgans and the du 
Ponts and Bethlehem Steel and Reming- 
ton Arms and a few others from ship- 
ping munitions to other countries or 
financing other countries in the purchase 
cf munitions, then there would never be 
any danger of the United States becom- 
ing involved in another war. President 
Roosevelt in one of his messages to Con- 
gress came nearer to saying that than 
anyone else. 

Of course, the munitions investigation 
never said any such thing. This charge 
has been made only by those who ma- 
liciously wanted to falsify the record of 
that investigation, most of them because 
they did not want the United States to 
stay out of this war. But I find many 
newspapers and a good many American 
citizens echoing that false account of 


’ 
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what the munitions investigation 
showed, and I think that something 
ought to be said to make clear the truth. 
What did the munitions inquiry actually 
show? Goto the 48 volumes of its hear- 
ings or to its several reports and you will 
get the full answer, but here are four 
summarized facts which I think that the 
inquiry established beyond any denial. 
PROVED UNDERLYING CAUSES FOR WAR 


First, it showed that economic inter- 
ests do lie at the bottom of modern war. 
Mussolini may talk about have and 
have-not nations. Hitler may rant 
about Germany’s need for lebensraum— 
living space. Churchill may declare that 
what Britain has she will hold. What it 
all comes down to is the clash of con- 
flicting economic interests. President 
Wilson, in the speech he made at St. 
Louis during that last tour of his, said 
that anyone could already see—and re- 
member, that was as far back as 1919— 
that the First World War had been 
caused by economic rivalries. The first 
thing the munitions investigation estab- 
lished was this: At the root of all war lies 
economic interest. 

Second, our inquiry also discovered 
that economic interests which stand to 
make money out of war cannot be trusted 
not to work for war. I do not say, 
mark you, that they always do, but I do 
say that they cannot be trusted not to. 
That was what that long procession of 
armament salesmen who appeared be- 
fore our committee proved up to the hilt, 
Whea any great company or any great 
bank stands to make money out of 
war they simply cannot be trusted not to 
take advantage of that opportunity. 
They frequently cannot be said to want 
war. They will be perfectly satisfied, 
and much happier perhaps, if the coun- 
tries which buy their death-dealing 
manufactures only prepare for war and 
do not actually go to war. What they 
vant, in other words, is not war but prof- 
its. But wars always come after there 
has been a long period of arming, so that 
what the munitions companies want has 
little to do with the matter. It is what 
they do, not what they want, that counts. 
What they do is to go after the profits 
that are to be found in arms races. 
Therefore, I repeat, it is a fact that eco- 
nomic interests which stand to 
money out of war cannot be trusted not 
to work for war. 

The third fact follows, namely, that 
the private armament industry stands at 
the top of the list of those which, because 
they stand to make money out of the 
arming of nations for war, cannot be 
trusted to work against the coming of 
war. This is too clear to need any ar- 
guing. 

The fourth fact brought out by our 
inquiry is that any portion of the bank- 
ing industry which is engaged in financ- 
ing the armament industry is just about 
as dangerous to peace as the armament 
industry itself. If the arms investiga- 
tion begun in England had been carried 
through, or if the part which was car- 
ried out had not been so hedged about 
with restrictions from getting at the basic 
facts. I am sure that this would have 
been brought out even more clearly over 
there than it was here. But it is true 


make 
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everywhere. You cannot trust a bar 
ing industry that is making money out 
financing an armament company or 
of financing the purchase of armam 
to work against war any more than \ 
‘an trust the armament industry it 
Still another fact developed by*t 
munitions investigation, and of sp 
interest now, was the extent of will 
Britain, in France, and here in the Unit 
States to shut eyes to the requiremen 
of the Versailles Treaty and help Hit 
rearm Germany in violation of 
treaty. There was profit for som 
available through such a’ practice, 
as there was tremendous profit in 
business of selling scrap iron and oi 
Japan almost up to the very hour of Ja- 
pan’s sneak attack at Pearl Hart 
One of my bewilderments will always 
that Britain and France could hav 
watched Germany arm, helped Germa 
arm, and then pretend surprise 
they found how largely prepared for w 
Germany really was when she moved ¢ 
with her heartless attack 5 years ago. 
Now I say that these four facts wei 
plainly established by the munitions in 
vestigation—the fact that economic in- 
terests uncerlie modern wars; the f: 
that economic interests that will mak 
money out of war cannot be trusted n 
to work for war; the fact that the arm 
ment industry stands at the top of thi 
list of those economic interests that can 
not be trusted; and the fact that wh 
banking is working hand in glove wi 
armaments, banking cannot be trusté 
either. Those facts simply cannot 
disproved. They are established beyond 
all doubt in the record of our inquil: 
And I believe it is a good thing, a health 
thing, for the people of the United Stat 
to have them established. For that rea- 
son, I am perfectly willing to have t! 
results and worth of the munitions in- 
vestigation compared with those of an) 
other investigation conducted by 
other committee of either House of Con 
gress during the past 20 years. 


LEARNED OUR LESSON; ADOPTED NEUTRALITY LAW 


And while I am on this subject, M: 
President, there are some other things 
should like to say about that munition 
investigation. As we all know, one im 
mediate result of that investigation v 
the enactment of the neutrality la 
Here, again, we have something that 
derided today. What a farce that neu 
trality law was, I hear people say; ther‘ 
was a law that was going to keep the 
United States out of war, and look wher‘ 
we are now! And that also is largely : 
result of the spreading of confusion and 
falsehoods by people who did not wan 
the United States to keep out of the pr 
ent war in the first place. 

What about the neutrality law, M: 
President? Well, it was meant to ke 
the United States out of war—and it did 
that very thing! It kept us out of thi 
present horrible war for more than 2 
years and it had to be repealed before 
those who were trying all the time, with 
all the hidden power, with all th 
strength of the greatest propaganda 
campaign in press, radio, and on the 
screen that this country ever saw, to 
carry us into the war, could do so. It 
was not the neutrality law that failed 
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do what it was enacted to do: it was 
1e failure to stick by the determination 





out of war. Let us not call the 
utrality law a failure. The actual 
n some people hated it so much, and 


1 


ly induced Congress to repeal it, wa: 
1use it was not a failure. 


IOENT ROOSEVELT PRAISED NEUTRALITY LAV 
To be su the neutrality law 
r honestly administered. Back in 
ummer of 1936, when the President 





ng the fi of his campaigns 
le 
I 


reelection, and bef he Amer n 
ple had learned of his campaign tac- 
iying one thil n seekin 

nd then turning right around d 
the opposite after | t tl 1, ] 
iae a ) h at Cha uqu N + A 
at time, there was no question abcut 
upport of the American people f 


the neutrality law. So that Chautauqua 
-h, as you will remember, was largely 
up of an attempt by the President 
credit for re ] 
pointing to it as 
hievements 


tola the nas 
one of the 
‘ 


of his administration and 


very possible way trying to make th 
ple believe that he was responsib 
But in that speech 


for its enactment. I 
the President also did say that keepi 
the Nation at peace is, in the final analy- 

a responsibility that rest i 
President and his Secretary of State, 
and that no law could accomplish 
niess it was backed up by the day 
day decisions of policy and action mac 

the White House. When the P: 
dent said that, how right he was. 
how well we have been shown, by the 
tragic events that followed that Chau- 
tauqua speech, that when the President 
made up his mind to take this Nation 
into war, nothing that Congress or the 
overwhelming wishes of the people could 
do could stop him. 





l- 
And 


LAW SABOTAGED AND IGNORED 


The neutrality law was sabotaged al- 
most from the beginning in what was 
supposed to be the house of its friend— 
and by that I mean the White House. It 
was sabotaged first in the Spanish crisis 
where, when it was found to work in 
such a way as to favor the legitimate, 
Republican Government of Spain, on 
recommendation of the President it was 
amended in such a way as to play into 
the hands of Franco and his Fascist 
backers. I know something about that 
particular act of perverting the intention 
of the original makers of that law, for 
when I introduced the resolution which 
would have restored its origina] inten- 
tion and made arms available to the 
Republic of Spain. that was made the 
principal charge against me in my last 
successful campaign for reelection in 
North Dakota. And we all know how 
the law was administered in such a way 
in the crisis between China and Japan as 
to supply Japan with the very oil and 
scrap iron and other muntions of war 
which not only devastated our friends in 
China but after that cost the lives of 
thousands of American boys and sent 
the pride of the American Fleet to the 
bottom of Pearl Harbor. 

GO BACK TO NEUTRAL LAW? 

Sometimes I am acked whether I would 
go back to the neutrality law ac it stood 
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before the executive branch s: iged it 
and before Congress repealed it. I re- 
gard that as an academic question, for 
r cé »>back. H ves On: 
what has been done cannot be ur ne 


I will say: if we get the 
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Europe and Asia con t of this war 
that I fear going to come, then | 
many years Nave passed, as the p 
the Un 1 States see how littl 
to show for the sacrifice of their sons and 
f the sta ring burdens of taxation 
they have imposed upon hemselv 
there \ irise a new demand from the 
people f< I ed States to get out of 
these endless wars « Old World and 
to stay out. if we get the kind of pea 
we can uC in G ( ind Poland 
today, that demand to out and stay 
out Wl come ; § y as tomorro' 
sunrise nd no Pres nt, no Congress 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. P ent-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mur- 
pocK in the chair). Does th 5 
from North Dakota vield to t! 5 ito} 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. NYE. I yield 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator appears to 
me to be discussing whether or n tl 
administration was supp¢ the arm 


embargo to which he refers, or the first 
Neutrality Act. 

Mr.NYE. The arms embargo w 
the Neutr Act 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes. M1 


lecti that that measure was pre- 
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sented in the Senate and the Senators 
on this side of the aisle were urged to 
vote for it by our leader, the late Senato 
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Robinson, on the ground 
administration and a 


1at 1t Was an 


White Ho 


measure. Is that in accord with the 
| Senator’s recollection? 


| Mr. NYE. I certainly would not be 

inclined to differ with that statement, 
| for I remember very distinctly what the 
representation made at that time was. 
It was as the Senator from North Caro- 
lina has stated. 

Mr. BATLEY. Then the act, after it 
was passed and signed by the Pre 
was referred to by the President in rather 
complimentary terms. 

Mr. NYE. Yes; indeed it we 
praised by him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, it was not en- 
forced as between China and Japan on 
the ground that there was no declaration 
of war between those two countries. 
They were fighting, but there had been 
no declaration. They are the 


injont 


it was 
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| formal 

| facts of history, are they not? 
Mr. NYE. They are. I thank the Sen- 
ator for making the observation as 
pointed as he has. 

GO ISOLATIONIST AGAIN AFTER THIS WAR? 
Does what I have had to say mean that 
|} we are going to go isolationist after this 
| war? I do not know. But I do know 

that all the elements for an iso'ationist 

policy are either here already or rapidly 
accumulating. You can that, Mr. 
President, from the way in which the 
people who are so anxious that we shall 
engage in every European war are al- 
ready trying to convince us that, when 
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where our lend-lease supplies or our out- 
right military and naval intervention 
has been used to produce a post-war 
situation that our American people will 
despise, a situation they will hate, a 
situation in which they will feel ashamed 
to find themselves involved. And I can 
see there the material in the making for 
an American isolation policy that will be 
complete as George Washington 
recommended in his Farewell Address. 


as 


WHAT IS ISOLATIONISM? 


Would I go back to the neutrality laws 
as a Safeguard to future American peace? 
Will we go isolationist? The answer 
would have to rest upon the kind of peace 
which victory in this war will bring. A 
most thoughtful article on the subject is 
one done in the current issue of the 
Progressive Magazine by Fred Rodell, an 
article I would recommend to the 
thoughtful reading of every colleague. 
In concluding the article Mr. Rodell 
wonders if the blank-check interna- 
tionalists might not be riding to a fall. 
He suggests that they would be wise to 
concentrate less on the formal structure 
of their new league of nations and con- 
centrate more on the kfnd of world it is 
built to run, that they would be wise 
to look to their ideals more and their 
blueprints less. “Or else,” says this 
writer, “to put it bluntly and boldly, 
they will find the United States instinc- 
tively reverting to a policy undeniably 
native to this country in the past and 
recently misnamed, by those who oppose 
it, ‘isolationism’!” The entire article 
deserves the request I now make for 
unanimous consent to have the Rodell 
article entitled “In the Sweet Name of 
Peace” printed following my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(See exhibit A.) 


NO WILL TO SAY “I TOLD YOU SO” 


Mr. NYE. There has been a constant 
temptation before me as I have been 
making this speech, Mr. President. 
Knowing that this might be the last time 
I will speak on this floor, there has been 
some temptation to make this in large 
measure an “I told you so” speech. But 
I have not done that because, great as 
the temptation has been, I have had no 
personal inclination to do so. My feel- 
ing is not at all “I told you so” as I take 
leave of my fellow Senators. On the 
contrary, I find myself deeply moved with 
feelings of sympathy for those of you 
who will remain here to wrestle with 
the prodigious and baffling problems of 
national policy which the, years imme- 

iately ahead are bound to bring. This 
is a time, I feel, of grave peril for our 
country. We all feel that. Men who 
bear the responsibilities of United States 
Senators require for such an hour as this 
a wisdom and a purity of patriotism that 
all of us must despair of attaining. 
Therefore I have no inclination but to 
tell you of my earnest friendliness and 
good wishes for you all as you prepare to 
grapple with these problems. 
GRAND MILITARY ALLIANCE TO RULE THE WORLD 


You the gravity of the peril in 
which the country stands becaus? of the 
divisions within our American life pro- | 


see 


duced by the growth of groups whose 
thinking is formed in alien molds, whose 
interests are primarily alien interests. 
And you see the gravity of the peril in 
which cur foreign entanglements have 
involved us. Senators, let me ask a few 
candid questions about some of these 
things. Where do you think the end of 
the war is going to leave this Nation? 
Stripped of all partisan bravado, and of 
all highfalutin oratory and of all empty 
talk of every kind, what do you 
honestl¥ think that at the close of the 
war we will find ourselves in, or in for? 
Are we in a three-power grand military 
alliance to rule the world? Is that what 
all the taik about the Four Freedoms 
and the Atlantic Charter and Dumbarton 
Oaks actually comes down to? If it is— 
and I fear it is—then what do we do 
when our other two partners in this 
Three-Power Military Alliance fall out, 
as we can already see them beginning 
to do? What do we do then? 
THE SCENERY OF DUMBARTON OAKS 

Is Dumbarton Oaks going to protect 
us against getting caught in a jam like 
that? I wish I could believe it. But we 
know perfectly well that Dumbarton 
Oaks is. Dumbarton Oaks is a military 
alliance between the great powers to rule 
the world by means of regional under- 
standings. The provisions of Dumbar- 
ton Oaks which pretend to provide means 
by which nations may be kept from acts 
of aggression are only supposed to work 
against the little fellows—against states 
like Paraguay, Rumania, and Iran. That 
is to say, they are not expected to work 
against any state that might be a real 
threat to world peace. John Foster 

ulles is one of the men who has worked 
most closely with the negotiation of the 
Dumbarton Oaks carter, and is trying 
hardest to get the United States to join 
the new Dumbarton Oaks league; but 
even John Foster Dulles was forced by 
his honesty to say in a speech in Pitts- 
burgh the other day that all these pro- 
visions of the Dumbarton Oaks scheme 
which pretend to keep the peace in the 
future are just so much scenery. That 
is all; just scenery. No; the actual 
truth about Dumbarton Oaks is that it is 
a three-power military alliance, and the 
actual power in the Dumbarton Oaks 
scheme is not even in the so-called se- 
curity council, although that is where it 
is generally assumed to be, but in the 
military staff committee which is to be 
made up of the chiefs of staff of the per- 
manent members of the council—the 
military staff committee which is to 
stand behind the council and tell the 
members of the council what they can 
and cannot do. That, with all the win- 
dow dressing thrown out, is the actual 
truth about Dumbarton Oaks. 


TWO EUROPEAN BLOCS 


Where is this war going to leave us 
and the rest of the world? What is 
Europe going to be like? Every sign 
now visible indicates that it is going to 
be a continent divided into two great 
blocs, a Russian bloc and a British bloc. 
That means that there is going to be an- 
other attempt to rule Europe by the old 
balance-of-power system—a system that 
has never worked in the past, but has 
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always led at last to war. Russia 
going to build up her bloc and run h 
bloc with complete ruthlessness in t} 
gaining of her ends. Wecan see that in 
what is happening today in Poland ar 
Finland and the Baltic States. And Bri 
ain is going to build up her bloc and ru: 
her bloc with equally complete ruth 
ness in the gaining of her ends. We car 
see that in what is happening now 
Greece and Italy. Then where does the 
United States come in? We were told 
that we had to enter this war in order 
keep Hitler from seizing control of t! 
world. Well, I am content to leave it 1 
the historians a generation hence to sa) 
how much actual danger there ever was 
that Hitler would seize control of t} 
world. But Iam sure, knowing the pow 
er of British propaganda, that within 
20 years from now—perhaps within 1 
years—we Shall be told that we must 5 
into another European war to keep R 
sia from seizing control of the world. 


NO MORE IMPERIALISM IN ASIA? 


What is Asia going to be like after t! 
war? Is there really going to be an enc 
of imperialism over there? Presid 
Roosevelt has now twice declared that the 
Atlantic Charter must be applied to all 
the world at the end of this war. Wher 
Sumner Welles was Acting Secretary of 
State he told us, and told Asia, that t} 
age of imperialism is ended. Do you be- 
lieve that? Do you believe that ths 
promises of self-determination for 
peoples in the Atlantic Charter will actu- 
ally be applied in Asia at the erd of this 
war? It is to laugh. And Winston 
Churchill is laughing loudest of 
What we are actually going to get in Asia 
after this war is a revived imperialism, a 
restoration of all the European colonial 
empires that crumbled at the first touch, 
with the United States held responsible 
by all Asiatics for having wiped out the 
one nonwhite empire and having re- 
stored all the white, European empir: 
That is what we are going to get in Asia. 

And where will the United States be 
when this comes to pass? Holding the 
bag, as usual. Our people will be stag- 
gering under a debt that may even go 
beyond the $300,000,000,000 mark. W: 
shall have a standing army that will fill 
this capital with an officer caste with in- 
satiable appetites for power and that will 
militarize the whole educational system 
of our Nation. We shall have the most 
enormous Navy that ever covered the 
seas, with all the enormous costs that 
such a Navy entails. We shall be in- 
volved in every quarrel between our part- 
ners in this new world order, for they 
will know how necessary it is for them 
to be able to count on using our power to 
win their quarrels, and there will be other 
quarrels directly between them and us. 
And when World War No. 3 comes along, 
as it certainly will as a result of this 
attempt to divide up Europe and the Near 
and Middle East between Russia and 
England, we will be in it from the first 
day. Asa matter of fact, that is the real 
purpose of the commitments we are asked 
to make under the Dumbarton Oaks 
scheme. That is really a plan to see to 
it that the next time there is no such lag 
of 2 years and 3 months as occurred this 
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time between the start of the Second 
World War and our entrance into it. 
LEARNING TO MIND OUR OWN BUSINESS 


How can we keep out of World War No. 
3? To me, there still seems only one an- 
swer. By minding our own business. By 
keeping out of these entangling alliances. 
By developing our own markets here in 
this hemisphere and devoting our 
strength honestly and solely to the de- 
fense of our own territory. It is said 
that, to maintain our living standards 
and to keep our people employed, we must 
seek world markets and must protect our 
commercial interests all over the globe. 
I do not believe it. Several years ago the 
greatest living American historian, 
Charles A. Beard, wrote a book entitled 
“The Open Door at Home.” In that book 
Dr. Beard argues that it is quite pos- 
sible for us to find, in our own domes- 
tic market and in the trade which we can 
easily develop on friendly terms with our 
neighbors in this hemisphere, all the 
prosperity we need for our American 
people. I have never seen that thesis of 
Dr. Beard’s refuted, and I do not believe 
that it can be refuted. To me, the policy 
that Dr. Beard championed was wisdom 
then and it is wisdom now. It does not 
make good sense that we should count 
ourselves dependent on foreign trade 
when in the top years foreign trade con- 
stitutes from 5 to 7 percent of our total 
economy. 


TWO DANGEROUS AMERICAN GROUPS 


As I see it, there are two great groups 
in this country which imperil the future 
peace of the United States. One of these 
is made up of the people whose real in- 
terest, if you strip their wordy camou- 
flage away, is to head off the collapse of 
the British Empire. They are the people 
who would rather see American boys die 
on a hundred far-off battlefields, Amer- 
ican homes filled with mourning, Amer- 
ican taxpayers shouldered with more 
back-breaking taxes, than to see the 
British Empire lose a foot of its territory. 
The other group is made up of the people 
whose real interest, if you get down to the 
real facts, is to speed up the triumph and 
spread of the U. S. S. R. They believe 
that the policy of the American Govern- 
ment should be ordered to just one end— 
to see to it that whatever ends Moscow 
seeks shall be gained, that whatever Mos- 
cow wants shall be granted. If the 
United States lets either of these groups 
have a dominant voice in making Amer- 
ican policy, then this Nation is doomed 
to endless involvement in all the endless 
wars of the Old World. 


THE PEOPLE TRUST PEACE JOB WITH THE SENATE 


For 20 years, Mr. President, I have had 
the honor of representing in this body 
one of the States in what has been well 
called our valley of democracy. It isa 
State which lies at the very headwaters 
of that valley. I think I know the people 
of my State. They, like all of us, are 
susceptible to misleading for a time, but 
I know what is in their hearts about this 
war and what is to follow it. I know 
what they expect and what they want 
from the war. Very definitely they do 
not seek a chance for the United States 
to become involved in the endless intrigue 
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Persia, or about whether the British flag 
shall continue to wave over Hong Kong. 
They think the Persians and the Chinese 
should have the right to determine those 
questions. Above all else, these people 
want victory in this war, and then peace, 
peace for all the world, if we can help 
the world to it without surrendering our 
own, but surely peace for our own of 
America. What they seek is just a 
chance to mind their own business, to 
see their families born, reared, educated, 
and settled in a secure livelihood, with- 
out the prospect of being ordered off to 
die in some remote province over an even 
more remote quarrel. The responsibil- 
ity is going to rest on you Senators to see 
that they gain, after this war, this that 
they seek. They cannot trust this job 
to those whose minds are filled with 
grandiose schemes for participating in a 
vast Great Power alliance for world rule. 

I am more than ever convinced that 
it is the Congress of the United States, 
and particularly the Senate of the United 
States, which stands between these plain 
people and a future of misery and ruin, 
through being dragged into one world 
war after another. 

THE HATE AND SMEAR BRIGADES 


I have had my chance to serve in this 
body which can so largely shape the wel- 
fare of our people and contribute to the 
greatness, the glory, and the future of 
our country. I hope that in no detail 
have I failed my country and its people. 
There have been faults and frailties, to 
be sure. But I have made what I 
thought were the best possible uses of 
my opportunities to serve others and to 
serve my country. I do not think one 
can be rightfully expected to do more. 
If I had it all to do over, I do not know 
wherein I would want to alter the course 
I have pursued, even though I know what 
miserable attacks the course would invite 
from those who have been so quick to 
smear and to deny patriotic purpose 
to prompt the course. It is refreshing 
to contemplate having in private life a 
freedom from the smears which have 
been so plentiful in these late years of 
public life. I contemplate that, even 
though so high an authority as Walter 
Winchell has predicted that with my re- 
tirement from the Serate will come Gov- 
ernment prosecution that will reveal my 
probable connections with the Nazis, per- 
haps with Hitler personally. The smear 
and hate brigades will find other targets, 
no doubt; their programs can bring 
profit only as they are able to find or 
create targets. Their targets as a rule 
are those who dare to think and work 
for the interests of their own country 
first. You cannot escape their wrath by 
being against foreign “isms” as a whole. 
If you would win the plaudits of the hat 
and smear brigades, you must be again 
fascism and nazi-ism. But do not go 
further; do not dare to speak a word that 
seems to condemn communism. 

This will to smear, so prevalent in 
this hour, brings America another trag- 
edy. Dr. John Haynes Holmes indicates 
it so well in several brief paragraphs he 
has written under the title “An American 
Tragedy,” which I ask unanimous con- 
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about who shall control the oil fields of | sent to have printed at this point in the 
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And all the while the prejudice against 
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like a raging fever. What are we i 
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uch it was clear to n isolationist), with a half-built, jerry-built pass the old constitutional requirement of 


D. R. and Willkie use in which the nations of the world are two-thirds vote in the Senate for fore 
} 


TIME IS RUNNING OUT 


ar, alth 

b th F 

then to be hting at Brit- upposed to live happily ever after. It does treaties. They know these salesmen, th 
I nerican citi- not much matter that the structure is quite | time is running out on them. 

remained iso- a lot like the late League of Nations. It For if and when the people awaken, the 

1 Harbor. The does not much matter that Russia on one will rise up, sure as shootin’, and demai 


with Japan only side and the United States and Britain on that their Government d one of two thi 


States was attacked by he other are already at bitter odds over a They will deman,' that the United Stats 
lared War on us. ; ting technicality. (For it is perfectly ap- Officially insist on a democratic, anti-Fascist 
ar purely for purposes arent that —no matter which way the tech- anti-imperialist, deeply and truly democrat 
Inited States was soon licality is settled—when the next interna- peace for the whole world before this Nation 

administration tional blow-up comes, no written rule is go- joins any sort of world order to enforce tha 

an idealistic war, for ing to stop any powerful nation from doing peace. Or failing this, the American pecple 
antic Charter and for exactiy as it pleases in its own national in- | will wash their hands of any world order 

The United States is a terest Just as it is perfectly apparent that all. They will not let the Nation be party 

while the notion of no so-called world government which depends to any new-fangled holy alliance, dedicated 

ld safe for democracy for its entire strength on the pooled strength to the defense of the British Empire, the 

ing, it was something of separate and sovereign nations is going t Dutch Empire, the French Empire, the bor- 

a which inspirited the tand for 2 seconds once any strong nations ders of Russia, th borders of China, iascism 

1 the services during the start quarreling with each other.) | in Spain, monarchy in Greece, dictatorship 

of the war. It also and What matters—and matters tremendous- in Poland, and an effort to f-eeze forever the 

somewhat more satisfac- ly—is that the people of the United States, global status quo. 

id mere self-protection to utterly disillusioned about a decent and And so I wonder whether the blank-check 

lions of men thousands of | democratic set of post-war aims, are sud- | internationalists who have been riding 60 

e in the mess, the Nation | denly being high-pressured into accepting a high so recently may nut be riding for a fall 

) all out for a better | shoddy substitute, in the sweet name of per- | They would be wise, I believe, to concentrate 

} manent peace. What matters is that we are less on the formal structure of their new 

nehe starting slowly, being bulled and bullied into lending our league of nations and more on the kind 

from every quarter. national strength, by way of a blank check, of world it is built to run. They would be 

th an air of “Don’t | to a streamlined twentieth century version | wise to leave plenty of room in that world 
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for the “four freedoms.” They would be 
wise to fore their blueprints for a while 
i look to their ideals 
Or else—to put it bluntly and baldly—they 


will find the United Staces instinctively re- 

g to a policy undeniably native to this 

in the past and recently misnamed 
1 


) Oppose it, “Isolationism 
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NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
f the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 

be Under Secretary of State. 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I rise 

peak against the four nominees. I 
wish to say, first of all, that I am not 

rprised that their names were sent to 
us. I think I made myself quite clear, 
when I spoke against the confirmation of 
the nomination of Mr. Stettinius, that 
‘ter that time I expected the State De- 

tment to be run by Wall Street and 
the House of Rockefeller and the House 
of Murgan. I am not disappointed. 

I am sure the Senate will be inter- 
ested to know how the reactionary news- 
papers construed my vote against the 
confirmation of the nomination of Mr. 
Stettinius. When I came to the Senate, 
I believed a Senator was expected to vote 
according to his conscience. Of course, 
I expected to be criticized, if I did so, by 

me of the reactionary newspapers; but 
I did not expect that the people who sent 
me here, namely, the farmers of my 
State, and the other farmers of the 
Northwest whom I have tried to repre- 
sent would be pilloried by the news- 
apers owned and controled by J. P. 
forgan and other Wall Street interests. 

From all the editorials on the subject, 

I have chosen one printed in the New 
York Sun of December 2. I shall reada 
portion of it to the Senate: 


( 


‘ 


STETTINIUS CONFIRMED 

Secretary Stettinius is doubly to be con- 
gratulated. He is to be congratulated, in 
the first place, because 67 Senators voted to 
confirm his nomination. He is to be con- 
gratulated, in the second place, because Sen- 
ator WrLt1amM LanGeER, of North Dakota, voted 
against his confirmation. Of the two, it 
ur sincere opinion that the second is by 
ong odds the one which should cause him 
the greater satisfaction. Wild WuL.iam of 


is 


the prairies is the northern counterpart 
(though perhaps much smarter) of those 
windbags and exhibitionists who in times 


past have done so much to lower the prestige 
of the South in the United States Senate. 
He is a professional friend of the fa 
He knows better than almost anybody 
hew to set the boys at the forks of the creeks 
to yowling. His opposition to Mr. Stettinius 
is not based upon any personal qualification 
the young man is supposed to lack but solely 
upon the fact that Mr. Stettinius has had 
a bowing acquaintance with the world of 
economics, business, and finance. 


Mr. President, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate particularly to the 
next paragraph, because it shows the 
utter contempt in which Wall Street 
holds the farmers, among others, of the 
Northwest. That newspaper, the New 
York Sun, is a Wall Street newspaper. 
It is the mouthpiece of J. P. Morgan and 
the Rockefellers and their ilk. The edi- 
torial further says: 

It may be that the new Secretary of State 
could have prevented such opposition if only 
he had made a habit of going about in over- 
alls, smoking a corncob pipe, splitting his in- 
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else 














finitives, sprinkling his speech with double 
negatives and F damning up the stre 

and down 1e ey banke is I eve 
grubbers dt sts. Bu Stet- 
tinius doubtless v d have cor 1 t 
tl office as not worth haviz 1a 





Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the entire editorial be printed 
at this point in the Recorp as a part of 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


{From the New York Sun of December 2, 
1944 
STETTINIUS CONFIRMED 


T 
Secretary Stett ubly 
gratulated. He is to be congratulated, in the 
first place, because 67 Senators voted to con- 
firm his nomination He is to be congratu- 
lated, in the second place, because Senator 
WILLIAM LANGER, of North Dakota, 
against his confirmation. Of the two, it is 
our sincere cpinion that the second i y 
odds the one which should cause him the 
greater satisfaction. Wild Wu1iam of the 
prairies is the northern counterpart (though 


inius is doubly to be con- 





perhaps much smarter) of those windb 
and exhibitionists who in times past h 
done so much to lower the prestige of 
South in the United States Senate. He is a 
professional friend of the farmer. He is a 


professional baiter of Wall Street. He knows 
better than almost anybody else how to set 
the boys at the forks of the creeks to yowlir 
His opposition to Mr. Stettinius is not based 
upon any personal qualification the y 
man is supposed to lack but sol 
fact that Mr. Stettinius 
acquaintance with 
business, and finance. 


It may be that the new Secretary of State 


ung 
upon the 
has had a bowing 
economics, 


ly 
ely 


th u j 
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] nted such opposition if only 
he had made a habit of going about in over- 
alls, smoking a corncob pipe, splitting 

tives, sprinkling his speech with double 


I 
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negatives and “ain’ts,” damning up the 
street and down the alley all bankers as 
money-grubbers and monopolists. But Mr 
Stettinius doubtless would have considered 


that the office was not worth having at such 
a price. If so, that is a point on which most 
decent Americans will agree with him. 

At the time Mr. Stettinius was made 
Under Secretary The Sun said of his apps 
ment that it meant that when the Foreign 
Economic Administration had business mat- 
ters to take up with the State Department it 
could be of having at least one man 
in that department who could speak its own 
language. Events have justified our opinion 
It still remains to be seen whether he is big 
enouzh for the biggest diplomatic job we have 
next to that of the President of the United 
States. It still remains to be seen whether 
he will be a Minister of Foreign Affairs in fact 
or merely a yes-man for the real Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, Franklin D. Roosevelt. But 
there is nothing in his record to warrant pes- 
simism on that score. The good wishes of all 
fair-minded A:nericans accompany him as he 
undertakes the most difficult assignment that 
has ever come his way. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I yield. 

Mr. CONNALLY. May I 
the Senator about how long? 

Mr. LANGER. How long I am going 
to speak? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Yes. 

Mr. LANGER. Between half an hour 
and 45 minutes, or approximately that 
long. 


int 


sure 





inquire of 
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Mr. CONNALLY. I thought > Sen- 
ator said privately, a while ago, that he 
would speak for 30 min 

Mr. WILEY. It has extended 

Mr. LANGER. I said ould pe to 
be through in 30 minut perhaps a 





little longer—possibly an how 
Mr. CONNALLY. My concern is that 


Other Senator are wondering about 


Mr. LANGER. Iwill hurry, of course 

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Sen: 
toi 

Mr 


LANGER. Of course, this mat- 
ter is very important to the farmers of 
the country, and I may speak a 
longer 

Mr. President, in order that the Sen- 


ate may have a clear conception of 
actly what kind of people live in Nort! 


printed in the REcorp at this point as a 
part of my remarks a small pamphlet en 
titled ‘North Dakota at a Glance The 
pamphlet was prepared by thc ter 
North Dakota Association of the 
of North Dakota. I particularly ask 


every Senator to read the pamphlet in 





~~ 


order to inform himself about one of the 
great cultural centers of this contir 
There being no objection, the pamphiet 








was ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
ORD, as follows: 
NorktTH DAKOTA AT A GLANCI 

To the Not-Too-Casual V 

Glance at North Dakota a you State 
li hi gou h } 
m Al ugh f } ] 
square mi ] iy 
line f ultural prod in wi 
di fl t ley i t 1e toy 
( I iins N h Dakota prod 
I j 1s n all eal f i 
st uperior qu 

Glance hD \ h I 
center he contine j b t € 

S er f € est ¢ , é 
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000 ( tor f ignite ¢ : “ ~ 
products; as irrigation comes to a! 
more of its fertile vel ne-free acre 
North Dakota is tract ter y, the land 
the long furrow, where modern mass p 
duction in riculture ct fully } - 
tice 

N h Dakota s I lth ] I 
h i Li € t de i te }, m 
t t Its br ] ht 

x med t more h 1 e, breat 

the zone-fille t leve 

‘ é e he hy, s 1 I TY 
extend a welcome so warm t! ! 
make famous the phrase, “Western hospi- 
tality.” 
CULTURAL CENTERS IN THE CENTER OF NTINENT 

North Dakota built new. Taking adv 


tage of the experience of older States 
Dakota built a Sta capitol styled for uti 
ity as well as beauty, with 83 percent spac 
efficiency in the 18-story structure. C 


te 





munity buildings, airports, colleges, sch 
and business houses disp! modern mode 
Culture is considered. Churches were bu 
early and are now being replaced with larg 
er, finer edifices. Colleges were provided 
the constitution, supported by land gran 
and by taxpayers eager that their children 
should have advantage N Dak 
built schools, a greater number per cap 
than other American State Her peop 
early formed consolida i di t to 
prove schools. Parochial nd de 
tional schools, colleges, and conse torie 
supplement the Siate’s splendid educat 
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id 

ountries 

1ing too pro- 

rant, under- 

They cooperate in the 
rejoic- 
neighbor has the God-given 
ording to the dictates of 


shrines and churches 


Ip act 


ON THROUGH MODERN 
NIZED METHODS 


MECHA-=- 


Leading wheat State 


North Dakota produces about 45 percent 
the country’s 


spring wheat and its high 

rotein content makes it premium quality. 
Long termed the “Nation’s breadbasket,” 
North Dakota produces prodigiously. 


First in durum 
More than 90 percent of the durum grown 
in the United States comes from North Da- 
kota to be made into seminola, macaronl, 
and to supply export needs. Durum wheat 
is grown efficiently in the land of the long 
furrow, ideally suited to modern mechanized 
equipment. 
For linseed oil 
North Dakota produces about 15,000,000 
bushels of flax annually, making it one of 
the leading producers of flax, often judged 
the best in world competition at the Inter- 
national hay and grain show in Chicago. 
Flax is also coming into use as an edible 
focd oil. Flax fiber is important commer- 
cially for making linen, paper, and insulation 
material. 
First in barley 
North Dakota produces about 20 percent 
of the Nation's barley, important as food 
for humans as well as livestock. The State 
is also a major source of high-quality malt- 
ing barley used in the manufacture of malt 
beverages. 
Mile-long corn rows 
Development of sturdy hybrid seeds has 
increased production, while livestock de- 
mands have enlarged acreages as North Da- 
kota progresses in diversification and stabili- 
zation Northern grown seed from North 
Dakota is in strong demand, 


A MAJORITY OWN THEIR OWN FARM HOMES 
Home ownership 

Many beautiful farm homes exemplify the 
pride of ownership, and a high percentage of 
North Dakotans own their own farms. Pic- 
tured is a modern farm home in the Sheyenne 
River Valley, where combined grain farming 
and balanced livestock production bring as- 
sured profits. 

Profitable potatoes 

North Dakota has a larger acreage of certi- 
fied seed potatoes than any other State, and 
the production of seed for Southern States 
and Caribbean countries provides a $20,000,- 
000 annual industry. Fine table stock is 
used in new dehydration plants supplying a 
wide market. 

Sugar beets 

Without irrigation or fertilization sugar 
beets with a content of 16 to 17 percent, 
yielaing about 9 tons per acre, are produced 
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ed River Valley, and 12 to 14 tons 
gation in the Valley of the Yellow- 
ry the western border. Beet grow- 
highly mechanized, is very profit- 
in rotation plans and aids in 
and fattening. 
Ss ybe ans 
gic material for plastics, high pro- 
products for man and beast, soy 
is a crop being rapidly expanded in 
Dakota, with a soy bean processing 
i lied in the State mill and elevator 
Grand-Forks. 
Tractor te 
rth Dakota's level areas, great fields, free 
tone, tend toward complete mechanized 
ds as indicated in the threshing scene 


ritory 


ve 

IVESTOCK MANUFACTURES FOOD FROM FEED 

Herds pedigreed find rich, 

Uncounted thousands of bison fattened in 

ys of old on the prairies whose rich, nutri- 

us grasses now support registered herds of 

and dairy cattle, followed by quality 

and premium hogs, while turkeys, 

try, and poultry products supply process- 

ng plants for year-round operation, farm- 

ers with ready cash and a splendid balance to 

agriculture, once devoted largely to the grow- 

ing of cereal grains. Dried grama and bunch 

grass furnishes feed for livestock on the range 
even during winter months. 


ample feed 


MANY MARKETS FOR NORTH DAKOTA FARMERS 
Competition and cooperation 


Competition is the life of trade and coop- 
eration also plays an important part in the 
markets of North Dakota. The State offers 
a State-owned mill and elevator, in com- 
petition with independent flour mills, and 
cooperatively owned elevators operate in com- 
petition to individually owned grain houses— 
all of which works to make good markets for 
North Dakota farmers, who can sell all their 
products for cash at any season. 


QUALITY PRODUCTS PROVIDE PROFITABLE 
INDUSTRIES 


North Dakota turkeys 


The special quality and flavor of North 
Dakota turkeys, North Dakota butter, North 
Dakota poultry, bring premiums on eastern 
markets. North Dakota pottery made from 
some of the world’s finest ceramic clays sells 
readily in all States. The dry, healthful cli- 
mate is ideal for the production of fine furs. 


North Dakota honey 


Water-white honey gathered by bees from 
sun-flooded fields of sweet clover has a taste 
and flavor which wins instant favor and is 
declared of supreme quality by honey con- 
noisseurs over the Nation. More hours of 
sunshine allow the bees to work longer hours, 
store more honey per hive, a fact which 
brings apiaries here annually from distant 
States. 

A WARM WELCOME TO AIR-CONDITIONED COMFORT 


Gradually the romantic history of North 
Dakota, the unique beauty of its Badlands, 
of its 22 State parks, the compelling interest 
of restored prehistoric Indian village dwell- 
ings, its skyscraper’ Capitol, its immense In- 
ternational Peace Garden, beauty spots, and 
other attractions—are making the State a 
touring objective. 

For many years North Dakota’s faster, 
shorter, better, cooler routes have been pop- 
ular pathways to the Alps of America, the 
Nation’s greatest scenic section, the Pacific 
Northwest. North Dakota provides the Main 
Street to the Yellowstone, the Broadway to 
Glacier, and the Appian Way to the other 
American and Canadian parks, 

North Dakota’s broad sweeps, the stillness 
of its Badlands, the Sunken Gardens of 
America, brings peace to the soul of the visi- 
tor. There is rest for the eyes in the beauty 


of the great green or golden scas of grain in 
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nile-square checkerboards. nlar 
zons, unmatched sur , and the 
tent in which the stars are hung 

sense of freedom to those escaping fror 
gested confusion, who have broken int 
open spaces to breathe ozone-filled 
drink in the health-giving sunshine, az 
be a part of nature itself. 

North Dakota welcomes visitor 
healthful, zestful, restful climate. Visi 
ists are urged to linger in its sunshine, en 
its hospitality, and to become relaxed ; 
refreshed. Citizens are grateful to th 
hunters, fishermen, outdoor people, who 
knowledge North Dakota is a touring o! 
tive. 


STATE HAS GREAT WEALTH OF NATURAI 
RESOURCES 

More than 600,000,000,000 tons of lig 
coal, enough for the needs of the Nation for 
400 years, underlies 28,000 square miles i 
western North Dakota. If sold at only $1 
ton, it would pay the national debt twi 
over. Gasoline, plastics, various oils, acids, 
dyes, paints are made from lignite economi- 
cally mined. 

Lignite coal is briquetted into high-cl 
fuel at Dickinson and Minot plants. New 
industrial uses of lignite for motor fuel, etc., 
are being worked out by United States Bu- 
reau of Mines engineers in North Dakota. 
Natural gas furnishes another cheap and 
efficient fuel. Lignite lends encouragemen 
to new industries because of its economy. 


NORTH DAKOTA HIGHWAYS, SKYWAYS, AND RAIL- 
WAYS 
Skyways 

Northwest Airlines furnishes several trans- 
continental flights daily through North Da- 
kota joining east and west coasts and con- 
necting with Winnipeg, Canada. Other lines 
seek entrance to some 73 towns which have 
actual or planned airports. The center of the 
North American Continent, North Dakota 
looms large on the air maps of the world 
Commodious airports accommodate traffic to 
the Orient from eastern manufacturing 
centers, 

Railroads 

Four transcontinental lines traverse North 
Dakota and their feeder lines form a network 
covering the State and transporting its vast 
food production. Northwest railroads offer 
unexcelled dining and Pullman service and 
passengers are treated with courtesy and con- 
Sideration. Railroads built North Dakota— 
and found it a good investment. 


Highways 


A network of good highways, Federal, Stat« 
and county, make travel pleasurable and 
every section accessible. Two hard-surfaced 
United States highways traverse the State 
east and west, while three more stretch like 
black ribbons north and south. The Federal 
system is augmented by splendid State and 
county highway networks maintained for all- 
weather travel. Bus lines reach out with a 
service to outlying towns from the metro- 
politan centers, stations on a national system 
of travel. 

Hands across an unfortified border 


Good will between two great peoples, cit- 
izens of the United States and Canada, built 
the International Peace Garden across the 
“border without a bayonet,” one-half in 
North Dakota, the other in the Province of 
Manitoba. 

This State and that Province, the United 
States National Parks Service, peace-loving 
citizens of two,countries, are developing -the 
2,200-acre area—888 acres of which are in 
North Dakota—with the aid of landscape ar- 
chitects of two nations, who are building 
this garden as a memorial marking more than 
a century of peace between people who speak 
the same language and enjoy similar ideals 
of freedom. 

Two peoples, allies in war, in peace will ex- 
press their warm friendship, confidence, and 














» COMmm € - 
t pie it rel -_ y 
t perpe I I i 

it der ¢ € rardaene 
I c e splendid park iy ic ~ 
l le of the t ae 1 n l 
I y ec - 

1eril Ss al nte eve 
The garden dedicated before 50,090 people 
July 14, 1932, has since built hostels, shelters, 
community hall in rustic style, and the 


iping program goes forward yearly. It 
expected that various nationality groups 
have special buildings erected in the 
beautifully shaded grounds and that ] 
enjoy great development with the c 
rmanent world peace. 





NORTH DAKOTA OFFERS VARIETY IN HUNTING 





North Denese Offers five distinct species 
upland game birds—geese and ducks un- 
d. ¢ hinese pheasants, Hungarian par- 
idges, pinnated, sharp-tailed, and rufied 
grouse can be found over much of the State. 
Migratory waterfowl nest and propagate in 
he cool waters of this State, which is in 
e for several northern flights of ducks and 
se, making North Dakota truly a hunter's 


paradi 
GLIMPSE OF YOUNG STATE GOING PLACES 
You have just glimpsed North Dakota going 
I into a brilliant future, filled with h 
Irrigation has just come to the State, with 
le than 40,000 acres now under water cul- 
ition. But a million acres may be under 
igation with the development of the Mis- 


ne 






souri River Basin. ee n could easily 
double the population. sheap water power, 
lignite development, nat a gas, and other 


resources and the growth of farm chemurgy 
will bring new industry. The growth of 
dairying, the improvement of agricultural 
practices, of soil conservation and water con- 
servation, the introduction of new crops, new 
machinery for economic operation, makes 
home ownership more attractive in this 
great agricultural State. There is room for 
more good people. Farm and business op- 
t are open. This young state is 

rge of its greatest development. 
North D2 kota welcomes its returning vet- 
erans home from the wars. North Dakota 
welcome farmers from other States, who are 
anxious to improve their conditions. North 
Dakota welcomes the hunter, the tourist, the 
traveler. If you would like to know more 
ut a great agricultural Commonwealth, 





THE GREATER NortTH DAKOTA ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I wish 
again to make clear one reason, in addi- 

yn to the fact that he is a tool of Wall 
Street, why I voted against Mr. Stettinius. 
TI recently telephoned Mr. Stettinius and 
esked him about the personnel of the 
Foreign Service according to country 
assignment. His response was as fol- 
lows: 

My Dear SENATOR LANGER: In response to 
your telephone request of this morning there 
is attached a statement showing the total 
number of personnel of the Department of 
State as of November 30, 1944. I understand 
that you are interested only in the totals 
and, consequently, I have made no further 
xC——611 
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55 years th 


59 years hi wl! 


1 pe rsonne 1 of fas 926 


Renerenee ’ 
comes from North Dakota. 
it employs 68, 
North Dakota; 
one comes from North Dakota; 


67, but not one comes from 1 


comes from North Dakota; 
from North 
in Canada, 255, but not one comes 
from North Dakota; 
from North Dakota; 
China, 102, but not one comes from North 
in Colombia, 
comes from North Dakota; 
one comes from 


in Costa Rica, 
North Da- 
from North Dakota; in Czechos 
6, but not one comes from North Dakota; 
but not one comes from 
Dominican Re- 
punile, 46, but not one comes from North 
; Szypt, 101, but not on 
soo North Dakota; 
but not one comes from North Dakota; 
70, but not one 
in Ethiopia, 
one comes from North Dakota; 
one comes from Nort 


in Denmark, 3, 
North Dakota; 


in Ecuador, comes from 


rth Dakota; 


comes from North Dakota; i 
one comes from Nort! 
, but not one c 

in Guatemala, 


~ in Greece, 

th Dak ota i 
one comes from Nort 
. but not one comes from 
8, but not one 
in Iceland, 
North Dakota 


in Honduras, < 
North Dakota; 
comes from North Dakota; 
one comes from 


North Dakota 
s from North Dakota; 
but not one comes from North Dakota; 
in Lebanon, 
from North Dakota; i 

one comes from No! rik 
Luxemburg, 
from North Dakota; 
one eo from North Da- 
, but o one 


one comes 


a Morocco, 
North eins 
8, but not one comes fr: 0 
in New Zealand, 
comes from North Dakota; 
61, but not one comes from North Da- 


a not one 
in Nicaragua, 









ol i 1N D I { 
but 1 ne cor from North Dak 
P ! 16 ton mes f iN 
D ao 1, 156, | n one ¢ - 
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= 1a1 A ia, 20 bu com 
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one com from Ne Dakota: Swe 
165, but 1 one comes om North Da- 
kota; Swi rland, 152, but not one 
from North Dakota; § ia, 15, bu 
comes from Ni D 1; Tur- 
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99, but not one comes from Nort 
the Union of South Africa, 64, 
one comes from North Dakota; 

] Russia, 104, but not one come 

from North Dakota; Uruguay, 34, but 

not one comes from North Dakota: Ven- 
ezuela, 58, but not one comes from North 

Dakota; Yugoslavia, 8, but not one comes 

from North Dakota; Vatican City, 11, 

but not one comes from North Dakota. 

In the United States, assigned to Wash- 

ington, are 395. If any of them come 

from North om ta I have not been in- 
formed of tl fact. 

The United States dispatch agencies 
20, and not one comes from North Da- 
kota. I assert, Mr. President, that out 
of a total of 5,784, not a single appoint- 
ment was from the State of North Da- 
kota. In addition, Mr. President, there 
are 3,141 in eee service, and 
not one, so ; I know, has come from 
the State of a rth Dakota. 

Yesterday I went to the executive sec- 
retary of the Senate and I asked him to 
make a check i 
person had ever been appointed from the 
State of North Dakota in 55 
anc behold I ” und that since I arrived 
here as a Member of the Senate a young 








» ascertain whether any 


man, 42 yea! a age, by the name of 
Te ll, had : en at nted 1 1] 

Mr. Pre ent, ‘Y wish to make i e! 
p n that not on Nort! ) L _ Y + 
been represented in the Department ¢ 
5S b { » date ( ading t t} C nm 
f ynal Dire ! 1 I hold in 


Not ¢ have there been no per 
from Nort Dakota ar t i to 
1 ncies in the Departmse of Stat 
in all the vast agen employing t l 

ands upon thousand pon ousands ¢ 
people, North Dakota has been delibe1 
ately, I believe, ignored. I wish to mak 
it plain to every Senator in this Cham- 
ber, Mr. President, that so long as I em 


a Member of this body, I do not ca: 
whose nomination is presented for con- 
firmation, I do not care what 


be, except as posimasters in other States, 
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I shall be here protesting, protesting, and 
protesting, in order to insure that the 
State which I represent shall receive a 
square deal here in Washington, some- 
thing which it has not had in 55 years of 
statehood. 

Mr. President, so far as the editorial 
which appeared in the New York Sun is 
concerned, the little sheet which is owned 
by Wall Street and controlled by the J. 
P. Morgan interests, nothing which may 
be said in the editorial could possibly 
hurt me in North Dakota. They called 
me “Wild Wriii1AM” because I dared to 
vote against Mr. Stettinius. I do not 
apologize for the vote and expect never 
to apologize for it. I merely wish to say 
that a man who has made the record in 
North Dakota which I have made, and 
which is known to the people of that 
State, need not fear that the people of 
North Dakota will pay much attention 
to what I have been called and the at- 
tempt made to misrepresent me to the 
people of this country. 

For example, when I was Governor I 
sent 1,206 students to universities and 
colleges by a loan from the Bank of 
North Dakota through the Board of Ad- 
ministration. Was that the act of a wild 
man? 

When I was Governor we lowered elec- 


tric light rates for the State in the city | 
of Bismarck from 9 cents a kilowatt- | 


hour to 1 cent a kilowatt-hour. Was 
that the act of a wild man? 

I helped the Service Commission lower 
the rate in the city of Fargo by getting 
a refund on electricity of nearly a mil- 
lion dollars in that one city. Was that 
the act of a wild man? 


I helped Henry Owen lower the rates | 


in the city of Grand Forks to the con- 
sumers, making a saving of $72,000 a 
year. Was that the act of a wild man? 

As Governor I signed the bill that cre- 
ated the first water board, which did so 
much toward getting the Missouri Valley 


basin developed, a subject which we have | 


been considering here for weeks. 
that the act of a wild man? 


Was 


As Governor I helped inaugurate and 


signed the first R. E. A. bill giving the 
farmers light and power. 
boring State of Montana, 25 out of every 
100 farmers already had light and power 
upon their farms; on the other side, in 


Minnesota, 40 farmers out of every 100 | 


had light and power; and so there was 
passed the act which I signed saying 
North Dakota should have her share. 
Was that the act of a wild man? 

Mr. President, when as Governor I as- 
certained that in our 
there were hundreds of thousands of 
bedbugs and lice and I learned 
plumbing was out of order, and I went 
there personally and ordered it cleaned 
up so that the poor insane people might 
have a decent place in which to live. 
I ask the New York Sun, Was that the 
act of a wild man? 

Mr. President, certainly the present 
editor of the New York Sun could not 
have read The Commercial West, be- 
cause only some 6 years ago while I was 
still Governor of the State they said I 
had the most outstanding record of any 
Governor in the United States in cut- 
ting down expenditures, reducing them 


In the neigh- | 


insane asylum | 


the | 
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from more than $11,000,000, as in the 
preceding biennium, to a trifle more than 
$5,000,000, or about 54 percent. 
Was that the act of a wild man? 


Mr. President, in all the time I was | 
Governor of that State, not one single | 
I ask the New York | 
Sun, J. P. Morgan’s paper, whether that | 


bond was issued. 


was the act of a wild man? 
Was it the act of a wild man when a 
governor built twice as many miles of 


oiled highways in one term as were ever | 


built by any governor before or since; 


| yet during my administration 508 miles 


of oiled highways were built, and that 
during the drought. 
a wild man? 

When I helped conduct the Bank of 
North Dakota, which is the only bank 
owned by any State, so that for every year 
while I was the Governor it made a profit 
of not less than a half million dollars 
a year net, was that the act of a wild 
man? 

When in the conduct of the affairs of 
the State-owned mill and elevator we 
paid cff debts of over a half million dol- 
lars which I inherited from my prede- 
cessor, Mr. Welford, I ask whether that 
was the act of a wild man? 

I ask further is it an act of a wild man 
when a governor helps the crippled and 
the blind, as was done by legislation 
which, as governor, I signed, or when I 
made 444 speeches for an old-age pension 
act, and which resulted in giving a $40-a- 
month old-age pension. Was that the 
act of a wild man? 

When the legislature passed a bill, 
which I signed as governor, putting the 
police and firemen in our large towns 
under civil service, was that the act of 
a wild man? 

Mr. President, when as governor I is- 
sued a moratorium that saved over 50,000 
homes from foreclosure, was that the act 
of a wild man? 

Again, I ask, Mr. President, is it the 
act of a wild man when a governor steps 
in and saves the farmers of his State 
$12,000,000 when the rust comes and the 
wheat is shriveled and he keeps the grain 
gamblers from robbing the farmers of 
that amount? 

Mr. President, it is very significant to 
me that one of the first things Mr. Stet- 
tinius did that was different from Mr. 
Hull, was this: Mr. Hull, as shown by 
the distinguished junior Senator from 


| Vermont (Mr. ArKen], fought for the St. 


Lawrence waterway, but Mr. Stettinius 
was strangely silent. I want to say to 
you, Mr. President, that just as Mr. Hull 
said, just as George Norris said in the 
article which I read at the time I op- 
posed the nomination of Mr. Stettinius, 
if we had gotten the St. Lawrence water- 
way the millions of dollars the North 


| Dakota farmers would have been saved 


in hauling their products to market 
would have been sufficient to take care of 
one-half the total expenditures of run- 
ning our State government. 


Mr. President, so far as Mr. Dunn is | James Dunn, whom we are now asked to 


concerned I wish to say a few words. 

One of the policies of President Roose- 
velt which I have admired has been his 
humanitarian attempt to aid the perse- 


cuted people of Europe, those who have | 


been discriminated against because they 


I ask, | 


Was that the act of | 
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belong to a church or a group whi 

Hitler opposed. Some of these minorit 
groups have been Protestants, so: 

Catholics, but the majority have b: 

Jews. No matter who they are, howeve; 
President Roosevelt has attempted as f 

as he was able to aid them. But u 

fortunately, he has not always had t! 
support of his executives in the Sta 
Department. 

We are now called upon to confirm 
new set of State Department executi 
Some of them actually are not new, | 
have served in the State Department f 
many years, and, unfortunately, th 
have been largely responsible for under- 
cutting some of the President’s fine hu- 
manitarian moves. If they undercut ! 
hopes for peace in the same way th 
have sabotaged his attempts to aid t 
refugees of Europe, then I for one fi 
for the future. It is because no Pre 
dent can ever be completely his oy 
Secretary of State that I believe y 
should scrutinize so carefully and ack 
him to reconsider the men whom he n 
wants appointed as Assistant Secretari: 

Four years ago shortly after the w 
broke out in Europe, President Roosev: 
appointed a refugee committee headed b: 


James G. McDonald. Mr. McDonald h 


handled the refugee problem for t!) 


League of Nations and is a very capabl: 


and efficient gentleman. On that com- 
mittee President Roosevelt appointed 
fine group of people, including Arch- 
bishop Joseph F. Rummel, of New Or- 
leans; Hamilton Fish Armstrong, edit 


of Foreign Affairs; George Warren, th 


expert on international law; Basil Harri 


| formerly head of the U. S. Lines; Prof 
| Joseph P. Chamberlain, of Columbia; 


and the Reverend Samuel Cavert, of th 
World Alliance for International Friend- 
ship. 

This committee immediately got busy 
and after investigating a long list of ref- 
ugees finally recommended that 651 pro- 
fessors, churchmen, and former govern- 
ment officials be admitted to the United 
States. They were French, Czech, Jew- 
ish, Catholic, and in some cases anti- 
Nazi Germans. Their names had been 
checked over by the Justice Department, 
and then they were sent to the State 


| Department. But when they went to the 


State Department, nothing happened 


| Two and one-half months passed, and 


out of this list of 651 refugees only 15 
were approved by the State Department 


| for admission into the United States. 


Finally the President’s Committee cn 
Refugees began to ask questions of the 
State Department, and when their ques- 
tions remained unanswered, Mr. McDon- 
ald, the chairman, came to Washington 
and went to the White House direct. The 
President in turn asked Mr. Francis 


| Biddle, now Attorney General, and Under 


Secretary of State Sumner Welles to in- 
vestigate. They found that the whole 
matter had been held up by functionaries 
inside the State Department, including 


confirm as Assistant Secretary of State. 

Simultaneously, the State Department 
had issued various passport visas to Nazi 
businessmen who wanted to enter this 
country, such as Dr. Gerhard Westrick, 
who later was discovered to be Hitler’s 





* + ¥ Yiinn’ 
upon Mr. Dunn 


n Mr. Dunn will deny 
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a@ question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from North Dakota yield to the 
Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LANGER. I prefer not to yield 
untillam through. I shall be through in 
a few minutes. 

Mr. President, I should like at this 
point to present for the information of 
the Senate and the people a compre- 
hensive and consecutive picture of the 
role played by Mr. William L. Clayton in 
planning for the disposal of farm land 
that has been taken by the Government 
for military purposes. Such a survey is, 
I believe, very much in point in our 
consideration of the nominations to the 
State Department that are before us, 
particularly the nomination of Mr. Clay- 
ton to be our Assistant Secretary in 
charge of our economic relations with 
all the other nations of the world. 

The best way to judge the probabilities 
of his future performance is to look at 
his past performance, his words and 
deeds as a public servant and as the op- 
erating head of the largest cotton trad- 
ing firm in the world. 

In Icoking at that part of Mr. Clayton’s 
record which relates to surplus land dis- 
posal, I propose to refer to part of the 
statement filed with the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee by James G. Pat- 
ton, president of the National Farmers 
Union, which was included in the report 
filed by the distinguished Senator from 
Texas (Mr. Conna.L.y], to a file of state- 
ments made by the Farmers Union on 
the matter of surplus land disposal pol- 
icies adopted by Mr. Clayton, beginning 
last July 9, and, finally, to the hearings 
of the Senate Military Affairs Committee 
on the surplus property disposal bill 
which resulted in the drafting of a bill 
which abolished the job held by Mr. 
Clayton. 

I am glad to say that throughout the 
period of time covered by these dccu- 
ments and the activities they reflect, the 
National Farmers Union has been prom- 
inent in defending the interests of the 
people in the disposition of the property 
they have paid for with their taxes. 

In my State of North Dakota the 
Farmers Union is the predominant farm 
organization. And I want to say that 
it is a hard-hitting, liberal, people’s or- 
ganization, headed by one of our great 
agricultural statesmen, Mr. Glenn Tal- 
bott. In the few years of Mr. Talbott’s 
incumbency in the State presidency, the 
Farmers Union membership has grown 
from a few thousand to nearly 30,000 
farmers, about 40 percent of all the 
farmers of the State. 

That membership is still on the rise. 
And it is on the rise because the Farmers 
Union there and nationally has repre- 
sented honestly and faithfully the true 
wishes of the farm people it is supposed 
to represent. In all the great battles of 
the last few years in Washington and, 
nore important, in the field of public 
opinion and sentiment, the Farmers Un- 
ion has been on the level. Whether you 
agree with all of its positions or not, you 
cannot but admire the courage and in- 
tegrity of its leaders. 
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Mr. CONNALLY. I simply wish to ask | 


That is why the rank and file mem- 
bers of North Dakota continue to sup- 
port the Farmers Union and why the 
Farmers Union continues to. grow. 
These North Dakota farmers know what 
the score is. They have fought drought 
and flood and pestilence, they have 
fought the grasshoppers of the plains 
and those more pestilential plagues of 
monopolists and vested interests that 
alike have threatened to wipe them out. 
They are not the kind of people the New 
York Sun editorial which I read said they 
were. They long ago found out that ac- 
tions speak louder than words and that 
the true economic interests of farm peo- 
ple do not lie with those who hope to 
exploit farm people. 

And, to get down to cases, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that is exactly what they are do- 
ing in this present fight. Those North 
Dakota farm people know that the Na- 
tional Farmers Union spoke truly and 
accurately for them when its national 
president, Mr. James G. Patton, pre- 
sented a statement to the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee earlier in the week and 
obtained its insertion in the record of 
the hearings despite attempts to ex- 
clude it. 

Mr. President, I ask to have Mr. Pat- 
ton’s statement to the Foreign Relations 
Committee printed in the Recorp at this 
point as part of my remarks, 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
REcorpD, as follows: 


Chairman CONNALLY, as president of the 
National Farmers Union, an organization of, 
by, and for working farm operators and their 
families, I am compelled to urge you, your 
committee, and the Members of the Senate 
to vote against the confirmation of William 
L. Clayton as Assistant Secretary of State 
and to ask that our statement be made a part 
of the record of your hearings. I also wish 
to suggest certain questions to be put to Mr. 
Nelson A. Rockefeller, who has been nomi- 
nated to be an Assistant Secretary of State. 

At our thirty-ninth annual convention in 
Denver, Colo., November 22, 1944, the dele- 
gates adopted a 1945 program which began 
with these words: 

“The lives of our finest men and women 
are being spent on the world’s battle fronts 
to give us, and all peoples, another chance to 
organize a people’s peace. If we fail, they 
are betrayed. 

“Their hopes and the hopes of millions in 
every land add up to nothing less than a new 
world, a world that will make sense to return- 
ing veterans and to all productive workers, 
a world in which they can buy back with 
their incomes and wages the products of 
their hands and brains and their eternal 
courage, a world in which abundance for the 
first time spells health, security, and happi- 
ness, not breadlines, foreclosure sales, bonus 
marches, and ‘made work’ at pauper’s wages. 
The world they want will deny the rule that 
because we can always produce too much we 
shall never have enough except in war. The 
world they seek will accept abundance and 
know how to use it for people.” 

Examination of Mr. Clayton’s record and 
his philosophy as disclosed by his statements 
before congressional committees, and else- 
where, convinces us that, as Assistant Secre- 
tary of State, assigned responsibility for 
economic relations with other nations, he 
would make a lasting peace harder to achieve. 

In reaching this conclusion, we intend no 


reflection upon Mr. Clayton as a person, no | 


questioning of his sincerity and conscientious 
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devotion to public duty as he sees it. Vv 
believe him to be conscientious and patri 
according to his lights and his philoso; 
But that philosophy is completely a busine 
is-business attitude, incapable of sympath 
ing with or even understanding human c 
siderations which are the essence of den 
racy and the inspiration of the “four fr 
doms,” the Atlantic Charter, and peo} 
unformulated aims for which this war is 
ing fought. 

Mr. Clayton favors free trade. His vi 
have been outlined within the last week 
another committee of Congress. They w 
expressed by Mr. Lamar Fleming, Jr., exe 
tive head of Anderson, Clayton & C< 
which I understand Mr. Clayton retains } 
holdings of common stock. There is no dou 
they are substantially the views of Mr. Cl 
ton, the views that, it may be assumed, w 
govern American foreign economic pol 
were Mr. Clayton to be permitted to direct 

In brief, Mr. Fleming proposed to a Ho1 
Agricultural subcommittee that tariffs be re- 
duced, that cotton be allowed to fall to t 
world price, that production be stepped u 
and that whatever payments are necessa 
to keep up farm income be made direct from 
the Treasury. 

This is the liberalism of 100 years ago. I 
is the imperialism of today. What would 
the end result of Mr. Clayton’s program? I 
would mean that within a relatively sh: 
period of time all of the large cotton oper- 
ators would have driven out of the cott 
business virtually every family farmer. I 
would mean that these big operators wou 
continue to pay subsweatshop wages in ord 
to keep down costs of production. It woul 
mean, finally, that the United States would 
seize the control of the key points of th 
world cotton distribution system. 

If this policy should be followed with re- 
spect to all commodities, the end resul' 
would be the same. The United States would 
then have adopted in full the role that Gre 
Britain assumed two centuries ago, that o! 
creditor to the world, of controller of wor! 
trade and exchange. Tosum it up, the United 
States then would control the economic Gi- 
braltars, Singapores, and Hong Kongs th 
would enable it to dominate world commerc: 

That is not the way to build a lasting peac 
We know that. The centuries of imperialism 
have shown us that that kind of control can- 
not bring about the kind of peace for whic 
our children are laying down their lives, 
peace of freedom and plenty. 

Because they show what we could expect of 
My. Clayton as Assistant Secretary of State, I 
cite two recent instances in which Mr. Clay- 
ton and his company have opposed decen 
minimum production and labor standards: 

1. Mr. Clayton’s firm helped stimulat 
the pitiful pilgrimage of thousands of Oakie 
and Arkies to Arizona and California, drav 
by handbills promising employment in t 
cotton fields. That migration was lat 
chronicled in the book Grapes of Wrath. 

Mr. Clayton's firm, though a subsidiary, t! 
San Joaquin Gin Co. of Los Angeles, hel; 
in a substantial way to finance the notoricu 
Associated Farmers of California. 

He contributed a substantial sum to tl 
so-called Liberty League which in 1937 hir 
some corporation lawyers to give some ¢ 
porations the very expensive advice that tl 
Wagner National Labor Relations Act was un- 
constitutional and need not be obeyed. 

May I call to your committee’s attenti 
the La Follette civil liberties committee's find- 
ings on the Associated Farmers of Californ 
Inc., published as part VIII of the commit- 
tee’s report, and particularly to the appendix, 
page 1639, which shows that the San Joaquin 
Gin Co., Los Angeles, Calif., which ginned 
257,767 bales of the 1937-38 cotton crop, is 
listed as having contributed 7.8 percent 
the funds of the Associated Farmers of Kern 
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ld have certain minimum protections 

as to wages and working conditions 

The oppesition to these labor clauses in- 
vented the novel argument that insistence 
upon such minimum standards would amount 
to imperialistic interference in tl nternal 
affairs of other sovereign nations 

Mr. C on’s philosophy } no room for 
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are hired hands to be beaten down on wages 
or consumers to be held up on prices 
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All of these agencies have been virtually 

ored in Mr. Will Clayton 
Surplus War Property Administrator, to as- 
sign this program to the R. F. C. It is 
extraordinary not only that Mr. Clayton has 
made this decision but that he made it with- 
out announcement or public discussion. Why 

uld the R. F. C. have anything to do with 
farming? Why should the decision have 
been kept secret? 

‘There is every indication that the reason 
for the action and its attendant secrecy is 
that the powerful financial interests repre- 
sented in and associated with the National 
Association of Real Es Boards and its 
iffiliated organizations are dominating land- 
disposal programs of the Government. This 
is bad enough, in all conscience, when it 
relates to urban real estate, but when it 
relates to farm land, which involves the 
permanency of a fundamental national re- 
source, such domination is intolerable. This 
ascendancey of real-estate interests has been 
apparent ever since the hearings before the 
Manasco committee of the House. 

“Does this assignment mean that 
placeable natural resource, 
of farm land, is to be 
highest bidder? Is it to be made a means 
of further enriching real-estate interests 
rather than a means of settling thousands 
of family farmers in permanent security? 

“Reports are current in Washington that 
the disposal of agricultural land is to be 
handled through private real-estate agents, 
and that private appraisers are to make the 
appraisals. Farmers do not want this kind 
of dealing. ‘They know that the Govern- 
ment is far more capable of appreciating 
farm conditions than private businessmen, 
and they know that the Government has 
plenty of qualified appraisers to do this job. 

“Every farm unit carved out of presently 
Government-held property should be a unit 
that, with reasonable diligence on the part 
of the farmer, can yield a living. Every farm 
should be operated according to a farm plan, 
agreed upon between farmer and Govern- 
ment, that will yield such a living. Every 
farmer on such a farm should have adequate 
credit at sufficiently low rates of interest to 
enable him to make a go of it. This is par- 
ticularly true in the case of veterans, few of 
whom will have large financial resources 

“Unless these principles are adhered to, the 
farms will be sold to the highest bidder, and 
that will be a ruinous course. Real-estate 
agents will reap profits, some of the farms 
will come back to the Government, and in 
the long run dominance of American agri- 
culture by big farm and big business inter- 
ests will be further entrenched. 

“The way to avoid that result is to give 
the job to an agricultural agency. 

“There is no earthly reason why the farm 
land disposal program should not be han- 
led as an integral part of the tenant pur- 
chase program of the Farm Security. Admin- 
istration. The possession by the Govern- 
ment of 8,000,000 acres of disposable land, 
much of it excellent farm land, gives the 


the decision of 


tate 


an irre- 
millions of acres 
auctioned off to the 


major opportunity to make good 

f the great promises of American 

> establishment on the land of inde- 

prosperous farm families. 

the next 2 weeks the Democratic 

will be meeting in convention at Chi- 

There it will face the task of writing 

tform to appeal to farmers as well as other 

As it turns to that duty, the reso- 

lutions committee will have before it the 1940 

Democratic platform, in which the party 

pledged itself ‘to safeguard the family-sized 

farm in all our program’ and ‘to extend and 

enlarge tbe tenant-purchase program until 

deserving tenant farmer has a real op- 
tunity to have a farm of his own.’ 

at hand is a concrete, immediate 

1ity for the party to make good those 

Let it show the voters that it means 

ys. The way to do it is to vest 

sibility for the land-disposal program 

in the Farm Security Ad- 

n of the Department of Agricul- 


€ 
every 
Y 
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Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, follow- 
ing the issuance of this statement, Mr. 
Clayton belatedly made the public an- 
nouncement that he had turned over this 
farm-land-disposal program to. the 
R. F. C., an agency that had no experi- 
ence in the handling of farm land, that 
had no personnel acquainted with agri- 
culture, that had dealt exclusively with 
business, and that even in that field had 
been accused of catering to big business 
at the expense of small business. 

Moreover, Mr. Clayton, during the re- 
sultant storm, was not as frank as he 
might have been as to the method by 
which he had arrived at the decision to 

lace the administration of the program 
in the R. F.C. He let it be known that 
an interagency advisory committee that 
he had set up had recommended a divi- 
sion of responsibility between R. F. C. 
and the Public Buildings Administration 
in the handling of the surplus-disposal 
program, but that since he did not wish 
to see responsibility divided he had de- 
cided to give R. F. C. the total responsi- 
bility. 

Well, that sounded reasonable enough. 
Nobody could criticize Mr. Clayton for 
not wanting to divide responsibility, es- 
pecially if he had such a recommenda- 
tion from an advisory board of experts 
representing all of the agencies involved 
in the matter. 

But what Mr. Clayton failed to say 
was that he previously had thrown over- 
board the real recommendation of this 
interagency advisory committee and that 
it had felt very strongly that disposal 
of farm land should be placed in the 
Department of Agriculture. Only after 
Mr. Clayton had refused to accept this 
original recommendation and demanded 
a new set of findings more suitable to 
him did the interagency committee for- 
ward to Mr. Clayton the recommenda- 
tions that he used in discussing the mat- 
ter publicly. 

It remained for the farmers’ union 
again to bring at least some of this story 
to light, which it did on July 24 in a 
statement from Mr. Patton, which I ask 
to have printed in the Recorp at this 
point as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
REecorp, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, July 24—James G. Patton, 


president of the National Farmers Union, | interagency eommittee have 
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today called on Congress to shift contr 
the war-surplus farmland disposal pr« 
from the Reconstruction Finance Cory 
tion to the Farm Security Administratio: 

Replying to statements attributed in 
press to Surplus War Property Administr: 
Will Clayton, Patton said that it is obvi 
that Mr. Clayton “intends to persist in givi 
the R. F. C. power over American farmer 
persist in disposing of farmland thr 
private real estate agents and at figurs 
by private appraisers, and to persist in } 
cies that are detrimental to American a 
culture as a whole.” 

Patton further said that press statem 
quoting Clayton as saying that he had « 
sulted the Department of Justice before p 
ing the program under R. F. C. were conf 
ing, in the light of a letter written by 
sistant Attorney General Norman Littell 
members of the inter-agency commit 
which is advising R. F. C. on the pr 
The Littell ‘etter showed Littell had | 
tested assignment of this responsibility 
the R. F. C 

Patton’s statement follows: 

“Press reports today indicate that Surp] 
War Property Administrator Clayton inte: 
to persist in giving the R. F. C. power o1 
American farmers, to persist in disposing 
publicly owned farmland through private r 
estate agents and at figures set by priv 
appraisers, and to persist in policies a 
mental to American agriculture as a whol 

“From Mr. Clayton’s statement in th 
press, the following points are clear: 

“1. The R. F. C. will ‘sell as promptly ¢ 
possible at current values,’ Mr. Ciayton sa 
This means that the really good farm | 
included in these acreages will be sold : 
prices bid up to a point where it will be n 
to impossible for it to yield a return fror 
farming that will enable the owner to pa) 
out by farming alone. 

“2. The land will be appraised by ‘experi 
enced and disinterested men.’ This mea: 
that the wishes of the National Associati 
of Real Estate Boards and its affiliates ari 
to be followed, and that private realt 
and appraisers will be able to make ; 
‘killing’ from the disposal program, regardle 
of the interests of agriculture. 

“3. ‘Agricultural and other rural lan 
“may” be replotted into economic units.’ (I 
have quoted the word ‘may.’) This mean 
that there is no commitment whatever on 
selling this land in farm units, family typ¢ 
or otherwise, for if the land is not divid 
into economic units no sensible farmer will 
undertake to try to make a living from it 
and the land will either be sold as part of 
a real-estate speculation program or else it 
will be dumped in uneconomic units that 
doom the owner to failure and foreclosure 
from the start. 

“Mr. Clayton’s intransigent attitude is fur- 
ther illustrated by other press quotations in 
which he is quoted as saying that the De- 
partment of Justice was consulted before 
the program was lodged in R. F.C. This ix 
very confusing for members of the inter- 
agency committee that has been set up to 
advise R. F. C. on this program know very 
well that the Department of Justice was not 
consulted, and that it was not even offered 
a place on the committee until after it had 
been set up. Members of this committee 
know very well that the original recommen- 
dation of the committee was that adminis- 
tration of farm-land disposal should be 
vested in the Department of Agriculture 
and that that of mineral and grazing land 
should be vested in the Department of the 
Interior. They know that Mr. Clayton de- 
clined to follow this recommendation and 
chose instead to follow his present course, 
one that delights the hearts of members of 
the National Associatiom’ of Real Estate 
Boards. 

“I happen to know that members of the 
recently re- 
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mass unemployment, wage cuts, and food 
surpluses all amounting to a post-war depres- 
sion wider, deeper, and more dangerous to 
our democracy than any peacetime Crisis in 





tr that the single problem of con- 
from abundant production for war to 
nt produc n for peace has been 
into parts which are being presented 
piece 1 to the C rr and to the public 
for consideration and decision 
We e already ired business tax re- 
funds of up to $30,000,000,000 to offset post- 
war | 
We ! e! "rh a Contract Termi- 


OY rClIG lief 
and generous reilef 





the 


f somewhat un- 
ce n urance of support prices for 2 
years after the war to the extent funds are 
a i } 

Li week the Senate told labor that it 
could expect no more security during the 
t tion and post-war periods than is pro- 
vided by 48 State unemployment compen- 

tion laws, all woefully inadequate as to 

on, and amount of benefits, 
$14 a week 
the George bill instead of the 


re bill, we have insured a sharp 
» market for farm products and 
beginning a day or so 


dq 
f OQGSs, 


jting war ends in Europe or the 








Pa ancelation of war contracts be- 
v w York Times, which applauds 
the George bill, is shrewd and farsighted 
enough to warn Congress of the need for 
early establishment of a big Federal-State 


relief program to take care of those who fall 

aight through the George bill, or who ex- 
haust their inadequate State benefits during 
the transition period, which may take from 


st! 


6 months to 2 years. 
Now, as the House begins consideration of 
this surplus property disposal bill, it is pro- 


posed to complete a demobilization and. re- 
conversion program when we need, instead, a 
mobilization and conversion program whereby 
post-war civilian production can take up all 
the slack left by cuts in war production and, 
in addition, insure production and employ- 
ment for some 10,000,000 men and women 
returning from the armed services. 

The bill H. R. 5125 puts power in one man 
to dispose of, or to freeze, war plants, facili- 
ties, and surplus war goods variously esti- 
mated at from sixty to one hundred billion 
dollars without consultation with, or par- 

I by, democratic committees, coun- 
cils, or boards, such is have been proposed in 
other bills, notably the Stewart-Taft-Murray 
bill, 165, now being perfected in the Sen- 
ary Affairs Committee. 
may delegate authority almost indefi- 
nitely, without proper safeguards of the pub- 
lic interest, without public records, in dis- 
posal of surplus property. 

The bill is full of loopholes for speculators 
and war con‘ractors seeking to make the 
rt of profits going out of the war 
economy they made on the way in. 


ticipation 


He 


same 


In the light of the present Surplus War 
Property Administrator’s performance in 
writing regulations for the disposal‘of farm 


lands in such fashion as to match, point for 
point, the proposals of the National Associa- 
tion of Real Estate Boards, we urge the in- 


sertion of possible safeguard, includ- 
ing a joint congressional committee to exer- 
cise current surveillance over the operation, 
as well as advisory committees including in- 
dustry, labor, farm, and consumers repre- 
sentatives for each phase of the disposal pro- 
gram. We also urge provision of quarterly 
reports to the President, Congress, and 
the public. Whoever does this gigantic job 
should operate in a fishbowl wired for sound 
and with a 1,000-watt light behind it. 
Further, the present bill fails to provide 
for full production Stewart-Tait- 


every 


the 


(The 


Murtray bill makes purchase of Government 








war plants conditional or “substantial pro- 
duction” for 2 years.) 

It permits plants, facilities, and goods to 
be withheld from the market indefinitely, or 
to be disposed of to speculators or war con- 
tractors in such manner as to contribute to 
monopoly, while consistently failing to give 
the Attorney General power to protect busi- 
ness, the public, labor, and farmers against 
monopoly, whether fostered by the withhold- 
ing or the sale of plants and goods. 

In its present form, this surplus-property 
disposal bill will, together with the George 
bill, in our opinion, make it certain that the 
farmers wage earners of this country 
will be put through the economic wringer of 
concentrated econonric power and monopoly 
during the transition and post-war periods. 

We understand that you propose to offer 
certain amendments to safeguard small busi- 
ness, and we urge you and your progressive 
colleagues in both parties to fight for certain 
other amendments vital to farmers and to 
the public welfare. 

Land: In the disposition of land owned by 
the Government, we believe that all of the 
land suitable to agricultural use should be 
made an integral part of the tenant purchase 
program of the Farm Security Administra- 
tion, sold only in economic units of long- 
term credit at low rates of interest. 

Possession by the Government of several 
mrillion acres of good farm land afiords an 
opportunity that may not occur again for 
many years, perhaps generations, to give so 
easily such a great impetus to the promotion 
of the family-type farm. 

We believe that former owners and veter- 
ans should be given preference, where they 
will use the land for family living. We be- 
lieve that this program should be wholly gov- 
ernmental, handled through Government 
agents and Government appraisers. Finally, 
we believe that no farmer should be settled 
on this land with a debt burden that is 
bound to become intolerable if the long-time 
earning power of the land is considered. In 
other words, farmers settling on these tracts 
should be required to assume only so much 
mortgage debt as experts find the farm can 
reasonably expect to pay off on a 40-year 
loan. Sale price thus would be determined 
by the capacity of the farm, the ability and 
experience of the farmer, the Nation’s in- 
terest in maintenance both of the farmer and 
his family on the soil itself, both priceless 
national assets. 

Ceoperatives and small business: The Na- 
tional Farmers Union calls your attention to 
the statement by Secretary of Agriculture 
Wickard to the House Committee on Execu- 
tive Expenditures last week regarding the 
desirability of giving preferential rights to 
cooperatives in the disposition of surplus 
property of whatever kind. We endorse 
wholly his statement. There is a long line 
of precedent in actions by previous Con- 
gresses to this end, regardless of what party 
happened to be dominant in Congress. 

We feel that the provisions of the Stewart- 
Murray-Taft bill (S. 2065), relative to small 
business are wholly desirable and wish espe- 
cially to endorse the provision giving the 
Smaller War Plants Corporation the power 
to purchase surplus property for resale to 
small businesses. These provisions appear 
to us simple, easily workable, just, and in 
the best American tradition of encouraging 
the small independent enterpriser whether 
on the farm or in business. 

Plants: The National Farmers Union be- 
lieves that unless particular and explicit 
safeguards against the furtherance of mo- 
nopoly in the sale or lease of plants are set 
up, the magnetic attraction of great con- 
centrations of economic power will result ul- 
timately in the pulling of much of this great 
public investment toward those great eco- 
nomic combinations. 

We therefore urge most strongly that the 
proposed Surplus War Property Administra- 


and 
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tor be directed not only to survey Gover 
ment-owned plants by categories or prod. 
uct for use but that he also be directed 
determine what plants (a) are suitable f 
private operation under lease or sale in 
peace-time economy (b) what plants are « 
sentia] to national defense, either in op 
tion or if kept in stand-by condition 
what plants are suitable for operation by t 
Government as yardstick plants. 

The intent of this recommendation of the 
National Farmers Union is plain enou 
It stems from the salutory lessons that + 
Tennessee Valley Authority has furnished 
Among the greatest of these lessons is t 
some areas belong to private enterprise, s 
to government, and that the best inter: 
of all, including private enterprise, is ser 
by defining these areas and working in t! 
The T. V. A. has shown us, too, that on 
the best ways to keep tabs on those ars 
and to keep both government and pris 
enterprise healthy and functioning at 
speed is by yardstick operations. Wh 
true of power and of fertilizer producti 
also true of other operations. It is our } 
lief that the Nation will miss a golden op- 
portunity unless such of the plants as - 
appropriate for the purpose be retained 
serve as such yardsticks. 

Equipment and durakje goods: Here 
National Farmers Union believes that t! 
guiding principle should be one of selectiv- 
ity, with discretion vested in the Admit: 
trator, as in some of the instances recit 
as desirable in dealing with other dis; 
matters, but under plain directions f) 
Congress as to the policies to be pursued. W 
feel that such rules as are contained in sec- 
tions 12, 13, and 14 of the Stewart-Murray- 
Taft bill are admirable, particularly 
governing disposal of surplus school 
medical materials through the Office of Ed- 
ucation and the Public Health Servic 
These are examples that we believe should 
be followed in respect to other categories 
goods and equipment. 

Above all, we believe there should be n 
wholesale scrapping, destruction, freezi: 
or locking up of material. 

Some of the directions that Congré 
should give to the Administrator are as fol- 








t} 


lows: 
(a) Such surplus material as tractors, road 
scrapers, bulldozers, or other equipment 


suitable for use in conservation of the s 

shall be turned over to the Soil Conserva- 
tion Service for use (1) directly by S. C. S. 
itself; (2) by Soil Conservation districts, 
suant to arrangements between S.C. S. and 
the districts; (3) by cooperatives, whether di- 


Wr 
ur- 


| rectly affiliated with districts or not; (4) | 


State agencies other than districts directly 


| concerned with soil conservation. 


| (b) 


| farm families now without electricity. 





In the field of rural electrification, 
tremendous opportunity exists for an exten- 
sion of lines and service to thousands of 
We 
suggest that all surplus military equipment 
of this character be turned over to the Rural 
Electrification Administration for disposal to 
the cooperatives now in existence or to as- 
sist in the formation of new ones. 

| (c) As to agricultural production equip- 
| ment, the primary concern should be to fur- 
| nish the small farmers of this country with 
| the equipment they need. We suggest that 
this equipment be turned over to the Farm 
Security Administration for sale to small fa- 
cilities cooperatives, consisting of six to a 
dozen farmers, of the kind with which Farm 
Security has had such success in the last few 
years. 

(d) In the case of nonagricultural pro- 
duction equipment, including machine tools, 
we believe that no materials should be held 
off the market unless the affected industry 
can, in a full and fair hearing, prove publicly 
that both its interest and the public interest 
would be adversely and gravely affected. 
| Such a hearing should be before a board, 
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t V It to tl of the 

I ed States that the star ing and 
f nic fr iom of all « ries be 
ed. We believe, therefore, that a ma- 

the dis} 1 of surplus property 

uid be the utilization of some of that 

erty to promote the economic improve- 

t of otl countries Tl g uld be 
mplished through appropriate interna- 

t 1 mac 1 such a way as to 
er, not free flow of trade 

f en ct n honest joint effort 
e the ¢ f the world, in par- 
1 r our reat Britain, Russia, 


possible to put to 
urplus war property 


accumulated. 





These are the provisions that we should 
like to see in the legislation fi y enacted 
C £ 
We hope you will offer such of these as you 
have not already proposed at the conclusion 
f the present debate on the Surplus Property 
Disposal bill, and should appreciate it very 
much if you could insert this letter in the 
( ESSIONAL RECORD at an approp! : 
} » that other members of the House 
! be informed of our view 
Sincerely, 
JAMES G. PATTON, 
President onal Farmers Union, 





Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, at the 
time the Senate Military Affairs 
Committee before which was pending the 
companion Senate legislation speeded uy 
s hearings in an effort to get a bill to 
the Senate. In hearings dur- 
ing that week the committee heard a 
of witnesses, including Mr. Rus- 
ell Smith, legislative secretary of the 


I 
National Farmers Union, who spoke con- 
i 





1e legislation. 


r. President, I ask that the testimony 

of Mr. Smith before the Senate Military 

Affairs Committee be printed in the 

RecorpD at this point as a part of my re- 
marks, 

There being no objection, the testi- 

’ was ordered to be printed in the 


committee has dispensed wit 


disaster We are glad this 


and 








In view of our emphatic 65 
therefore, the amendmen ll 
propose to you today may Ss 





in the 


nature of perfecting amendments, 
nd the fact that we offer them should in no 
nstrued as c! 
» into the dri g 
The first amendment we propose for the 
consideration of the committee is designed 
t erted on page 2, following line 3 


1 appropriate change 








wit } lit- 
eration and numeration of provisio1 nake 
them conform here and th 
our other proposals. TI ent 


would read as follows: 


“(4) to foster and to render more secure 


family-type farming as the traditional and 
desirable pattern of American agricultu 
The objective of this amendment is clea 


X 
We believe that disposal of 
erty accumulated during t 
tion a magnificent oppo j 
reverse the trend toward corporation and 
poor-farm farming that has cur 


r 
agriculture for the 


the surplus prop- 
lis war offers the 





past 7 decad The 
manner in which war-surplus farm land is 
sold and the policies for disposition of equip- 
ment can have a profound effect for good or 


The next amendments we suggest deal 
with cooperative First, we propose that 





immediately following the amendment ist 
Cescribed, that is, « I 2, and ) a 
part of the statement of ob tive the fol- 
lowing or similar uage be inser 

“(5) to strel 1en and pre I t ex- 

coopera ( 1 t - 

courage the n of the cocper 
I ment.” 

A her amendment d ned to stre - 

+ . + yy - Yr 
en ne pe n ol ¢ pera € I i b 
inserted on page 10, following e 21 here 
t I can well m it clear that « pera- 





fic representat 


tees set up under section 





al amendment relating to 
cooperatives that we propose would appro- 
priately be inserted on page 16, where, fol- 
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and used, it can foster competition, minimize 








monopoly controls, help to broaden markets 
for business, and in general provide a stimu- 
lant and bulwark for free enterprise. We be- 
lieve this principle can be aday to use in 
the disposal of war plants, and to that end we 
urge the committee t ude the following 
amendment, on page 20, following line 2: 

The Administrator shall submit to Con- 
gre v.Lhin 60 days after passage of this act 
a plants proposed for continued opera- 
tion yardstick and experimental plants, 
whet through Government corporations 
set up for that purpose, through tt 
managers by the appropriate Gor 

re concerned with operation of the plant, 
contract with private enterprise but sub- 


conditions prescribed by the Adminis- 


to insure true yardstick and experi- 
nental operation, or through arrangement 
th a member owned and operated coopera- 


ive; and shail describe in detail the manage- 
ment operation, the yardstick and experi- 
mental operations proposed, and the objec- 
tives to be achieved. Upon approval by Con- 
gress, such plants shall continue in operation 
under such arrangements until the operation 


is terminated by Congress.” 

We have included in this proposed amend- 
the word “experiment because we 
have a special agricultural interest in con- 
tinued operation of various types of plants 
which should be operated under peacetime 
conditions to discover their long-time use- 
fulness as outlets for agricultural commodi- 
ties and as } ymmodities needed 
on farms. We call the committee’s atten- 
tion to Secretary of Agriculture Wickard’s 
statement last week to the House Executive 
Expenditures Committee on this point: 

“Wartime food processing facilities owned 
or financed by the Government include dricd 
milk plants, concentrated citrus juice plants, 
dehydrated vegetable plants, and dehydrated 
raisin Falling a related category 
are the grain alcohol facilities now operating 
at several locations as well as hemp processing 
plants in the Middle West Government 
fir d cold-storage facilities also have been 
constructed in widely dispersed sections of 
the country 

“Since it is upon the Department of Agri- 
culture that responsibility falls for price sup- 


ment * ag 


roaucers O1 C 


plants. in 





ance 





port and other farm programs enacted by 
Congress, none of these plants which might 
be useful in carrying out those programs 


should be dismantled or used for new pur- 
poses without Agriculture’s approval. 

“Furthermore, there are certain industrial 
plants capable of conversion to agricultural 
uses, the disposition of which should reflect 
that possibility. For instance, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture already has recommended 
that 49 percent of our wartime synthetic 
nitrogen plant capacity be converted to the 
production of nitrogen fertilizer.” 

This type of plants should not be closed 
down, dismantled, or simply turned over to 
private industry without safeguards of the 
public interest. All of them can well be 
operated, not to compete with private indus- 
try, but in order to do experimental jobs 
that private industry cannot afford to under- 
take, that are too risky or that do not offer 
any particular profit incentive but offer the 
prospect of results vitally important to farm- 
ers all over the country. 

There is one additional matter relative to 
plant disposal that should be mentioned 
This is the probable need for clarification of 
the intent of Congress as to military plants, 
and for that matter, goods. We do not sug- 
gest specific language at this point, but sim- 
ply call to the committee’s attention the re- 
lated problems of the speed of disposition of 
plants and goods by the military and the 
question of keeping certain war plants “in 
grease’"—so to speak—in anticipation of fu- 
ture needs. 

Following the other World War, it will be 
recalled, some plants and much material 








were held by the armed services beyond any 
reasonable length of time. We do not believe 
that is good practice. On the other hand, we 
believe that the committee may feel it 
desirable to add specific instructions to the 
Administrator to keep certain plants in 


stand-by condition, regardless of the imme- 


diate need for their prcducts, simply as a 


r of national defense. 
nally, with regard to plant disposal, we 
should like to record our satisfaction with 


the provision the subcommittee has made for 
maintaining any plants leased in “substan- 
tial operation and production for a period of 
2 ye next suceeding the effective date of 
t.”.. This kind of legislation will 
ward meeting that goal of full em- 
ployment which we believe is an imperative 
post-war ideal. 

Our next suggested amendments relate to 
sections 10 and 12 of the bill (S. 2065) con- 
cerned with the utilization of surplus prop- 
erty by Federal agencies and with disposi- 
tions made by owning agencies. Specifically, 
we propose the following subsections to be 
included in the bill beginning after line 17 
on page 13: 

“(c) To the fullest extent practicable, the 
Administrator shall transfer to the Soil Con- 
servation Service of the Department of Agri- 
culture such surplus equipment and mate- 
rials as he, in consultation with officials of 
the Soil Conservation Service, shall determine 
are useful for purposes of soil conservation 
and improvement, such equipment and mate- 
rials to be made available to the soil-con- 
£ervation districts of the several S‘ates and 
to other appropriate State agencies, pursuant 
to the customary arrangements made between 
the districts and the Soil Conservation 
Service. 

“(d) To the fullest extent practicable, the 
Administrator shall transfer to the Rural 
Electrification Administration of the De- 
partment of Agriculture such surplus elec- 
trical equipment and materials as he, in 
consultation with officials of the Rural Elec- 
trification Administration, shall determine 
to be appropriate to the extension of lines 
and services to rural families, such equip- 
ment and materials to be made available to 
existing cooperative associations formed un- 
der the Rural Electrification Act and to assist 
in the establishment of new cooperative as- 
sociations under the provisions of the act. 

“(e) To the fullest extent practicable, the 
Administrator shall transfer to the Farm Se- 
curity Administration of the Department of 
Agriculture such agricultural production 

quipment and materials as he, in consulta- 
tion with officials of the Farm Security Ad- 
ministration, shall determine to be appro- 
priate for sale, at customary terms and rates 
of interest charged on similar Farm Security 
Administration loans, to small facilities co- 
operatives of the type promoted and estab- 
lished by the Farm Security Administration.” 

The purpose of these amendments is suffi- 
ciently clear from their texts. They follow 
the precedent set in section 1], where in sub- 
sections (a) and (b) provision is made for 
public use of school and medical equipment 
and material. These are far-sighted, states- 
manlike provisions. We believe they should 
be paralleled by similar provisions that will 
enable the use of surplus property to promote 
protection of the Nation’s soil resources, to 
extend rural electrification, and to promote 
the security and extension of family-type 
farming. 

With respect to the disposal of nonagri- 
cultural equipment and material, we favor 
a selective policy such as is embodied in the 
following proposed amendment, suggested 
for insertion after line 15, page 16: 

“The Administrator shall be charged with 
the responsibility for the fullest possible use, 
distribution, and sale of surplus property 
under this act and shall withhold equipment 
or material from use, distribution, or sale 


ars 
the contrac 


go far t& 
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as a policy, only after full and fair pu 
hearing shall have been held before ths 
propriate agency advisory committee a1 
ized to be set up under section 7 and 
after such agency advisory committee 
have recommended that such equipmen 
materials be withheld from use, distribut 
or sale on the ground that hardship 

affected industry will outweigh the ge 
public good to be derived from rele: 

such equipment or material.” 

The final amendments that the Nati 
Farmers Union proposes to be made 
pending bill deal with section 19, the 
tion dealing with agricultural land 
should be said by way of preliminary 
ever, that the pending bill is the only cur 
disposal bill that makes a genuine att 
to meet the numerous difficulties of d 
the rights of former owners of agric 
land for repurchase, or that seeks to i 
the handling of the agricultural land 
posal program as a purely agricultural 
ter. The amendments we suggest are 
by way of being perfecting amendment 

First among these is an amendment 
gested to be added to the end of lin« 
page 24, as follows: “And provided 
such former owners or their heirs shall 
satisfactory assurances to the Administ: 
that they intend to cccupy and use for 
cultural purposes the agricultural land 
sold, and that they do not at the time 
such sale already own a farm of equal 
greater value as compared with the sur 
agricultural land they have made applicat 
to purchase.” 

The next amendment dealing with 
cultural land that we suggest for the « 
sideration of the committee is a substi 
for subsection (d) of section 19, on page 2 
and reads as follows: 

“(d) The Administrator shall fix the pr 
to be paid for such land in the case of 
such sale pursuant to this section in ac - 
ance with the long-time income-produ 
power of the farm, as estimated by the I 
partment of Agriculture over a period of 
less than 10 years, if operated with reas: 
ble diligence and efficiency, and taking 
consideration the Nation's interest in 
healthy maintenance both of the farm fam 
and the soil. The determination of price | 
the Administrator shall be final and co: 
sive and he shal] fix other terms and condi- 
tions as he deems to be reasonable.” 

Such an amendment would, in turn, c 
for some change in subsection (d) of 
tion 20, page 27, which might well be c 
solidated with the above suggested amend- 
ment, so that at the end of that amendment 
the language would proceed as follows: 

“In order to guard against speculation a1 
inflated land values, the Administrator | 
fixing this price shall consider the apprais 
value of the land when it was acquired t 
the Government and at previous sales, the 
cash income and the family living potenti 
of the farm, the future earning capacity 
the farm minus the cost of necessary im- 
provements, and shall limit the acreage 
be sold in any one unit to that number of! 
acres required to form a farm unit of € 
nomic size. No more than one such uni 
shall be sold to one person.” 

In lieu of section 21, we suggest the follow- 
ing: 

“Sec. 21. The administration of the dis- 
posal of surplus egricultural land under the 
policies described in secticns 19 and 20 
this act shall be conducted in accordanc 
with the principles of the Bankhead-Jon 
Act, with such modifications as this act may 
make necessary, and the administration ot! 
this program shall be vested in the Farm 
Security Administration of the Department 
of Agrieulture, subject to the general direc- 
tion of the Administrator and of this act.” 

Finally, it is our view that an additional 
section dealing with land disposal is re- 
quired. We believe it should follow immedi- 
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sympathetic to his policies when, it is now 


demonstrated, they vigorously disagreed with 
him. Secretary of the Interior Ickes in his 
testin y of August 16 to the Senate Mili- 
tary Affairs Committee also indicated clearly 
he favors policies other than those of Mr. 
Clayton. 

“It was only after the National Farmers 
Ur had revealed that Mr. Clayton had, 
a t the ini l recommendation of his 
own committee, turned the agricultural land 
p am over to R. F. C., that Mr Clayton 
e\ let the public know what decision had 
be made, 

“In view of this now factually demon- 
strated record, the President should act. It 
is with reluctance that I single out an in- 
dividual in this fashion, but the issue is 
one that transcends personalities. When the 


welfare of scores of thousands of American 


citizens is involved, it is no time to stand 
upon ceremony 
“It is a matter of the first national im- 


portance that an administrator with a broad 
background of public service and a demon- 
strated sympathy with all parts of the econ- 
omy be chosen to administer disposal of the 
$75,000,000,000 to $100,000,000,000 of surplus 
Government property at stake in this pro- 
gTam., 

“I hope the President will remove Mr 
Clayton and the sooner the better, for he 
is now selling this property off as fast as he 
can without regard for the view of farmers, 
small business, and labor. He hopes to step 
up the rate of sales in the immediate future 
Mr. Clayton is too expensive a luxury for 
the American people.” . 


Mr. LANGER. The Senate meanwhile 
hed adopted its own surplus property 
bill, the two bills had gone to conference, 
and a reasonably good law had emerged 
and had been signed by the President. 
Immediately there began an intensive 
campaign of misrepresentation of the 
law. 

In pique, Mr. Clayton resigned as Sur- 
plus Property Administrator and made 
public a letter of resignation in which 
he set the tone for the campaign to de- 
stroy the new act. With respect to this 
and other phases of this propaganda 
campaign, on October 21 Mr. Patton is- 
sued another statement. 

I ask unanimous consent to have this 
statement printed in the REcorp at this 
point as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, re- 
serving the right to object, what was the 
last insertion in the Recorp which the 
Senator asked to have made with respect 
to Mr. Clayton? 


Mr. LANGER. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon? 
Mr. CONNALLY. What was the last 


insertion which the Senator asked to 
have made in the Recorp regarding Mr. 
Clayton? 

Mr. LANGER. In regard to the prop- 
aganda in connection with the Surplus 
Property Act. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Who is the author 
of it? 

Mr. LANGER. The Senate is the au- 
thor of it. I myself wrote section 17. 


I will tell the Senator why it is impor- 
tant. Today I want the distinguished 
senior Senator from Texas to know that 
if a farmer in his own State wishes to 
buy a jeep, a truck, an automobile, or any 
other farm machinery, he can go and 
look at it before he buysit. What would 
he have had to do under Mr. Clayton? 








city perhaps a thousand miles away from 
Texas 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LANGER. I wish to answer the 
question. Under the plan of Mr. Clay- 
ton the farmer constituent of the Sena- 
tor from Texas could not buy 1 auto- 
mobile. He could not buy 10 automobiles. 
He would have had to travel a distance 
of a thousand or fifteen hundred miles 
from his home, and buy how many? Mr. 
Clayton said that he was going to sell 
them 10,000 at a time. 

Mr. President, no rural mail carrier in 
Texas, and no farmer in North Dakoia, 
needs 10,000 automobiles. So in section 
17 of the bill, which was supported very 
strongly by the junior Senator from 
Kenucky |Mr. CHANDLER] and by the 
senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. JOHN- 
son], it is provided that the prcperty 
must be sold in rural areas. The farm 
machinery must be taken to the rural 
areas in Texas, North Dakota, and other 
States. It must be taken to Fort Worth, 
Dallas, Austin, and other towns in 
Texas, where a group of 5, 10, 15, or 25 
farmers want it. Those farmers do not 
buy a pig in a poke. They have an 
opportunity to see the tractor and try it 
out. They have an opportunity to drive 
the automobile which they may be con- 
sidering buying. That is the difference, 
Mr. President, between the measure 
which was finally adopted by this very 
body in section 17, so far as farm ma- 
chinery is concerned, and Mr. Clayton’s 
plan. That is how section 17 differed 
from the House bill, which provided that 
Mr. Clayton could sell 10,009 automobiles 
at’a time, 1,000 or 1,500 miles away from 
the farmers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from North Dakota to have printed in 
the Recorp the statement to which he 
refers? 

There being no objection, the state- 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

WaSHINGTON.—James G. Patton, president 
of the National Farmers Union, today called 
for a halt “to the wholly unjustified cam- 
paign of attacks on the Surplus Property Act.” 
The occasion for Mr, Patton’s statement was 
@ speech by Mr. E. L. Olrich, Assistant to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, assailing pro- 
visions of the law giving preference in the 
acquisition of surplus property to farmers, 
veterans, small-business men, cooperatives, 
and agencies of local governments. 

Mr. Patton's statement was as follows: 

“It is high time a halt were called to the 
wholly unjustified campaign of attacks upon 
the Surplus Property Act adopted by Con- 
gress last month. Even before the Act was 
passed, Mr. William L. Clayton, then Sur- 
plus Property Administrator, carped and 
caviled at provisions of the law. The only 
apparent base for his peevish comments was 
the fact that Congress disagreed with his 
views as to what constituted the public in- 
terest in this legislation. 

“His complaints have been followed up 
since by similar complaints by a variety of 
representatives of selfish groups until it ap- 
pears that a concerted campaign is under way 
to weaken the most admirable provisions of 
the law. 

“The latest in this series of assaults is that 
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now acting as assistant to the Secretary 
the Treasury. At a meeting, appropri: 
encugh, of hardware manufacturers 
wholesalers, this gentleman, Mr. E. L. Ol: 
said, according to the New York Times 
the law is a bad law because it ‘pr 
special opportunities for acquiring Gov 
ment property to farmers, veterans, sr ‘i 
business men, cooperative organizations 
litical subdivisions, and charitable and ¢ 
cational institutions.’ In Mr. Olrich’s \ 








it is inconsistent with the ‘welfare of 
country as a whole’ to give these gr 
special opportunities to acquire surplus p: 
erty. 


“Mr. Olrich’s idea of what would be 
for the country is, obviously, to open 
surplus stores of Government material, wl 
belong to the people of this country 
wholesale raids by those big business e: . 
prisers who are able to buy in huge q 
tities at low prices and to resell at what t 
traffic will bear. 

“I venture to say that 95 percent of t! 
people of the United States disagree with t 
theory of the general welfare. 

“It is to be hoped that Congress will | 
no attention whatever to such comp! 

It is right and proper that veterans, farn 
cooperatives, small businesses, and ager 
of local government should have the fi 
opportunity at putting to use, for the be 
of the greatest possible number of our peoy 
the surplus war materials that have bes 
accumulated out of the sweat and savi 
of the whole people. 

“What minor flaws there are in the Sur- 
plus Property Act can be corrected with 
difficulty if a good Surplus Property Board 
is appointed to administer the Act. Ih 
every confidence that the President will ap- 
point such a board.” 


Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I have 
almost concluded. To bring the story 
down to date, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of Senators to an editorial which 
appeared in the issue of Life magazine 
that appeared on the newststands today. 
In this editorial, the Surplus Property 
Act is described as in the true Jeffer- 
sonian spirit, a law that really and truly 
tries to care for the interests of the peo- 
ple. I hope Senators will read this edi- 
torial, and while they read it I hope 
they will remember that this is the law 
that Mr. Clayton regarded as being so 
bad that he would not attempt to ad- 
minister it. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
editorial printed in the Recorp at this 
point as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
as follows: 

SurPLus Property—MustT A GREAT CHANCE 
To BroapEN ECONOMIC FREEDOM Go By Fo- 
LITICAL DEFAULT? 

Wrote Thomas Jefferson in 1785: “TI a: 
conscious that an equal division of property i 
impracticable. But * * * legislators can- 
not invent too many devices for subdividing 
property. * * * The earth is given as 
common stock for men to labor and live « 
His ideal citizen was the self-sufficient 
farmer, for he believed that only men who 
are economically independent can long re- 
main free. 

His was quite a different theory from so- 
cialism. It is the theory that government, 
by subdividing property, can make its citil- 
zens more independent of government itself. 
The next question, of course, is how far gov- 
ernment can go without producing less jus- 
tice and freedom than ungoverned men 
would produce among themselves. To date, 
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-made law is assumed to be somewhat 
perior to the jJungle’s; and we keep trying. 
The latest try in this country, a law which 


the President signed in October, may launch 












the United States Government on one of the 
reatest subdividing experiments of its 
e 


ANOTHER LOUISIANA PURCHASE? 
The law is the Surplus Property Act of 1944 


It governs the disposal of all the things the 


Government bought or built to fight the war 





with and doesn't want to keep. In land, ac- 
quired for camps, etc., the Government will 

mething like 12,000,000 acr« In indus- 
t l-plant capacity, the Government owns 








piling 


mattresses and m 





a chain of wareh 

There will be 
ig auction day; the sales have already 
started and will go on for years. In October 


alone four Government agencies s 





000 worth, including two lo< 
6,500,000 slide fasteners 





ultimately to be sold is variously 
from fifteen to one hundred and three billion 

lars. It can’t be appraised in advance 
even approximately, for its volume would 
break any market it was dumped on; in fact, 
it cam be measured only against 
war economy as a whole 

So what method, what objectives should 
»t for the disposal of this war-built 
wealth Mr. Ickes, as usual, is preoccupied 
with the problem of “checkmating scoun- 

els i. e., preventing speculation and in- 
side track meets. One very simple method 
would be to sell it to the highest bidders, 
thus realizing the greatest sum for the Gov- 
ernment and with it reducing the national 
debt. Another possible method is to dispose 
of it with the least possible disruption of 
normal trade channels” and the price level, 
on which it is bound to have a deflationary 
effect. From this standpoint the suggestion 
a Navy man makes good sense: that every- 
thing be loaded on battleships and dumped 
in the middle of the sea 
There is another objective, however, which 








is not so cynical or lazy as these. It is that, 
ince the disposal of this property is bound to 


I 
have a vast effect on the character of our 
post-war economy, we should decide now 
what kind of economy we want 
policy at that 








This objective, starry-eyed or not, is now 
the law of the land. The Surplus Property 
Act is a poorly drawn compromise, unwork- 

ble as it stands and due for revision. It is 
neverthel one of the few public acts of re- 
cent months that exhibit a profoundly 
idealistic purpose. Its chi 
to reestablish free indeps 
strengthen the competit 
new and small businessm 
farn nd to put Gove 
widespread nonmon l 
in the Jeffersonian tradi 
redistribute property in 
fre 

EFFICIENCY IS NOT NG 

When he saw the bill 1yton, who 
had been handling surplus property under 
Executive order, resigned his job in disgust 
It was the disgust of a capable, efficiency- 
minded administrator. For example, in sell- 
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the law) must offer it first to f 
owner or heirs, then to any tenant farmers 
he m i, then t ly farm-min ied 
vetera y W t it then ¢t otner 
C Giga ence farm 
Mr. Ciayton nted to put the land on 
the pro- 
the Sen- 
were more 
n Litt 
ton I hods the land would wind up in 
the har f corporate farmers Said 
Senator ir ae | est imitation 
f rson he is ever cely eve 
It is b r security for the country to h 
our people nt own farms 
The law al to | the e-busi- 
I man M M Sr l W 
Plants Corporation is a rized t r- 
vene whenever it sees a <« nee to put in- 
du 1 prop y ir new and independer 
hand This is in cient But efficiency 
i perhaps n t the sole m ive of L 1e 
enemies of the law Estab dr rs 
for example, who still shudder at the m ry 
ot tl rmy and Navy Store { } t-¥ 
No. 1 re b I tor y distr ition 
thr normal trade « s 
The economic respor lity of our Gov- 
ernment does not lie toward any particular 
“trade channel,” union r company, how- 
ever many E banners it m f It 5 








toward the gencral level of pr ty 
the freedom and openness of tl ol 
as a whole To foster this freedom of 
market, the Government may seem t 
playing favorites at times Its fav 


under the Surplus Property Act are veter: 





sm farmers, and small businessmen 

without favoritism these three groups Ww 
be at a positive disadvantage, not in we 
but in opportunity For big business 
corporate farming enjoy trading 
which threaten ultimately to clo 
on individuals and 1 
tion is not ceaselessly renewed 











CHANCE FOR A JOLT 
Every generation or so our 
been jolted into a great commercial 


sion by some Government-assisted pr 





weomers if com} 





rans, 

Sut 
‘ d 
-alth 
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anc 


Northwest Territory development, railroad 





grants, homestead laws, road building, 
the like The disposal of our nev 


N 
built weal could be another such 





Let “realists” predict that 10 years hence 


and 


) } 
beneficiaries of a new distribution, the fa- 
vored veterans and tenants, will be broke 
and landless once more. Many of them will, 


no doubt They will nevertheless have 
their moment of equal opportunity 
all democracy pro! 


have ever asked 





mises and all Ameri 


But to give them even that much, those 





in charge of demobi ion must rise t 
challenge. If the § us Property Act 
rewritten by Jeffers iimself, it would 
require great courage and in I 

cal it out Its administrators mus 
only be in sympathy with its aims but 
be men of enough political é 
uts to resist enormous pressur‘ 
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knew nothing about medicine except how 
to swallow a pill. But, on the other 
hand, there was such relief at the thought 
of a red-blooded human being replacing 
the mummified Boston Back Bay brah- 


min who had governed the Library dur- 
ing its “40 years in the desert” that the 
appointment was finally acquiesced in. 

Few men ever entered upon a public 
office surrounded by such a general at- 
mosphere of goodwill—and I predict that 
few men ever quit one leaving so little 


regret behind. The reason is to be found 
in his temperament and training—or 
lack of it, more properly speaking. 
Headstrong and, beneath a transpar- 
ent veneer of synthetic bonhomie, arro- 
ant, and even cruel at times, his facile 
successes in literature and law schools 
have developed a naive conceit that 
scorns the patient study and open- 


minded consideration of divergent points 
of view are indispensable to the success- 
ful administrator. Basically intolerant 
of contradiction and impatient of delay, 
he has operated the Library of Congress 
after the manner of a prima donna 
crossed with a pseudo-high pressure 
business executive. 

Upon taking office, he was quite nat- 
urally bewildered by the tangled set-up 
which he inherited from his predeces- 
some forty independent divisions 
and projects, each heading up directly 
to the Little Father, who tried to watch 
over every detail of each of them. Also, 
there was the usual flood of invitations, 
with the usual lucrative honorariums, to 
deliver himself of oratorical prose or 
verse at public gatherings—four com- 
mencement addresses the first spring, if 
Iam not misinformed, each of them good 
for a bonus of $400 to $600 plus expenses, 
with the further inducement of publi- 
cation of the oration in some periodical 
and then as a booklet by Duell, Sloan & 
Pearce. It is not for nothing that one 
is born the son of a Scottish dry-goods 
merchant. 

The pressure of these extra-curricular 
activities naturally operated to speed up 
the reorganization of the Library and 
the appointment of persons to man the 
new posts created. What more natural 
than to move up the_ stage-door 
Johnnies-on-the-spot and get the job 
over and done with? Especially when 
one is totally unacquainted in the library 
profession and has no knowledge of the 
experts in the various lines available 
throughout the country—or even with 
the wise and impartial persons to turn 
to for advice. 

So, Mr. President, it is self-evident that 
he has made a very bad record there. 
Certainly I do not wish to vote for a man 
with a record of that kind. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, let me 
say that as I view the entire situation, I 
am reminded of the fact that in 1933 
President Roosevelt, in his inaugural ad- 
dress, said he would drive the money 
changers out of the temple. The result 
of the appointment of Stettinius, Mr. 
President, and the result of the appoint- 
ment of the six men whose nominations 
have been sent to the Senate is that the 
common people are left in a quandary. 
When they go to vote at the election 
which will be held in a little over three 


sor— 








years from now, when they pick up the 
Republican ballot—and I care not what 
names appear on it—it will most likely 
be the ballot of the J. P. Morgan Co., 
Rockefeller, and Wall Street. At the 
same time, when the common man picks 
up a Democratic ballot—I care not what 
names are on it—it will most likely be 
the ballot of the J. P. Morgan Co., Rocke- 
feller, and Wall Street. 

So, Mr. President, I hope that out in 
the great State of Wisconsin, that State 
which time and time and time again has 
led along progressive lines, the Progres- 
sive Party will realize the great respon- 
sibility it has, and will fight and organ- 
ize so that the common people of Amer- 
ica may have some place to turn to, 
should they be faced by the dilemma I 
have forecast when that day comes in 
a little over three or three and one-half 
years from now. Certainly, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the common people who have had 
confidence in President Roosevelt must 
realize, now that he has made the ap- 
pointment of Stettinius and of the other 
six men whose names we are now con- 
sidering, that the President has turned 
over to Wall Street the most important 
department of our Government, the De- 
partment of State; and the common 
people must nov realize that when the 
peace is made it will be made by the big 
business interests in terms that suit Wall 
Street. 

Certainly, Mr. President, if I were an 
enemy of this country I would want no 
better propaganda, if I were talking to 
our soldier boys across the water, than 
to say “What are you fighting for? Is 
it not true that the United States Gov- 
ernment has been turned over to the J. 
P. Morgan Co.,to the Rockefellers and to 
Wall Street?” Because, Mr. President, 
that is what has been done. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I desire to read into the Recorp two 
short telegrams pertaining to the sub- 
ject matter of the debate. The first is 
addressed to me, and reads as follows: 

DENVER, CoLo., December 18, 1944. 
Senator Ep JOHNSON, 
Senate Office Building: 

Urge your support Pepper resolution post- 
poning action on State Department nomi- 
nees. 

Harvey R. SOLBERG, 
President, Rocky Mountain Farmers Union, 


The second telegram is also from Den- 
ver, Colo., and is addressed to me. It 
reads as follows: 


DENVER, Coto., December 18, 1944. 
The Honorable EDWIN C. JOHNSON: 

Urge you to speak and vote for the Pepper 
motion relating to confirmation of State De- 
partment appointments. National Farmers 
Union is very much opposed to the confirma- 
tion of Mr. Clayton. Regards, 

JAMEs G. Patron, 
President, National Farmers Union. 


I regret very much that I do not view 
the pending matter as the senders of the 
telegrams. I have great respect for both 
of them. I have worked with them and 
cooperated with them on many matters 
for a long period of time, and I realize 
that their viewpoint is important. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
ReEcorD an article published in the Wash- 
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ington Star for Sunday, December 17 
1944. The article is entitled “Euro; 
Small Nations Cannot Stand Al] 
Hore-Belisha Says.” 

There being no objection, the ari 
was ordered to be printed in the Rec: 
as follows: 


EUROPE’S SMALL NATIONS CANNOT STAND ALO? 
HORE-BELISHA SAYS 

LONDON, December 16.—Leslie Hore-Beli 
secretary in the former Chamberlain ,¢ 
inet, said today in a speecl. marking 
twenty-first anniversary as a member of P 
liament that the present conflict had p: 
the small European nations c 
alone. 

He asserted that unless the great pow: 
were prepared unitedly to guarantee Eur 
a new constitution based on a single feck 
tion of a number of federations they \ 
working in an anachronistic medium i 
age of airplanes, wireless, and mass pr 
tion. 

“The prescription of the sovereign i 
pendence of the states with which the stat 
men of Versailles sought to stabilize Eur 
will have no more curative effect in 25 y: 
after this war than it had in 25 years aft 
the last,” he declared. 

“Nor are the peoples of emancipated cou 
tries likely to feel that in such a formu 


annot 


however democratically presented—will t! 
find security either in their individual 
national lives,” he continued. “The rev 


tionary resistance movements such as 
EAM in Greece provide a focus and ou 
for the unsatisfied aspirations of milli 
of Europeans.” 

Predicting general disharmony after t! 
end of formal hostilities, Mr. Hore-Beli 
asked: 

“What hope is held out to humanity 
any of the events unfolding in Europe th 
the great powers are going to act united 
as there is no evidence either in Italy, B 
gium, Greece, or Poland that they hav 
planned an accord? 

“There can be no end to global wars un- 
less some better constitution than the pr 
war system is found for Europe.” 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I als 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp an article entitled “War 
by One Man’s Will,” by Oswald Garrison 
Villard, published in the Progressiv: 
Magazine for December 11, 1944. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp 
as follows: 


War By ONE MAN’S WILL—THE DANGERS OF 
DUMBARTON OAKS 


(By Oswald Garrison Villard) 


History is repeating itself in the most ex- 
traordinary way in this World War No. 2 
One of the most striking evidences of this is 
that we are now developing another fight 
in this country over the proposed United 
Nations Council which bids fair to rival in 
intensity and bitterness the fight against the 
Treaty of Versailles. 

The Dumbarton Oaks proposals are going 
to split the Nation, first, because of the 
doubt whether any such league dominated 
by three great powers can possibly bring 
peace to the world, and secondly, whether the 
United States should, and constitutionally 
can, delegate the war-making power to one 
man who will sit on the Council of the United 
Nations as the American representative. 
Shall we put into the hands of one man the 
power of life and death over American youth 
and can we do so without violating the Con- 
stitution and making it Just a scrap of paper? 
If we are going to do this ought we not 
to seck an amendment to our historic, fun- 
damental law covering this case? 
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Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I also 
received a telegram from the Farmers’ 
Union, dated today at Denver, Colo., ask- 
ing me to support the Pepper resolution 
to recommit the State Department nomi- 
nations to a committee. Of course, it 
will be impossible to comply with the re- 
quest contained in the telegram, no mat- 
ter how laudable or meritorious it may 
be, inasmuch as the Senator from Flor- 
ida {[Mr. PEPPER] and the other Senators 
who sponsored the resolution have de- 
cided not to persist in the effort to have 
the nominations recommitted to the 
committee. 

Under the circumstances, it will be im- 
possible to act in accordance with the re- 
quest contained in the telegram. I 
would have done so if the Senators who 
submitted the resolution had continued 
their efforts in sponsorship of it. At the 
moment, I feel free to vote either for or 
against the nominations, according to my 
feeling at the time when the votes are 
taken. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp an editorial entitled “May 
State Department Victory Prove Not Too 
Costly,” published in the Philadelphia 
Record for December 15, 1944. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the REecorp, 
as follows: 





MAY STATE DEPARTMENT 
TOO COSTLY 


Senate can make a re 
ing its sentiment, but when it comes 
time to translate this into an effective st 
ture for (world) security we must have 
aroused public opinion behind us.” 

So observed Tom CONNALLY, chairman of 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, just 
a month ago. 

The statement is correct. A real and en- 
during world peace cannot be built without 
the active understanding, confidence, and co- 
operation of the American people, 
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If Stett 
tary fact« 


inius is so unaware of 
rs of public opinion at 


the elemen- 
home, how 


can the American people trust him to be 
onscious of far more complex factors of 
public opinion abroad? 

Ir Stettinius would obstinately affront a 
large section of the population here at home, 
he is not the man to handle those delicate 
nuances which often make the difference 
between success and failure in foreign rela- 


tions 
Had Stettinius grasped the significance of 
the protest that “four of a kind were three 


too many had he chosen liberals for the 


two remaining State Department posts in- 
stead of Dunn and Holmes— 

Then he might have settled the whole 
controversy. Instead of a spirit of concilia- 
tion, the attitude was “to hell with public 


opinion.” 

If that’s the attitude now, what will it be 
when the wi: -and the people want 
to be heard at the peace table? 


r is won 


It is our hope that Senate liberals will 
fight the good fight through, force this-issue 
into the next Congress—unless their col- 
leagues accept a proposal to refer the whole 

t of appointments back to the White House. 


Already those appointments have become 
a butt of ridicule. Today Washington is 
calling Stettinius and his department: 

“Snow White and His Six Dwarfs.” 

Who is to say the title is not 
merited? 


TUNNEL 


richly 


FOR CARRYING LINES FOR PE- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—S8ENATE 


| side of the Chamber. I have been di- | 


TROLEUM PRODUCTS IN THE DISTRICT 


OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, as in leg- 
islative session, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 5448, to permit con- 
struction, maintenance, and use of a 
tunnel for the purpose of carrying lines 
for petroleum products in the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator indicate the nature of the bill? 

Mr. BILBO. The bill was passed by 
the House of Representatives. I have 
made the unanimous-consent request be- 
cause the District Commissioners have 
asked me to try and have the bill con- 
sidered and passed by the Senate today. 
The bill would authorize the Standard 
Oil Co. to operate under a street in order 
to transport oil. 

Mr. WHITE. 


Does the bill have the | 


support of the majority of the members | 


of the committee? 

Mr. BILBO. Yes; every Member pres- 
ent has O. K.’d the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun- 
NELLin the chair). The bill will be stated 
by title for the information of the Sen- 
ale, 

The Cuter CLerK. A bill (H. R. 5448) 
to permit construction, maintenance, and 
use of a tunnel for the purpose of carry- 
ing lines for petroleum products in the 
District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


PROHIBITION OF POLITICAL STATEMENTS | 


RELATING TO CANDIDATES FOR ELEC- 

TION TO FEDERAL OFFICE 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I ask 
for the attention of the leaders on each 





rected by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to ask that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of two very short bills which 


were passed by the House yesterday. One 
of them is of special interest to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut 
who will not be present at the next ses- 
sion of Congress. I refer to Calendar 
No. 1411, House bill 2973, and to Calen- 
dar No. 1412, House bill 3609. Calendar 
No. 1411, House bill 2973, provides that 
no person shall publish or distribute any 
political statement relating to a candi- 
date for election to any Federal office 
which does not contain the name of the 
person responsible for its publication or 
distribution. It is a very short bill, and 
to my mind, a very important one. The 
Committee on the Judiciary has ex- 
pressed itself similarly. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 2973. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, am I to 
understand that the bill was reported by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
DANAHER | ? 

Mr. McCARRAN. The bill was report- 
ed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and I have asked that the Senate pro- 
ceed to its consideration because, as 
chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, I thought that it was my duty 
to do so. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, what 
is the urgency of the bill which requires 
that it be taken up now while we are con- 
sidering nominations? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. 
noted that a bill having to do with the 
District of Columbia was brorght up and 
considered a moment ago, and I thought 
that it had set a precedent for the unan- 
imous request which I have made with 
regard to House bill 2973. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is the vice of 
allowing one bill to be taken up. I have 
no objection to the consideration of 
House bill 2973, but I hope the Senator 
will not insist upon it. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. 
withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
unanimous consent request of the Sen- 
ator from Nevada has been withdrawn. 


ISOLATIONISM, POWER POLITICS, AND SO 
FORTH 


Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, * 
recognize the fact that the Members o: 
this body are desirous of being provided 
with an opportunity at the earliest mo- 
ment to register their votes in regard to 
the nominations for the State Depart- 
ment which the President has sent to 
the Senate. Therefore I shall consume 
but little time in making a few observa- 
tions at this hour. 

At the outset I wish to say that I join 
all my colleagues, both Democrats, Re- 
publicans, and the Independent, in wel- 
coming back to this body, the upper 
House of the Congress of the United 
States, our distinguished friend and be- 
loved American citizen, the leader of the 
majority, the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. BarKLEY]. Unfortunately for our 
Nation, and unfortunately for the Mem- 


President, I 


President, I | 


} 
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(Mr. DANAHER], | 
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bers of this body so far as friendship ; 
good fellowship is concerned, the Senat 
has been confined for some time to t!] 
hospital. I join my colleagues in we!}- 
coming him back and in saying that } 
is with us now to give us inspiration 
this dark hour of trial and tribulation 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I v 
to thank my friend from North Caroli 
for his generous remarks. I may 
that it is expressions of the kind he | 
just made which make me regret his iy 
minent departure from the Senate of th 
United States. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Iam deeply er: 
ful for what the Senator from Kentu 
has said. I had not meant to say ; 
thing about my departure because m: 
people might not believe that I had | 
and I could continue to place after 1 
name the title of Senator rather t! 
ex-Senator. But since the Senator f1 
Kentucky has mentioned it, I wish to 
that I shall be very sad when the h 
arrives for me to dissociate myself f1 
all the Members of this body, Democ: 
and Republicans, and the one In 
pendent as well, with all of whom I h 
enjoyed the finest kind of friendsh 
There have been times when we have dif 
fered rather vigorously, but I have al- 
ways recognized that the Senate is 
great open forum maintained for t 
benefit of the American people as well 
for ourselves as its Members. Differ 
ences have arisen from time to time, but 
they have never resulted in any 
pleasantness insofar as personal relation- 
ships and friendships have been con- 
cerned. In all my life I have never as- 
sociated with a finer body of men tha: 
those in the Congress. From the day 
came here under Mr. Hoover, who wa 
then President of the United States—and 
I served in that last lame-duck Con- 
gress—the associations I made have been 
very valuable to me, and I shall carry 
them throughout the remainder of m: 
life as happy remembrances, and lovely 
portraits of friendships. 

Mr. President, before lunch I listened 
to our distinguished colleague, the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota [Mr. Nye]. In 
the statement which he made he took oc- 
casion to review Many events which have 
transpired in the Congress of the United 
Siates since he came here approximately 
20 years ago. At times I was tempted to 
interrupt the Senators in order to remind 
him of certain instances, but I saw that 
he was not desirous of being interrupted. 
I did not want to destroy the continuity 
of his speech, and as a result I did not 
interrupt him. I wish to say, however, 
that when the Senator was speaking and 
telling us about what had taken place, 
and particularly with reference to things 
which had taken place during the last 5 
or 6 years, I was reminded of the times 
when the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Nye], the Senator from California 
{Mr. JoHNson], and other Senators, in- 
cluding myself, were debating about 
lend-lease and the prospect of sending 
Americans in uniforms to countries out- 
side the United States. When we were 
fighting to keep out of the war in which 
we have been engaged during the last 2 
or 3 years, the Senator from North Da- 


un- 
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kota was called a Nazi, a Copperhead, a 
rattlesnake, a traitor, and other names 
as well. I was present during those 
times and I was called the same names. 
But it looks now as though things are 
changing. 

I have an editorial before me which 
begins as follows: 

We isolationists, long covered all over with 

me by various persons and groups, seem 
titled to lift our heads a bit now, and wipe 
ff sonre of the shame. ” 





Ss, 
s 


I want to comment upon the word 
lationists.” I have often referred to 
myself as an isolationist; I referred to 
yself the other day as an isolationist; 
but I merely employed the term because 
10se who attempted to smear us for 
trying to keep this country out of war 
ised that word. So, because it has be- 
‘ome so well known to everybody in the 
United States, I referred to myself the 
other day as being an isolationist, when 
as a matter of fact I have said that I was 
noninterventionist. 

There never has been such a thing as 
American isolationism. I dare say there 
never was but one country in the world 
that was purely isolationist, and that was 

ur mortal enemy of today, Japan. 

When many years ego an American fleet 
went to that country and caused her to 
open her doors to trade with the world, 
Japan was then truly a hundred-percent 
isolationist country. We have never been 
isolationist; I have never been an isola- 
tionist; there is not such a thing as an 
American isolationist; there is not such 
a thing as the United States being an 
isolationist country. If we were isola- 
tionist we never would have traded with 
iny other country in the world. If we 
had ever been isolationist we never would 
have encouraged trade with all the coun- 
tries of the world, as we did year in and 

sar out, and in a long series of years 
actually expended more money in en- 
deavoring to create trade than the trade 
produced for the manufactures of this 
country. If we were isolationist we never 
would have sent ministers and ambas- 
sadors to all the other countries of the 
world. I repeat we have never been iso- 
lationist, but those who attempted to 
smear those of us who, prior to Pearl 
Harbor, took an opposite position in re- 
gard to this world war have used the word 
“jsolationists.” We were not isolation- 
ists. We believe in trade with all the 
world and having friendly relations with 
all the peoples of the earth. We were 
merely noninterventionists. 

I have before me an editorial which I 
clipped from the morning Times-Herald. 
It makes reference to Mr. Churchill. We 
have heard a great deal about Mr. 
Churchill in the past few days. I have 
always said that I had a very high regard 
for Mr. Churchill, and, as a matter of 
fact, I now have, because Mr. Churchill 
is always looking out for the interests 
of Great Britain, and he cannot be 
blamed for that. We have criticized him 
here: some of the newspapers have criti- 
cized him, and we have heard much said 
about him because of what has happened 
in Greece and what he is permitting to 
take place in Poland. 
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Shortly after Pearl Harbor Mr. 
Churchill exulted in Commons: Prior to 
Pearl Harbor, after September 3, 1939, 
when we became engaged in the war, 
that is to say on that date at 11 o’clock 
in the morning war was declared by 
Great Britain and at 5 o'clock in the 
afternoon she was followed by France 
and prior to that time day after day in 
this room I heard innumerable Senators 
tell Members of this body that Great 
Britain was going to try to get us into 
this war and to propagandize us into this 
war, as all know. Mr. Churchill, 
when it came to the proposition of lend- 
lease, Said all he wanted was to be able 
to buy goods and put the money on the 
barrel head and pay us for them. Fi- 
nally it came to lend-lease itself and 
then Mr. Churchill said he did not need 
any American soldiers or any American 
women; that he did not want on his 
hands any of the blood of American 
youth, but that all that he, Mr. Church- 
ill, wanted was the tools with which to 
do the work. We agreed to send him the 
tools with the money on the barrel head, 
and ultimately we agreed to give him 
the tools. Senators know the story from 
there on. Anyway after Mr. Churchill’s 
propaganda boys had been at work on 
us for months, Mr. Churchill in the 
House of Commons prior to Pearl Har- 
bor said: 


we 


When I survey and compute the power 


= 





the United States and its vast resources and 
feel that t wW in it with us, with the 
British ci salth of nations all to- 
gether, however, long it lasts death 

victory, I cannot believe there is any other 


fact in the whole world which can compare 
with that. That is what I have dreamed of 
aimed and worked for, and now it has 
come to pass. 


The editorial turther states—and I 
ask that it be printed entire in the Rec- 
ORD at the conclusion of my remarks 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

e exhibit A.) 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I will quote a little 
further from the editorial, as follows: 

Why should our Government be 
about boundary changes in Eur 
skin is it off our national neck 
Poles or the Russians get p 
sion of Lwow. 





(S 


consulted 
What 


whether the 


-war p 


wpe? 
i 


sses- 


The editorial writer 
in these words: 


answers himself 


The answer to that is that if we consent 
to these map reshufflings we can be told later 
that we guaranteed them. The foundation 
thus will be laid for talking us into Eu- 
rope’s next war. 


Then he goes on to say: 


To the question whether Stalin will stand 
for the British shooting of his Communists 
in Greece, we think the answer is “yes He 
is cold-blooded about these things, and a few 
luckless Greek “reds"’ more or less will mean 
nothing to him if he can get eastern Po- 
land, parts of Finland and Rumania, and 
all whatever those three helpless litt 
Baltic states were called. 






of 


Then the editorial closes with a state- 
ment in regard to Palestine, which brings 
up the subject of immigration, which I 
wish to touch upon at this time. 
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In reference to immigration, a subject 
in which I have always been interested 
in behalf of the American labor 
and members of American labor unions, 








I wish to read a note which was sent to 
m veral days ago by a gentieman liv- 
! the city of New York. It reads as 
I< ws: 
he i iri p! ! fa New York 

né ape ked this qt ion of six pe 
chosen at random: “The American Leé 1 
urges all immigration be stopped and refu- 
gees deported after the wars What do you 
say? Five of the six wholeheartedly agreed 
with the Legion's prof al Curiously 
‘ ' . < ¢ : oa an 
the re I ny im l il 
stoppec Mr. Hendrick W 

sh S€ reer, whose home i n Amsterdam, 
iolland, replied: “I am not an American citi- 
z but answering your question from the 
point ol w of a Hollande the | le of 
Europe should ay there after the war and 
the refugees here should return, all to help 
h n coun : 

The “reds” and fellow traveler Ame 1 
advocate t use of German slave labor ) 
rebuild the ¢ ited R Th 
re gnize the gre need for labor Old 
World post-war reconstruction, yet they are 
most vociferous in their demands for a policy 
of liberal immigration to this ¢ ry Why 

uld we aid Europeans to dodge the re- 
sponsibility for the rebuilding of their home- 
ands by bringing them A, r 3 
type of immigrant we will get + the war 
will n be an asset to our Natior The 
worth-while Eurcpeans will not m vay 
He has a job to do at home and ll apply 
himself to the task of rehabilita ! 

ahe sp ht ot pudil ty I used 

our public offi s who i t ng 

ens PF ete f I } 

our discharged servicemen and « r work- 
er When Abe (¢ berg Pat J 

Doaks, or George Washington Jones dons the 

khaki or the blue uniform ‘ med 

forces, we at home b me the t r ind 


uard s of his civil welfare n 
ether Abe i Pat and Joe and. 


hip under the ster of David f 
crucifix, or bow before the 1 d c! 
ans, and we must spare them 


thev are Ameri 
y needless c 
livelihood when they return 


l 
tionalists must make every effort to protect 


mpetition hi 





m ; nst D rayal by their elected 
W the time to Ke ste \ 
merica citize s of e' rT 
zz r, from post-war job competition 
with aliens N Ww is the time to stop the 
importation of the germ carrier f the ! 
and prejudices of communism, nazi-ism, and 
fascism, so that the America of the future 
can be built upon the mutual tolerance of a 
united patri tic Am rican cit 


Mr. President, I agree word for word 
with everything the gentleman from New 
York said in that notation to me. 

I respectfully insist that the Ameri- 


can people should continue to opp 
wholesale immigration to this country 
and I am frank in stating that I believe 


Ameri- 
s, who are today bleeding and 
dying on foreign fields. I hope that in 
the next Congress measures will be in- 
troduced and passed which will bar all 
immigration to this country until every 
single American, for 10 years after the 
war, has been provided with a job. 

One of the great problems with which 
we will be confronted after the war will 


A 
it is our duty to save all jobs for 
can soldie! » 
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be that of employment. It is my humble 
opinion that for the next several years 
we will experience tremendous prosperity, 
attributable to war, due to the fact that 
many new homes are to be constructed 
and old ones to be repaired, fences to 
be built, tires to be manufactured, auto- 
mobiles to be turned out, and refrigera- 
tors to be made. It will be an era of 
great prosperity. But immediately after 
that we will experience unemployment 
totaling millions. One labor leader pre- 
dicted not so long ago that shortly after 
the end of the war this country would 
have between 18 to 20 million unem- 
ple yed 

I i st upon saving American jobs for 
American cit n because I want to 
fave those jobs for the men now in uni- 
form, both those abroad and those in 
this ccuntry. I want to save those jobs 
for the laborers, the workingmen of the 
country, who are now doing war Work, 
and who will be seeking peacetime em- 
ployment after the war shall have ended. 

Mr. President, it is indeed unforiu- 
nate that a situation such as that we 
find in Europe today has arisen, unfor- 
tunate because we have as our main 
objective the whipping, the destruction, 
of our enemies in Europe, the Nazis in 
Germany. Just as we were about to land 
the knock-out punch, it appears that our 
allies were wanting, are lacking. It ap- 
pears, at least to me, that just at the 
time the knock-out blow was to have been 
delivered to Germany, and victory wou!d 
have been attained before Christmas, 
Russia itself engaged in consolidating her 
gains in the Balkans, and the British were 
interested and engaging themselves in 
fights in Greece, and in political affairs 
in Italy, all of which is most unfortunate, 
and all of which wiil, as David Lawrence, 
that great writer, stated a few days ago, 
result in our having from now on to do 
the job, because only the United States 
has the power and the strength and the 
money and the will to defeat Germany, 
and from now on, said he, American boys 
will pay two to one, compared with our 
allies, the British 

Mr. President, the late Dr. James H. 
Breasted opened his inspiring book, The 
Dawn of Conscience, with the following 
startling passage, which should be read 
by every American who is interested in 
peace and in bringing about peace eter- 
nal, instead of continuing war from year 
to vear, century in and century out. Says 
he: 

There are spots in Europe today where 
chance has brought strangely together and 
left lying side by side the relics of the earliest 
prehistoric savages and the evidence of so- 
called modern civilization—the earliest and 
the latest points in the traceable human 
carecr. The soil of the battle-scarred hills 
overlooking the river Somme in northern 
France is in places thickly sown with frag- 
ments of steel shells which have penetrated 
deeply into the slopes and natural terraces 
made by the river ages ago. Today * * ®* 
a few minutes work with a shovel may un- 
cover, lying together along the brow of the 
valley the flint fist-hatchet, one of the earliest 
surviving weapons of man, and the jagged 
fragments of the modern explosive steel 
shell With one of them our earliest sav- 
are ancestors could crush in the skull of his 
eneiiy; With the other his civilized descend- 





ant is accustomed to blow his enemy into 
bits. There they lie, as you unearth them, 
side by side, the flint fist-hatchet and the 
steel shell fragment, and the whole sweep 
of man’s career lies between them—a story 
of at least several hundred thousand, and 
perhaps a million, years of human endeavor 
leading us, age by age, from one to the 
other—from primitive to highly refined 
methods of destruction. 


Mr. President, if this were the whole 
story of man’s upward reach out of the 
degradation of vicious savagery there 
would be little hope for the human race. 
No one but a gibbering idiot can fail ‘o 
see that this vicious circle cannot con- 
tinue ad infinitum if civilzation is to sur- 
vive. Isnot the present chamber of hor- 
rors in which man is now torturing him- 
self sufficient evidence that this cycle 
cannot be permitted to go on if the 
achievements of the human mind and 
heart and spirit are to endure? Another 
holocaust such as this will most certainly 
prove to be man’s last milepost on the 
road to self-annihilation. 

What is to save the human race from 
this desperate and tragic fate? I sub- 
mit that the last hope we have lies in the 
self-disciplining strength of the human 
conscience, which alone can temper the 
bestial instincts and the savage passion 
now loosed upon a suffering humanity. 
Unless the purposes and the aims of this 
war are now clearly defined, and unless 
the principles upon which the post-war 
community of nations are to build their 
future relations and immediately and 
forcefully broadcast to the world, I see 
no hope that the present degeneration of 
this war into meaningless slaughter, end- 
ing in international chaos and anarchy, 
can be arrested. 

Mr. President, if for no other reason 
than to stay the rising cynicism and pes- 
simism in the hearts and minds of the 
American people, we must bring the 
tragic truths of the present state of in- 
ternational affairs out into the light of 
day. 

If we are to be honest with ourselves, 
we would be compelled to admit that the 
so-called “long step forward” which 
Dumbarton Oaks has taken toward 
world collaboration, is actually a back- 
ward leap of 120 years, a leap during 
which the relations among the Big Three 
were actually rapidly disintegrating. 
That these proposals have set the world 
back 120 years is nowhere better illus- 
trated than in Elizabeth Latimer’s Russia 
and Turkey in the Nineteenth Century, 
from which I quote: 

By the Congress of Vienna in 1815 it was 
laid down as a law of Europe that there were 
five great powers, namely: England, France, 
Russia, Prussia, and Austria. Of these 
Prussia was then the most feeble. There 
were seven second-rate powers, namely: 
Spain, Portugal, Naples, Turkey, Holland, 
Sweden, and Denmark. Besides these there 
were third-rate states more or less dependent 
on the five great powers. 

It was agreed that no one of the five great 
powers was to aggrandize itself (except as 
regarded colonies) without giving the other 
four a right to take something to their own 
advantage, that would keep even the balance 
of power. 


And from all appearances it is a ques- 
tion at this hour of balance of power in 
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Europe today. 
tinues: 


If any two great powers went to War the 
other three had liberty to negotiate, or 
need were, to intervene by force of 
provided there was a chance that the bal 
of power would be disturbed. 

Each great power had certain minor pow 
under its protection. England, for instan 
had Portugal; Austria had the Italian pri: 
Prussia the northern states of Germany 


Elizabeth Latimer con- 


Mr. President, that President Ro 
velt himself no longer has any. faith th 
the Dumbarton Oaks proposals wil! o; 
can insure a decent and enduring p: 
is substantiated by the position wh 
he held on December 28, 1933. Said hs 
at that time: 


The danger to world peace lies not in t! 
world population but in the political lead 
of that population. I believe I exprs 
views of my countrymen when I state t 
the old policies, alliances, combinations, a 
balances of power have proved themceely 
inadequate for the preservation of w 
peace. 


Mr. President, I recall likewise a ms 
sage which President Roosevelt sent 
Congress in January of 1941, accordi: 
to my recollection, before Pearl Harbo: 

By an impressive expression of public ¥ 
and without regard to partisanship, we : 
committed to the preposition that princi 
of morality and considerations for our oy 
security will never permit us to acquiesce 
a peace dictated by aggressors and sponso! 
by appeasers. We know that enduring ] 
cannot be bought at the cost of other p 
freedom. 


( } i€ 

Mr. President, unfortunately we hay 
all but lost the prestige and integrity t 
which the smaller nations of the earth 
once looked for succor and leadership 
For long months now, after all the prom- 
ises of support and aid that we hav 
made, many of the smaller nations ar 
now turning to our allies in despair fo! 
guaranties which we have in large part 
now repudiated by acquiescing in th 
enslavement of the Polish people by one 
of our allies, Russia. 

It was President Roosevelt who an- 
nounced the Atlantic Charter to the 
world. It was President Roosevelt who 
said at that time, on August 21, 1941 
these words, which inspired the popula- 
tion of the entire world: 

The declaration of principles at this time 
presents a goal which is worth while for our 
type of civilization to seek. It is so clear cut 
that it is difficult to oppose in any majo! 
particular without automatically admitting 
a willingness to accept a compromise with the 
Nazis or to agree to a world peace which 
would give to nazi-ism domination over large 
numbers of conquered nations. 


But now, Mr. President, for reasons 
beyond the comprehension of the Ameri- 
can people, America has to all intents 
and purposes—according to the press 
reports of this morning—turned its back 
on the smaller nations of Europe 
Whether tacitly or otherwise, for some 
yet unexplained cause, our two great 
associates in this war have long been 
acting within fairly clearly defined 
spheres of influence in Europe on the 
basis of principles which are in complete 
contradiction to the avowed aims and 
purposes attributed to this war by the 


— 
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President. In spite of the two recent 
itements by Secretary of State Stet- 


us concerning Italy and Greece, Mr. 
en has just informed us that the Brit- 
have been administering affairs in 


treece according to policies which Presi- 
nt Roosevelt himself had approved. 
Yet, Mr. President, we were informed 
juring the past political campaign, or 
ere led to infer, that no secret com- 
1itments or agreements concerning the 
irving up of Europe into spheres of in- 


fluence had been made. What are the 
American people now to believe, and 


hat is this war allabout? What are we 
fighting for? Atthis very moment it ap- 
years that American boys are dying in 
rder to give our allies time to consoli- 
jiate and extend their control and domi- 
ation over as much territory and as 
many people as the continuation of this 

ar will permit. 

Mr. President, if I may be more spe- 
ific for a moment, I would like to call 
to the attention of my colleagues the 
fact that at the most crucial hour in our 
history, at a time when a statement of 
American aims and principle could 
hasten the successful conclusion of this 
war, at a time when the prestige of 
America, could bring some semblance of 
sanity into the realm of our political and 
diplomatic endeavors, America finds that 
her allies in Europe are interesting them- 
selves in consolidating gains or in power 
politics. 

Mr. President, concerning these mat- 
ters I have never been more serious in 
my life, and I repeat that it is indeed 
tremendously unfortunate that things 
should have come to such a pass now 
when we were counting on delivering the 
knock-out blow there, and returning soon 
to American shores our millions of sol- 
diers who fight on 71 fronts all over the 
whole world. The American people are 
beginning to inquire what this is all 
ibout. Some of them were told by some 
individuals that we were fighting, that 
our boys were dying, for the express pur- 
pose of liberating those unfortunate mil- 
lions who had been enslaved by the Nazi 
and Fascist groups. And yet at this hour 
we witness the enslavement, the domi- 


nation of those same unfortunate mil- 
lions by one of our own allies. 
As serious as the situation is at this 


very hour, I could not help but get a 
laugh out of a newspaper article which 
I cut out of a newspaper this morning 
entitled— 

COMMUNISTS CONDEMN BRITAIN’S GREEK 

POLICY 

It is under a London headline, Decem- 
ber 18, United Press, and is as follows: 

An estimated 15,000 to 20,000 persons 
rathered in Trafalgar Square yesterday in a 
Communist-supported mass demonstration 
condemning the disastrous policy of the 
British Government toward Greece and de- 
manding that “this policy be reversed.” The 
demonstration was supported by the Com- 
munist newspaper, the Daily Worker. 


That is the most ridiculous thing I 
ever heard of in my life—Communists 
protesting the action of Great Britain in 
Greece when the Communists themselves 
have enslaved the people of Latvia, Es- 
thonia, Lithuania, Rumania, Bulgaria, 
Albania, Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia, and 


| with respect to lend-lease. 
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miss 


Within thelr gre 


‘ 


Poland, and will hav« 
sel ate e ¢hoair kh 

and uncer thelr heel po r every 

gle couniry of Europe and all of 

inciuding China, before this matter shall 

have been ended 





I believe that it is time for us to give 
consideration to and d deeply into 
what is taking plac Are our sons dying 
to transfer the power of one tot ian 
military government to another? Amer- 


ican mothers and fathers want to know 
the answer to that and some 
day we shall be called upon to give thi 
answer. 

As I remarked on the floor of th 
ate not long ago, today is a sad time. 
Christmas is near, and the world should 
be at peace; and yet we find the peoples 
of the world engaged in mortal combat. 
Millions are dying. We are giving lend- 
lease aid to our allies. We are winning 
this war. We won World War No. 1 
After we had won it, one of our allies said 
that we did not; but we all know that if 
we had not been drawn into this World 
War it could not have been won, because 
only we have the strength, the will, and 
the courage. Russia could not have won 
it. Great Britain could not have won it; 
but already some are saying that we 
have not done as much as we ought to do. 
For many months the Russians were 
criticizing us because we had not opened 
up the western front. Now for many 
months they have failed to drive through 
the most direct way to Berlin and bring 
about victory. 

I differed with many of my colleagues 
I opposed 
I opposed the lifting of the 


question, 


> Sen- 


lend-lease. 


who were battling. I recall very well that 
at that time I used the argument that it 
would take us into war, because, if we 
hand another man a pistol with which to 
kill his fellow man, we become an acces- 
sory before the fact and equally guilty. 
For that reason I opposed the lifting of 
the arms embargo. 
T shall never forget that day as long as 
I live, because it was the first experience 
that I had had of pressure being brought 
| to bear on me. I remember that North 
| Carolinians came to my office and said, 
“If you do not vote to lift the arms em- 
| bargo, you will be destroyed politically 
forever. You will be a dead duck. You 
| vote to lift the arms embargo.” I simply 
| told them that I thought a great deal 
| more of my country than I did of any job 
| that anyone in North Carolina or any- 
where else could give me and that I was 
going to vote against lifting the arms em- 
bargo, and I did so. I thought it was a 
step toward war. 
| When it came to lend-lease, which I 
have just mentioned, I voted against 
| lend-lease because I thought that was 
| another step toward war, and declared 
on the floor of the Senate that in my 
opinion it was equivalent to a declaration 


| arms embargo and selling arms to those 
| 


of war and would lead to war. I was 
against lend-lease. 
| American taxpayers have not only 


given their sons and daughters in death 
| and permanent injury to help win this 
war, which apparently has turned into 
power politics, shifting power from one 
totalitarian leader to another; but we 
have given generously many billions of 
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with no del in t erious and ¢ ica 
hour, and it we should go Mr 
Stalin without delay. I do not think so 
I think there should be a meeting of those 
gentlemen, but I think the time has come 
when Mr. Stalin should come t e us 
If he wants to talk to our President, let 
him come over het If Mr. Churchill 
wants to be present and talk to our Presi- 
dent, let him come over here. We have 
appeased Mr. Stalin for so lot and 
bowed so many times in submission at 
his throne, that it has become nauseating. 
It is time for Mr. Stalin, whose hide we 
have saved, to make a trip over here. 
If there is to be a meeting, Mr. Stalin 
should come to America. We have given 
the Russians everything. If it had not 
been for us, I do not know where Mr. 
Stalin would be today 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 


the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I wish to conclude. 
I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recorp an editorial which ex- 
press my sentiments with regard to 
the Churchill-Stalin deal. 

There being no objection, the editorial 


es 


was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 
THE CHURCHILL-STALIN DEAI 

Prime Minister Churchill's announcemer 
that he h treed to turn over eastern 
Poland to Russia, despite Polish protest 
more than a trayal of the country for which 
Britain went war. It i es Churchill 
policy f: the United State and oth« 
United Nations pledged B pledged 
to the Atlantic Charter 

I es not one bu f f ¢ c ] 
ind Stalin's, obligat r \ t 
Charter, which stats 

r I ies ~ 
ment, tert ul or other; st 

€ ) f rial cl ng 

accord th t! free ex} ! 
the peoples « ed; third, tl I 
right of all pe cl f 
governn t under which tl ] 1 
they wish ) see Ss reign rights and « - 
government restored to those who have b 
forcibly deprived of them 

The deal als violate the British-Ru n- 
Chinese-American pact, as reported by Sec- 
retary of State Hull to Cor ress rhere will 
no longer be need for spheres of influence, for 
alliances, for balance of power, or any other 
of the special ; rrangements thr th whi 
in the ur happy past, the nat strove to 


feruard tl 


Moreover, this deal Allied 
reemen fy ty e 1 r ry all 
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d A 1 
qu S y Hull 
Als es tl | nding 
that r + ¢ ig 
I 













































~ 
9712 
Hull | E “Nor do I suggest that any 
c clu these four nations can or 

uld be ¥ ut the participation of the 
other Un dN I 

And it i ( nother World War 

Church yesterday, in defending himself 
t nst Britis! p} it hinted that Pres- 
ic t R velt was a Sé t partner to this 
deal: “‘The President is aware of everything 
th h pa d * * * All I say is that 
I ve rec 1 no formal di reement dur- 
ing all the long months upon the way in 
which the future of Poland * * * is being 

The charge that the President was a secret 
I t] Churchill-Stalin deal has been 
made many times in this country, but offi- 
cially denied by him and the Secretary of 
State 

In } foreign-policy campaign address of 
October 21 the President said: “After my re- 
turn from Tehran, I stated officially that no 
ecret commitments had been made. The 

then is * * * my veracity.” He 


ided that, under the Constitution, he could 


not commit this Nation to any secret agree- 
ment The Secretary of State earlier de- 
d: “As the President has said, neither 





nor I have made or will make any secret 
greement or commitment.” 

Churchill yesterday complained that 
President } defined America’s Polish 
policy publicly. There have been many White 
House and State Department statements re- 
affirming the Atlantic Charter, and repeated 
Roosevelt offers of good services to Poland 
and Russia to settle the dispute by agree- 
ment Secretary Stettinius has recently 
warned against big-power interference with 
the internal affairs of other nations. And 
Stettinius has reaflirmed traditional Ameri- 
policy against “guaranteeing specific 
frontiers in Europe,” though Churchill says 
the Allies will guarantee his new Polish 
boundaries 

Speaking in behalf of the administration 
on Pulaski Day 2 months ago, Senator Wac- 
NER, Of New York, said: “The complete inde- 
pendence Poland—the complete restora- 
tion and protection of its boundaries refiect- 
ing the history and aspirations of the Polish 
people—is one of the things for which we 
are fighting this war. * * * I know that 
this has always been the aim and intent of 
the administration of Franklin Roosevelt.” 

We regret that Churchill values his im- 
perialist-Communist bargain with Stalin 
more than he values the Atlantic Charter, 
or coperation with America for a just and 
workable peace, or Allied unity. The Amer- 
ican Congress and people never will support 


the 


as not 


can 


Ol 


that betrayal—of that Churchill should be 
sure. 
But neither will the American Govern- 


ment or people permit this grave provocation 
to split the military alliance for Germany's 
unccenditional defeat. That is something 
the Nazis should know in the midst of their 
rejoicing over this Allied tragedy. 


Mr. REYNOLDS. The editorial con- 
cludes with this paragraph, which ex- 
presses my sentiments 100 percent: 


We regret that Churchill values his im- 
perialist-Communist bargain with Stalin 
more than he values the Atlantic Charter, 
or cooperation with America for a just and 
workable peace, or Allied unity. The Amer- 
ican Congress and people never will support 
that betrayal—of that Churchill should be 
sure. 

But neither will the American Govern- 
ment or people permit this grave provoca- 
tion to split the military alliance for Ger- 
many’'s unconditional defeat, 


And surrender, I add. 


That is something the Nazis should know 
in the midst of their rejoicing over this 
Allied tragedy. 





I now yield to the Senator from Mon- 
tana. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was about to ask 
the Senator this question: Does not the 
Senator think the time has passed when 
Mr. Stalin must come to the United 
States? The fact of the matter is that 
today Mr. Stalin is holding the trump 
card. That is the reason why, if we want 
to talk to Mr. Stalin, we must go to Mr. 
Stalin, instead of having Mr. Stalin come 
to us. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes; Mr. Stalin 
holds the trump card. Mr. Stalin is not 
doing a great deal on the eastern front 
now, and in that way he is conserving 
much of his manpower. 

What are we going to have to do 
about manpower? We are going to have 
to reexamine boys from 26 years of age 
up. Furthermore, unfortunately there 
are rumors that men have been placed in 
the fighting front who have not had 
more than 4 months’ training, when we 
agreed to give them 8 or 12 months’ 
training. I have a letter from a captain 
in the Army who is protesting against 
sending young boys, almost in knee pants, 
to death before being properly prepared. 
That captain says that he is protesting 
openly to the Congress of the United 
States about it, because he will not con- 
tinue to be an accessory to the slaughter 
of American boys. 

Furthermore, we already have so many 
fighting men overseas, and already so 
many of them have been wounded, that 
in this morning’s Washington Post we 
find an article entitled “American 
Women and Our Wounded Men,” by 
Walter Lippmann. In the article he 
states that we have so many wounded 
men on the fighting fronts that we can- 
not get enough nurses to take care of 
them. Although ordinarily there should 
be 1 nurse for from 5 to 8 wounded 
soldiers, we now cannot get 1 nurse for 
every 12 wounded soldiers. Besides that, 
we have poured billions of dollars into 
the war, we have poured our men into it, 
we have pumped dry our oil wells, we 
have exhausted our mines, and we have 
depleted our timber resources. In fact, 
some of our people are now going to 
Brazil to obtain timber with which to 
build houses in this country. I say it is 
time Stalin got off his high horse and 
came over here to do a little talking. 


EXHIBIT A 


CHURCHILL, GREECE, POLAND, PALESTINE, 
UNITED STATES 


We isolationists, long covered all over with 
shame by various persons and groups, seem 
entitled to lift our heads a bit now, and wipe 
off some of the shame. Judging from recent 
developments regarding Greece, Poland, and 
Palestine, the Roosevelt administration has 
not been all-wise in following wherever Win- 
ston Churchill has led. 

Mr. Churchill has been pretty frank about 
what he wants Britain to get out of this war. 
He remarked a couple of years ago: 

“I have not become the King’s First Min- 
ister in order to preside over the liquidation 
of the British Empire.” 

Shortly after Pearl Harbor, Mr. Churchill 
exulted in Commons: 

“When I survey and compute the power of 
the United States and its vast resources and 
feel that they are now in it with us, with the 
British Commonwealth of Nations all to- 
gether, however long it lasts, till death or vic- 
tory, I cannot believe there is any other fact 


| 
| 
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in the whole world which can compare with 
that. That is what I have dreamed of, aimed 
at, and worked for, and now it has ¢ 
pass.” 

FRANK MR. CHURCHILL 

Other things have come to pass since t] 
For one, British soldiers, following Gres 
liberation from the Germans, are now hay} 

a bloody fight in Athens against a f 
Communists. For another, Churchill re. 
veals that he long ago O. K.’d Stalin’s 
bition to keep Poland west of the Cur: 
line after this war, and that President Roose- 
velt has been notified of this deal, though he 
hasn't replied. That implies that he has « 
sented—an implication which a vague St 
Department yesterday seemed to confirn 

Why should our Government be consult 
about boundary changes in Europe? Wi! 
skin is it off our national neck whether t 
Poles or the Russians get post-war poss¢ } 
of Lwow (pronounced Lvoof, rhymes with 
woof-woof) ? 

The answer to that is that if we consent t 
these map reshufflings we can be told later 
that we guaranteed them. The foundation 
thus will be laid for talking us into Europe's 
next war. Stalin having promised the Pol 
East Prussia south and west of Koenigsberg 
plus Danzig, it is not hard to guess whe 
that next war will be hatched or when. It 
will be hatched in Germany when, as a1 
if the Germans feel strong enough to fight 
again. 

To the question whether Stalin will stand 
for the British shooting of his Communist 
in Greece, we think the answer is “Yes.” Hi 
is cold-blooded about these things, and a 
few luckless Greek Reds more or less will 
mean nothing to him if he can get eastern 
Poland, parts of Finland and Rumania, and 
all of whatever those three helpless little 
Baltic states were called. 

If we were determined to mind our ow: 
business—to confine our boundary redrawing 
to our own hemisphere and keep Europear 
from helping us in that pursuit—we would 
be much better off. As it is, we are spending 
the greater part of 100 billions a year 
on a war over European boundaries, and the 
lesser part on a war with our natural enemy, 
Japan. And we are being consulted, under- 
written and guaranteed into future European 
boundary wars. 

As to Palestine, Mr. Churchill remains 
adamant in his refusal to let any more Jews 
move in there, and Mr. Roosevelt acquiesce 
in the Churchill policy. Why? 

For centuries, the so-called Jewish ques- 
tion has been an excitant, an irritant, 
various parts of Europe. Britain, Spain 
Russia, Poland, Germany, and so forth, have 
had their Jewish question troubles. 





PALESTINE DOOR IS STILL CLOSED 


One Jewish faction, the Zionists, says the 
Jewish question would be alleviated if Jew 
were allowed to return freely to Palestine 
their officially recognized homeland. That 
seems reasonable to us. Palestine was thi 
Jews’ original homeland. Why can’t as many 
of them as wish to do so go back and improve 
the place with their well-known talents f 
creating wealth? 

The Churchill government is against it, 
however, on vague pleas of fear of Arab reac- 
tions to a liberal Palestine immigration pol- 
icy. Such Arab or Mohammedan reactions, it 
is supposed, would have a bad effect on other 
parts of the British Empire. Mr. Churchill 
fears no one else, why the Arabs? And Mr 
Roosevelt goes along with Churchill in the 
matter up to now, instead of standing by his 
campaign platform plank endorsing the 
Palestine Jewish homeland idea. 

There may be deep and weighty reasons for 
all this. Certain it is, though, that it would 
be better for the United States to have Pales- 
tine reopened to the Jews than to have 
millions of them coming over here after this 
war as unassimilated refugees. 
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r. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
» Senator yield? 


. REYNOLDS. I yield. 


Mr 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, of 
yurse the Senator knows that Stalin 
ill not get off his high horse and come 
ver here to talk. But let me say that 
deplore the fact that Stalin has not 
kept the agreement he made at Teheran, 
; I understood, that he would start a 
drive throug h Poland. Instead, he has 
imply taken over certain territories he 
ants, namely, the Balkans and the Bal- 
tic countries, and not only is he going 
to have them in his sphere of influence, 
but he is going to control them. 

However, believe that Stalin, after 
having practically taken the Baltic and 
the Balkan countries, now will make a 
drive through Poland toward Germany. 
If he does not do so in the very near 
future, I understand from my conversa- 
tions with military experts that we shall 
have to review our whole military policy 
in Europe. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield the floor. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, may we have a vote? I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 
ye Under Secretary of State. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall not make a 
long speech. I wish to say that I shall 
vote for confirmation of the nominations. 
If I were in a position to send nomina- 
tions to the Senate, I would not send 
here the nominations of these six men. 
With one possible exception, I do not 
think I would consider for a moment 
sending to the Senate the nomination of 
any one of four of them. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that 
yesterday, in speaking to the Senate, the 
distinguished Senator from Florida (Mr. 
Pepper! said, in referring to the Presi- 
dent: 

I merely expressed the opinion that the 
character of this team in the State Depart- 
ment just proposed was not, as I have under- 
stood the philosophy and attitude and point 
of view of the President, consistent with the 
President’s sentiments, 


m4 


President, will 





The 


Of course, Mr. President, the President 
by his statement to those gentlemen has 
shown conclusively that the sentiments 
of these men are in accord with his senti- 
ments. 

Then the Senator from Florida said: 

Of course, the President acquiesced in the 
appointment of these gentlemen. He may 
have chosen them, for all I know. I merely 
expressed the personal opinion that he did 
not originate the nominations. 


It seems to me that it is a reflection 
upon the President of the United States 
to say that he has sent to the Senate for 
confirmation nominations which did not 
originate with him. 

The Senator from Florida also said: 

But whether he did or not, the issue which 
is presented to the Senate is whether to 
and I do not 


advise and consent to them, 
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elieve that team will literally and wit 
enthusiasm carry ut the foreign polk s 
and sé nts of the President as I under- 





nd them 

As I said yesterday, Mr. President, no 
Member of the Senate has expressed the 
views of the administration more cor- 
rectly than has the Senator from Florida 
from time to time. He also said in his 
speech: 


not think they will carry out 
vhat should be done so far as 


Olicy of this country is con- 
have a right to withl 
to their confirmation. 


agreement 


I have not the slightest idea that they 
will carry out my views regarding what 
our foreign policy should be. On the 
other hand, I have an idea that — 
probably will carry out the fore 
policies which the Senator from Fl rida 
wants. But, Mr. President, I wish the 
President of the United States to be re- 
sponsible for the foreign policy. I in- 
tend to disagree with him when I think 
he is wrong, but I do not wish to impose 
someone upon him, and then have him 
say that I was responsible because of the 
fact that he could not accomplish what 
he wished to accomplish because the Sen- 
ate of the United States prevented him 
from having the advisers he named. 

The Senator from Florida also stated 
in his speech: 

But I shall be frank with my colleagues 
ind State that this slate of nominations for 
the State Department is out of character 
with the President of the United States 


Mr. President, I do not know why or 
how they are out of character with the 
President of the United States. If we 
review the last 12 years of this adminis- 
tration—and I say this in all kindness— 
we must say that it was not out of char- 
acter with these appointments when the 
President sent to the Senate the nomi- 
nation of Mr. Stimson. These appoint- 
ments are in line with the appointment 
of Mr. Stimson, who, as we all know, was 
a Republican and represented, when he 
was practicing law, big interests in the 
city of New York and some of the most 
important interests in New York. These 
appointments are not out of character 
with the en te of Mr. Knox as 
Secretary of the Navy. He was one of 
the most reactionary Republicans in the 
United States. 

These appointments are not out of 
character with the appointment of Mr. 
Stettinius, who was with the United 

tates Steel Corporation. They are not 
out of character with the appointment of 
Mr. Nelson, of Sears, Roebuck. They are 
not out of character with the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Knudsen, of General Mo- 
tors. They are not out of character, let 
me say, with hundreds of other appoint- 
ments which have been made by this 
administration, because—I submit it 
without fear of contradiction—this ad- 
ministration has appointed more men 
from the offices of big business and more 
men who have been the heads of big busi- 
ness than has any other President of the 
United States during the past 50 years. 
No Senator on this floor will challenge the 
accuracy of that statement. 

Mr. President, I do not say that in a 


spirit of criticism and I am not criti- | acter 
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cising these particular men 


them have proved themselves worthy and 


comp tent men. Some of them have not 
On the other hand, the President of the 
United St at s has appointed some of the 
most liberal men in this country to vari- 


ous offices. He has appointed men who 
have been charged with be 


_ 
nists and others who have been charged 
with being Socialists. He ppointed 
men who have been charg - with bein 
ordinary crackpots. I simply do n 

know to which type the Senator from 


Florida referred when he said that the 
pending nominations for the State De- 
partment are out of character with the 
President of the United States. But cer- 
tainly the responsibility is solely with 
President, and everyone knows that to 
be so. 

Mr. PEPPER. M 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I am glad t 

1 


r. President, will the 


>» vield. 
Mr.PEPPER. The words “out of char- 
acter” attracted my attention. 
Senator referring to a sta 
about these appointees? 

Mr. WHEELER. I wa 

Mr. PEPPER. I was referring to the 
majority of the State Depa 
nees. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understand 

Mr. PEPPER. I thought, and I still 
think, insofar as their backgrounds and 
records are concerned, that they were out 
of character with the background and 
the record of President Roosevelt, as a 
militant believer in the kind of democ- 
racy in which I believe. That is what I 
meant. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understand. 

Mr. PEPPER. That statement does 
not apply to all these gentlemen, but I 
think it applies to most of them. 

Pees WHEELER. I under tand the 

enator’s position exactly. But I stated 

at they were not out of character with 
or. Stimson’s appointment, that they 
were not out of character with Mr. Stet- 
tinius’ appointment, that they were not 
out of character —_ Mr. Knox's ap- 
pointment, and that they were not out of 
character with the appointment of the 
present Secretary of the Navy, who I 
think is a very 
and they are not out of character wi 
the appointment of hundreds of other 
persons who came to Washingtor 
the caves of Wall Street and took 
tions in various bureaus of the Govern- 
ment, and who will return 
of Wall Street just so soon as their term 
of office have expired in Washington. 

But, on the other hand, I say that the 
President has appointed some very great 
liberals. Not only has he done so, but 
he has done many liberal things to which 
I have subscribed. I am thinking of the 
work he has done in advocating the pas- 
sage of the act concerning holding com- 
panies. I am also thinking of the many 
things he has done for labor and for the 
farmers. He has done some of the finest 
things that have ever been done by a 
President of the ess States 
my period of service as a Member of 
the Senate of the United States. 

But when the Senator picks out a few 
men and says that they are out of chai 
with the President’s thinkin I 


Was the 
tement I made 


rtment nomi- 


competent gentlema 


to the caves 





belie he mistaken, b use, as I hav 

iid, the President has appointed many 
men have hitherto held high posi- 
tions and } taken them from large 
financial it tutions in New York. He 

ok the head of the Standard Oil Co. 
in California and put him in charge of 
the conservation of ¢ 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President will th 
S ! ito) Vi l , 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. The able Senatcr from 
Montana, of course, realizes that in time 
of war the President ha: very great re- 


ident, but as 
the Army and 


sponsibility, not only as Pre 
Commander in Chief of 
. 





Navy. It is not alone Democrats who are 
fighting the war, or furnishing treasure 
with which to carry on the war, but it 
is the people of the United States of 
America Many of us, who naturally 
would like to » all the appointees who 


can be placed in that category reflect, at 


least, the sentiment of the party which 
happens to be in power, are naturally 
always reluctant to see appointments 
which do not fit into that pattern. 
Nevertheless, the selection of the fermer 
Secretary of State, Mr. Stimson, to be 
Secretary of War during wartime can- 


not be pointed to as an act on the part 
of the President which was not a proper 
one in furtherance of the war effort. 
The selection of a man like the late 
Secretary of the Navy Knox is another 
example. Icertainly never thought that 
I would come have the regard and 
esteem for him which I came to have for 


to 


him after he came to Washington and 
sumed his duties as Secretary of the 
Navy. I think he was a very dis- 


tinguished Secretary of the Navy. 
But, Mr. President, I distinguish be- 
tween the selection of Mr. Donald Nelson, 


for example, and otker men in the 
W.P.B. Goodness knows, if a Democrat 
can be found in that organization we 


can find a needle in a haystack, because 
most of the W. P. B. personnel has been 
distinctly not of the Democratic faith. I 
can distinguish between putting a group 
of businessmen in power, and selecting 
an able man like Secretary of War Stim- 
son, or the late Secretary Knox. Ido not 
think those positions are analogous to 
the positions the nominations for which 
are now before us. It becomes extremely 
important to know the point of view, the 
attitude, and the thinking of these men. 
As I have already said, I do not think 
they meet the standards that should be 
met by men holding such offices. But I 
merely wanted to make some distinction 
between these men as a combination, and 
the ones to whom the Senator had re- 
ferred. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understand the 
Senator's position, and I agree that if 
I had to make the appointments, I would 
not have appointed these persons, and I 
would have preferred that they had not 
been appointed. But the Senator from 
Florida said that he did not think that 
these men would carry out his viewpoint 
with reference to the kind of peace he 
wanted to have. I certainly know that 
they will not carry out my viewpoint un- 
less they change their minds completely, 
though I assume the President of the 





United States will determine the policy, 

he always has done, as to what the 
State Department shall do. The Presi- 
Cent appointed Mr. Stettinius as Secre- 
tary of State. Mr. Stettinius comes 
from the United States Steel Corporation 
and the House of Morgan. In my judg- 
ment, these men will have a large say as 
to what kind of a peace will be written. 
It will be the international group in New 
York which will determine the kind of 
peace that will be written, provided the 
conditions are such that after the war 


they can write the kind of peace they 
\ 


nt 
Wal 


il. 


se 


My own view is that the events which 


are now occurring in Europe will make 
it impossible for that group to have the 
say. But on the other hand, Mr. Stalin 
and Mr. Churchill will determine the 
kind of peace which they will want. 


They will go back to the old balance-cf- 
* politics, just as surely as we are 
itting here. Every day and in every 
way it can be seen exactly what is shap- 
ing up. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 


Mr. CONNALLY. I wish to appeal not 
only to the Senator from Montana, but to 
all Senators, to permit the Senate to vote 
as soon as possible. Many Senators 
have come to me and stated that they 
wish to leave for their homes tonight. I 
have no objection to a discussion of the 
peace treaty, but it really has little per- 
tinency to what we are now considering. 
The Senator from Montana knows that 
none of the nominees on whom we are 
about to vote will be at the peace confer- 
ence. So, with all due respect, I hope 
the Senator from Montana will be 
as lenient as possible in the consumption 
of time so that we may reach a voie. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I 
shall not take any more time than neces- 
sary, but I wanted to make my Viewpoint 
clear. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the 
Senator from Montana that he has made 
his position entirely clear to me; and if 
he has made it clear to me I am sure 
that all Senators understand his position 
with equal clarity and conception. I do 
not see how the Senator could make it 
any stronger by reiterating it from time 
to time, because I know exactly his atti- 
tude concerning the subject. 

Mr. WHEELER. If I have made it 
clear to the Senator, I will not repeat it. 

Mr. President, I do not have much 
more to say with reference to this subject 
matter. Referring to the kind of a peace 
we should have, as I stated yesterday, I 
do not see how anyone can Say at this 
particular time what the position of this 
Government will be after the war is over, 
not until we know what the position of 
tussia is to be and what that of Eng- 
land is to be. ut I do say that I think 
it is high time that the President of the 
United States told our enemies what the 
terms of the peace will be. I say with- 
out fear of contradiction that some of 
the statements which have been made, 
notably one which has been made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Morgen- 
thau, have cost the lives of many Amer- 
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ican boys. The longer we continue savy. 
ing to these pec “We are going to 
demand unconditional surrender,” what. 
ever that means, we are costing the liv: 


le 
Die, 


of thousands upon thousands of bo: 
every day. 
Someone high in authority in t} 


Government said to me he did not agers 
with me about a negotiated peace. [ 
have never said I was for a negotiat¢ 
perce. What I am for is a dictated 
ace, a peace dictated by the Unite 
I want to see this Governmer 
end the war and save the lives of Amer- 
ican boys who are dying like flies on ths 
battlefields of Europe today. They can 
be saved, in my judgment, if we have the 
courage to rise and say what we want, say 
that we want Germany to get rid of Hit- 
ler, Himmler and Goebbels, and all that 
gang, say to them that we want to see 
a democratic government set up in Ger- 
many. No dozen men in Germany are 
worth the lives of thousands and hun. 
dreds of thousands of American boys, 
™n my judgment, it is the height of stu- 
pidity to say we are for unconditional 
surrender, without saying what kind of 
peace we want and what we expect. In- 
stead of that men say, “We are going 
to take you and make you into a farm- 
ing community, we are going to drive you 
out of your country, we are going to kill 
you.” We give them no alternative ex- 
cept to fight on to the very end. If I 
Say to a man, “If you let me come into 
that room, I am going to kill you,” what 
is he going to do? Is he going to say, 
“I am going to let you come in to kill 
me?” Or is he going to say, “I am going 
to fight on and take a chance, and I may 
kill you before you kill me.” 

The way we have been talking about 
unconditional surrender just does not 
make sense. Tat is not only my view, 
it is the view of millions of people in the 
United States, it is the opinion of leaders 
all over the world. 

Mr. Stalin has not mentioned uncon- 
ditionel surrender. On the contrary, he 
has been saying to the German people, 
“We want a strong Germany; we want 
to preserve Germany; but we want to get 
rid of Hitler and some other men.” We 
have been saying, “We are going to kill 
you,” or “We are going to take all your 
industries away from you and wreck 
you.” 

An article has appeared today written 
by Constantine Brown. People are say- 
ing, “Where are the Germans now getting 
the materials with which to fight the 
war?” They are getting them from fac- 
tories which are east of the Oder. What 
has Mr. Stalin said about that? Con- 
stantine Brown tells the story, which we 
have all heard. Mr. Stalin has said, “No 
bombing of industries east of the Oder.” 
So we are not bombing them. We 
bombed them at one little place, and then 
stopped. So the Germans, because Mr. 
Stalin said, “We want those factories to 
take them over here,” are proceeding tc 
manufacture, and they are manufactur- 
ing things which are killing American 
boys. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to take 
up any more time of the Senate. I shall 
vote for confirmation of the nominations, 
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very reluctantly, in the hope that the 

nominees May turn out to be much bet- 

ter than the Senator from Florida thinks 

they will be, and much better than I 

think they will be. 

A REVIEW OF HIS GOVERNMENTAL SERV- 
ICE BY SENATOR DAVIS 


MR. DAVIS. Mr. President, I have 
been privileged to devote a rather con- 
siderable part of a very full life to serv- 
ing in the various Governments of the 
United States of America—both national 
and loeal—in capacities both legislative 
and executive. 

Throughout the past quarter century 
I have served continuously in the Govern- 
ment of the United States. For more 
than 10 consecutive years I served as 
Secretary of Labor in the Cabinets of 
three different Presidents of the United 
States, and for the past 14 years I have 
served as a Member of the Senate of the 
United States. 

During those years I have seen the 
history of the world unfold, and I have 
had occasion to observe and to participate 
in many of the most significant decisions 
made by our Government in those mo- 
mentous times. 

But my experience and observation in 
Government service have not been con- 
fined solely to the United States. I have 
been privileged to study and observe the 
Governments of almost every Latin- 
American state, as well as that of the 
great Dominion of Canada. I might say 
in passing, Mr. President, that I pro- 
foundly hope for the continued develop- 
ment of the policy of inter-American 
democracy and cooperation which has de- 
veloped slowly but strongly over the 
years. 

As I have observed the numerous pan- 
American governments at work, so, too, 
have I observed at first hand the opera- 
tions of that oldest of all parliamentary 
bodies, the British House of Commons, 
as well as that tempestuous and color- 
ful assembly, the French Chamber of Dep- 
uties. 

In addition, I personally visited the 
functioning of the Italian Chamber of 
Deputies and the German Reichstag, 
which were the first bastions of peace 
and goodwill to fall before the twin on- 
slaughts of absolutism and dictatorship 
that were ultimately to bring modern 
civilization to the very precipice of death 
and destruction, from which we and our 
allies are only now beginning to fight 
ourselves clear. 

Yes, I have observed all these systems 
of government, Mr. President, but I am 
proud to say that in all my experience 
I have known no governmental organiza- 
tion or body of men more deserving of 
the general respect, admiration, and sup- 
port of the people who elect them than 
the Senate of the United States. 

Every man with whom I have labored 
here has been motivated by a high re- 
solve to best serve the interests of Amer- 
ica as he saw them. This has always 
been a group of friendly, kindly, and 
sincere, men and it has been one of the 
most profound pleasures of my life to 
have known and worked with the many 
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representatives of the American people 
who have come here during my time. 

I have said, Mr. President, that the 
Senate is a group of kind and considerate 
men, but at the same time I know of no 
group of men who hold a more conscien- 
tious and unflinching attitude toward 
their duties and responsibilities, 

There have been many bitter and con- 
troversial issues threshed out on the floor 
of this Chamber in my time, and I have 
always found the men who championed 
either side of such an issue to be both 
well-informed and unyielding in their 
devotion to full justice in that cause. In 
my years in this Chamber I have never 
known a single vote to have been changed 
by oratory, by flattery, by trading, or 
by any other means. I have always 
found my colleagues to be worthy of 
their trust as they knew it. 

Over the years I have served on almost 
every committee in the Senate, until to- 
day Iam a member of three of the most 
important Senate committees—Finance, 
Foreign Relations, and Naval Affairs. I 
have always found the committee chair- 
men to be competent, fair, and impar- 
tial—determined upon doing the best 
possible job for the people of America. 
I have also been honored by my party 
by being selected as a member of the 
committee on committees. 

I trust I shall be pardoned, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if I pause to pay a personal but 
well-deserved tribute to the chairmen of 
the committees which I have just men- 
tioned. America is fortunate in having 
the Honorable WALTER GEORGE as chair- 
man of the Senate Finance Committee. 
Throughout the detailed consideration of 
the many involved measures which have 
come before that committee the distin- 
guished Senator from Georgia has never 
wavered. He has labored countless 
hours, and he has done a commendable 
job. 

The problem of foreign relations is at 
best a difficult problem. But during the 
past decade it has been a particularly 
harrowing one. In these trying times 
the Honorable Tom CONNALLY has ap- 
proached his tasks as chairman of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee with 
competence and determination. He has 
rendered a magnificent and unselfish 
service to the people. 

The United States Navy is now the 
most powerful force of its type in the 
world today. The major part of the 
credit for this fact must, in all justice, 
rest upon the chairman of the Senate 
Naval Affairs Committee, the Honorable 
Davip I. WALSH. His determination, his 
detailed knowledge, and his painstaking 
study were prime factors in the creation 
and maintenance of our magnificent 
naval forces which are now striking re- 
sounding blows for freedom on all 
enemy ramparts. 

Ido not doubt, Mr. President, that sim- 
flar recognition might in full justice be 
extended to all our committee chairmen. 
But I am especially familiar with the 
work of these three men, and I could not 
let this opportunity to recognize their 
services go unheeded, 
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This much I do know, Mr. President. 
Every committee chairman and every in- 
dividual Senator is hard-pressed fully to 
perform the myriad official duties 
quired of him. He has neither the time, 
the staff, nor the information necessary 
to permit him to perform every t 
ably and as full 
ents would like. 

In this connection, I am pleased to 
note that this body has approved a 


re- 


ao 


y as he and his constitu- 


™ 
A bad 


~al = 


ure looking toward a full study of the 
Senate, its problems, and its shortcom- 
ings. Upon the conclusions 1 hed by 
such study, measures may be enacted to 


reorganize the Senate in 
to equip it effectively to meet 
erous and complex problems of 
century government. 

I am hopeful that when this study is 
completed, the Members of the Senate 
will see fit to enact such reorganization 
measures as consistent with sound 
and efficient government, and that they 
will not fail to provide sufficient trained 
assistants at adequate salaries, in order 
that the independence and effectiveness 
of the legislative branch may be assured. 

I make this plea because the events of 
recent years have convinced me that the 
preservation of constitutional govern- 
ments and free societies is dependent 
upon the continued existence of strong, 
independent legislative bodies The 
American Congress must free itself from 
dependence upon the executive agencies 
of government if the guaranties of con- 
stitutional government and human free- 
dom are to remain as realities with us. 

In the years immediately ahead, this 
Nation will be faced with at least three 
urgent problems: the winning of the 
war, the creation of a just and lasting 
peace among ail nations, and the recon- 
version of this Nation to a peacetime 
economy which will provide decent jobs 
and human standards of living for all 
our people. The scope and significance 
of these problems alone are such that 
they commend a thorough reorganiza- 
tion of the Senate. 

It is to the problem of peace, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I should like to address myself 
briefly. During these hectic times, many 
unsavory terms have been developed 
over this issue. But I do not think the 
minds of men are as far apart as 


such manner a 
the num- 
twentieth 


ore 
are 


the 
descriptive terms applied to them would 
seem to indicate. I do not believe there 
is a single Member of the body who does 


not favor a just, honorable, and lasting 
peace among the nations of the world. 
Neither do I know of any man here who 
is not determined properly to safeguard 
the interests of America as he sees them. 

I have always advocated a sincere and 
mutual cooperation among the nations 
of the world, not only as a means of pre- 
serving peace, but as a means also of im- 
proving the standards, dignity, and at- 
tainment of all men everywhere. I 
would achieve these ends not through 
paternalism but through example, en- 
couragement, self-reliance, and educa- 
tion. 

I believe, Mr. President, that any sys- 
tem or organization for peace which does 
not include all the nations of the world is 
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foredoomed to failure. I abhor power 
politics, alliances, and spheres of influ- 
ence. They are the spawners of disorder 
and the breeders of war. America should 
steer clear of them. 


It is my hope that the Senate of the 
United States will play a full and mean- 
ingful role in the creation and mainte- 
nance of a sound system of lasting peace 
among the nations of the world—a peace 
worthy of our gallant fighting men, a 
peace worthy of our avowed objectives, 
a peace worthy of the name and institu- 
tions of America. 

And now, Mr. President, the time has 
come for me—as it must inevitably come 
for all men—to leave these halls. In 
parting, I should like to express my heart- 
felt gratitude to the people of the great 
State of Pennsylvania whose trust and 
confidence have abided with me during 
the years. I should like to wish for my 
successor the same pleasing associations, 
the same inspiration in trust, and the 
same happiness in service that I have 
known here. 

And finally, I wish to acknowledge and 
express my sincere gratitude for the 
many heart-warming associations which 
I have known here and to express my 
humble appreciation to the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States and the pro 
tempore presiding officers who have per- 
mitted me from time to time to preside 
over this distinguished body of men. 
That is such an honor as only America 
could confer on the son of an immigrant 
who adopted this land of hope and gave 
it to his children to honor and to serve. 

And so, Mr. President, I take with me 
many deep and undying memories. With 
gratitude toward all and rancor toward 
none, I say God bless America, God bless 
the Senate of the United States, and keep 
them always the most powerful and un- 
yielding bastions of justice and human 
freedom the world has ever known. 


NOMINATION OF JOSEPH C. GREW 


The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the nomination of Joseph C. Grew to 
be Under Secretary of State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Joseph C, 
Grew to be Under Secretary of State? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California (when his 
name was called). Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to make a brief state- 
ment as to why I shall vote “nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from California? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. JQHNSON of California. Mr. 
President, I respect most of the nominees 
whose names have been submitted to the 
Senate, and I feel toward them an atti- 
tude that is wholly friendly; but I can- 
not understand why it is necessary, in 
streamlining the Department of State, 





to go only to the house of Morgan; and | 


I shall not vote, and I have never voted 
in my career in any aspect heretofore, 





to turn the State Department over to 

the house of Morgan. That is the rea- 

son, and the only reason, why I shall vote | 
against Mr. Grew. I recognize him as 
a career man, and as a man who has | 
displayed undoubted ability in following | 
his profession. If I felt at liberty to vote | 
for him, I should vote for him with pleas- 
ure; but I will not vote for turning the 
State Department over to the house of 
Morgan or anyone else. I vote “nay.” 

The legislative clerk resumed the call- 
ing of the roll. 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). | 
I have a general pair with the senior | 
Senator from New York [Mr. Wacner]. | 
If he were present, I understand that he | 
would vote asIam about to vote. There- | 
fore Iam at liberty to vote. I vote “yea.” | 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. STeEwart’s 
name was called). The junior Senator 
from Tennessee is in Indiana holding a 
hearing. He telephoned me this morn- 
ing that if the vote should come today, | 
he wished me to say that if he were pres- | 
ent and voting he would vote “yea,” not | 
only on this nomination, but on all the | 
State Department nominations. This | 
statement will apply to each and every | 
one of them. 

Mr. MEAD (when Mr. WaGNER’s name | 
was called). My colleague the senior | 
Senator from New York [Mr. Wacner] 
is unavoidably detained. If he were 
present and voting he would vote “yea.” | 

The roll call was concluded. | 

Mr. HOLMAN (after having voted in 
the affirmative). When I voted I was 
not aware that the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Stewart], with whom I 
have a general pair, was absent, but in- | 
asmuch as it has been indicated that he 
would vote as I have voted, I will allow 
my vote to stand. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia |[Mr. Grass] and the 
Senator from Utah {|Mr. THomas] are 
absent from the Senate because of ill- | 
ness. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
BanKHEAD], the Senator from Virginia | 
{Mr. Byrp], the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. CiarK], the Senator from Missis- | 
sippi [Mr. EasSTLANp], the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENpDER], the Senator | 
from Rhode Island |Mr. Gerry], the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. K1IL- 
GorE], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’DanrEL], the Senator from Nevada 
{Mr. ScrucHaM], and the Senators from 
Washington [Mr. MacNnuson and Mr. 
WALLGREN!] are necessarily absent. 

I am advised that if present and vot- 
ing, the Senator from Florida (Mr. ANn- 
prREws], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Byrp], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. | 
CuiarK], the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. Gerry], the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Gtass], the Senator from Texas 
(Mr. O’DantEL], the Senator from Ne- | 
vada [Mr. ScrucHam], the Senator from | 
Utah [Mr. Tuomas], and the Senators | 
from Washington [Mr. Macnuson and | 
Mr. WALLGREN], would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. | 
KiLcore] is paired with the Senator from | 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]. I am advised 
that if present and voting, the Senator 
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from West Virginia would vote “nay,” 
and the Senator from Louisiana would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Brinces!], who is 
necessarily absent, has a general pair 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
If present he would vote 
“von” 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Jen- 
NER] is necessarily absent. If present 
he would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Batu] is absent on official business of 
the Senate. 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Moore] and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. ToBey] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Writson] 
is necessarily absent. If present he would 
vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 66, 
nays 7, as follows: 


YEAS—66 

Austin Gillette Overton 
Bailey Green Radcliffe 
Barkley Gurney Reed 
Bilbo Hall Revercomb 

| Brewster Hatch Reynolds 

| Brooks Hawkes Robertson 

| Buck Hayden Russell 

| Burton Hill Shipstead 
Bushfield Hiclman Smith 
Butler Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Capper Lucas Thomas, Okla. 
Caraway McCarran Truman 
Chandler McClellan Tunnell 
Chavez McFarland Tydings 

} Clark, Mo, McKellar Vandenberg 

| Connally Maloney Walsh 
Cordon Maybank Weeks 
Danaher Mead Weeeler 
Davis Millikin Wherry 
Downey Murdock White 
Ferguson Nye Wiley 

| George O'Mahoney Willis 

NAYS—7 

Aiken La Follette Pepper 
Guffey Langer 


Johnson, Calif. Murray 
NOT VOTING—23 


Andrews Gerry Stewart 
Ball Glass Thomas, Idaho 
| Bankhead Jenner Thomas, Utah 
Bridges Kilgore Tobey 
Byrd Magnuson Wagner 
Clark, Idaho Moore Wallgren 
Eastland O’Daniel Wilson 
| Ellender Scrugham 


So the nomination of Joseph C. Grew, 
to be Under Secretary of State, was con- 
firmed. 


NOMINATION OF NELSON A. ROCKEFELLER 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Nelson A. Rockefeller, of New 
York, to be Assistant Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is, Will the Senate advise and consent to 
this nomination? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered: and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). 
I make the same announcement as on 
the previous vote, and vote “yea.” 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. STEWartT’s 
name was called). My colleague the 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART] is conducting hearings in In- 
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jiana. He wished me to say that if he 

sre present and voting, he would vote 
“yea 

Mr. MEAD (when Mr. WAGNER’s name 

ascalled). My colleague |Mr. WacneER] 

; unavoidably detained. If present, he 

uld vote “yea” on this nomination. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia {Mr. Giass!] and the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. THomas] are 
ibsent from the Senate because of ill- 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- 
pREWS|], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
B:NKHEAD], the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. Byrp], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CiarK], the Senator from Mississippi 
Mr. EasSTLANnpD], the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr: ELLEeNDER], the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. Gerry], the Senator 
from Colorado (Mr. Jonnson], the Sena- 

r from West Virginia |Mr. Krrcorel, 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. O’Dantet], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Scruc- 
HAM], and the Senators from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Macnuson and Mr. WALLGREN] 
ire necessarily absent. 

I am advised that if present and vot- 
ing, the Senator from Florida |Mr. An- 
prews], the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
Byrp!], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CLARK], the Senator from Mississippi 

Mr. EASTLAND], the Senator from Rhode 
Island |[Mr. Gerry], the Senator from 
Virginia (Mr. Gtass], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’DANIEL], the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. ScrucHam], the Senator 
from Utah (Mr. THomAs!] and the Sena- 
tors from Washington |Mr. MAGcNuson 
and Mr. WALLGREN], would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
KILcorE] is paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]. I am advised 
that if present and voting, the Senator 
from West Virginia would vote “nay, 
and the Senator from Louisiana would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripces], who is 
necessarily absent, has a general pair 
with the Senator from Utah I[Mr. 
Tuomas]. If present, the Senator from 
New Hampshire would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEn- 
NER] is necessarily absent. If present, 
he would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Iowa {Mr. WILson] 
is necessarily absent. If present, he 
would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Batt] is absent on official business of 
the Senate. 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Moore] and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Tosey] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Idaho [ Mr. THomas] 
is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 62, 
nays 10, as follows: 

YEAS—62 


” 





Austin Burton Clark, Mo 
Bailey Bushfield Connally 
Barkley Butler Cordorm 
Bilbo Capper Danaher 
Brewster Caraway Davis 
Brooks Chandler Downey 
Buck Chavez Ferguson 





George Maloney I 
Gillette M Thomas, Okla 
Green M cin I 1 
Gurney Mur k I 
Hatca N} ryd s 
Hawkes O'! y Var berg 
H C 1 Walsh 
Hi Ra ffe We 
Holman Reed Wheeler 
Luca R rcomb V rry 
McCarran R ls Vv € 
McCle n I tson Wile 
McFer!and Russell W s 
McK¢ I Smith 

NAYS—10 
Aiken La Follette Pepper 
Guffey Langer Shipstead 


Maybank 
Murra‘ 


NOT VOTING—24 





Andrews Gerry Scrugham 
Ball Glas Stewart 
Bankhead Jenner Th I 
Bridges Jo} Oo. Thomas, Utah 
Byrd K Tobe 

Clark, Idaho M Wa r 
Eastland Moor Wallgren 
Ellender O’Dariel Vilson 


So the nomination of Nelson A. Rocke- 
feller, of New York, to be Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, was confirmed. 

NOMINATION OF W. L. CLAYTON 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next nomination in th 
State Department. 


The ] 


he legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of W. L. Clayton, of Texas, to be 
Assistant Secretary of State. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am 
always loath to oppose the confirmation 
of any person nominated by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to assist him 
in any administrative capacity. I would 
do so reluctantly in any instance. That 
is particularly true in view of the inter- 
national] situation which pertains in the 
world today. 

However, Mr. President, in my opinion, 
the views of this gentleman who is nomi- 
nated for the important position of As- 
sistant Secretary of State in charge of 
foreign economic affairs are so danger- 
ous to the farmers of this country, and 
more particularly to the cotton farmers 
of this country, that I must express my 
unalterable opposition to his confirma- 
tion. 

This opposition is not in any wise pred- 
icated on any personal considerations. 
I do not know Mr. Clayton personally. 
I find no fault with him because of his 
success in accumulating a vast fortune. 
The story of his life is in the very finest 
tradition. From a Mississippi farm boy 
he has become the head of a great, 
world-wide business organization reach- 
ing into all parts of the world, and he 
has made a great success. 

I oppose Mr. Clayton’s nomination be- 
cause I believe his views on American 
agriculture, if they should finally be 
adopted as a policy of the United States, 
would be completely disastrous to the 
future of the cotton producers, if not to 
the producers of all other agricultural 
commodities in this country. Mr. Clay- 
ton is one of those who believe that any 
effort on the part of government to as- 
sist the farmers of this country consti- 
tutes interference by the Government 
with the free play of trade. I am not 
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willing to have one possessing tho 
views, with my vote and consent, preside 
t next international « yn con- 
ference, the iniernational wheat con- 
ference, and the international tobacco 
conference, and leave the farmers of thi 
Nation naked in dealing with competi- 
ction with cheap agricultural labor all 
over this world. 
Mr. P lent, if the nomination of one 
holding the view that industrial wages of 


; country should be forced to seck 


submitted to this Senate 


the Members representin Indust 


world 1 were 


ve. 


States would oppose the confirmation to 


the bitter end. We all knov t we Wil 
n policy which Lt ( 

t! i \ “ S ol th { We 
all k V in ¢ dea ¥ il tel 
nat al ¢ nomic ! irs, no A 
be approved which will put | ( 
industry of this country, « 

speak f ito compe on \ l ] 

nd capital at the far « of the 


The cotton farmers are already thi 


1 ‘ ; 
iowest 1¢ 


me group in t untry 
They have occupied this uns i- 
tion for yeal If this nom 

pre housands of them will be f a 
into ab poverty. 

I m bitterly opposed to anythin 
which would result in the farmers of this 
country alone, as a group, being sub 
mitted to competition of the cheap 
labor that.is known to exi: 1 any line 
of effort anywhere on this earth The 
competitive cotton producers in Mexico, 
Brazil, India, and elsewl » work for 
nearly nothing. Some of them get less 


than 15 cents a day 
Mr. Clayton stated his views forcefully 


number of occas 


ona ons. I ho n my 
hand a copy of the printed hearings con- 
ducted before the Committee on Agri- 
‘ulture and Forestry in 1936 when Mr 


Clayton appeared as a witness and testi- 
fied for several days. I shall not read at 
length from the hearings because it wil 
not be necessary to do so. Mr. Clayton 
stated his views in a very few words, an: 
I remind Senators who represent State 
engaged in agricultural pursuits inv 
ing the production of commodities oth 
than cotton that the views expre 
Mr. Clayton would apply equally to corn 
tobacco, dairy products, or any ¢ 
character of farm commodity. 

On page 39 of the hearings Mr. Clayton 


made the following statement: 

We will never have a healthy cotton n 
ket again until it is left to the law of sup} 
ind demand, and to the free and ops 

r of people of sellers and b L nd < 
sumers of cotton. 


On page 294 of the hearings Mr. Clay- 
ton spoke as follows: 

I hat et ed here unds O04 . > . 
that from the beginning of Government 
poundl of cotton, of Governme 
at pegging the price of cotton, I have per- 
siste y and consiste1 and erat 
opposed that program, right he begin- 
I ° . . I nm ré oT ' 

1 too many spe f I ar c 
t ly mag I be a 
c ib ) it hat ry r 
whole period I h e been < I a i 
Iam s opposed to it 
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I invite attention to the following 
brief statement on page 411 of the 
hearin: 

No one wants to trade in a commodity, 


the price of which is influenced by Govern- 


ment buying and selling, Government above- 


value nonrecourse “loans,” Government con- 
trol of production, and so forth. Every 
trader wants a free and open market, re- 
sponding to the law of supply and demand 
Sad experience has taught them that they 


cannot safely trade on guesses as to what the 


next Government move will be. 


Mr. President, experience might have 
taught the cotton traders that they could 
not profit so largely by any such great 
sums when the Government was under- 
taking to bring about an increase in the 
return to the toilers of the soil of this 
country. But the answer is not to leave 
the American farmer in competition with 
Slave labor all over the earth, in a so- 
called free and open market, for the 
benefit of the traders in cotton if this 
course is to bring poverty, impoverish- 
ment, and lower living standards to the 
25 percent of the people of the United 
States who live on the farms and depend 
upon their soil for their livelihood. The 
2,000.000 cotton farmers have had all too 
much of poverty and suffering. 

The hearing to which I have referred 
developed that during the 6 somewhat 
depressed years of 1930 to 1936, when 
the small cotton farmers, and other 
farmers of this Nation, were merely 
hanging on by their fingertips in order 
to live, Mr. Clayton’s firm made a clear 
profit of almost $14,000,000 after all de- 
ductions for expenses, including income 
taxes. That profit did not include any 
earnings derived from subsidiary or 
allied operations, such as warehouses, 
barge lines, insurance companies, and 
the like, nor did it include the earnings 
of the brokerage firm of Anderson, Clay- 
ton & Fleming. 

Mr. President, even though at times 
the efforts of the Government did not 
accomplish ail that we may have wished, 
even though at times the efforts to estab- 
lish loans to farmers were not always 
successful in bringing a fair return, 
and even though the efforts to help the 
farmer take his proper place in Ameri- 
can society did not accomplish all that 
we had wished, during those years to 
which I have referred the farmers would 
have been delighted to have shared in 
the prosperity of Mr, Clayton. I make 
that statement not to condemn Mr. 
Clayton, because he has been shown to 
be aman of great ability. But his ability 
to make such huge profits during a period 
of depression, and the views which he has 
so clearly expressed against the Ameri- 
can farmer as shown by a number of his 
public addresses, and page after page of 
the Senate hearings, are all too great to 
entitle him to be placed in this position 
of power and responsibility. 

What I have said applies eaually to all 
farmers in this country. The wheat 
farmer has to depend on the market 
price of his wheat for a livelihood. The 
tobacco farmers have a very vital stake 
in this matter. If Mr. Clayton were to 
impose his views upon the farmers of 
this country and see that they were put 
into competition with tobacco growers in 
countries where 15 to 20 cents a day is 











a considerable sum of money for wages, 
what would be the result on the pros- 
perity and happiness of families which 
depend on the production of tobacco for 
a livelihood? 

Mr. President, I know what it means 
to have the cotton farmer of this country 
produce without what Mr. Clayton calls 
Government interference. I have trav- 
eled around my State and have seen con- 
ditions of the cotton farmer in his home 
when he was attempting to grow cotton 
and sell it without what Mr. Clayton des- 
ignates as Government interference. I 
have seen his bare feet in the cold of 
winter, and I have seen the farmers’ 
children clothed in gunnysacks which 
had packaged the fertilizer that had been 
used on his land. Some Senators know 
what I mean when I say I have seen one 
child come around the front of a house 
with a shirt made of a sack bearing 
the figures 3-9-3 on his back followed 
by little 4-10-4. They had labored to 
produce the finest fiber used by man 
for clothing but world prices for the 
products of their toil were so low they 
were clothed in jute. 

Whatever blunders we have committed 
in this land in our attempts to deal with 
the farm problem, I am not willing to 
subject the farmers of my State or in 
any section of this country to the dan- 
gers of having one of these nominees 
with such views as those expressed by 
Mr. Clayton put into responsible posi- 
tions and having the American farmer 
put into competition with the farmers of 
every other land, so far as prices are 
concerned without any aid or assistance 
from his Government. 

Mr. President, I think what I have said 
embraces in a few words the basis of my 
opposition to Mr. Clayton. I would not 
oppose his appointment to any position 
in the Government requiring great ability 
which did not in a measure deal with the 
future of the farm producers of this 
Nation. But if his views are to prevail, 
we will have cotton in this country at 
9 or 10 cents a pound, or perhaps less. 
I point out that it has been agreed by 
all authorities on the subject for a num- 
ber of years that it takes 1 hour of labor 
to produce 1 pound of cotton, and how 
long can the cotton farmer stay in busi- 
ness, with the increasing wages, the 
rising costs, and the higher standard 
of living we have in this country today, 
if he undertakes to live with cotton at 
9 or 10 cents a pound? 

If Mr. Clayton were to be able, through 
the negotiation of international agree- 
ments, to commit this country to a pro- 
gram which would require us to leave 
the cotton farmers defenseless, on a 
world price basis, he would either dry 
up agriculture in America, or reduce the 
American farmer to the position of a 
peasant or peon. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I 
oppose Mr. Clayton’s confirmation, and 
I hope the Senate will reject the nomina- 
tion. 

Mr. O’-MAHONEY. Mtr. President, will 
the Senator from Georgia yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Before the Sena- 
tor takes his seat, I desire to call his at- 
tention to a statement which was read 
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by Mr. Clayton when he appeared b 
fore the Committee on Foreign Relation 
because it seems to me to have a y 
important bearing upon the type 
policy that is to be followed by this G 
ernment in preparing for the post-war 
world. 

I read from page 50 of the hearings | 
fore the Committee on Foreign Relati 
While Mr. Clayton was being examined 
by the senior Senator from Wiscon 
(Mr. La FOLLETTE], Mr. Clayton rx 
from a memorandum, introducing it with 
this statement: 

May I just read from the memorand: 
of what my duties will be? 

Senator La FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAYTON (reading): 

“The Assistant Secretary in charge of « 
nomic affairs would be responsible¢or the « 
velopment of foreign economic policy. Th 
policy has (a) important wartime aspect 
(b) long-range aspects.” 


Then the memorandum proceeded with 
some other matters, which are not par- 
ticularly important at this time. But 
before reading from this memorandum, 
with the source of which I am not famil- 
iar, in which it is stated that the duty of 
the Assistant Secretary is to develop a 
foreign economic policy, Mr. Clayton, 
in response to a question by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, made this statement: 

Obviously, Senator LA FoL_etTrtE, I will not 
make the foreign economic policy of the 
United States Government; that is going t 
be made by the President, the Secretary of 
State, and the Congress. 


| The memorandum from which I have 
| just made this quotation was doubtless 
a memorandum prepared in the Depart- 
ment of State, prepared in consonanc¢ 
with the practice which has been fol- 
lowed in the State Department for a 
long time, and in other agencies, of de- 
veloping policy. 

It occ irs to me that those of us who 
are concerned about the type of policy 
to be followed in world affairs, who are 
concerned, as the Senator from Georgia 
| is, and as many other Senators are, in 
| raising the standard of living of the 
farmers of this country, should not 
fail, when the new Congress assembles, 
to exercise to the full the responsibility 
which is ours in various committees clear- 
ly to define, so that there may be no 
mistake in the mind of anyone in the 
State Department, that our purpose is 
to make certain that in the post-war 
world the American farmer and the 
American producer shall not be made to 
suffer, and that it is not the function of 
anyone in the State Department ex- 
clusively to develop a foreign economic 
policy. 

When these nominations were before 
the Senate several weeks ago, I made the 
motion to return them to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, for the purpose 
of having a statement made to that com- 
mittee, by Mr. Clayton particularly, and 
by others, with respect to his views upon 
international cartels. I am happy to 
say, Mr. President, that the statement 
made by Mr. Clayton seems to cover that 
point adequately, because in his testl- 
mony he stated frankly that he was op- 
| posed to cartels. 
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I think we cannot place too much em- 
vasis upon the necessity, in the post- 
var world, of complete abandonment of 
ie principle of international cartels, 
hether they are to be conducted by pri- 
te groups or conducted by the Gov- 
rnment. Government cartels are even 
nore evil than private cartels. They 

‘th breathe the same spirit of monop- 

and they both réstrict the oppor- 
unity which has reduced the standard 

living of agriculturalists and other 
producers all over the United States. 

I undertook to interrupt the Senator 
from Georgia because I know that the 
Senator occupies a position of great im- 
yortance in the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry, and in the Committe 
n Appropriations. He understands the 
problems of agriculture, and I know that 

» and other Senators will undertake to 
xercise the responsibility of defining the 
ature and boundaries of our foreign eco- 
nomic policy. The abilities of Mr. Clay- 
ton can undoubtedly be used to bolster 
ip the policy which we in Congress shall 
ay down. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish 
that I could feel as optimistic about that 
1s the Senator from Wyoming. It has not 
been my opinion that Mr. Clayton has 
been associated with any cartels. There 
has been no necessity for Mr. Clayton to 
be connected with any cartel; he had a 
world-wide organization of hisown. An- 
derson, Clayton & Company did not have 
to deal with any association or with any 
corporation in any other part of the 
world, because they had their Own buying 
and selling agency, selling directly to the 
consumer in nearly all parts of the earth. 

Mr. Clayton, however, has certainly 
demonstrated his opinion of the policies 
which have been fixed by the Congress 
if the United States in the past. When 
we undertook to set up a farm program 
here Mr. Clayton disagreed with it. He 
disagreed with it so vigorously that with 
respect to cotton he took millions of dol- 
lars, which he had earned in dealing with 
the commodity which requires the most 
back-breaking labor to produce, among 
all agricultural commodities produced in 
this country, and he went to Brazil, and 
loaned huge sums, I understand, to cotton 
producers in Brazil with which to produce 
cotton. He also purchased and sent to 
Brazil veritable shiploads of gins and 
compresses and other machinery to facil- 
itate and improve the production in Bra- 
zil which is competitive with the produc- 
tion of cotton in the United States. 

Mr. Clayton had a perfect legal right 
to go into Brazil and encourage the pro- 
duction of cotton, but it certainly shows, 
to say the least, that he had absolutely 
no sympathy with the cotton farmers of 
the United States, whose product had 
been the sole commodity which had en- 
abled Mr. Clayton to accumulate this 
vast fortune, part of which was trans- 
lated to South America to encourage com- 
petition with cotton produced within the 
United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, a 
Senator, when asked to give his advice 
and consent to a nomination by the Pres- 
ident of the United States for member- 
ship in his official family, should not fail 
to give his advice and consent unless 
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there appears to him to be some very 
good reason for refusing to do so. 

I wish to associate myself with the 
views expressed by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Russe.tt] and say that, 
much as I regret it, I do not feel that 
I am able to conclude that personally 
I should give my own advice or consent 
to the nomination of Mr. Clayton for 
the position to which he has been nomi- 
nated. In saying that, I am not unmind- 
ful of the fact that Mr. Clayton is a 
brilliant man, a patriotic man, one of 
the outstanding businessmen of the 
world, and I should be glad to vote to 
confirm him to almost any position of 
trust in the Government of the United 
States. But I am asked to vote to ap- 
prove his appointment as the economic 
adviser to the State Department and to 
the President of the United States at 
this critical time. 

All of us know that causes of war are 
ofttimes economic. People do not have 
enough things and they look across the 
line and see their neighbor who has 
many things. People who have low 
standards of living, low wages, look 
across the line and see their neighbor 
who has a high standard of living and 
who receives high wages, and they fre- 
quently make unjust demands upon their 
neighbor for a part of the things he en- 
joys which they do not have, and then 
upon refusal by the neighbor to give them 
what they demand they first quarrel and 
then frequently they fight. Such condi- 
tions bring on wars. 

I now wish to refresh the recollection 
of the Senate, if I may, for a few min- 
utes by reading some of the testimony 
given by Mr. Clayton. Mr. Clayton was 
asked the question of his connection with 
Anderson, Clayton & Co. He said: 

The capital, surplus, and undivided profits 
of Anderson, Clayton & Co. is now a little 
over $50,000,000, of which members of my 
family and I own approximately 40 percent 


In answer to a question I asked Mr. 
Clayton, with the indulgence of the com- 
mittee, at the hearings, he responded: 

Senator CHANDLER. Is this the principal 
business that you and the other members of 
your family engage in and rely on, Mr. Clay- 
ton, for your income? 

Mr. CLayToN. It is the only business. 

Senator CHANDLER. It is the only business? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir 


I now read from Mr. Clayton’s own 
statement: 

Anderson, Clayton & Co. has offices 
throughout the Cotton Belt and cotton-con- 
suming centers of the United States, and 
maintains branch offices or agencies in the 
principal cotton-consuming countries of the 
world. s 

The company also operates, through sub- 
sidiaries, in the following foreign cotton- 
producing countries: Mexico, Peru, Argen- 
tina, Paraguay, Brazil, and Egypt. The pres- 
ent book value of the company’s fixed assets 
in these countries ts about $10,000,000. 

Anderson, Clayton & Co. has never owned 
any fixed assets or investments of any kind 
in Japan or Germany, although for many 
years prior to the war the company main- 
tained sales agencies in both countries. The 
company also for many years did a very large 
business with Russia; was one of the first 
American firms to establish business relations 
with the Soviet Government after the revolu- 
tion, long before recognition of that Govern- 
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ment by the United Stat Government. and 
one of the few firms in the world to extend 
them substantial credits in ~ 


So Mr. Clayton did not foll ie Gov- 
ernment of the United States, he led t! 
Government of the United States in 
recognition of the Soviet Governn 
And he said in answer to que 
the committee that his com 
loans to cotton farmers in South Ame) 
ica, that they furnished machinery, « 


ton gins, and other equipment, that they 
stimulated the production of cotton 
there, and, if I understood him correctly, 
his idea was that it was a good thing fo1 
America to have an increased produc- 
tion of cotton in other countries by the 
making of loans, which he had a perfect 
right to make, and which I have no ob 


jection to him making in the future as a 
business venture; but if he did that in 
respect to tobacco he would quickly 
break my section of the cou y. 

I do not know that he will do so, but 
if it is good for his business and if it is a 
good thing for the American people gen- 
erally to embark upon such a course of 
business, then he may advise the Presi- 
dent and the State Department may con- 
clude that that ought to be the attitude 
of the people of the United States with 
respect to commodities generally. 

I continue to read from Mr. Clayton's 
Statement: 

At the outbreak of the war between Ger- 
many, France, and England, about Septem- 
ber 3, 1939— 

And I submit to the Senate that they 
continued up until the outbreak of the 
war— 

Anderson, Clayton & Co. discontinued b 


ness with Germany and so instr ed a s 
foreign subsidiaries. 

The company and its subsidiaries made no 
sales to Japan for some time pr ) Pearl 


Harbor 


Mr. President, I had received certain 
information, and I undertook to get an- 
swers with respect to it, but 
was a little vague about th ion 
of the company during the last year o1 
so. When an individual has his entire 
fortune in such a business as Mr. Clay- 
ton has—I admit that he built it him- 


self, and he is entitled to the greatest 
credit for that—I wish I could assume 
that he would be entirely disinterested 
as the economic adviser to the President 


of the United States. He has in this 
business all the money he has earned in 
a lifetime by being a prudent, careful, 
good businessman, I say one of the best 
in the world, and he relies on his pres- 
ent business for the income for himself 
and his family for the future. If I could 
be certain that this man would be wholly 
disinterested in his approach to the eco- 
nomic problems which may very well in 
the future call for peace or war in an- 
other generation, I would be willing to 


} give him my approval and consent to his 


nomination. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
from Kentucky is not a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, but wa 

| extended the courtesy of asking questions 





1irman of the 


Kentucky 


CHANDLER 


CHANDLI E Re 
anyone made ¢ 
*. MacLeish, 


of Mis: souri. T 

I opin! 

Mr CHANDLER. That is my personal 
) Y 


of Missouri. 
nade the best wi 
y differ about 
ant to be put in the posi- 
tion of objec Clayton’s busi- 
y, his patriotis 
I do not do that at all; but 
e, simply my own ad- 
peak for any other Sen- 
‘> Ido not — for any combination 
asked to vote to put 
affairs of our 


asked to give 


in charge of th 
State Department this man who will give 


e economic 


economic 
And much as I jamal it, 





President, 


cH AMEE. ’ 
ask if the Senator 
ren a rs the answer made on page 38 
of the Recorp with reference to the very 
+r his business inter- 


mental attitude, when this language was 


apparently 
1ess interests abroad may influence my 
economic af- 
ates Government 

answer I know vy to make to 
interests would pre- 
rom taking an objective and pa- 


y, I would expect him to 
1y confirmation. 


t Is the Senator’s position 
NDLER. No, - the Senator 
from Delaware does not state my posi- 
tate my position. 
TUNNELL. Very well. 
the Senator’s position? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
be seated I will answer. 
to him to ask a question, and I will now 





Is not that 


Senator will 
T hans yielded 


: TU NNE! L. I do not know w mother 
Kentucky 
ciathen I should stand up or sit as. 
I decline to yield 
from Delaware. 


r, CHANDLER. 


but I have the floor, 
and I prefer to make my own explana- 
I do not wish to have the Senator 
I heard the statement 
and I read it and 
I do not believe that he 
; been wholly disinterested in the op- 


down or stand up; 





*, Clayton made, 
have reread it. 








erations of hiscompeny. Ithink his own 
testimony showed cle arly enough that he 
I nsulted on four or five occa- 


rod . 
iaG bi nh Cé 


ions. I have an idea that he was con- 
sulted on more occasions than he said. 
3ut that is neither here nor there. 


My Pres 


what Mr 


dent, it is not a question of 
. CHANDLER Said relating to his 
oreign interests, and whether those in- 
rests would affect his advice. The ques- 
ion is what I believe might happen if 
fr. Clayton got the job, that is, if I 
roted to put him in the job, and he got 
1e job. 

I do not blame him for making a self- 
serving declaration to the effect that his 


business interests would not influence 
him. That is what that statement is 
calculated to mean. He says, in effect, 
that “although this is the business of my 
f: mily and we own 40 percent of it, and 
rely upon it entirely for our income, it 


the business we have, I will not 
be influenced by that fact. If you be- 
lieve that that would influence me in my 
decisions, if I were in your place as a 
Senator and believed that, I would vote 
against the confirmation.’ 

The statement has been made that he 
would be wholly disinterested in the af- 
fairs of Anderson, Clayton & Co. Ido not 
believe he could possibly be. Although 
I would vote for him for any number of 
important positions, I feel that if I were 
to vote to place him in this position, and 
then he should advise the President to 
conduct the affairs of the State Depart- 
ment on economic matters as he has 
conducted the cotton business, and if he 
should advise the President to conduct 
economic affairs with respect to other 
commodities in that manner, I should 
feel responsible for helping to put him 
in that position, and in a measure I 
would be responsible for what might hap- 
pen to the economic policies of the people 
of the United States. That I am not 
willing to do. I have no quarrel with 
any Senator who wishes to do it. 

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I 
ask if the Senator intends to speak at 
some length? 

Mr. TUNNELL. No. Ishall speak for 
not to exceed 3 to 5 minutes, and possibly 
not that long. 

Mr. GEORG 
quiry bec 


being all 





Iam making the in- 
ause I am very anxious to vote 
on the nomination. 

Mr. TUNNELL. I shall be even briefer 
than I had intended to be, in considera- 
tion of the Senator's position. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that we 
must consider that Mr. Clayton is a man 
of ae igence or is not. I believe it is 
generally admitted that he is. After ve 
have ean that point we must con- 
sider that he is either a man of integrity 
or he is not. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CHANDLER] says that he does 
not believe what Mr. Clayton said. He 
does not believe that he has been wholly 
disinterested in or disconnected from 
the management of Anderson, Clayten & 
Co. He believes that Mr. Clayton has 
been connected with it to a greater extent 
than he has stated. 

I do not know of any reason for call- 
ing Mr. Clayton a liar. I do not know of 
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ding on my feet and answe! 
uggestion of the Senator from Ker 
I believe that his statement 
an uncalled for insult to a succes 
American businessman. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, | 
did not insinuate that Mr. Clayten y 
I did not call him a liar. I ¢ 
wish to have any other Senat 
undertake to tell the Senate what I 
The Senate knows what I said; and t! 
was not what I said. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President. 1 
shall not take up > the time of the Sen 
in discussing Mr. Clayton. Howey 
should like to cal printed in the RE 
orp at this point as part of my remark 
biographical sketch of Mr. Clayton. 

There being no objection, the | 
graphical sketch was ordered to 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
WILI 


I am stan 
the s 


snly 
ucky. 


not 


IAM LOCKHART CLAYTON 

Born on a cotton farm near Tupelo, M 
February 7, 1880; moved to Jackson, T 
at the age of 6; left school at 13 to work 
the office of the clerk and master of 
chancery court in Jackson, deputy clerk 
master at 15. Having learned shorthand 
night, he became a court reporter and 
connection therewith did general st 
graphic work. Went to St. Louis in A; 
1895 as secretary to one of his custonvrer 
Jerome Hill, of the Jerome Hill Cotton ¢ 
In April 1896, accompanied Mr. Hill to N 
York and became an employee of the Ame! 
can Cotton Co.; was successively secret 
the vice president and general manager, 1 
voice clerk, assistant treasurer, treasurer a! 
assistant general manager. Left New Yor! 


August 1, 1904, and joined his brother- 
law, Frank °E. Anderson, and his brot! 


M. D. Anderson, to form the firm of Ander- 
son, Clayton & Co. with offices at Oklahon 
City, Okla., later moved to Houston, Tcx. H 
brother, Benjamin Clayton, joined the firm 
the following year. He served as a memb«e 
of the War Industries Board during the last 
war. 

In August 1940 he resigned his position 
chairman of the board of Anderson, Clayto: 
& Co., to enter Government service, first with 
the Cocrdinator of Inter-American Affai: 
then as Deputy Federal Loan Administrator 
then as Assistant Secretary of Commerc 
charge of foreign activities of the Recon- 
struction Finance Corporation; as Chairma 
of the Board of the Rubber Development 
Corporation and the United States Commer- 
cial Co.; as President of the War Damag 
Corporation; and as Vice President and 
trustee of the Export-Import Eank; and 
1944, as Administrator of the Surplus Wa: 
Property Administration. In 1943 he Served 
as a mrember of the United States delegation 
to the Food and Agriculture Conference at 





Hot Springs. Married in 1902 to Susan 
Vaughan, of Clinton, Ky. They have fou! 
daughters, all of whom are married. 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
should also like to have printed in the 
Recorp at this point as a part of my re- 
marks excerpts from hearings contain- 
ing Mr. Clayton's testimony. 

There being no objection, the excerpts 
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
as follows: 

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM LOCKHART CLAYTON 

The CHatrmMaAN. We shall now hear the 
statement of Mr. William L. Clayton. 

Mr. Clayton, your name is William Lock- 
hart Clayton, and you come from Houston, 
Tex.? 

Mr. CLaYTON 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr 


That is right. 
Clayton, the President 


any reason for attacking his integrity. | has sent to the Senate your nomination ag 
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‘ ¢ 7 ' C ker e 
C I ( 

MM ( A Y I 

' hat 
I ( y. Se SHIPSTEAD 
TEA You will be economic 
r iw ¢ d, to e President of the 
[ ed States? 
Mr. Ciayton. I u rstand that I am to 
f n ecor nic affairs of 
é I f r 
HIPSTEAD. Well, what is your opin- 
wit re ( t migration to the West- 
é He phere after the war? 
ir. ¢ on. I have not studied that mat- 
S t d I would not want to 
ex} al nion on it at this time. 
f or SHIPSTEAD. If the present immigra- 
| f the United States were con- 
ued, there would be a million immigrants 
ming into the Western Hemisphere—Eu- 
eal nd A What effect would 
have uj future of business and 
rriculture in the United State: 

Mr. Crayton. Senator, I would not want 
to « hn opinion on that. It is a sub- 
i e not thought about at all. I 
would prefer to think about it and to look 

t t a little bit before expressing an 

n 
r Surpsteap. Would you be in favor 
of exporting capital to South America and 
perhaps to Latin America from the United 

Mr. CLAYTON. If you mean by capital what 
I ould call our producers’ goods—equip- 
me machinery, machine tools, technical 
knowledge, and so on—I am in favor of ex- 
por uch things to any part of the world 
that will purchase them. 

nator Surpsteap. That is not what I had 
in mind. I am_ talking about actual capi- 
t ins, and so forth—for agricultural ex- 
pans or industrial expansion. Do you 
think it would be a good thing for the 
United States? 

Mr. CLAYTON. For whatever purpose it may 
be used, Senator, as long as it is a proper 
ind lawful purpose, I would be in favor of 


exporting our capital 
roods, and so on 
other countries will. 
of goods of that kind. 
SHIPSTEAD 


equipment, producers’ 
we do not export it, 
We have no monopoly 


If 


Senator Do you think that our 
banking facilities here are sufficient 

» do that, or do you think that some public 
institution should be created for that pur- 


Mr. Cayton. Senator, that is another 
question—as to how the goods will be paid 
or I understood your question to be, 


“Would I favor exporting goods of that kind 
foreign countries?”, and I would. Now, 
is to how the goods are to be paid for, many 
countries will be able to pay for their pur- 
other countries will not. I do favor 
granting of credits by the Export-Import 
Bank, for example, for the exportation of 


LO 
( 


chase 


the 


ds 
Senator SHIPSTEAD. Oh, yes; but for invest- 
ment and increased production in South 
American countries, 

Mr. CLAYTON. I favor some such instru- 
mentality as the International Bank for Re- 
construction and Development agreed upon 
the Bretton Woods confer nce. I have 
studied the complete memorandum on 
the subject, so I am not prepared to say that 
I favor it exactly as proposed, but I favor 
the idea 

Senator SHIPpsTeAp. What I have in mind 
is that the cost of production in Latin-Amer- 
ica is very much lower than it is in the United 
Stat What I should like to have you tell 
us is, Are you in favor of or would you favor 
the investment or exportation to South 
America of United States capital to increase 
production in competition with production 
> United States? 


at 


not 


es. 
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Mr. Crayton. I would favor, r, the 
exportation of capital gocds to any part of 
the world that wishes to buy them. AsI said 
an ent ago, we have no monopoly of the 
production and distribution of such goods 
If we I e a market for capital goods in any 
part of the world, it will serve to increase 
en nt in the United States to produce 
those ) and export them. 

Senator SHIpsTeaD. I understand that. I 
am not talking about capital goods; I am 
talking about capital—loans and _ invest- 
ments, and exportation of Capital for invest- 
me! to inerease the production of goods 
wl we ourselves produce. I have no ob- 
je n to the exportation of goods—finished 
product The question in my mind, which 
I am trying to have you answer, is, Do you 
f the exportation of capital to foreign 
countries to be invested there in competition 


with preduction here? 
(LAYTON. The only way in which I 
w to export capital is to export goods 
hat the capital would purchase. That is 
what would happen if we made loans to for- 
eign countries for the purchase of indus- 
trial equipment—machinery, machine 
and equipment of different kinds. I do fa- 
vor that in principle. I do not mean to say 
that I would favor every loan that was pro- 
posed, obviously; but I favor it in principle. 
Senator SHIPSTEAD. Are you in favor of ex- 
port subsidies? 


tools, 


Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir 

Senator SHIPSTEAD. You are not in favor 
of them? 

Mr. CLayTon. No, sir 

g SHIPSTEAD. That is all. 


Senator 
he CHAIRMAN. Senator PEPPER? 

enator PEepper. I have no questions. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. Senator AUSTIN? 

yx AUSTIN. I have none. 

“he CHAIRMAN. Senator GuFFEY? 

enator GuFFEy. No, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator GILLETTE? 

Senator GILLETTE. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Clayton, amplifying just a bit the dis- 
cussion you have just had with Senator Suip- 
STEAD, does subsection 4 of the statement 
made by Secretary Stettinius, as embodying 
our foreign policy, in which section he deals 
with the economic situation, present your 
philosophy and viewpoint? 

Mr. CLAyTon. Senator GILLETTE, I do not 
recall exactly what subsection 4 is, although 


’ + 
nace 


DAWN NH 


I went over the statement very carefully and 
concur in it. 


Senator GILLETTE. Would you care to have 
me read it? 

Mr. CLayTon. I would appreciate it if you 
would, 

Senator GILLeTTe. I read: 

“Agreement on measure to promote a great 
expansion of our foreign trade and of pro- 
ductiveness and trade throughout the world, 
so that we can maintain full employment in 
our own country and—together with the oth- 
er United Nations—enter an era of constant- 
ly expanding production and consumption 
and of rising standards of living.” 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. I approve of that 
100 percent. 

Senator GILLETTE. Even though it involves 
the expansion of production abroad that 
might be competitive with American inter- 
ests? 

Mr. CLayTON. Yes, sir; I would approve 
of it even in that case. There might be 
exceptions, Senator GILLETTE, but what I 
am trying to say is that I would not disap- 
prove of the principle named there just be- 
cause in some cases the exportation of equip- 
ment, producers’ goods, and so on would make 
competition with industry in the United 
States. Obviously, as I have said before— 
and I think I want to repeat it—we are not 
the only producers of capital equipment and 
producers’ goods, and if we do not supply 
the market for it, other countries will do so. 
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In supplying the market for it, we ag 
employment in our country. 

Senator GILLETTE. Then, your first c 
eration would be the employment inc 
to the production of these capitat g 
gardless of e impact on the develo; 
of the industry and the future of ¢ 
American industries? 

Mr. CLAYTON. One 
with me in fav 


he great as 


1¢ 
th 
t 


of the prime m 
ring a policy of that 

t that it will be 
post-war period, particularly in the first 3 
cr 5 critical years after the war, 
employment. 

Senator GILLETTE. That, of course, answ 
my question: That that considcration th 
factor, you would consider paramount to t 
resultant effect or impact on American indu 
try? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir; because the re 
ant effect or impact on American 
will come in any case. If we do not sup 
the gocds, somebody else will, I assure y 
The resultant impact will come regardless 
any action we may take, if the situation jus- 
tifies the industry. 

Senator GILLETTE. That is all, Mr. Chair- 
man. 


istance 


“Nn provid 


Ul 


industry 


Mr. CLAYTON. May I add just this one 
thing: That I would not favor providir 
capital for the development of industri 
abroad which would not be able to exi 


without substantial tariff protection or sub- 
sidies on the part of the government of the 
country in which they would be located; I 
would favor capital investment only in those 
cases where the proposed industries were 
naturally located and would be able with 
good management to make their own way 

Senator SHIPSTEAD. Would you, Mr. Clay- 
ton, be in favor of exporting capital to a 
country to increase production of certain 
products for which they would pay an export 
subsidy? 

Mr. CLayTon. No, sir; I would not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Senator La FOLLETTE? 

Senator La FOLLETTE. Mr. Clayton, I should 
like to ask you, to start with, a few questions 
which I have been requested to ask by Sen- 
ators who are not members of the committee. 
As a basis, I would like to ask whether or 
not you are familiar with the statement of 
Mr. Lamar Fleming, Jr., submitted to the 
Subcommittee on Post-war Planning for Ag- 
riculture, of the Committee on Agriculture, 
of the United States House of Representa- 
tives, in December of this year. 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; I am not familiar 
with it. 

Senator La FOLLETTE. May I read certain ex- 
cerpts which the Senator has marked and 
then ask you whether or not you subscribe 
to those statements? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Senator La Fo.t.eTTe. That might save time, 
I think. I am sorry I do not have another 
copy of this to give to you. [Reeding:] 

“5. That, under a high-tariff regime, United 
States production of cotton on a scale re- 
quiring substantial exports is grievously han- 
dicapped; because (a) high tariffs make the 
grower's cost of living, implements, and ma- 
terials higher than those of cotton growers 
abroad, (b) high tariffs reduce the quantity 
of dollar exchange available to the foreign 
customer, and hence the quantity of Amer- 
ican cotton he can buy and the price he can 
pay for it, and (c) therefore high tariffs 
reduce the price of the export crop, since the 
surplus depends on export, by reducing the 
price of the export portion. Moreover, that 
this difficulty for consuming countries to 
secure dollars with which to pay for Ameri- 
can cotton stimulates cotton production in 
other countries whose exchange is more 
easily obtainable.” 

Mr. CLayTon. I think that statement is 
true. 





American cotton would be tl 
its would be n 
ese income payments uld not be 
petual; they would extend only over a 
tated period, and one of the 
uld be to give direct aid to cotton 


to ch 





to tarn 





ir main purposes 


> 
uy 


ho needed 





is a goOd deal more of it, but in a 





few words that states my position on the 
cc n problem. 
Senator LA FoLLeTTE. That is more or less 
conformity, I take it, with this additional 
itement of Mr. Fleming | Reading: | 
I think it is plain that the disease which 
undermined cotton growing and other United 
States egriculture is the hi tariff and that 
the fundamental cure is to eradicate high 


riff, meanwhile encouraging the patient to 
do his best to build up health by his own 











efforts; that is, by economical and efficient 
ing and sustaining him through his con- 
vales ce with such temporary ass ance as 
may be warranted and practicable.” 
Mr. CLaAyYTon. That is very much the 
as Secretary Wickard’s statement 





Senator La FoLLEeTTE. Mr. Fleming made a 
statement under the head of “The required 
But perhaps I had be 





le a I d 
first his statement under the he - 








being in the interest < \ 
are mcst of the American 


consumers, who are all of the American 














“I believe the policy here suggested will 
cost t t uyers Iess at the start than any 






alter ve us far proposed; and the co 
of it will scale down to nothing as the ad- 
justment payments are scaled down. Return 
to world pric in the domestic cotton mark 


and facilitation of lower production costs will 





educe the Ameri 





I American consumer's cost of cot- 
ton clothes, household coiton ods, oil 
shortening, soaps, and other byprodu 
vailebi of cotton at world pric ll as- 
sure American ¢ on milis of equality in 
raw-material costs, plus some freight advan- 
t s, when competing at home and abroad 
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( O bales; h if le growers it 
( ased their produ n, the payme pe 
pound would be cor lingly decreas« 
and the aggregate cost to the Treasury wou 
not increase.” 

Do you find y elf in su ntial a 
n t with thats ement? 

Mr. CLAYTON. That covers too much te 
ritory, Senat La F LETTE, for me to answ 
Yes or No. There are several things in t 
that I have 1 t about a l, wi 
reference to cil-bearing be i things 
that kind 

Senator La FoLirette. Well, con ng it 
cotton, do u feel t the esent s u 

2-y r pe 

; shou 

. th ear 

k Secret 

n , 
vi nd < ng 1 ing e, wou'd 1 
cover the situation 

Senator La Foiietre. I do not underst 
that Mr. Fleming advocated that I unc 
stand that he also stated some program 
adjustment But do you agree with t 
ultimat ve? 

Mr Ido. I think, just as Sec 
ta ays hat v e 
I rere we | : e pl 
for cotton—one pri in the United Sta 

d o1 price til hout I v i 
h hold ourselves in the United State 
ap e very much higher t the rest of 

subsidie 

5 of < 1 

ad t 

pay I 

+ th r ¢ 
in I th 
her « 

. 4 
tries atly cbje o our dun thing 
their country nd so on But tl 
Cc ns tion has to be de v 1 as 
wi problem an just yasal 
I lem or a pure 2 problem or b 
I m or an adjustment payme1 or a 
thing of that kind 
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Mr. Cra‘ I am not aware tl} there 
i moral em Dargo applying t« Ameri- 
n exports to Japan If there was, I just 
( not remember it But even if there was, 
1 even if the sale took place subsequent 
to that time, it is something that I do not 
t k I am responsible for because, as I 
I was here; I had completely severed 
! connection with the management of the 


devoting myself exclusively 


1 complete to Government service and 
aware only in a general way of what was 

t Z Ol 
Senator La Fo.ueTre. Nevertheless, as I 
understand it, you are the principal stock- 


€ f the company, are you not? 
Mr. CLayTon. That is correct. 

Senator La Fo.LuettTe. Did you not feel any 
responsibility for the policy of the com- 
peny, in view of the fact that you were the 
principal stockho!der? 

Mr. Cuiayton. Yes, I did, and I still do; 
and I would have believed. and I still believe, 
that the men who were running the company 
then, and are running it now, who had the 
responsibility of the management of the com- 
pany, would have responded in the right way 
to any—what you call—moral embargo that 
might have been put on the exports to 
Japan 

Senator La FoLiette. Mr, Clayton, would 
you explain to the committee, if you Know, 
how the transactions of the South American 
subsidiaries with their Italian Customers or 
agents were carried on after the war broke 
out in Europe? 

Mr. CLaAyTon. Well, I presume they con- 
tinued to cable direct to Milan, which was the 
general sales agency for Anderson, Clayton & 


Co. in Italy, 
Senator La FOuLLeTTe, Yes; but I mean so 
far as any sales of cotton or transactions that 


occurred were concerned, how were they su- 
pervised, if at all, by the Allies? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh; the British had a navi- 
cert system, such they had in the First 
World W In order for a shipment of goods 
to Europe to pass British inspection, we had 





as 


ar 


to get a navicert. I know that up to the time 
that I left Houston, Anderson, Clayton & Co. 
worked very closely with the British to make 
sure that any sales they were making to 


neighboring ccuntries to Germany were being 
to people that we believed and the 
Eritish believed were buying the cotton for 
their own use and not for reexportation to 
Germany. But I would just call your atten- 
and the attention of the committee, 
Senator La FouLerte, to the fact that this was 
long before the United States was engaged 
in war with Germany. 
La Fouvette. I understand that; 
’ statement yesterday was that the 
company Stopped its trade with Germany 
after the War broke out, and you did not 
any mention of trade with Italy. I 
wondered if that was a conscious omission or 
if it was ladvertence. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Italy was not at war 
continued to sell cotton to Italy. 

Senator La FOLLeTTe. Until Italy 
the war? 

Mr. CLayton. I do not know at just what 
time the S were discontinued, but I know 
that we continued to sell cotton to Italy 
after the wer broke cut in Eurcpe on Sep- 


made 


tion 


Senator 


but your 


make 


ayn ir 
an i! 


, and we 


entered 


ale 


tember 3, 1959; but we did it, as I have 

id, only to mills that we had known for 
“5 or 30 years and had done business with 
for that length of time, mills that we be- 


lieved were buying cotton for their own con- 
sumption, and mills that the British believed 
were buying cotton for their own consump- 
tion, and not for reexportation. 

Senator La Fo.ierre. As I understand your 
statement, all those transactions took place 
inder the blockade, and navicerts were nec- 
essary from the Allied authorities for ship- 


ment of that cotton? 
Mr. CLAYTON. That is true; as soon as the 
British got their system set up. For a 











while—I do not know how long: a fcw 


weer maybe a few months—they did not 
have the system set up, and therefore we 
did not have to get navicerts. But we exer- 
cised a very careful control over it curselves, 


and the British did also, although not by the 
navicert system. The steamers were stopped 
in me cases in the Mediterranean and 
cotton was taken off. Some was put on the 
island Malta, some at Oran, and some at 
Marse Later, I think, every bale of it 
was turned back to us, in the case of Ander- 
son, Clayton & Co.; Ido not know about other 
firms. But tn some cases the cotton was 
stopped until the British could make a com- 
plete investigation. They had obviously ab- 
solute control of it as it passed Gibraltar. 

Senator La FOLuettTe. Did you ever have 
called to your attention a proposed arrange- 
ment for the exchange of 7,000 bales of cot- 
ton delivered to Barcelona, which was later 
turned into yarn and got into occupied 
France? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; I never heard of that. 

Senator La Fo.u.tetrte. Did you know about 
any arrangement, or suggested arrangement, 
whereby Brazilian bonds held in occupied 
France were to be utilized in the payment of 
cotton shipped from one of the Anderson, 
Clayton subsidiaries in South America? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; I do not think I ever 
heard of that. 

The CHarrm‘Nn. At what time was that? 

Senator La FoLLertTe. This was in July 1942. 

Mr. CLayton. I am sure I can say categori- 
cally that Anderson Clayton & Co. never took 
any Brazilian bonds in payment for cotton. 

Senator La FoLLeTtTe. No. It would appear 
that this transaction was not permitted to 
take place, but it was proposed. It was never 
brought to your attention? 

Mr. Crayton. No, sir. Do I understand 
you, Senator La FOLLETTE, to say that the 
proposal was that this cotton was to be 
shipped into occupied France? 

Senator La FOLLETTE. Yes. 

Mr. CLAyton. You do not mean to say that 
Anderson, Clayton & Co. proposed any such 
thing? 

Senator La FoLueTrEe. Will you just read 
that over and see [handing a paper to Mr. 
Cleyton]? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am sure Anderson, Clayton 
& Co. never imported any cotton yarn into 
France. 

Senator La FoLLETTE. You are positive of 
that of your own knowledge? 

Mr. CLayTon. I could not say of my own 
knowledge; I say it only because I am just 
sure that if they had done any such thing, I 
would have been told about it. 

Senator La FOLLETTE. But this matter was 
never brought to your attention prior to 
this time? 

Mr. Ciayton. I do not recall that I ever 
heard of that before. Mention is made in 
that memorandum that Anderson, Clayton 
& Co. must have been involved, because the 
G.I. R. C., which are the initials of a group- 
ment in France which imported for the 
Government, owed Anderson, Clayton & Co.a 
substantial amount of money. That is men- 
tioned in that memorandum. They did owe 
Anderson, Clayton & Co. a good deal of 
money at the time France fell in the sum- 
mer of 1940, but it was eventually all paid. 
It was for cotton that wes sold to France 
when France was an ally of Great Eritain. 

Senator La Fo..etre. So these amcunts 
were prior to the fall of France and were 
simply amounts owing to Anderson, Clayton 
& Co. as a result of transactions which had 
taken place prior to the fall of France? 

Mr. CLayTon. I am sure that is true. I 
am just saying from my own knowledge that 
I know they did owe a good deal of money 
to the company for sales made prior to the 
fall of France. 

Senator La FoLLeTTE. Were there ever called 
to your attention, Mr. Clayton, any dis- 


the 


of 


+ 
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patches received by the State Departmen: 
concerning information that shipments f 
Anderson, Clayton & Co.’s subsidiaries ¢ 
to consignees in Shanghai were ultim 
finding their way into Japanese hands? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; I do not recall any s1 
information being given me. Of course 
such shipments would have had to be p: 
to Pearl Harbor. 

Senator La Fo..ietTe. That is clear acc 
ing to your previous testimony; 
were no shipments prior to that time 

Mr. CLAYTON. Subsequent, you mean 

Senator La FOLLETTE. I mean subsequent 
to Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. CLayTon. There could not have bee 
obviously. I mean if we tried, there « 
not have been. 

Senator La FoLieTTe. But this matter w 
never brought to your attention, and y 
have no personal knowledge of it? , 

Mr. CLayTon. I do not recall it; no, sir 

Senator La FOLLETTE. Was the question of 
employees of subsidiaries in South America 
who were alleged to be of Axis origin or sym- 
pathies ever brought to your attention? 

Mr. CLayTon. I heard something ab6ut it 
I just do not recall exactly what it was 
Senator La FoLiLetTe. We have had that 
question come up, and had it come up in 
the other war. We have had it come up 
in this war. We did have some foreigners i: 
our employ because we were doing an inter- 
national business. 

I remember in the other World War we 
had two German boys in our office in Hous- 
ton. I personally took the matter up with 
Attorney General Gregory here in Washing- 
ton. I asked him what we should do about 
them, and he told me, “Just leave them 
right where they are. They are better off 
there than if you put them on the street 
And they went through the entire war in 
our employ. They had both taken out 
citizenship papers—their first papers—before 
the war started but were not able to complete 
them. 

There have been two or three questions 
brought up during this war of somewhat the 
same nature. It is a difficult question, one 
on which I do not think you can lay down 
an absolute rule to be followed in every case 
Each case has to be looked at, I think, on 
its own merits. 

Senator La FOLLETTE. Well, you say these 
matters were brought to your attention or 
that you knew something about the situation 
with regard to certain employees of the sub- 
sidiaries in some of the Scuth American 
countries? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have just a faint recollec- 
tion of having heard that same question arise 
regarding one employee of Anderson, Clay- 
ton & Co.,in Argentina. Who told me about 
it or where I heard it, I just cannot remem- 
ber, I just remember that such a question 
did arise. What was finally done with the 
man, I do not know. 

Senator LAFOLLETTE. Were you ever in- 
formed of a communication to the State De- 
partment in a commercial report stating that 
the employment of persons of Axis sympathies 
by the subsidiaries in South America of An- 
derson, Clayton & Co. was embarrassing to 
the program of the Government and its pol- 
icies? 

Mr. CLayTon I feel pretty sure that that 
was not brought to my attention, Senator 
La Follette. 

Senator La FottrtTe. So you had no per- 
sonal knowledge of that? 

Mr. Ciayton. No, I do not think so. I do 
not recall. I think if it had been brought to 
my attention by any Government official, I 
would have taken prompt action in the mat- 
ter. I just do not remember that it was. 

Senator La FoLlette. Did you discuss the 
question of these employees whom we havo 
been discussing with Mr. Root when he wes 
here? 

The CHAIRMAN, 


that the 


uid 
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M CLAYTON. M R ‘ Mr. Jesse Root 
on & Co.'s 
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this matter was brought t 
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the per $ responsible f 
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Mr. CLayton. I do not 
Follette, that the matter wa 
ttention 1 any such way tl 


d me to feel that I 









just do not remember how it 
I n. As I told you a moment ag I 
} just a faint recollection of some ques- 


kind having been 
} circumstances, by whom, 
time, I just do not remember 
LA FOLLETTE. As I understand it 
u are to be in charge of the econon 
tion of the State Department? 

Mr. CLayton. Obviously, § La Fot- 
LETTE, I will not make the foreign economic 
policy of the United States Government; 
t! going to be made by the President, 
the Secretary of State, and the Congress 
But I have been nominated to be Assistant 
Secretary of State for foreign economic affairs 

Senator LA FOLLETTE. I understand that; 
kut you are going to be in charge or have 
direct administratien of policy is 
effectuated? 

Mr. CLAYTON. May I just read from 
memorandum of what my duties will be 

Senator La FOLLeTTe. Certainly, 

Mr. CLAYTON (reading): 

“The Assistant Secretary 
nomic affairs would be 
development of fi economic 
s policy has (a) important 
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pects; (bd) long-range a pects 
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Our wartime 

concerned with our 
of obtaining necessary sup- 
itegic materials from other 
c preventing enemy countries 
from obtaining such materials, of providing 
liberated areas, of financing 
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mination of financial a -ments in newly 
occupied countries, determining foreign-pol- 
i ispects of lend-lease matters, and negoti- 


ise agreement 
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developing 
1-policy 
of surplus property, and 
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is memorandum id tell 
substantially so, st 
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in accurate, or 


Anderson, Clayt 





1942. I just 
be able to say whether or not it i 

Senator La FoLLeTTe. Could you tell 
the statement with regard tot 


as it appears there is correct? 


Mr. CLAYTON. I could not say, Senator LA 
. This statement iys “holdin ; 
l ol course, 1! 
tments—fixed ; 





whether or not this figur 
cl WwW. 
LA FOLLETTE. Could you furnish 
the committee a memorandum showing An- 


derson, Clayton & Co’s hole 





arrangement with its subsidiaries, and a 
structural picture of the operation in its 


ety? 


ent y 


Mr. CLayTon. I will be ¢ 
to make sure I understand what it is you 
want. Do you want not only 

sets but the current assets as well—cotton, 
and whatever it ma 
1ator La Four Ye 


have that. 
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y 1 i e hands me } e 
tot t c 4 aG f 
July i includ e, Fri f 
$66 04 I do not know wh that 
unless it is the depreciated value of a all 
Office building that lerson, Clayton & ¢€ 
had in Havre. Butt next figure is Japan, 
$37,000. Thi iys the total holdings of t 
compa abroad as of July 1942 That is ob- 
viou a balance due to the company on 
hipments of cotton that had not been paid 
for. 

Senator La Fo..erte. That is the way I 
understood it. 
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Senator La Fotiette. I assumed that that 
; what this re 

CLAYTON 
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n a statement, I v¥ 
have it. 


Mr. CLayTon. I a 


ferred to. 
That may be. 
But if you will fur- 


uld much preier to 








ure they are not car- 





ried any longer be¢ -ourse, in those 
countries they W msidered abso- 
lutely of no value. dtof h 
that to you 

Senator La Foitetre. Now, Mr. Clayton, you 
stated yesterday that you own 40 percent ol 


the stock of Anderson, Claytor 
the Delaware corporation? 

M 
co; 


r 
I myself d own any s& 


ho 
La FOULLETTE 





holdings of you and the intimate or lh - 
diate memb f ur fami 

Mr. CLAYTO ii yrrect 

Senator ITE. So you a! ir fam- 
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ER. Your theory w ic- 





yuld pr 
called the family 








un 1 cotton production as cotton is pro- 
( t tne resent time? 
Mr. CLaYTON. I do not think so, sir; I think 
fam unit would cor ue to pro- 
duc ( 1a a « ¢ ) and | duce for 
and feed 1 othe rs tl é C y 
f z. But i ou produce a ¢ ain 
c i cash cr The { ~ 
( yn of « i al e scale C - 
I cial 1 ! } ld p a | 
l er un ! pre t 
r Pepper. Your the ya ut Tre - 
I V € I unae ti {1 } Was only 
) day id until th r ed in the 
au l ( na 1 unab to survive 
in the cotton-competitive system would 
have an opportunity to get out of that busi- 
ne and into some other? 

Mr. Craytoir. To enable them to have a 
period to shift from inefficient to efficient 
production from the lands which should be 
used for other purposes; what we call mar- 
ginal lands, which should not grow cotton. 
They would grow other things—peanuts, per- 
hay or the land would be put in pasture; 

» that the efficient lands would be used 


for producing this crop to meet world com- 
petition. 

It is all a question, Senator Prpprr, of 
whether or not we want to stay in the busi- 
ness of selling cotton to the of the 
world. If we want to reduce the size of our 
cotton crop to purely the needs of domestic 
consumption, we can follow another policy. 
But even in that, we have to reckon upon 
the competition of synthetie fibers. Cotton 
is today fichting a battle on two fronts—the 
front and the domestic front. 

Senator Perper. Would you carry that same 
theory further; namely, that no American 
enterprise which depends upon the world 
market should be continued unless it can 
economically survive in the world competi- 
tion for that market? Is that a factor that 
enters into that theory? 

Mr. CLayTon. I think this, Senator PEPPER: 
That any crop cr any commodity that de- 
pends upon an export market for absorp- 
tion of the surplus must be produced on 
an efficient basis if we are to compete with 
world production. 

Senator Pepper. It is obvious, of course, 
that if you are not able to meet world com- 
petition, you will have to have aid in the 
form of a subsidy or some other of 
governmental assistance. Would you carry 
that same theory into all other American 
export business? 

Mr. CLAYTON 


rest 


export 


sort 


Senator Pepper, for the mo- 
ment I would just prefer to confine the dis- 
cussion to cotton. That is the only thing 
I have specialized in, the thing I think I 
can speak with some authority about. The 
other things I would like to think abovt 
and study before expressing categorical opin- 
ions. I said a moment ago that I did not 
favor subsidies. If that is what the impli- 
cation of your question is, I repeat that I 

not favor subsidized exports. 
Senator Peprer. Would you favor Govern- 
ment aid to those people who might not be 
able to survive in the cotton-producing busi- 
ness, either in the form of teaching them 
another trade, if necessary by governmental 
loans or at Government schools, or, if neces- 
sary, to set them up in some other business 
by making loans available to them to get 
into a certain business? In other words, if 
the policy which you advocate would have 
the effect of driving people off the land, would 
you guide them into some other vocation 
where they would have a chance to survive? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I certainly would. May I 
say that I do not like the expression that 
the policy I favor wou!d drive people off the 
land. I am just presenting two alternatives. 
One is that you can either cut your produc- 
tion down to the domestic market, and even 


do 
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in that case have to fight a battle with rayon 
and other synthetic fibers and find cotton 
gradually k out on that front, and ir 
the end find that you have got to take some 
heroic measures in order to adjust the situa- 
tion; or you can long-range view of 














t} 10 years—and recog- 
nize t 4 f the South—the 
sou ulation itl economy— 
is d ipon th f crop and that 
it is t terest of the South ard in the 
! f t United States to try to pre- 
serve tl C > and to retain the export 
m 1 rave, as Secretary Wickard says, 
a k 1 r version program for cotton; 
to gc re 1 by soil-conservation pay- 
ments i by come paymen as Secre- 
tary Wickard says, to the inefficfent assist 
them to get into some other crop or some 
other activity where they can make a more 
decent living than they can with something 


that is no longer efficient. 

There has been a great change in the cot- 
ton situation in the last 20 or 25 years. There 
are too many foreign countries that have 
gone into the production of cotton on a con- 
siderable scale, and we just have to face 
facts as they are. 

Senator Pepper. I am not quarreling with 
the theory of reconversion with respect to our 
cotton crop, but I am interested to know 
whether you have devoted some concern to 
the reconversion of the people who would be 
affected by that policy, the policy itself going 
to your point of view as to whether you think 
in terms of the logic of international trade 
and the inevitable consequences of a policy 
with respect to the commodity; whether your 
background and your point of view cause 
you unwittingly to place undue emphasis 
upon what might be called the logical situa- 
tion rather than following through to the in- 
evitable consequence of that policy upon 
human beings, and whether you have given 
the same thought to guiding human beings 
back as you have to a policy with respect toa 
commodity. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I assure you I have. I have 
given a great deal of thought to that subject. 
I have said from the beginning, going away 
back to 1933, that, in my opinion, the Gov- 
ernment owes the cotton farmer something 
for the fact that he has to buy in a closed 
market and sell in a free market. 1 believed 
that some adjustment payment or income 
payment to the cotton producer by the 
United* States Government was in order. 
What I have cautioned against and warned 
against repeatedly is that the program should 
not be such as to try to make the market 
make that payment to him, because in at- 
tempting to make the market pay it to him, 
you throw the market cut of line with the 
world market and destroy your export trade 
in cotton. 








Now, aS I said a momrent ago, we are faced 
with the problem that we may be destroying 
to a certain extent our domestic trade in cot- 
ton, due to the competition of these syn- 
thetic fibers. I think it would be socially and 

ymically very, very wrong today to take 
the cotton problem and just say, “We are go- 
ing right back to the Old system of laissez- 
faire in cotton; we are going to cancel all the 
loans. We are going to cancel all the income 
payments and all the soil-conservation pay- 
ments. We are going to cut out everything 
and let the cotton farmer shift for himself.” 

I would vote always against any such 
program as that. We have gone too far on 
the road that we are on now to turn the 
cotton farmer loose and just leave him to 
shift for himself. We must adcpt some con- 
structive program with a humanitarian, 





broad, social background which will assist 
in the reconversion of this great industry 


with the view eventually of getting it where 
it can take care of itself. 

Senator Peprer. Mr. Clayton, as assistant 
to R. F. C. Administrator Jesse Jones, did 
you oppose writing into the contracts for 
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Bolivian tin the proviso that the employs 
from whom the tin was bought had to ; 
certain minimum wages to the employe 
producing the tin that we bought? 

Mr. CrartTon. I felt, Senator PEpprer, th 
it was a mistake to use our eccnomic pow 
to endeavor to direct the internal affairs of 
foreign countries with whom we were 
I felt that it would produce 
ns and cause difficulties and troubles wi 
those people that we would always reg 





ing. 


+i 
tl 


I had several discussions with Mr. Mil 
Perkins on the subject, and when he ass 


me that the only intention was in the u 
of that clause to protect the United S 
against situations which might 
would cause a falling off in production 
things which we needed, we accepted 
clause, and it was inserted in the contracts 
Senator Pepper. Mr. Clayton, I recen 
had the opp>rtunity to discuss with repr 
sentatives of the Colombian Government t 
question of raising the price of coffee; tl 
price that we in the United States u 
pay the Colombian people who export coff 
to us. Let us suppose that that would 
come within your jurisdiction. Suppose tl 
United States agreed that for certain reas- 
ons we should pay more to the Colomb‘an 
exporter for coffee that we buy from him 
Would you think it improper to ins'st upon 


arise whi 


so 


any assurance that the increase in price 
that we pay for the coffee should actuall 


go back down to the workers on the coff 
farms or plantations, or whatever they call 
them? 

Mr. Crayton. Senator PEpPrer, my philos- 
orphy is that any attempt by our Govern- 
ment to direct or influence the internal 
affairs of foreign countries should be at a 
very minimum. I think that we should let 
them run their own affairs and keep out of 
any definite, specific controls that we would 
try to exercise over their affairs 

Senator Peprer. Now, one other question 
Did you in any way, directly or indirect]; 
oppose the adoption of the National Labor 
Relations Act? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir. 
no, sir. 

Senator Preprer. Did you contribute any 
funds to attorneys who attacked the con- 
stitutionality of that act? 

Mr. CLaytTon. I certainly do not recall hav- 
ing done s0; no, sir. 

Senator Perper. At the time of the forma- 
tion of the so-called Liberty League, I had 
the impression that attorneys were engaged 
to make an attack upon or to render an 
opinion upon the unconstitutionality of 
that act, and that fees were paid such attor- 
neys by the Liberty League, of which I had 
understood you were amember. Do you know 
whether any funds which you contributed 
to any organization went into the employ- 
ment of such attorneys for such purpose? 

Mr. CLayTon. No, sir; Ido not. I did join 
the Liberty League when it was first formed 
at the invitation of a very good friend of 
mine who was one of the organizers of it. I 
never attended a meeting, and I paid no at- 
tention to the proceedings or to the conduct 
of their affairs, up to the time, I have forgot- 
ten just when, I resigned. 

Senator Perrer. Thank you. 

Senator SuipsTeap. Senator, I would like 
ask some questions. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Senator, I would like 
to ask 

The CHARMAN. Just a minute, Senator 
PANKHEAD; I will give you an opportunity. 
Senator SHIPSTEAD. 

Senator SHrpsTesD. On this conversion or 
reconversion of the cotton business, I under- 
stood you meant you would use two meth- 
ods—to make it possible to prceduce cotton 
at less cost, or to reduce production. Did 
you include both of those methods for han- 
dling the cotton situation? 

Mr. Crayton. No, sir; I did not speak in 
favor of reducing producticn. 





I do not think s 


to 
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Mr. CLayTon. I cannot answer that, Se 
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market; and the onl \ ¢ é 
export market under the present situation 
is to pay a subsidy 

Senator SuHipsteaD. I think that is clear 
You said you had not invested any capital 

cotton production abroad? 

Mr. Crayton. That is right 


Senator SHIPSTEAD. 





Did you make any loan 





purposé 
AYTON. Yes, sir; we made loans to 
f id, just as we do in this country. 


Senator SHiPSTEAD. That is all 

The CHAIRMAN. The members of the com- 
mittee will remember that on yesterday there 
were several Senators, not 
committee, Wno wel 
I noviced in the press last nig] 


members of the 








iat some or the 
pl u y sh 
inv juestions The committee 
is always glad to extend the courtesy to any 
Senator, upon request, but the chairman had 
no request from any of the Senators How- 


ever, I notice a number of them are here 
today, and the committee wants to extend 
to them the courtesy of permitting them to 
ask questions. Any Senator present, even 
though he is not a member of the commit- 
tee, may ask questions. Senator BANKHEAD 
has already indicated he would like to ask 
some questions; So, Senator BANKHEAD, you 
may prcceed. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Mr. Clayton, in your 
statement on yesterday—I was not here; I 
have it before me—you stated that your firm 
or company had invested money in Certain 
countries, and that the fixed assets of your 
company in Mexico, Peru, Argentina, Para- 
guay, Brazil, and Egypt amounted to about 
$10,000,000. That is correct? 

Mr. CLaYToNn. That is right; yes, sir. 

Senator BANKHEAD. What is that invested 
in? 

Mr. CLAYTON. It is invested in cotton gins, 
oil mills, warehouses, and compresses 

Senator BANKHEAD. That was intended to 
help increase the production in those coun- 
tries, was it not? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; it was not. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, the handling of 
it? You could not sell it, unless you used 
the things that you have bought down there, 
or furnished the money to buy? 

Mr. CLayTon. I do not quite 
your question, Senator BANKHEAD 

Senator BANKHEAD. You cannot sell cotton 
Antil you gin it, can you? 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is right 

Senator BANKHEAD. And you furn 
money to buy gins down there? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Ye but not to increase the 
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Senator BANKHEAD 
Mr. Clayton? 
Mr. CLayTon. Oh, back about 1923 or ‘24 
Senator BANKHEAD. In which country did 
begin? 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mexico 
Senator BANKHEAD. Then you moved into 
South America? 


Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir 
Senator BANKHEAD. When did you go into 
South America? 
CLAYTON. We went into Peru, I 








: r JV 

Senator BANKHEAD. What has been the in- 
n in South Am 

you entered that fleld 

" Mr. Crayton. It has increased in B 

very largely; not so very larg 

countries; none in Peru. It has increased 

considerably in Mexico, Argentin and 

Brazil; none in Paraguay. Brazil is t 

principal country where it has increased 

Senator BANKHEAD. Taking 
gether, how much increase has there been 
since you entered the field? 

Mr. CLAYTON. How many bales? 

Senator BANKHEAD. Yes, That 
way we count increases 

Mr. Cayton. I suppose the increase has 
been 1,500,000 to 2,000,000 bales 

Senator BANKHEAD. It was rather nominal 
before you went there to enter the busin¢ 
was it not? 

Mr. CLayTon. It depends on what you 
would call nominal. 

Senator BANKHEAD. It was less th 
009 bales, isn't that right? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Oh, no; it was a great d 
more than that, in Central America, Brazil 
Mexico, and South America. 

Senator BANKHEAD. How much was it? 

Mr. CLayTon. Mexico and South America 
at the time we went there were producing 
about 1,000,000 bales. 

Senator BANKHEAD. And now 
000? 

Mr. CLAYTON. 2,590,000 to 3,000,000 It 
would be even more than that, Senator BANK- 
HEAD, in the last 2 or 3 years. I haven't kept 
up with it very much for 4 years, but it is 
probably running now, in Mexico, Peru, 
Brazil, Paraguay, and Argentina—it will 
probably run 4,000,000 bales, now—3,500,000 
to 4,000,000 bales. 

Senator BANKHEAD. I had an idea the in- 
crease was considerably more. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Clayton, as I 
understand your position, both by your state- 
ment here and by observing you in tion 
the cotton business, it is my understanding 


4 — sliews } he 
that you believe that th 
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ild not be in cotton, to shift to 
else I t his p n, and 
I KHEAD. How many do 1 fig- 
ild put out rai r cK ) 
M CLAYT I do t I 
BANKFIEAD 4 rge ! would 
Mr. CLAY I do not } Senator 
I I [ t ernat Wt S 
r BANKHEAD. Well, there are od 
many; bu u e talk ibout Secretary 
‘ : gs dh | ram was for the 
Federal Treasury to pay the difference? 
M CLAYTON. That is right. 
Senator BANKHEAD. Which would probably 
mean a half a billion dollars a year, would 
t t? 


Mr. CLayTon. I do not know, 
m figured it 


I just have 


up 


3 or BANKHEAD. Well, you know, there 
s a difference of about 7 or 8 cents in the 
world price of cotton and the American price 
of cotton? 
Mr. CLayTON. Yes 
Sel BaNKHEAD. And, of course, if you 
took the loan program out—which I under- 
stand you favor, not cutting it right off, but 
t as you can meday you will get 
back to the same situation without a sup- 
porting loan; but now, at present, isn’t that 


difference about 7 or 8 cents a pound between 
the world price of cotton and the American 


price? 

Mr. CuiayTon. The difference is around 
about 5 or 6 cents 

Senator BANKHEAD. That would be accord- 


ing to Secretary Wickard's plan, of which you 


think well—and I have no objection to it, if 
you will guarantee that the Congress will 
appropriate that tremendous sum of money 
for the cotton farmers—bearing in mind 
other obligations to other farmers; but under 
that plan, except in parity, which is a cotton 
farmer's right as to price, that must be made 


up between world price and the income of 


the farmer. That would be around #509,000,- 
000 a year, $40 or $50 a bale, on 12,009,000 
bales. That is what it would be, would it 
not, Mr. Clayton? 

Mr. CrayTon. It would be about 6 cents a 
pound, which is $30 a bale, and on 12,000,000 
bales, if we went as high as that, would be 
$360 000 000 

Senator BankKHuerap And, of course, that 
would be a recurring annual charge? 

Mr. CrayTon. Until the necessary shift 


could be made so as to assist the farmers who 
cannot produce in competition with the world 
price to shift to some other crop. 


Senator BANKHEAD. And that would result 
in the bulk of cotton production going either 
to the Delta or to the western plains, where 
it « e done economically by machinery? 

Mr. CLayTon. It probably would; yes, sir. 

BANKHEAD. With the elimination, 


uid t 


at 





Senator 





largely, of Alabama, Tennessee, Georgia, and 
the Carolinas? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; it would not elimi- 
Nate them. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, I said that would 
be the areas where they would have the 
losses in production? 

Mr. CLayTon. I think they would continue 


to grow a good deal of cotton for domestic 
consumption, and the other part of the coun- 
try would grow the export cotton. 

Senator BaNKHEAD. Could they afford to 
produce cotton at this Indian price based on 
oriental’s cheapest labor, of the world price? 

Mr. CLayton. Senator BANKHEAD, the fig- 
ures which have been made by cotton farm- 
ers, not by cotton shippers but by cotton 
farmers, show that in certain parts of the 
United States, by the use of mechanization, 
cotton can be produced at a profit, at 12 
cents a pound, 
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Well, that is in the 
and the plains of the West, 


itor BANKHEAD 
Delta « intry 


CLAYTON. Yes, sir; that is right. 

3ANKHEAD. So that would result in 
in the cotton production 
economy of the entire Cotton 


sniul 


real 


CLAYTON. It might 
th 
for 


in time. Now, let us 
alternative to that. 
the continuation of a 
high price which will entirely the 
on cotton, and in time destroy 
t ket by shifting from cotton 


examine a moment 
Ne aiternative is 
destroy 
market 
S, rayon, and other things. 
umber of cotton mills have already in- 
dicated that purchase 
1eti irns they are going to have syn- 
d of cotton. What will we do 
ve or thirteen million bales of 


production? 


nthetic 


as soon as they can 





cotton 
Senator BANKHEAD. We hope to do what 


you are proposing to do; I do not know 
whether we can or not—get the Government 
to make up the difference 
‘LAYTON. And what would we do with 
ton? 


or BANKHEAD. Dump it, as you want 





Mr. CLAYTON. Dump it, “as I want to do”? 
BANKHEAD. Yes 

CLAYTON. I do not want to dump it. 
Senator BANKHEAD. On foreign markets. 
Mr. CLayToNn. I am opposed to dumping on 
foreign markets 


Senator BANKHEAD. You are opposed to 
subsidies? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir—that is “dumping.” 

Senator BANKHEAD. How then are you go- 
ing to get rid of it? 


Mr. CLAYTON 


is the only 


Well, I am asking you. That 
aiternative that I see. 
Senator BANKHEAD. But that is what 
not see under your plan 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; that is not my plan. 


Senator BANKHEAD. Your plan forces an 
impossible alternative, as I see it. 

Mr. CLayTon. If the plan of Secretary Wick- 
ard, that I and that others advocate, is not 
adopted, then you are going to continue with 
the present plan presumably, which is to pro- 


duce, twelve, 


bales of cotton 


thirteen, or fourteen million 
a year, which you cannot sell. 
Now, I do not know how long the United 
States Government can go along with that 
kind of thing. 

Senator BANKHEAD. This increase in pro- 
duction will reduce the world price further, 
will it not? 

Mr. CLayTon. What increase do you speak 
of? 

Senator BANKHEaD. Well, if you have an in- 
rease in production, here, having no limita- 
tions. 

Mr. CLayTton. Ido not know. Ido not know 
whether production will increase or not. It 
may not. 

Senator BANKHEAD. The more cotton we 
produce lowers the world price if it is per- 
mitted to go abroad at the world price, isn’t 
that true? 

Mr. CLAYTON. We may not increase; I do not 
know. No, sir; I do not know. 

Senator BANKHEAD. You have no judgment 
about it? 

Mr. CLayTon. It depends on the conditions 
from year to year; but whether we would go 
on, even on an absolutely free economy, rais- 
ing more than twelve or thirteen million bales 
of cotton a year, I just do not know. 

Senator BANKHEAD, Mr. Clayton, you have 
always opposed giving the power to the farm- 
ers, as they have now, of limiting their sup- 
ply to fit the demand, have you not? 

Mr. CLayton. Senator Bankhead, what I 
have always opposed is any plan which would 
attempt to make the market pay the cotton 
farmer what I think the United States Gov- 
ernment owes him. Now, in either case, you 
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make the American people pay. When y 
force the price up, they pay in the hi 
price of clothing. The American people 


+h 


paying that now in the 
ton and cotton goods. 

Senator BANKHEAD. They are pay 
same amount, whether for textiles or ot 
wise? 


higher price for cot- 


hat 
Nat 


Mr. CLAYTON. is right. That is right 
Senator BaNKHEAD. Then, from a moner 
standpoint, would it not be better and pro- 
vide greater self-respect to the farmer to get 
his price for his cotton in the market pl: 
than to have to go to the Treasury of 
United States and ask for his check to mal 
up the d-fference? 

Mr. CuiayTon. Certainly it 
could sell it 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, he could sell it < 
some price. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, at some price. 

Senator BANKHEaD. Yes. 

Mr. CLayTon. But not at the parity price 

Senator BANKHEAD. You did not answer my 
question. Have you not always opposed giv- 
ing the farmers the power to adjust th 
supply, by a two-thirds vote of the farmers 
to adjust their supply to fit the market re- 
quirements? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have opposed Senator Bank- 
head, the imposition of penalties on farms 
who wanted to raise cotton. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, just answer m}\ 
question, then you can give any explanati 
that you want. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Senator BANKHEAD. You have always op- 
posed it? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have opposed that program 
because it attempts to make the market pay 
to the cotton farmer what I think the Gov- 
ernment owes him; and I think in attempt- 
ing to make the market pay you destroy n 
only your export market but now you 


would, if h 








going to destrey a certain amount of y 
domestic market. 

Senator BANKHEAD. That principle applic 
to tobacco, does it not? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not know anythin 


about tobacco 

Senator BANKHEaD. Well, you know whether 
the principle applies to any agricultural 
commodity. You are opposed to the 
ciple? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I just do not know anything 
about tobacco. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, I say, you are op- 
posed to the principle so far as cotton is 
concerned? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am opposed to it as to cot- 
ton; yes. 

Senator BANKHEAD. But on tobacco you do 
not know whether you would be or not? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not know. 

Senator BANKHEAD. You do not know 
whether you would allow the cotton farmers 
to take it away from the cotton producers 
and leave it with the tobacco producers and 
the wheat producers? 

Mr. CitayTon. I would be entirely willing to 
leave it with the cotton farmer, if the system 
would work. I would just be perfectly will- 
ing and happy to do it, if it would work, but 
it will not work. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Why will it not work? 

Mr, CLayTon. Why, because it is breaking 
down already. Why did Mr. Pace hold his 
hearing here? Why is everybody concerned 
about the future of cotton in this country? 
We are piling up a surplus all the time that 
we cannot get ridof. We are having to dump 
it, as you say, abroad. That is something we 
have got laws against here if people prac- 
ticed it on us. 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, your criticism is 
not from the farmer’s standpoint. It works 
so far as they are concerned? 

Mr. CLayTon. It works so long as the United 
States Government would buy the cotton. 


nrir 
pris 











I dt 

Mr. CLayTon. I do not want to put it on 
a starvation f l 

Senator BANKHEAD. Well, it would hi: 
that effect, I think. You think if you m 
d n to the low of 5 or 6 cents f ttor 
nm that would not put them on that b > 


Senator BANKHEAD. You went through your 
experience. You accumulated a surplus of 
ind 13.000,000 bales of American cotton, 
1 know 
Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir 


Senator BANKHEAD. But we never can get 





away from it until we get power to adjust 
that supply 


Let me put this in the record. The cotton- 


1s adopted by Congress and 


approved by the farmers in 1934. They had 





ua the S eme Court of the U! 
declared the act was unconstitutional. They 
tarted with a 13,000,000-bale surplus and 


sibly 8 cents, for cotton, but 





Immediately and 
went up, and the world price, too; and our 
price went up nearly 13 cents a pound 

All right—in 1936 the Supreme Court de- 


clared that act unconstitutional In 1937 
the farme alth¢ h they 

g voting f 

p! irst year 

l sarly 19,000,000 bales of cot- 
te cotton crop ever produced 





, and put the price down 
to 6 cents a pound, because 
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e, whether his duties would not require 
him to deal with the \ ld p e f > 
The CHAIRMAN. Is that a question, S i- 
to! I do not know whether you intend to 
ask a question or not 


Vir. CLAYTON. Is that a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. I understand it is ques- 








Seni BANKHEAD. I asked you if e} - 
¢ 1 t hich he ¢ he r d . 
he fills it or excuses himself, d not { 
him in position to vith problen d 





W . f < l ain e W ( - 
tor e basis to go down with e v i 











The CHAIRMAN ed he ll 
act under te t the 

I ime you v¥ V 1 
I as Assi nt 

Mr. CLAYTON. Cer nly 

The CHAIRMAN r you e 
Office or out of 1 will st have ‘ e 
views and the same opinions? 

: . 

Mr. CLAYTON. That right 

The CHAIRMAN. For submission t y ¢ l- 
mittee of Congress, or to the Congres itse 

that right? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, Senator CHANDI of 





Kentucky, is present 


Sens , GILLETTE r yhairman, before 





Sanat ¢ +x 
may I 11 f 
whnicn 
Ser f ¢ } e 
: i 1 
the d h lg- 
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Se tor GILLETTE. We have other interests, 
t nd industrial, and must we not 
na tne Tt ion t at t puts these 
competitively abroad in lending 
t € » build up that purchasing 

) 
A CiaytTon. I think, Senator GILLETTE, 
} ol to take a look at the circum- 
! urrounding all those things. I do 
t ik that w° ought to just adopt a policy 
blindly and say we are going to do this, no 
natter what the results may be; but I think, 
nd large, that we are very shortsighted if 
ve assume for a moment that if we withhold 
ertain productive facilities from some for- 
I yuntry, if that is an industry or a pro- 


which 


ural” for the 


makes sense, which is 
country, that can be es- 
lished and maintain itself, I think we ar‘ 
y shortsighted if we assume for a moment 
other country, Germany or Eng- 
yme other country, will not furnish 
those facilities, and that industry will not 
be built. So that in the final analysis it just 
becomes a question of whether we will do the 
business or whether somebody else will do it. 

Senator GILLETTE. Just one other question, 
Mr. Clayton, and then I turn you over. The 
philosophy that is enunciated here and that 
we have been discussing is a far cry, is it not, 
from the traditional philosophy that you and 
I, I believe, personally did not subscribe to, 
of a high protective tariff to protect American 
industry, and protection against {foreign 
competition, but the policy that envisions 
building up foreign competition at our ex- 
pense 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not see it, Senator GrL- 
LETTE, as building up foreign competition at 
ur expense I just cannot see it in that 
sense. I think that the policy that is set 
out there by Mr. Stettinius is a philosophy, a 
policy of an expanded world economy which 
will bring prosperity not only to our country 
but will assist in raising the living standards 
and improving the conditions of other parts 
of the world at the same time. 

The whole world is so closely knit together 
now economically that it is not going to be 
possible for any one area of the world to have 
prosperous conditions and a rising standard 
of living if the rest of the world is on the 
downgrade; it just cannot be done. But I 
do not see this in a narrow sense of building 
up productive facilities abroad that will com- 
pete with us and will reduce our trade and 
our standard of living. I think it has to be 
looked at in a very broad sense, and I think 
that the policy there enunciated will assist 
us in improving our economic conditions in 
this country and the standard of living 

Senator GILLETTE. I said I would ask you 
just that one question, but may I ask one 
more? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Senator GILLETTE. You spoke in your col- 
loquy with Senator BANKHEAD of an invest- 
ment of Anderson, Clayton & Co., of $10,- 
000,000, in establishing facilities abroad for 
processing cotton. 

Mr. CLayTON. Yes, sir 

Senator GILLETTE. Were’ those 
established and the investment 
processing American cotton? 

Mr. CLayTON. No, sir; for the cotton grown 
the where 


hat some 


land OF 


facilities 
made for 


in 


country the facilities were 
established 
Senator GILLETTE. That is all, Mr. Chair- 
man. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. 

Senator CHANDLER. 

Senator CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tlemen of the committee, I very greatly ap- 
preciate the courtesy of the chairman and 
the members of the committee in permitting 
me to ask some questions of Mr. Clayton, 


and, before the hearing is finished, I would 
like to k the distinguished Secretary of 
State a question or two. 





i 








Mr. Clayton, any question that I ask that 
will endanger the security of the people of 
the United States, I would be glad if you 
would not answer it. There have been some 


that have bee 


n asked that some have con- 
sidered were questions that ought not to 
have been answered, and I do not desire ques- 
tions that I ask to be answered publicly if 
it would cause any trouble to the people of 
our country. There may be some questions 
you do not want to answer, that I may ask 
in private, if I may, either to you or to the 
distinguished Secretary of State 

What the Business of Anderson, Clayton 
& Co.—the principal business? 


Mr. CLayTon. Cotton merchandising 

Senator CHANDLER. Have you any other 
business? 

Mr. CLAyTon. They are in the cotton-gin- 
ning business, cottonseed oil-milling busi- 
ness, cotton compressing and warehousing 
business. They own a barge line that was 
established originally about 15 years ago to 


transport cotton, which now transports other 
things. They own an insurance company 
which insures their properties and their cot- 
ton that they ship. I think that is all 
Senator CHANDLER. Do you engage in the 


tobacco business? 
Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir 
Senator CHANDLER. In any way? 


Mr. CLAYTON. No, 

Senator CHANDLER. 
fices of the company? 

Mr. CLayTon. Headquarters is at Houston, 
Tex 

Senator CHANDLER. I believe you stated you 
retired as chairman of the board in August 
1940? 

Mr. CLayToNn. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. Since your retirement 
on that date, have you been consulted with 
respect to important business of the com- 
pany? 

Mr. CLiayTon. I said to the six or seven 
men who were going to manage the busi- 
ness when I left that I did not want them 
to bother me about any business matter un- 
less it was almost a life-and-death major- 
policy matter. I can only think of three or 
four matters that they have consulted me 
about in the last—nearly 4% years. 

Something was said the other day about a 
sale 250,000 bales of cotton which the 
company made to the United States Govern- 
ment or to Lend-Lease. I did not know 
about it until after it was made, I did not 
know it was even contemplated. They have 
never consulted me except about three or 
four highly important major matters. 

Senator CHANDLER. Is this the principal 
business that you and the other members of 
your family engage in and rely on, Mr. Clay- 
ton, for your income? 

Mr. CiayTon. It is the only business. 

Senator CHANDLER. It is the only business? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. Do you have a subsidi- 
ary of Anderson, Claytun & Co., in Mexico? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Senator CHANDLER. What is the name of the 
company—the Mexican name, if you please? 

Mr. CLtayton. Anderson, Clayton & Co., So- 
ciety Anonyme, a limited company—Ander- 
son, Clayton & Co., S.A., they call it. I think 
that the name. 

Senator CHANDLER. Do you know anything 
about a company—lI will just spell it out, 
because I cannot pronounce the Mexican 
name—C-i-a. J-a-b-o-n-e-r-a d-e-l P-a-c-i- 
f-i-c-o, operating in Mexicali? 

Mr. CrLayton. Yes; Anderson, Clayton & 
Co., in Mexico, have several subsidiaries that 
are organized in Mexico. Anderson, Clayton 
& Co. (Mexico) is a cotton-merchandising 
end of the business, and where they have 
any investment in oil mills, gins, or com- 
presses, they have been organized into sub- 


sir 
Where are the home of- 


of 


is 
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sidiaries; and the company that you men- 
t ‘ lat we call Jabonera, loce ted 
Mexicali, and Anderson, Clayton & Co. ow 


a majority of the stock. I do not think t 


n, th is 


own it all. 
Senator CHANDLER. You control the com- 
pany? 


Mr. CLAYTON. Anderson, Clayton & Co d 
yes 

Senator CHANDLER. Do you know whether 
or not that company did business with 
Japanese after Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. CLAyToN. I would almost bet ever 
thing that I have got that they did not; 
I do not know 

Senator CHANDLER. Mr. Clayton, do you 
know whether or not they made application 
for relief exemption from the Trading with 
the Enemy Act, to the State Department of 


sir 


the United States? 
Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir. No, sir; I do not 
know. 


Senator CHANDLER. Do you know Mr. Jol 
White? 

Mr. CLAYTON. John G.? 

Senator CHANDLER. John G. White 

Mr. CLayton. I know John C. White very 
well. 

Senator CHANDLER. Well, maybe it is “C.’ 
John C. White. What is his business? 

Mr. CLAYTON. He is a member of a firm of 
Fulbright, Crooker, Freeman & White, who 
are attorneys for Anderson, Clayton & Co. 

Senator CHANDLER. Where are his offices? 

Mr. CLayTton. They have offices in Houston 
and in Washington. 

Senator CHANDLER. And he represents An- 
derson, Clayton & Co.? 

Mr. CLayTON. He is a member of a firm that 
are attorneys for Anderson, Clayton & Co. 

Senator CHANDLER. Do you know whether 
or not, on the llth day of December 1941, 
John C. White, as attorney for Anderson, 
Clayton & Co., addressed a letter to the State 
Department, for the Jabonera Co., as you have 
mentioned, a company engaged in the busi- 
ness of cotton production in the Mexicali 
Valley, asking for that company’s exemption 
from the Trading With the Enemy Act? 

Mr. CLayTon. I do not know, but if he did 
I can assure you that it would have had to 
do only with some Japanese farmers that were 
raising cotton in that vicinity. That might 
have been the case, because in many parts of 
Central and South America there are Japan- 
ese farmers and other foreigners, Chinese and 
others, who raise cotton. It is true in Peru, 
it is true in Brazil, and so far as I know the 
subsidiaries of Anderson, Clayton & Co. are 
probably still buying cotton from those farm- 
ers, as everybody else is. 

I think we have a situation of that kind 
perhaps in the United States. I do not mean 
Anderson, Clayton & Co., but I mean other 
people. There are Japanese in this country 
who raise and produce things of different 
kinds, and I think perhaps American citizens 
buy from them. 

Senator CHANDLER. You were not informed 
as to the application? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; I was not. 

Senator CHANDLER. And you were not told 
the reasons that they gave for making an 
application? 

Mr. CLayTon. No; I was not. 

Senator CHANDLER. In his letter to the 
State Department he advanced the reason 
that his company was not American, although 
Anderson, Clayton & Co. did own a majority 
of the stock and did control the company. 
He said it was a Mexican company, that they 
were anxious to operate as fast as possible, 
since the season was under way and they 
wanted to have the cotton picked and ginned 
so that they would not lcse any money, and 
that they wanted to do business with Jap- 
anese nationals 

Mr. CLAYTON. In Mexico? 
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Senator CHANDLER. Were those large ship- 





Senator CHAN 


it to Japan, to Haiphong, and Manil: r 


u know where those shipments went? 
Mr. CLAYTON. Haiphong and Manila? They 
ship any cott t M ila, so far 
I know. They had customer in French 


hi and may have shipped some cot- 
in Hiaphorg. 

DLER. Do you know eth 
not, after Pearl Harbor, the Mexcalli C 
business with Italy and France? 

‘r. CLAYTON. After Pearl Harbor? 
CHANDLER. After Pearl Harbor; 
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Mr. CLayTon. It could not possibly have 
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ea t i 

rhere were 4,000,000 men who came back 
m the last war, who thought they fought 
f democracy; and they lost—somebody lost 
it peace for them. There will be 12,000,- 
( men this time; and all over the world 
le are relying on the American leader- 
p, whether it is executive officers, cabinet 


licers, or Senators, to make and try to keep 
he peace of the world. They say we are 
bound by the Atlantic Charter, and I want 
to ask some questions about it. I do not 
want to just blindly follow the leadership 
of the British or of any other country, and if 
people are not going to have a right to be 
free and organize for themselves a govern- 


ment that they want—I know who is going 


to make the government of Greece—the 
British are going to kill one side, and the 
side that is left will organize the govern- 
ment. That is simple. The American people 
cannot approve of that, and no citizen of 
this country in my opinion does approve of 
that And the American lend-lease material 
hould not be used to kill our friends. It 
was sent over there to kill our enemies. 

What factors in China are important in 
determining our future economic relations 
with that country? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not understand your 


qu Lion 

Senator CHANDLER. We are going to have to 
deal with China—that is, if they are still a 
nation—unless they are exhausted and 
starved and forced out of the war—if they 
are standing up when the war is over. We 
are gong to have to have economic dealings 
with them. Do you care to express any Opin- 
ion about that, Mr. Clayton, about what we 
should do to help China after the war? 

Mr. CiayTton. Yes. I think as far we 
consistently can we should aid China in in- 
dustrializing, in building roads, and im- 
proving the conditions of the country, inso- 


as 


far as that aid will be of a nature that we 
can reasonably expect to be repaid. Now, 
when I say “we,” I speak of the proposed 


International Investment Bank of the 
United Nations. I certainly think aid ought 
to be extended to China to help improve the 
economic conditions of the country, and I 
think in doing so we will improve that of our 
I think it we put China on a sounder 
economic footing she will be a better cus- 
tomer for our goods and that the trade be- 


own 


tween the two countries could increase 
greatly 
Senator CHANDLER. Should the primary 


responsibility for the foreign economic policy, 
in your opinion, Mr. Clayton, rest with the 
State Department, or in the economic 
branches of the Government? 

Mr. CLayTon. I do not quite get the im- 
plication 

Senator CHANDLER. It is divided power, I 
understood The State Department as I 
understand it, if you are confirmed with this 
portfolio, you are going to undertake to ad- 
minister the economic relations, with the 
people of the United States, for the President 
and the State Department, with other coun- 
Then, we have Commerce, and we have 
Leo Crowley's department, and we have all 
sorts of departments here who are going to 
undertake to do the same thing 

Now, 1 would like to have your advice, if 
you care to give it to us, as to whether you 
think those activities are properly activities 
that the State Department ought to take to 


tries. 


itself, or whether it ought to be spread out as 


it is now? 

Mr. CLayTon. Well, Senator CHANDLER, I 
think that, except of course in the active 
military theaters abroad, at least on the 
policy level, in all foreign countries, all of 


the activities of the United States Govern- 
ment should be under the general direction 
and supervision of the State Department. 

Senator CHANDLER. What do you think we 
ought to do with the synthetic-rubber plants 
after the war? 

Mr. CLAYTON. A very careful study is being 
made of thatesubject now, and I think it 
would be very premature to express any opin- 
ion on it It involves a great many things. 
For one thing, we do not Know whether we 
will be able to get very much natural rubber 
out of the Far East after the war or not. 
Nobody knows the condition of those rubber 
plantations. Experts and people who have 
lived out there, familiar with the matter, 
who have lived there for years, are of the 
opinion that most of those plantations will 
ha been taken by the jungle by this time, 
and that they will not be productive; so re- 
gardless of what we may have in mind to do 
with the synthetic-rubber plant as a long- 
term proposition, in all probability we will 
have to operate most of them for a number 
of years after the war, in any case. I think 
this about that, Senator CHANDLER, generally 
speaking, that if we get an expanded world 
economy following this war, such as I be- 
lieve in and think we will get, with greater 
production, greater consumption, greater dis- 
tribution of goods all over the world, that 
there will be a market for a great deal more 
rubber than the world consumed in the pre- 
war period, which was about 114 million tons 
a year n post-war period, I do not be- 
lieve it will be many years until the world 
will be consuming 2,000,000 tons of rubber a 
year, so that we can probably use both the 
synthetic and natural rubber. 

Senator CHANDLER. What was the approxi- 
mate consumption before the war—the peace- 
time requirement? 

Mr. CLAYTON A million and a quarter tons. 

Senator CHANDLER. If you recall, what per- 
centage of that was raw rubber and what 
percentage of it was what they call reclaimed; 
do you remember that? 

Mr. CriayTon. No. I am 
cipally of primary rubber. 
Senator CHANDLER. Yes; I understand. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not know how much the 
reclaimed amounted to. 

Senator CHANDLER. I have heard the figure, 
250,000 tons. Does that seem about right? 

Mr. Ciayton. That seems probably about 
right. 

Senator CHANDLER. Did you have anything 
to do with the Government’s plans for rub- 
ber stock-piling before the war? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Senator CHANDLER. To what extent? 
part did you play in it? 

Mr. CLayTon. I was Deputy Federal Loan 
Administrator, and the R. F. C. was a part 
of that administration, and a subsidiary 
of the R. F. C. was the Rubber Reserve Com- 
pany, which was created by Congress, I think, 
in 1940, in June perhaps, for the purpose 
of acquiring a stock pile of rubber; and the 
Rubber Reserve Company bought every ton 
of rubber it could get its hands on. Prior 
to Pearl Harbor it worked very actively with 
the Maritime Commission. The main thing 
was the problem of ships to transport the 
rubber. We got all the ships we could. We 
unloaded a great deal of the rubber on the 
Pacific coast so as to save the time of ships, 
and turned them back to the Far East to 
get more rubber. 

We worked with the Rubber Committee in 
London to expand the production of rubber 
in the Far East and did everything humanly 
possible to get every ton of rubber we could 
to this country before Pearl Harbor; and 
we did get a very sizable amount of it. 
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Senator CHANDLER. How much 
lose—how much rubber? Do you recall 1 
approximate number of tons that you | 
that was actually on the way to the count; 
when the war broke out? 

Mr. CLAYTON. It was not a great deal, | 
do not remember how much, but it was 1 
a great deal. 

Senator CHANDLER. One hundred thousa 
tons? 

Mr. CLayTon. I do not think so; no, si; 
No; I do not think it was as much as th 

Senator CHANDLER. Now, do you care to ex- 
press an opinion about what you would ; 
vise with respect to the aluminum plant 
after the war? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; I just do not kn 
We have got a great deal too much alumi 
num capacity. We used about 350,000.0/ 
pounds, before the war. We now have 
capacity of over 2,000,000,000 pounds. It ha 
been inflated 6 times. That is more t} 
we will be able to use in peacetime, and s 
of those plants are going to have to be c 
verted to something else. 

Senator CHANDLER. If you are Assistant 
Secretary of State, would you advocate d 
ing for tobacco what you have done for cot- 


did y 


ton? Would you seek other places to gr 
tobacco? 
Mr. CLayTon. Seek other places to gro 


tobacco? 

Senator CHANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. CLAYTON That is not—I am not 
Senator CHANDLER. Are you responsible f 
growing of the cotton in the South American 

countries and in Mexico? 

Mr. CLayYTON. Certainly not. They gre 
cotton there long before I was born. 

Senator CHANDLER. Are you responsible in 
any way for the increased production of cot- 
ton in those countries? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No, sir; I do not think I am 
Anderson, Clayton & Co. went there to par- 
ticipate in the merchandising of the cotto1 
produced in those countries 

Senator CHANDLER. You furnished your 
materials and equipment mainly to facilitate 
their ability to handle cotton for you? 

Mr. CiayTon. We built processing plants 
which certainly would have been built with 
the capital of other countries if the United 
States had not built them. We are not the 
only United States firm who did sO. We used 
United States machinery and United States 
technicians and employees, and just did 
something that obviously would have been 
done by other people if we had not done it 

Senator CHANDLER. Did Anderson, Clayton 
& Co. make loans to the cotton farmers of 
other countries? 

Mr, CLayTon. Yes—just as we did in the 
United States. 

Senator CHANDLER. The result of that wa 
to get increased production of cotton? 

Mr. CLaytTon. I do not know that it wa 

Senator CHANDLER. In those countries? 

Mr. CiayTon. I do not know that it was, 
because I think that there were credit facil- 
ities available by other people. We just 
competed with other people who were doing 
the same thing. 

Senator CHANDLER. You think, if you had 
not done it, somebody else would? 

Mr. CLayTon. I am sure they would. 

Senator CHANDLER. Would you think that 
about tobacco? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am not in the tobacco busi- 
ness, 

Senator CHANDLER. Thank you, Mr. Clay- 
ton. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. 

Senator CiarK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, 
can I just ask one question before you recess? 
I do not wish to make Mr. Clayton come back 
this afternoon. 

Mr. Clayton, if I understand, your position 
is that you are engaged in business, and all 














Mr. CiayTton. That is right 
Se CLaRK of Mi I certainly « 
ik that is vorthy in my 
I CHAIRMAN. S tor TUNNELL |! i 
Senat TUNNELL. Mr. Clayton, I thoug! 
haps there was an implied criticism in t 
ught that you had a different philosop 
th reference to the production of cotton 
m some of the others. I understood your 
ition to be that America could not long 





preduce cotton at a price hig! 


which its pri 


itinue t 
in that 





spective customers 
ild or would pay without me calamity. 
Mr. CLayTon. That sir 
Senator TUNNELI is not your 
ilosophy, you are to bring it 
ut; that is what je to be an 
nomic law, is it not? 


Mr. C yes, sir 
was my 


tanding 





Mr. CLAYTON. That is correct 
Senator TUNNELL. Now, as to this proposi- 
t of aiding through sul liaries in the 
iucti 
the d 
< D 
Y tT Y 
+ ‘ ver lings l¢ 
urnished? Is disadvantage t 





he people of 


I CLAYTON think 

















there is an advan‘age Amer- 
equ An ichinery. Every 
that t wa tured in the 
| C ota All tl -mill macl 
5 manu tured in the United te 
Eve com} v installed abroad was 
manufactured the United States. The 
] the tech ins, the people who had 
yw-how, went from the Ur ited State 
It a United Stat rise 
Senat TUNNELI isiness 
you were a is f your s re 
} ) 
I LAYT wr Ve 
Ser r TUNNELL. And you were entitled 
Mr. Crayton. Thank you, sir. 
Senator TuNNELL. Thank you 
The CHairnMaN. Are there any other ques- 
tions by any member of the committee « 
ny < her Senator pre ent? If there are 
not, we will excuse you, Mr. Clayton 
Mr. CLayton. Thank you very much, Sena- 


CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
should also like to have printed in the 





Record at this point as a part of my re- 
marks a number of telegrams and a let- 
ter, from persons in Texas who know 


on well. 
ng objection, the tele- 
letter were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Houston, Tex., December 13, 1944. 
Hon. Tom Con 
Senate Office Build 








ms and 
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for more than 25 
iat I express the 
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rying out t 





f this great State by using your flue é 
to secure the Senate's ar proval of t na- 
t ally Known character for a position which 
he is fully qualified to fill 

Texas GULF CONSTRUCTION C In 
E. S. NEWCOME 
Houston Manager. 
ERNON, TEX., December 1 1944. 
Senat CONNALLY 
End Will Clayton for appointment 
of Assistant Secretary of State as 


FARMERS 
C,. ORR 


COOPERATIVE 
President 


Houston, Tex., December 1 1944 
Tom CONNALLY 
United States Senate: 

All local citizens who are familiar wit! 
outstanding ability of Will Clayton and his 
remarkable success in both civic and indus- 
trial flelds are hoping that the Se te will 
promptly approve his appointment as Assist- 
ant Secretary of Siate. Clayton is a man of 


Hon 











highest princi ind this, coupled with his 
intimate knowledge of national and inter- 
1ational affairs, highly qualifies him for his 


JOHN R. SUMAN 
LuBBOCK, TEX., December 12, 1944 
United States Senator Tom CONNALLY 
Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee, 
Washington, D. C 
Having 25 experience in the cotton 
business I feel that no person can be found 
any better qualified than W. L. Clayton 
DON MITCHELL, 








years 
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Houston, Tex., December 12, 1 
Hon. Tom CcNMALLY 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D.C.: 
artedly recommend 
as Assistant 
gentleraan of fine chara 
Our President should 


Uated on m 


Mr 
Secretary of 


State 


He is a 






be cong 
choice, 


iking such a wis¢ 


V. A. Maupr & C 
Luspock, Tex., December 12, 1944. 
Washington, D. C 


Senator Tom CcNNALLY: 


strongly recommend your favoring ap- 
pointment of W L. Clayton, Assistant Sec- 
y of State, cs cur count needs men of 





retary ¢ 
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his caliber 


Waco, Tex., D mber 1 1944 
Hon. Tom CoONNALL’ 
U? 1 State nator 
Was aton D. ¢ 
I repard W. L. Clayton as an cut l 
authority on internat 1 economi rs 
and icerely trust you will vigoro. ‘ - 








port him for Assistant Secreta te 
I think the people of the Unitec nd 
particularly of Texas are very fcrtunate in 
having a man of such splendid character and 
background and broad experience to st in 


fore 
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directing our ign economic polici 
Kindest regs 


A. M. GOLDSTEIN 


SEN 


er e 1 
Secretar’ 
nized a 
I hope the 
Senat 1 
ae 
Stror 
Assistant 
and patr 


H 


H 
f 
ip 1} 
t 
| 
& 
ef 
. 
A 
pt 





On -B 7 
vi 

7 + } pe 

: Wi 


M CONNA 
OF Build 
Washt 
urge ipt 
e bey: 
t { I 
€ mi¢ 
‘ f hy iry 
j I 


NNALLY 
( ri B ! 
uw To? 
ft té 
T 
* Ts 
1} 
I 1 Cor 
y i f 
d 
l 


T wm x 
+ he ! 
one 4 
f ( 
t 1 J 
i V 
J 
‘ 
\ rc 

















































Q779 
J lve 



































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































LINDSAY MURRAY. 


Da s. TE Dec nber 13, 1944 
c T r LLY 
gt me. 
I ‘ f N W. L. Clayton should 
f N posit 1 State De- 
} ‘ } ( continued fluenc 


Warmest 
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1at direction. 





Frep F. FLORENCE. 
BEAUMONT, TEx., December 14, 1944. 
Senator Tom CONNALLY, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Beaumont port commission a member 
of the body politic of the city of Beaumont 
respectfully urge that you support the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Will Clayton as Assistant 
Secretary of State 


BEAUMONT POST 
F. H. FREDERICKS. 


COMMISSION, 


LITTLEFIELD, TEX., December 14, 1944. 
Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C.: 
We ack that you support appointment of 
W. L. Clayton. 


Hon 


C. Pass 
W. WALKER. 
B. SMITH, 
W. E. Bass. 





ABILENE, TEx., December 12, 1944. 


Hon. ToM CONNALLY, 
Senate Building: 
The Citizens National Bank endorses Will 


Clayton for Assistant Secretary of State. 
Your influence in his behalf will be appre- 
cited. 

CITIZENS NATIONAL BANK. 





ABILENE, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
Tom CONNALLY, 
Senate Office Building: 

Your influence in the behalf of Will Clay- 
ton as Assistant Secretary of State would be 
greatly appreciated 

WESTERN COMPRESS AND STORAGE Co. 


Hon. 


Daas, Tex., December 12, 1944, 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
Senate Office Building: 
Trust you will endorse Will Clayton as Un- 
der Secretary of State. 
Regards. 
RoceErR DIxon, 





VERNON, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
Hon Tom CONNALLY: 
We earnestly request Senate approval Clay- 
ton appointment Assistant Secretary State. 
Roy ANTLE. 
E. Ltoyp SMITH. 





Houston, Tex., December 12, 1944. 
Senator Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senator: 

Speak advisedly in saying that Will Clay- 
ton’s friends, neighbors, and citizenship of 
Houston 100 percent for him. Their belief is 
in the important assignment given him he 
will render an outstanding service in a critical 
world-wide period. 

W. P. Hossy. 





Houston, Tex., December 12, 1944. 
The Honorable Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 
Will Clayton is very highly regarded by all 
in this community who Know him. By out- 
standing accomplishments in both civic and 
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CONGR 
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industrial fi he has demonstrated that 
he is eminently qualified to serve as Assistant 
Secretary of I certainly hope that his 
appointment will be approved by the Senate. 
Harry C. WIEss. 
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lds 


State 





GALVESTON, TEX., December 12, 
M CONNALLY, 
United States Senate, 


Washington, D.C.: 


1944, 








n a personal and business experience 
on. W. L. Clayton for the past 40 years, 






whieh he has impressed us with his 
ability and integrity, thereby, in 
i eminently qualifying him for 
appointment as Assistant Secretary of State, 
urge his confirmation by the Senate and 
ask your a tance toward this end. 
THE UNITED STATES NATIONAL 
BANK OF GALVESTON, 
R. LEE KEMPNER, President. 








GALVESTON, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C.: 
I do not know of any one with as high 
qualifications for Assistant Secretary of State 
as Mr. Will Clayton. I will appreciate you 
voting for and assisting in having his ap- 
pointment confirmed in every way you pos- 
sibly can. 
SEALY HUTCHINGS, Jr. 


HOvsTON, TEx., December 12, 1944, 
Tom C. CONNALLY, 
Senator Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 

We wish to most heartily endorse President 
Roosevelt’s appointment of Mr. Will Clayton 
as Assistant Secretary of State. He is quali- 
fied in every respect and has the confidence of 
all of us who are engaged in foreign trade. 

S. B. LocKE & Co. 


Sen 


GALVESTON, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
TOM CONNALLY, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C.: 
Urge your active leadership to secure Senate 
confirmation of appointment W. K. Clayton 
Assistant Secretary State. 


Hon 


J. G. TOMPKINS. 
Houston, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY: 

As you well know a vast majority of the 
people of Texas think it would be a serious 
mistake not to confirm Mr. Clayton to the 
office of Assistant Secretray, as in my opinion 
he is the most capable man you could pos- 
sibly find. 

W. A. WILLIs. 
Houston, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senate: 
Respectfully urge confirmation of Will 
Clayton as Assistant Secretary of State. Be- 
lieve him to be admirably fitted because of 
his knowledge of world business and excel- 
lent previous record. 
E. F. GOSSETT. 
HovusTon, Tex., December 12, 1944. 

Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 

People of Texas regard Will Clayton as one 
of the ablest businessmen in the Nation and 
I know based on long experience that he is 
the soul of honor. Everybody in Texas ad- 
mires and is proud of him. 

F. M. Law, 
President First National Bank in Houston, 
HovusTon, TEex., December 12, 1944. 
Senator Tom CONNALLY, 
Senate Office Building: 

In my opinion the confirmation of Mr. 

Clayton as Assistant Secretary of State is of 
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vital importance to Texas and the ent 
Nation. 
Ben WILLIS 


VERNON, TEX., December 12, 1944 


Hon. Tom CONNALLY: 





ton appointment Assistant Secretary S 

Bos HUNTLEY 

ABILENE, TEX., 
Tom ConnNALLY, 

Building, 


December 12, 1944 
Hon 

Senate 
D.C: 

Your influence in the appointment of 
Clayton as Assi 
be appreciated. 

FARMERS AND MERCHANTS NATIONAL BANK 

Houston, Tex., December 12, 1944 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 

Chairman Foreign Relations Commit- 
tee, United States Senate, Wash- 
ington, D. C.: 

We strongly endorse and recommend thé 
confirmation of William L. Clayton as Secre- 
tary of State whose particular assignment will 
have to do with our foreign trade relati 
In our opinion there is no man better quali- 
fied to perform these duties in America to- 
day. As his neighbors and friends we c 
certify to his high character, integrity, ar 
patriotic devotion to his country and we feel 
that this Nation will be very fortunate in- 
deed in securing his services at this critic: 
time in our national life. 

L. R. Bryan, Jr., 
President. 
J. Vircit Scott, 
Chairman Executive Committee the 
Second National Bank of Houston. 


Houston, Tex., December 12, 1944. 
Hon. Tom CoNNALLY, 
Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 
I strongly endorse Mr. W. L. Clayton as 
assistant Secretary of State to handle foreign 
trade relations. In my opinion he is what 
our foreign trade needs. It would be diffi- 
cult to secure a better man for the place 
W. B. BATEs. 


D fjice 


Washingt 


W 
tant Secretary of State wou 





ABILENE, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 

The West Texas Chamber of Commerce 
feel that the failure to appoint Will Clayton 
as Assistant Secretary of State would be a 
great loss to this section and the Nation as a 
whole. Your influence in his behalf would be 
appreciated. 

West TEXAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 





ABILENE, TEXx., December 12, 1944. 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C.: 

I have known Will Clayton personally for 
many years and with his wide knowledge I 
heartily endorse him for Assistant Secretary 
of State. Your influence in his behalf will 
be appreciated. 

W. O. ANSLEY, Jr. 
Houston, TEx., December 12, 1944. 
The Honorable Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senate, 
Washington, D.C.: 

William L. Clayton is one of our most 
eminent citizens. His character, ability, and 
outstanding accomplishments in civic and 
industrial fields together with his long and 
intimate knowlédge of foreign affairs qualify 
him for the important post of Assistant Se- 
cretary of State for which position I hope 
the Senate will confirm his appointment. 

Davi B. Hargis, 
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Hon. Tom CoNNALLY, Senate Office Building 1ece i] tra tion ove : f 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C which all ( countries isuming ¢ 
Washinoton, D. C.: I want to endorse W. L. Clayton for As t- } vive! : } \ 
Having known W. L. Clayton intimately ®®t Secretary of State in the very str ‘ I 
for 25 years and served with him on numerous t€™Ms possible since of } ‘ tH 
important assignments, it is a pleasure for great capacity and sympathetic u stand- onfirm the Senate ne 
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Secretary of State. LAWRENCE HILLHOt 
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in East. In Mr. Clayton’s home he needs no 
to defend him but it seems to me at a 
time like this his friends should confirm | 
what is generally known here that he is an | 
nest and ho! able and courageous citizen 
nd one of the clearest thinkers in this coun- 
try and the majority of the people in Texas 
consider him a great statesman with an in- 
ternational mind which will be so badly 


needed in the next few years. I urge you to 
do everything possible to see that Mr. Clayton 
is confirmed. Kindest regard: 

Roy BEAcH. 


Houston, Tex., December 12, 1944. 
Senator Tom CONNALLY, 
Chairman, Foreign Relations Committee, 
United States Senate, 


Washington, D. C.: 
We particulary urge the confirmed ap- 
pointment of W. L. Clayton, as he is emi- 


nently qualified and can unquestionably be 
of greatest value to our country in his serv- 
ices dealing with foreign trade. The South 
and all agricultural America as well as the 
country at large need the continuing assist- 
ance and leadership of individuals who fully 
understand these problems and their grave 
effects upon the possibilities of a more peace- 
ful world. 
R. D. Ernst, 
President, Manchester 
Terminal Corporation. 


AGRICULTURAL AND MECHANICAI 
COLLEGE OF TEXAS, 

College Station, Tex., December 11, 1944. 
Senator Tom CONNALLY, 

Was Dp. C:: 

Dear Tom: I have been reading press ac- 
counts and listening to radio announcements 
with amazement and deep concern, in re- 
gard to the objection that has developed 
against the appointment of Edwin R. Stet- 
tinius as Secretary of State and Will Clayton 
and Nelson Rockefeller as assistants. 

I have never had the pleasure of meeting 
Mr. Stettinius but from all accounts of his 
training and his high intelligence I am con- 
fident that he will make an outstanding sec- 
retary. 

I do know both Will Clayton and Nelson 
Rockefeller intimately. I am convinced that 
Will Clayton is one of the clearest and deep- 
est thinkers we have in this country today, 


hington 


oT 
‘S 


and one of the very best men. He is patriotic 
to an extreme degree. I know personally 
that he has supported President Roosevelt, 


in spite of bitter criticism of some of his 
closest friends and associates, 

On my tour of the Latin-American coun- 
tries, I found that Nelson Rockefeller was 
well known and very highly regarded. He 
has certainly done a most constructive and 
valuable piece of work in those countries. I 
am convinced that he is easily the best 
man for that important work. 

As you know, I was, and still am, a very 
close friend and great admirer of Cordell 
Hull. I am convinced, however, that Stet- 
tinius, Clayton, and Nelson Rockefeller will 
give us one of the best trained and most ef- 
ficient group of officials the State Department 
has knewn for many years. They are pe- 
culiarly and ideally trained for the big job 
that is now pressing on us. 

I write this as having just become Dean 
Emeritus after serving as Dean of Agriculture 
for over 33 years in the greatest agricultural 
State of the Union. : 

You can use this letter in any way you see 
fit. 

Sincerely yours, 


E. J. KYLE, 
Dean Emeritus of Agriculture, 
SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I 
shall not consume the time of the Sen- 
ate. I notice that Senators who con- 
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sumed considerably more time than I | 
have consumed are now calling for a | 
vote. 

Mr. Clayton is a successful business- | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The qu 
tion is, Will the Senate advise and c: I 
sent to the nomination of W. L. Clayt ] 
to be Assistant Secretary of State?  ¢ 1 


man. His reputation in Texas for in- | this question the yeas and nays ha 

tegrity, probity, ability, and character, | been ordered, and the clerk will call j ] 
and all the fine qualities that go to make | roll. 

a good citizen, is of the highest. He has | The legislative clerk proceeded to « . 
been in the public service for 4 years. | the roll. ' 
A great many Senators have seen him, Mr. MURRAY (when his name y 

and know him. called). On this question I have a ; 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
dent, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY. I ypield. 


Mr. Presi- | with the junior Senator from Mississi; 

(Mr. EastLtanp]. If he were present 

" would vote “yea.” If I were at libe: 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I had never | to vote, I would vote “nay.” 

seen Mr. Clayton until the other day | Mr. REED (when his name was calls 

when he appeared before the Committee | I have a general pair with the seni 

on Foreign Relations. I have never in | Senator from New York [Mr. WaAcnE: 

my life seen a witness who made a finer | I transfer that pair to the junior Senat 

impression, not only on me, but I think | from Indiana [Mr. JENNER], who wou 

on the whole committee. He certainly | vote asI am about to vote. I vote “yea 

beat to the punch those who had been Mr, MEAD (when Mr. WacNER’s nan 

talking about cartels. He made a forth- | was called). My colleague the seni 

right statement about the cartel situa- Senator from New York is unavoida! 

tion. In my 12 years of experience in the | absent. If he were present he woul 

Senate, I do not believe that I have ever | vote “nay” on this nomination. 

seen a witness before a committee who The roll call was concluded. 

made a finer impression than did Mr. Mr. HOLMAN. On this question 1 





Clayton. have a pair with the junior Senator from 
Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Sen- | Tennessee [Mr. Stewart]. In consid- 
ator. eration of his announced intentions, I 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con- 
sent to the nomination of W. L. Clay- 
ton to be Assistant Secretary of State? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, my 
natural impulse was to make a few re- 
marks with reference to Mr. William L. 
Clayton. Ishall forego that pleasure be- 
cause of the desire of Senators to vote. 

I suppose I have known Will Clayton 
longer than has any other Member of 
the Senate. I have known him practi- 
cally all my life, and all of his. He 
married a charming Kentucky girl with 
whom I attended college for a number 
of years in a small Methodist school 
in western Kentucky. Naturally, I be- 
came interested in his career. 

He started out in life as a clerk at $8 
a week, and from that beginning he rose 
to financial and business eminence, not 
only in this country, but throughout the 
world. I have never heard any one ques- 
tion his integrity or patriotism. 

Many times I have discussed economic 
problems with Mr. Clayton. While I 
have not always agreed with him, I have 
always recognized his ability and sincer- 
ity. I have no doubt that whatever in- 
terest he may have in the cotton business, 
which he has developed by his own in- 
genuity and vision, he would in no way 
be influenced in his advice to the Secre- 
tary of State or to the President on for- 
eign economic policies by reason of his 
association with that business during his 
entire life. 

Believing in his integrity, honesty, and 
ability, and believing that the State De- 
partment and the President will have 
need in the post-war period of the advice 
of men who have a world-wide perspec- 
tive of business and who have had some 
world-wide experience in economic mat- 
ters, I shall cast my vote for Mr. Clayton 
with pleasure. 


withhold my vote. 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Gass] and th 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Tuomas] are ab 
sent from the Senate because of illne: 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Aw- 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama [M: 
BANKHEAD], the Senator from Idaho [M1 
CrarK!], the Senator from Mississip 
(Mr. Easttanp], the Senator from Louisi- 
ana |Mr. ELLENDER], the Senator from 
Rhode Island |Mr. Gerry], the Senat 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hatt], the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ku- 
GORE], the Senator from Texas [Mr 
O’DanteEL], the Senator from Nevada [li 
ScrucHamM], and the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] are necessaril: 
absent. 

Iam advised that if present and voting 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. ANDREWS 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Crark], the 
Senator from Mississippi |Mr. East.anp}, 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Gerry], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Grass], the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
O’DanieE.L ], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
ScrucHaM], the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Tuomas], and th. Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WALLGREN] would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KILGORE] is paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]. I am advised 
that if present and voting, the Senator 
from West Virginia would vote “nay,” 
and the Senator from Louisiana wou'd 
vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Alabama _ (I[Mr. 
BANKHEAD] is paired with the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Witson]. I am advised 
that if present and voting, the Senator 
from Alabama would vote “nay,” and the 
Senator from Iowa would vote “yea.” 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. STEwWarT’s 
mame was called). My colleague [Mr. 
STEWART] is conducting hearings in In- 
diana. He wishes me to say that if he 
were present and voting, he would vote 
“yea.” 


‘ 





Mr. WHERRY. The from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Bripces], who is 
necessarily absent, has a general pair 
with the Senator from Utah I[Mr. 
Tuomas]. If present the Senator from 
New Hampshire would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEN- 
NER] is necessarily absent. If present he 
would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
BaLu! is absent on official business of the 
Se 


¢ 
n > 
have, 


Senator 


The Senator from [Mr. 
Moore] and the from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Tosey] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] 
is paired on this vote with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. If pres- 
ent the Senator from Iowa would vote 
“vea,” and I am advised that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THomas] 
is necessarily absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—52 


Oklahoma 


Senator 


Austin George Reed 
Bailey Gillette Revercomb 
Barkley Green Reynolds 
Brewster Hatch Robertson 
Brocks Hawkes Emith 
Buck Hayden Taft 
Burton h 


Johnson, Colo 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
Maloney 
Maybank 


Bushfield 
Butler 
Byrd 
Caraway 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo, 
Connally 
Cordon 
Danaher 
Davis 


Perguson 


Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Walsh 
Weeks 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
Nye White 
O'Mahoney 
Rad 
NAYS—19 
Johnson, Calif 
Bilbo La Follette 
Capper Langer 
Chandler Magnuson 
Downey Mead 
Guffey Murdock 
Hill Overton 


NOT VOTING—25 
Gurney 
Hall 


iffe 


Aiken Pepper 
Russell 
Shipstead 
Wiley 
Willis 


Stewart 


Andrews 
3 Thomas, Idaho 


Ball 





Bankhead Holman Thomas, Utah 
Bridges Jenner Tobey 
Clark, Idaho Kilgore Wagner 


Fastiand Moore Waligren 


Ellender Murray Wilson 
Gerry O'Daniel 
Glass Scrugham 


So the nomination of W. L. Clayton 
to be Assistant Secretary of State was 
confirmed. 

NOMINATION OF JAMES C. DUNN 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will state the next State Department 
nomination, 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of James C. Dunn, of New York, to 
be Assistant Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is, will the Senate advise and consent to 
this nomination? 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, I had 
intended to make a lengthy speech today 
on these nominations; but, as you know, 
I am not going to do so. 

I should like to have printed in the 
Recorp at this point a statement I have 
prepared concerning Mr. Dunn. I shall 
read several portions of it, but I shall take 
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only a few minutes of the t of the 
Senate to do so 
I ‘ im - r u ’ 
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r i refore 
his a vers we 2 entirely ¢ ect. F 
that re nian ying to review e of his 
testimony before the Sen 
I was interested in determini ng how the 
embargo against Spain during the Spa ) 
Yivil War had been put into eff Hi - 
is seem now to agree the Spar 1 
ivil War was a testing ground for Hitler and 
Mussoli and if le to head 
off a dictatorship in we ! ] have 


stopped the World War which was 
You will recall that Hitler sent Germ: 
cers and German tanks to aid Franco a 


the Spanish Republican Government. You 





will recall that Mussolini sent several Ital- 
ian brigades. Franco had all the supplies 
he wanted from his dictator friends But 


the Republican 
unable to get supplies from any 


adopted in this country an em 


Government Spain was 
ountry. We 
irgo against 
sending supplies to Spain which, of course, 
meant that while Franco was suppli 
dictators, the Loyalist Republican G 
ment received nothing. 

And also I asked Mr. Dunn regar 
part which ayed in put 
bargo into effect. Mr. Dunn 
charged for years in the public pres 
one of the instigators and defenders 
embargo. To my knowledge 
denied it. But when he came u 
committee he was evasive. He said this pol- 
icy had been put into effect by the President 
and the Congress, and he merely followed the 
policy outlined by them. Later I examined 
Mr. Dunn further, reminding him that the 
President of the United States, the Secretary 
of State, Mr. Hull, and the Under ry 
of State, Mr. Sumner Welles, were all out of 
the United States attending the Montevideo 
conference in South America. Mr 
however, denied this id said that they had 
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secretal 








il 





returned to the United States hen the 
Spanish embargo was voted by Congress. 
Since that time I have looked up the dates, 
and I want to review the whole m r with 
you, because I consider it extremely impor- 


tant 
In first place, when Congr¢ debated 
the Neutrality Act in 1936, the State Depa 
ment was vigorously opposed It did not 
want an embargo which would prevent arms 
from being shipped to a nation ged in 
war. In other words, the State 
> should be able to ship 


the 









er 





1 at war. 





differently 


I omit a part of the 
then read the following: 

The President, it is true, returned from 
Montevideo to Washington on December 15, 
1936, at 9 p. m. But after that 
ceeded to Hyde Park and was not 
contact with the State Department. 


statement, and 


he pro- 
in close 
He was 
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e fi rate nd def ers of that em- 

I ywledge he has never de- 
! t he cam b re our com- 
4 ! e he was € \ He said this policy 
had been put into effect by the President 
and the Congress and he merely followed 
he policy outlined by them. Later I ex- 
nined Mr. Dunn further, reminding him 
that the President of the United States, the 
ecretary of State, Mr. Hull, and the Under 
ecretary of State, Mr. Sumner Welles, were 
all out of the United States attending the 
Montevideo conference in South America. 
Mr. Dunn, however, denied this, and said that 








they had returned to the United States when 
the Spanish embargo was voted by Congress. 

ice that time I have looked up the dates 
and I want to review the whole matter with 

u because I consider it extremely impor- 
tant 

In the first place, when Congress debated 
the Neutrality Act in 1935, the State Depart- 
was vigorously opposed. It did not 
an embargo which would prevent arms 
from being shipped to a Nation engaged in 
war. In other words, the State Department 
felt that we should be able to ship arms to 
iny nation at war Congress, however, ruled 
differently 

But when civil war broke out in Spain, the 
State Department suddenly changed its mind. 
Prior to that it had argued that we could ship 
arms any placé no matter what the condition 
of war, but suddenly it reversed its stand 
and sought to discriminate against Spain. 
Furthermore, the State Department com- 
municated to the chairman of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee at that time 
urging that legislation be passed to prevent 
the shipment of arms to Spain. The State 
Mepartment spokesman informed the chair- 
man of the Senate Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee “It is a tremendous step forward and 
it is a tremendous task to enact the highest 
legislation that you can devise.” I have 
made inquiries from those who are familiar 
with what went on inside the State Depart- 
ment at that time and I am informed on ex- 
cellent authority that Mr. Dunn was one of 
those who advocated this policy—though he 
now denies it 

And it is also a fact that both the President 
and the Secretary of State and the Under 
Secretary of State were out of the country 
when this policy was being formed by the 
State Department and communicated to 
Congress 

The President, it is true, returned from 
Montevideo to Washington on December 15, 
1936, at 9 p.m. But after that he proceeded 
to Hyde Park and was not in close contact 
with the State Department. He was leaving 
these matters, as he should, to the supposedly 
trained executives of the State Department. 

But unfortunately Secretary Hull and Un- 
der Secretary Welles did not return to the 
United States with the President. They 
stopped in South America and were forced 
to come by a somewhat slower boat so that 
they arrived in the United States on January 
14, 1937. 

And by this time Mr. Dunn and the other 
executives of the State Department had al- 
ready done the damage. They had urged 
Congress to pass a law barring the shipment 
of arms to Spain. That law was passed on 
January 6, 1937. Secretary of State Hull and 
Under Secretary of State Welles, I repeat, 
came back on January 14, 8 days later—too 
late. 

The President had been away part of the 
time and could not be expected to keep his 
fingers on every intimate detail of foreign 
policy. 

I checked into this matter carefully. I find 
that Mr. Dunn and his friends in the State 
Department not only urged Congress to pass 
this law but that they even endeavored to 
stop the sailing of a Spanish ship, the Mar 
Cantabrico, from New York to Loyalist Spain 
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and hold {t up until the law was rushed | 
through Congress. Congress could not have 
acted to have held up that ship. That fell 
under the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment and the State Department was the in- 
stigator in doing everything it possibly could 
to aid Franco. 

That is the way Mr. Dunn and his friends 
in the State Department aided Dictator 
Franco and have been following a pro- 
Franco policy ever since. 

To illustrate what Mr. Dunn and his friends 
were doing to hamper the Spanish Repub- 
lican Governmient, Walton Moore, then Act- 
ing Secretary of State, actually called in the 
Chargé d’Affaires of the Spanish Embassy 
and lectured him because a member of the 
Embassy staff had addressed a meeting of 
American citizens which was raising money 
for Loyalist Spain. Furthermore, Joseph C. 
Grew, head of the State Department's Mu- 
nitions Control Board, and working directly 
with him under James Dunn, urged Amer- 
ican munitions dealers not to sell arms to 
the Gofernment of Spain. 

Both moves were contrary to all national 
and international precedent. The Spanish 
Government was a recognized and accredited 
Government friendly to us. Imagine where 
our Union of 48 States would be today if 
Europe, during the Civil War, had shut off 
supplies and credit from the Federal Gov- 
ernment 

In fact, it is amazing the lengths to which 
the State Department went to discriminate 
against the Spanish Government. Just be- 
fore President Roosevelt sailed for Buenos 
Aires and Montevideo in November 1936 the 
State Department had written a speech which 
he was to deliver there critical of the Span- 
ish Government. And just before President 
Roosevelt sailed, the Spanish Ambassador 
tried to see him. The State Department ob- 
jected. For several days he cooled his heels 
in the State Department and got nowhere 
but finally he approached Henry Wallace, 
now Vice President of the United States, 
then Secretary of Agriculture, and Mr. Wal- 
lace arranged for him to see the President of 
the United States. Mr. Roosevelt was more 
than cordial. He gave the Spanish Ambassa- 
dor an interview lasting 2 hours. 

The Ambassador had an opportunity to 
tell the President about the discrimination 
by American business firms against the Span- 
ish Government and about the fact that New 
York bankers had even refused to handle 
routine exchange transactions for the Em- 
bassy. He also reminded the President how 
Spain, the motherland of Latin America, set 
the standard for democracy or dictatorship 
in the countries which Roosevelt was about 
to visit. Therefore, the Spanish Ambassador 
told the President that if the seeds of fascism 
took root in Spain they were sure to spread 
to South America. 

After that interview the President tore up 
the speech which the State Department had 
prepared for him to deliver at Buenos Aires, 
and on the voyage he rewrote it himself. 
Following the Spanish Ambassador’s sugges- 
tion, the President made the speech a ring- 
ing championship of democracy, a scathing 
denunciation of dictatorship. There was no 
doubt that President Roosevelt had been 
converted to the idea that the Spanish Gov- 
ernment was fighting the fight of democracy. 

But what happened to that fight while he 
was away? What were his State Department 
functionaries supposed to carry out his for- 
eign policy doing to undermine it? While 
the President was steaming back from Ar- 
gentina, Mr. Robert Cuse, of Jersey City, 
ignored Mr. James Dunn and the attempt of 
State Department functionaries to prevent 
the shipment of arms to Spain. Mr. Cuse 
obtained a license to ship $2,777,000 worth 
of second-hand airplanes to the Spanish Gov- 
ernment. There was no law against it and 
the State Department, although it argued 
with him and tried to browbeat him, in the 
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end could not stop the shipment. No law had 
then been passed by Congress. Mr. Cuse’s 
shipment included some famous airplane 
such as Harry Richmond's Lady Peace, Powell 
Crosley’s Northrup, Lora Engles’ Lockheed 
Orion together with a motley assortment of 
cast-off Army planes of doubtful military 
value. 

The State Department admitted officially 
that it could not prevent the shipment of 
these arms to Spain but it placed every con- 
ceivable obstacle in the path of that ship- 
ment. Mr. Green, the subordinate of Mr. 
James Dunn, actually called in the press and 
made public the engine numbers and other 
details of each plane in an attempt to whip 
up public opinion and in order that Francx 
Army in Spain might know the weapons the 
Loyalist Government was receiving. 

This was the ship, the Mar Cantabric 
which I referred to a minute ago. As it was 
preparing to sail the State Department went 
to Representative McReynolds of Tennessee, 
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee, 
and urged him to pass a new law quickly to 
stop the shipment of these airplanes. Then 
the State Department suggested to customs 
agents in New York that they examine a 
400-pound crate of shoes on the Spanish 
ship on the theory that shoes could not weigh 
as much as 400 pounds. Then Army officers 
spurred on by the State Department held the 
Spanish ship up further until it could in- 
spect 32 cast-off field kitchens and deman4 
that the name “U. S. Army” stenciled on the 
field kitchens be painted out. 

Then as the Spanish vessel] sailed out of 
New York harbor the Coast Guard cutter 
Icarus steamed alongside at the behest of 
the State Department ready to stop the ship- 
ment the minute the law was passed by 
Congress. The Coast Guard vessel even 
ordered the Spanish ship to stop and boarded 
her with a writ claiming back pay for two 
disgruntled American fliers, Burt Acosta and 
Gordon K. Berry, who claimed that they had 
not been paid by the Spanish Loyalist Gov- 
ernment for flying in Spain. 

din other words the State Department 
pulled every conceivable wire to prevent arms 
from going to the Loyalist Republican Gov- 
ernment of Spain despite the fact that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt had had the friendliest rela- 
tions with the Spanish Ambassador, despite 
the fact that Spain was a friendly govern- 
ment properly accredited to the United 
States, properly recognize” by the United 
States, and despite the fact that Mussolini 
and Hitler were doing everything possible to 
aid the Spanish Government’s leader Franco. 

This, I repeat, was done while Secretary 
Hull and Under Secretary Sumner Welles were 
absent in South America. The Spanish ship 
Sailed on January 6. Congress passed the 
Neutrality Act on January 6. Secretary Hull 
and Mr. Welles did not return until January 
14. President Roosevelt had been out of the 
country for more than a month and was not 
familiar with the details. 

Thus, I repeat, it is impossible for any 
President to be his own Secretary of State 
unless he has working with him and for him 
a group of men who thoroughly sympathize 
with and support his foreign policy. 

To illustrate conclusively, I quote from the 
book The Time for Decision, written by the 
former Under Secretary of State, Sumner 
Welles, who of all people was in a position 
to know and who on page 61, referring to the 
Spanish embargo, said: 

“During the time that the legislation was 
receiving final consideration in Congress, and 
at the moment when the official spokesman 
for the Department of State was making the 
statement above quoted, the President and 
the Secretary of State were absent from the 
country, attending the opening session of the 
Inter-American Conference for the Mainte- 
nance of Peace at Buenos Aires. I have al- 
ways believed that if the President had been 
in Washington during those weeks he would 
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I do not know Mr. Dunn, I have never 
seen him, I have never met him, but 
perhaps he would be entitled to this 
comment from the Prime Minister of 
Great Britain, our great ally. 

Mr. GUFFEY. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. DANAHER. 
yield. 

Mr. GUFFEY. I did not say anything 
about communism. 

Mr. DANAHER. Oh, I did. 

Mr. GUFFEY. The Senator was re- 
plying to me, but I said nothing about 
communism, 

Mr. DANAHER. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania was talking about the 
Spanish Revolution. He was also talk- 
ing about Mr. Dunn’s part with reference 
to it. 

Mr. GUFFEY. I said it was financed 
by Hitler and Mussolini. That is what 
I said. 

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. Churchill says 
otherwise. That is why I offered con- 
trary evidence. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, in 
fairness to Mr. Dunn, I ask unanimous 
consent to insert in the Recorp Mr. 
Dunn’s statement as it appears in the 
record of the hearings. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
jection? 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp, 
as follows: 


Yes; I am glad to 


Is there ob- 


STATEMENT OF JAMES CLEMENT DUNN 


The CHAIRMAN. We shall next hear the 
statement of Mr. James Clement Dunn. His 
biography will appear in the record at this 
point. 

“JAMES CLEMENT DUNN 


“Born Newark, N. J., December 27, 1890. 
Studied law and architecture Architect, 
1912-17. United States Navy, 1917-19; 
served as lieutenant, assistant United States 
Naval attaché, Habana, 1918-19; entered the 
Department of State 1919, assigned as secre- 
tary in the Embassy at Madrid February 26, 
1920; at Port-au-Prince March 1, 1922; at 
Brussels March 7, 1924; to the Department 
April 29, 1927; resigned August 7, 1930. 
Appointed Chief, Division of International 
Conferences in the Department of State, 
September 10, 1931; secretary of delegation, 
Fourth Pan American Commercial Confer- 
ence, Washington, 1931; secretary general of 
American delegation, First Stage, General 
Disarmament Conference, Geneva, 1932; as- 
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stant, first meeting of Experts Preparatory 


ee for International Monetary and 

Conference, Geneva, 1932, and 

the American delegation to the 

London, 1933; Chief, Division 

and Conferences, June 1, 1933; 

general of American delegation, 

ternational Conference of Amer- 

, Montevideo, 1933; special assist- 

ant to t Secretary of State, February 12, 

1934; Chief, Division of Western European 

Affairs, July 1, 1935; Chief, Division of Eu- 

ropean Affairs, June 16, 1937; Advisor on 

Political July 17, 1937; Director, 

Office of European Affairs, January 15, 1944. 

He accompanied Mr. Hull to Moscow as his 

principal adviser on political affairs at the 

Moscow Conference of Foreign Ministers 

which resulted in the Moscow Four-Nation 

Declaration. He served in the same capacity 

with Mr. Hull at the Quebec Conference of 

1943. Mr. Dunn was also one of the United 

States representatives at the Dumbarton 
Oaks conversations.” 

Mr. Dunn, the President has sent your 
nomination to the Senate for the position 
of Assistant Secretary of State. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations will be pleased 
to have any statement you desire to make. 

Mr. Dunn. Mr. Chairman, with your per- 
mis n, I will read a statement I have pre- 
pared for this occasion. 

The Department of State is not new to me. 
In fact, after 2 years as a naval officer in 
the last war, I have served 25 years either 
in the Foreign Service or in the Department. 
After Mr. Hull became Secretary, I served 
as special ant to him, as adviser on 
political affairs and as Director of the Office 
of European Affairs. I was adviser to Mr. 
Hull at the Moscow Conference. No one 
serving under Secretary Hull could fail to 
become imbued with his faith in this coun- 
try and in its constructive influence in world 

These have been trying years, years which 
have seen much evil and suffering. But they 
have also brought new strength and a tough- 
ened moral fiber to the people of this country 
and to free peoples everywhere. Freemen, 
whose liberty has temporarily been lost or 
threatened, gain new strength and deter- 
mination to safeguard it in the future. 

In our democracy the basic determination 
of foreign policy rests with the people. For- 
eign policy is and must be a living thing; 
it is the process of dealing with a constant 
succession of new developments in the light 
of our fundamental principles and interests. 

After the complete defeat of our enemies, 
all necessary measures, however rigorous, 
must be taken to prevent their being able 
to make war again. Meanwhile, our na- 
tional interest requires that we encourage 
the establishment of strong, democratic gov- 
ernments in liberated countries. Our secur- 
ity and welfare will be best served by having 
in other countries liberal governments which 
will be dedicated, as we are, to improving the 
standards of living of their peoples and to 
creating the atmosphere and conditions con- 
ducive to the preservation of peace and se- 
curity. We look forward to the development 
in other countries of freedom, of increased 
opportunities, and improved social welfare 
of their people. 

I am deeply conscious of the new responsi- 
bilities which the President and Mr. Stet- 
tinius have asked me to assume. 

Shortly before Secretary Hull started for 
Moscow, Mr. Stettinius came to the De- 
partment of State as his principal assistant. 
I was one of his advisers at Dumbarton Oaks, 
and I have seen at first hand his skilfed lead- 
ership and his deep sense of the importance 
of the task and of the responsibilities which 
lie ahead. 

Public office today, especially in the field 
of foreign relations, carries a heavy responsi- 
The President and the Secretary of 
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State are devoting themselves to the ad- 
vancement of the interests of the Ameri 
people and the establishment of peace and 
security So long as I can be of use in a 
capacity in carrying out the policies laid 
down by the President, Mr. Hull, and M 
Stettintus, I shall consider it a duty and a 
honor to do so 

The CHarRMAN. Mr. Dunn, you were 
Secretary Hull at Moscow? 

Mr. Dunn. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHaIRMAN. And also at Quebec? 

Mr. DuNnN. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were one of the dele- 
gates or, rather one of the representatives 
this Government at Dumbarton Oaks? 

Mr. Dunn. At Dumbarton Oaks 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you any questi 
Senator George? 

Senator Grorce. No questions. 

The CHaIRMAN. Senator JOHNSON 

Senator JOHNSON of California. There w 
a declaration that we made with some d 
gree of emphasis in our first meeting wit 
our allies, was there not? 

Mr. DUNN. Do you refer to the Atlant 
Charter? 

Senator JOHNSON of California. Sir? 

Mr. Dunn. Do you refer to the Atlan 
Charter, Senator? 

Senator JoHNSON of California. Yes 
is it now? 

Mr. Dunn. It is still there, Senator. 

Senator JOHNSON of California. Still wher: 

Mr. Dunn. It is still right before us, ar 
we are carrying on under the principles 
the Atlantic Charter. 

Senator JoHNson of California 
we are working on that policy still? 
Mr. DuNN. Yes; we have not left the pri 

ciples of the Atlantic Charter. 

Senator JOHNSON of California. Perh: 
would not be appropriate for me to ask you 
about particular relations of the State De- 
partment concerning that proncunceme: 
Wou'd you rather I would not interrogat 
you concerning them? 

Mr. Dunn. Well, Senator, I will be very glad 
indeed to answer any questions that I c 
provided, of course, it would not interf 
with our relations with other countries 
specific countries. 

Senator JoHNson of California. If you : 
in any question that I ask something that 
you think—even think—may interfere wit! 
our relations with other countries, you ar 
of course, at liberty to decline to answer 

Mr. Dun? . Thank you 

Senator JoHNSon of California. Is ther 
any trouble with the announcement or t! 
pronouncement or with the carrying int 
effect of the “four freedoms” that were origi- 
nally provided for? 

Mr. Dunn. The “four freedoms,” of course 
were not stated as such in the Atlanti 
Charter, Senator. 

Senator Jonnson of California. Well, I d 
not know what it is. You can designate 
better than I. I will accept your designation 

Mr. Dunn. Well, I do not know just exactly 
what you mean. We stand for our own 
pri:.ciples, our-own position, our own poli- 
cies, ard our own attitudes. 

Senator JoHNson of California. Has ther: 
been any difference arise with our allies con- 
cerning our construction of that particular 
pronouncement? 

Mr. DuNN. I would not like to be specific 
Senator. We have had some difficulties; ye 
We are bound to have some difficulties as we 
go forward in carrying out our program. 

Senator JOHNSON of California. What was 
that? 

Mr. DuNN. We are bound to have some dif- 
ficulties as we go forward in our relations 
with other countries. 

Senator JoHnson of California. Yes; I as- 
sume so. I do not want you to éake those 
up in detail, but how are you with Greece at 
the present time? 
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Mr ith Greece, did you say, Sena- 
f JOHNSON of Califor: Y 

Mr. DuNN. With Greece ¥ tar 
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few days ag which I 
ment made by Prime Minister hill, 
we are in favor of permitting the Greek 
le to choose their own form of vern- 


nator JoHNSON of California. Is that the 
situation of the dispute with Greece at tl 
ent time? 

Mr. Dunn. Well, Senator, I would rather 
go into the details of Gree Ss a matter 
that has not been directly under my 

rge in the Department 
Senator JOHNSON of California. The op- 
‘ itself for everyone to 
I do not want to sneak up 


will present 
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Mr. Dunn. It will. 
£ ator JOHNSON 
i t it later? 

Mr. Dunn. Oh, yes; yes, 


of California. Then, we 





The CHAIRMAN. Are ther other ques- 
by members of tl committee? 
Senator Murray. Mr. Dui what was your 


attitude toward Franco during the civil war 

Mr. Dunn. During the period of civil war 
us you will recall, the executive 
the Government took the view that 

th the ex Embargo Act, arms would 
not be shipped to participants in the civil 
war in S| That policy was embodied in 
tment—an act of Congress of Janu- 
which specifically prohibited the 
arms to Spi 
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ment ol in 
Senator Murray. Did you discuss 
period the problem which confronted 
our attitude toward the situati 
Spain? 
Mr. Dunn. Did I discuss it? 
Senator Murray. Yes. 
Mr. Dunn. Oh, yes; it w 
Department 
Senator Murray. What was 
the Department at that time? 
Mr. DuNN. My advice was entirely in line 
with the decision which was made by the 
executive branch at that time—by the Presi- 


s discussed in the 
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dent d the Secretary of State 
Senator Murray. What is your attitude 


now with reference to the trouble that i 
going on in Greece? 

Mr. Dunn. In Greece, as I think I have 
stated to Senator JOHNSON, my position is 
squarely in line with the position taken by 
the Secretary of State within the last few 
days 

Senator Murray. Did you 
of Churchill 
mean Churchill? 

Mr. Dunn. Yes. The statement of the 
Secretary of State quoted Mr. Churchill, in 
which he said that the kind of government 


mean the posi- 


tion in that respect? Did you 


that was to be chosen in Greece was to be 
left to the Greek people. The Secr« 7 of 
State said he was in accord with that te- 


ment 
Senator Murray. Is that 
taken by Churchill in re 
problem there? 
Mr. Dunn. Well, of course, he enunciated 
those words in his statement on Greece 
Senator Mt 
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Mr. Dux There have been a great 1 
n re} tions and ht lies printed ns 
about me; but I have always held those vi ; 
and I think people who know me, and have 
known me throughout my caret d of e eve 
way I have acted, would alway ubstantiate 
that statement we 4 

Senator Murray. There in opinio the 
country, held by many people, that men in 
the State Department are largely under the 
influence of the British. Have you had very f 
close relationships with the British diplo- } 
matic representatives, and have they had any 
influence on you in the course of your duties? effect 

Mr. DunN. None whatever. Neither havel ! 
ever seen any of that in my entire career ir be m 


the State Department and in the Foreign M 


Service. ne te 





Senator Murray. When I first came to the a 
Senate, I heard the statement made betore “ 
the Foreign Relations Committee tl the pa 
British Foreign Of don i the Amer- ’ 
ican State Department. ; 

Mr. DUNN. Of course, that is not true and gi 
never has been true. Iam always very muc 
surprised to hear Americans make statements ments 
of that kind, because we have the fi For- purt 
eign Service in the whole world. The men It) 
who work in it are earnest and sincere, are 
good Americans, and have no idea of t y mac 
influenced by anyone or by a! her fore 
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ready h d striving for positions that 
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ll the 1 d ns, in respect to interna- 
tional problems, working through a repre- 
sentative organization, and working collec- 
tively upon these world problems? 

Mr. DuNN. Well, Senator, I do not believe 
it is the proper role of anyone in the State 
Department to fear or raise a possibility of 
the sort of thing you mention; but, on the 
other hand, it is our problem to keep closely 





in touch with the developments of all kinds 
as we go forward and to do our best to bring 
about—I think it is the purpose and the in- 
tention of tl United States Government at 
t] to do everything in the world we 
can to bring about a real international or- 
gal n for peac ind security and to do 
away with tl kind of arrangements that 
might cause the fear you speak or at 
least to \ them and try to present a 
progran ! vill make f better under- 
st ad Lav ld-wide basis 

The CHAIRMAN. Are thet ny other ques- 
ti , rt k you, Mr. Dur 

Senat Gurrey. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
arrange 1 the Secr ry of State to 
2 » Department tomorrow to see cer- 
tain repo that were sent from Spain by 
the former Amb; dor to Spain, Mr. Claude 
Bowe! Whether or not they will bear on 
this matter, I ¢ not know Mr. Bowers is 
nov 1 1 i to Chile If anybody 
wants te with me, I shall be glad to have 
hit I am just telling you now 

The CHA MAN. We hope th you ¥ ill go, 
Seo. ind will come back imbued with 
inf ion. We are sure you will. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques- 


tion is, Will the Senate advise and con- 
sent to the rmination of James C. Dunn, 


of New York, to be Assistant Secretary 
of State? 

Mr. CONNALLY. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). 
IT have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER]. 
On this vote I understand he would, if 
present, vote as I am about to vote. I 
vote “yea.” 


I ask for the yeas 
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Mr. MEAD (when Mr. WAGNER’s name 
Wi called). My colleague the senior 
Senator from New York iMr. WaGNER] 
is unavoidably absent. If present he 
“yea” on this nomination. 

Tl roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The senior Sen 
from Georgia |[Mr. GreorcEe!] authorized 


wolild vote 
y ua VOU 





me to y that if present he would vote 
for the nomination. He was called away 
from the Senate. 

Mr. HIiLIx I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia 


{[Mr. Guiass] and the 


s r from Utah [Mr. THOMAS] are ab- 
from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. An- 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Bp HEAD! ti nator from Idaho | Mr. 
CLARK] he Senator from Mississippi 


Mr. EASTLAND], the Senator from Louisi- 


al Mr. ELLENDER the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Grerry|, the Senator 
from South Carolina iMr. HAL], the 
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. KIL- 
GCRE the Senator from Texas [Mr., 
O’DANIEL the Senator from Nevada 


{Mr. ScruGcHAM], and the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN} are neces- 
Sarily absent. 

I am advised that if present and vot- 
ing, the Senator from Florida (Mr. ANn- 
DREWS!, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CLARK], the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. EASTLAND], the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Gerry], the Senator from 
Virginia |[Mr. Grass], the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. O’DanieL], the Senator from 
Nevada |Mr. ScrucHaAm], the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. THomas], and the Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. WaALLcREN] 
would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KILcorE! is paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana |[Mr. ELLENDER]. Iam advised 
that if present and voting, the Senator 
from West Virginia would vote “nay,” 
and the Senator from Louisiana would 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr. STEwarT’s 
name was called). My colleague the 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART! is conducting hearings in In- 
diana. He wishes me to say that if he 
were present and voting, he would vote 

Vet 


"Mr. WHERRY. 


The Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripces] who is 
necessarily absent, has a general pair 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 


THomas]. If present the Senator from 
New Hampshire would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEn- 
NER!, who is necessarily absent, would 
vote “yea” if present. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Batu] is absent on official business of the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Moore] and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Tosey] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson] 
is necessarily absent. If present he 
would vote yea.” 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Tuomas] 
is necessarily absent. 
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The result was announced—yeas 6; 
nays 10 as follows: 
YEAS—62 





Austin Gillette Radcliff 
Bailey G en rR l 
B Hatch Reve 
B Hawkes R 
I r Hayden R i 
I s H Ru l 
I H an £ 
B 1 Jol n,Colo. Taf 

d I TI Cc 
Butler McCarran Tn 
I i McCle 1 Tu 
( r McFarland 7 
C way McKellar Vander 
Cl oy Maloney Walsh 
Cc c¢, Mo M ik WV 
( y Mead Whe r 
( Millikin Ww! y 
I her Murdock Wi 
I N\ Wi 
D f O'’Mahone Wi 
Ferguson Overt 

NAYS—10 

Aiken La Follctte P 
Chandler Langet Shipstead 
C fey Magni ison 
Johnson, Calif. Murray 


NOT VOTING—24 








Andrews Gerry Scrugham 
Ball Glas Stewar 
Bankhead Gurney Thor Td 
Bridac Hall Thomas, Utah 
Clar} laho Jenner Tobey 
Fastiand Kilgore Wagner 
Ellender Moore Wallgren 
George O'’Daniel Wilson 


So the nomination of James C. Dunn 
to be Assistant Secretary of State wa 
confirmed. 


NOMINATION OF BRIG. 


HOLMES 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The clerk 
will state the next nomination on ths 
calendar. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Brig. Gen. Julius C. Holmes, 
United States Army, of Kansas, to be 
Assistant Secretary of State. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I ask for the yea 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and 
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. REED (when his name wa 
called). I have a general pair with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER]. 
On this vote I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEN- 
NER], who if present would vote as I am 
about to vote. I am therefore free to 
vote: I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MEAD (when Mr. WAGNER’s name 
was called). I announce that my col- 
league [Mr. WAGNER] if present would 
vote “nay” on this nomination. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I announce that 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] is unavoidably absent. He has 
requested that I announce that if pres- 
ent he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. GLass] and the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. THomas] are 
absent from the Senate because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida (Mr. AN- 
DREWS], the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
CLARK], the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. EASTLAND], the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. ELLENDER], the Senator from 


GEN. JULIUS C 





1944 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 9743 
South Carolina [Mr. HALL], the Senator NOT VOTING 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY], the | A ( 
nator from Iowa (Mr. GILLETTE], the | =* i Glass a Louisiana (Mr. ELLEN! 
Senator from West Virginia |[Mr. Kit- | prign, - a p ee ae that if present and 
corE], the Senator from Texas [Mr ( uh er Tobey iss t Wi 
O’DANIEL], the Senator from Nevada | E@st'and Johnson, ¢ r and the Senat 
Mr. SCRUGHAM], and the Senator fron 7 E te as whe 
Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are neces- | Gerry O'Daniel . Mr. McK 
rily absent. 
I am advised I 
ing, the Senator from F 
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l née xt n nation 
Virginia [Mr. GLass], the Senator from | The legislative clerk 1 i the r 


ial Ciern T¢ q Uf) nome V I i | 
. ] } : ; ‘ wrt 13 1 r ; : = = ; aa 
Texas (Mr. O’DANIEL], the Senator from | ination of Archibald MaclLe h, of Vir- t Senator from 1 h th I 
Nevada [Mr. ScruGHAM], the Senator gil to be Assistant S of S If c 
from Utah [Mr. Tuomas], and the Sen- |} Mr. CONNALLY and ¢ Senato uld 
ator from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] asked for the yeas and 1 rhe s r from Ll ! ir. Jen 


would vote “yea. l and nay dered, an NER ! ne rily nt, 1 i 
The Senatcr from West Virginia [M1 the legislative clerk prot led t all te “yea” if present 





KiicorE] is paired with the Senator from | the re T Senato! M 2 iM 

Louisiana {[Mr. ELLENDER]. I am advised Mr. HOLMAN (when his name y Rar t I ‘ 
’ . . Da < uv 4 SN A 

that if present and voting, the senator c On this vote I have ral f Soy 

from West Virgi ld vote “nay” and pai th the junior Senator from Ten- I Se} r f re n 

t Senator fro would vote n Mr. STEWART If he - At, : : New 


yea.” | ¢ I understand he wou 
Mr. MCKELLAR (when Mr. STEWarT’s If I were at liberty to vote, I would 








\ 
nal was called). My colleague |Mr. “nay - : > ee. 4 
STEWART] is conducting official hearings Mr. REED (when h name wi - ' . se 
in Indian He wisl I to that c ) I have a l pai h : os 
if he were present and votir he would nior Senator from New ¥ M ; 
ote “yea.” WAGNER I un tand that if ! I . nl M HOM 
Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from pl it he would vot , woe IS 
New Hampshire (Mr. Bripces], who is | at liberty to vote I would vote “n ; T I 
rily absent, has a general pair I \y hold my vote I $s 25 f 
he Senator from Utah Mi Mr. MEAD (when M1 N S name YI 
|. If present the Senator from | w called). I anne ( t mv col- 5 ( 
} iampshire \ ld vote “‘ 7 le fp it, would vote “yea 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. JEn- | T ro!l call was concluded. I 
NER], who is necessarily absent, would Mr. CONNALLY. The senior Senator : 
| from Georgia [Mr. Grorct unavoid- | ' 
1 Minn 1 (Mr. | a a t. I announce that if p it, | ; 


i ¢ 
Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena- ( 





‘om Oklahoma I[Mr. tor from Virginia [Mr. Gtass] and the ( f M 
senator from New | Senator from Utah [Mr. Tuomas] are ab- | ; h ; 
Hampshire |[Mr. Tosey] are n¢ irily sent from the Senate because of ilh S G M k 
absent. The Senator from Florida [Mr. An- ‘ MM 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson] | prews]. the Senator from Alabama Mr. NAYS—2 
is necessarily absent. If present he | Banxuesp]. tl nator from Idal M , ' R . 


would vote “yea.” CLarK!], the Senator from M j ppi B ; Ei s I 
The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THomas] | [ Mr. Fastianp]. the Senator from! i i : ee a 


’ _ i i \ 
is necessarily absent. | ana (Mr. ELLenper], the Senator from | Bute: I V 7 
The result was announced—yeas 61, de Island (Mr. Gerry]. t Senator ( , \ 


om Iov Mr. GILLETTE], the Sez ! : : ee 


> TD) eh eh be 


j 
YEAS—61 m West Virginia (Mr. Kitcor: t] Da } } 
Austin Green _— sm nator from South Carolina (Mr. Hatz], Ne 
Bailes Hatch ~ I ds | the Senator from Texas [Mr. O’Dantet], | , j m 
3rewster H ‘ ad |} HAM], the Senator from North Carolina i I Id 
Brooks Holman h | {Mr Reynotps], and the Senator from | ! : ; 


Bi k Johnson, Colo. Taft W sino 1 (Mr. WALLGREN re n * ? . 
: ' in Mr. WALLGREN] are n - . - 
Burton Lucas I is, Okla a ; , . 


Bushfield McCarran rk d y absent. : : 
Butler McClellan 1 I am advised that if present and voting, | ‘ Wilson 
Byrd — a . , the Senator from Florida {Mr. Anprewsl, | , i 
Capper Mc! ar \ ber | anags ‘ TAahn [? . ; 
Caraway M y Walsh | the Senator from [Idaho [Mr. Crarx], the , . ae “i 
Chat "y Mavbank y | Ser ir fro 1 Mi issippi Mr I rT arn 0 i) nomin , % A I ( 
~ a . . | - F : ae ‘ } / Z of 
ance ong an : | the Senator from Rhode Island ,, | Leish, to be A ae y Oo 
Connally M K V y | aes f , 
Gorton Nve 7 oo | ¢ the Senator from I a (Mr. : ‘ 

unaher O'Mahoney Wiley | GILLETT! the &€ or from Virginia ‘ ais : 

saad v ae 


— | [Mr. Grass], the Senator from Texa 
n ced | [Mr. O’Danret ], the Senator from N ] t the ( 
(Mr. Scrucuim], the Senator from Utah | Depa! nt n 


@ - 
Saas 
0g . 
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wave _ } ‘ eT 
‘ r — _— , Mr. Tuomas}, and the Senator from i \ Pl \ 
Cc) ller ee a 9 Washington |[Mr. WALLGREN] would vote jec n E 

ifiey Magnuson Pepper “yea.” | fort 
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By M WALSH, from the Committee on 

















Re Admira ] Frederick G. Crisp, United 
Stat Navy, to be a rear admiral in the Navy, 
i ter f e, to rank from the Ist 
day of 

Re ,. Cochrane, United 
£ { idr in the Navy 
1 k m le 2l1st 
qaay 

C ! United State 
N i in the Navy, f 

mp é ») rank om the 25th day 
of Mar 1 1943 

Commodore Burrell C. Allen, United States 
N re d to be a rear admiral in the Navy 
( he re ed list, for ter y service to 
col u ti ervir as ¢ Oo taff, to 
the ¢ I de Western Sea Frontie 

Captain Paul E. Pihl, U1 d States Navy 
to be a commodore in the Navy, for tempo 
service, to continue while serving as ¢ istant 
chief of staff (logistics), to the commander, 
Western Sea Frontier, and until reporting for 
( ¢ pe er! aqauty 


Captain Thomas E. Van Metre, United 
t a commodore in the 
avy, for temporary service, to continue while 

tant naval inspector general 


and until reporting for other permanent 


Captain Ben H. Wyatt, United States Navy, 
to be a commodore in the Navy, for temporary 
ervice, t continue while serving as com- 
mander, Naval Air Bases, First Naval District, 


and until reporting for other permanent 





By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee on 
F ign Relations 

Laurence A. Steinhardt, of New York, now 
American Ambassador to Turkey, to be Am- 
) r Ext rdinary and Plenipotentiary 
rnment of Czechoslovakia now 
established in London 








NOMINATION OF LAURENCE A. STEIN- 
HARDIT TO BE AMBASSADOR - TO 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the nomination of Lau- 
rence A. Steinhardt to be Ambassador to 
Czechoslovakia. The report of the com- 
mittee is on the desk. The nomination 
was unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its present con- 
Sideration 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The nomi- 
nation will be stated for the information 
of the Senate. ’ 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
of Lawrence A. Steinhardt, now Ambas- 
sador to Turkey, to be Ambassador Ex- 
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America near the Gov- 
ernment of Czechoslovakia now estab- 
lished in London. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jestion to the present ronsideration of 
the nomination? The Chair hears none. 
Without objection, the nomination is 
confirmed 

Mr. CONNALLY. TIask that the Presi- 
dent be immediately notified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection l President will be notified 
forthwith 
The clerk will state the next nomina- 


. ’ . la In 
tion on the calendar. 











POSTMASTERS 


The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask that the 
nominations of postmasters on the cal- 
endar be confirmed en bloc, and that the 
President be immediately notified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the postmaster nominations on 
the calendar are confirmed en bloc; and 
without objection, the President will be 
notified forthwith. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous 
consent that a number of other post- 
master nominations which have been ap- 
proved by Senators from the respective 
States be considered at this time and 
confirmed en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Tennessee? The Chair hears none. 


confirmed en bloc; and, without objec- 
tion, the President will be notified forth- 
with. 
That completes the calendar. 
NAVY NOMINATIONS CONFIRMED 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I have 
repo.ted from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs several nominations involving 
promotions of officers of the Navy. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the nominations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and the nominations will be stated. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Rear Admiral Frederick G. Crisp, 
United States Navy, to be a rear admiral 
in the Navy, for temporary service, to 
rank from the lst day of June 1942. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Rear Admiral Edward L. Coch- 
rane, United States Navy, to be a rear 
admiral in the Navy, for temporary serv- 
ice, to rank from the 21st day of June 
1942, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection. the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Commedore Burrell C. Allen, 
United States Navy, retired, to be a rear 
admiral in the Navy on the retired list, 
for temporary service, to continue while 
serving as chief of staff to the com- 
mander, Western Sea Frontier. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Capt. Paul E. Pihl, United States 
Navy, to be a commodore in the Navy, for 
temporary service, to continue while 
serving as assistant chief of staff (logis- 
tics) to the commander, Western Sea 
Frontier, and until reporting for other 
permanent duty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Capt. Thomas E. Van Metre, 
United States Navy, to be a commodore 





in the Navy, for temporary service, to 


continue while serving as assistant naval 


SENATE 


DECEMBER 19 


inspector general and until reporting for 
other permanent duty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Capt. Ben H. Wyatt, United State 
Navy, to be a commodore in the Navy, f 
temporary service, to continue whil 
serving as commander, Naval Air Bas 
First Naval District, and until reportin 
for other permanent duty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomina- 
tion of Capt. Allan R. McCann, Units 
States Navy, to be a rear admiral in th 
Navy, for temporary service, to rank from 
the 25th day of March 1943. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. WALS I ask that the Presid 
be immediately notified cf the confirma- 
tion of the nominations in the Navy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- 
jection, the President will be notifi 
forthwith. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Repr 
sentatives by Mr. McLeod, one of it 
clerks, informed the Senate that, pur- 
suant to the provisions of Senate Con- 
current Resolution 23, Seventy-eight 
Congress, the Speaker had appointed M 
Monroney, Mr. Cox, Mr. Lane, M: 
MICHENER, Mr. DIRKSEN, and Mr. PLuMm- 
LEY members of the Joint Committee on 
the Organization of the Congress on thi 
part of the House. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I ask the 
majority leader if we are about to return 
to legislative session? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes: we shall shortly 
return to the consideration of legislative 
business. In that connection, I wish to 
make a statement. 

There are a number of measures which 
are more or less tied up between the 
House and the Senate, and upon which 
it is obvious that no action can be taken 
at thissession. Itis my hope very shortly 
to submit a concurrent resolution for the 
adjournment of Congress sine die. It 
seems to me to be futile to come ‘ack 
here tomorrow. Most of the Member 





of the House have left the city, and ther 

is not a quorum of the House present. 

The announcement has been made that 

the House does not intend to transact 

any further business. No legislation that 

we might send over there would receive 

attention: and no House bills to which 
| there are Senate amendments would re- 
| ceive attention. Therefore it seems to 
me that the sensible thing to do whet 
| we conclude our business today is to ad- 
| journ. I have ready a resolution to that 
| effect. 

In that connection, I wish to state that 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BatLey!] and the Senater from Louisiana 
[Mr. OverRTON] desire to make statements 
with reference to the river and harbor 
bill. I believe the conference report is 
now back before the Senate. It has a 
privileged status. It is my understand- 
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ing 
ing 





that as soon as we return to legis- 
itive session the Senator from North 
Caro! ina will wish to make a statement 
about the conference report. 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President—— 
aioe VICE aaa as Does the 
nator have a matter on the Executive 
cana ar? 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. I desire to ad 
an inquiry to the majority leader 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator. 


dress 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. There are about 
six or seven bills on the calendar which 
have been reported by various com- 
mittees., 


Mr. BARKLEY. Since the last call. 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. Since the last call. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Sen- 

ator that it is my purpose, if the Senate 

adopts the adjournment resolution, to 
have those bills called before we actually 
adjourn. 


=> 


Mr. O’MAHONEY. I suggest to the 
Senator that it might be better pro- 
cedure to call the bills before the ad- 


journment resolution is submitted. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the Sen- 
ator understands that the Senate can re- 
main here and transact business as long 
as it wishes after it adopts the resolution 
providing that when it adjourns today it 
shall adjourn sine die. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. That is true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It makes no particu- 
lar difference to me, except that the 
House is waiting to learn what we pro- 
pose to do about an adjournment today. 
I am anxious to get word to the House 
as soon as possible. I do not think that 
would in any way interfere with the call 
of the bills the Senator has in mind. I 
will cooperate to see that they are all 
called, and they will be called under the 
same conditions as if they were called 
now. 

Mr. O’MAHONEY. Mr. President, at 
the beginning of the session today I con- 
sulted with the acting majority leader, 
with the acting minority leader, and 
with other Members of the Senate witl 
respect to a bill which has been reported 
by the Senate Committee on Public Lands 
and Surveys, dealing with the Jackson 
Hole Monument in the State of Wyo- 
ming. I found, after numerous confer- 
ences, that there would probably be no 
objection to action on that bill. It 
my intention, Mr. President, as soon as 
we resume legislative session, to ask 
unanimous consent for consideration of 
that bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me say in that 
connection that the Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. Battey] will have prece- 
dence because of the conference report 
which he wishes to br before the 
Sen 


is 


noe 
ing 


nate 
Mr. O’MAHONEY. I recognize the 
precedence of the Senator from rth 
Carolina, since he is endeavori l 


INO 


ng to cal 


up a conference report on the river-and- 
harbor bill. He and the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Overton], 
and cther Members of the Senate have 
devoted a great ceal of attention to that 
measure, and I have no @esire to claim 
precedence over them. I shall be very 


glad to postnone my request 
that, matter has been disp 


until after 
sed of 
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McKELLAR. Mr. President, will 


the Senator vield? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. t shouk 
the Senator from Wyomin 
bill to which he refers, the 
bill, in substance the sam 


vision whi 
propriation bill? 
Mr. OMAHONEY. 


the disestablis 


th th Sanatonr 
n the senator 





Tt is. 
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nment of th 
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RIVER AND HARBOR Ik 


{PROVEMENTS— 


CONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen- 


ate consideration of legisla- 


tl\ 


resume the 
e business. 


The motion was reed to; and the 
Senate resumed the consideration of 


legislative business 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I shall 
detain the Senate only long enough to 
express what I have in mind. I am 
mainly concerned that the Senate shall 
adjourn. That is 


paramount in my con- 
sideration. I do not believe it would b 
good for the party or for the country for 


us to stay in session through 
prolonged debate. 
that 

I am willing to cooperate with the 
majority leader of the Senate and other 
Senators in bringing about as rapidly as 
possible a decent and dignified termina- 
tion of this session of the Congress. Ido 
not think it would be well for us to stay 
here much longer, if things such as those 
which have been said on the floor in the 
last few days are again to be said. 

So Mr. President, in matter of the river 
and harbor bill we are confronted with 
what I conceive to be the necessity for 
adjournment. Iam informed that if we 
undertook to bring up the river and har- 
bor bill there would be debate. hat 
information comes from the senior Sen- 
ato from New Mexico (Mr. Hatcul. 
The only difference between the House 
and the Senate in the matter of the riv- 
er and harbor bill is the Elliott amend- 
ment. The House insists upon including 
it. The Senate voted to strike it out. 
We cannot come together. When I re- 
turned from the conference I did the ex- 
traordinary thing, under the necessities 
of the situation, of moving that the Sen- 
ate disagree to the conference report. I 
did so in order to avoid prolonged debate 
and, I think I may say, I hope I do so 
without giving offense—the possibility 
of what has sometimes been spoken of in 
the Senate as a filibuster. 

But the House 


another 
I shall not go into 


D 
pr 


could not recede. 


That 





vould require unanimous consent, and it 
was lacking. Unanimous consent was 
not granted. The chairman of the House 
committee, Judge wis isfield, sought to 
get a rule. He found the at a quorum of 
the Rules Co mmittee ¢ yf the He » could 


not be had. 


a 


So we returned he re, and I entered m 
motion to reconsid 
The matter may be a little disappoint- 
ing. It may be regrettable in s¢ me de- 
jut it is mi in the nature ¢ 
C mity or a ¢ ter. It does not mean 
anything ex that we shall have to d 
the work over again. It does n d 


construction 


in any degree 
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1 does not nten i y construc- 
tion until after the ! Of cx se, I 
do not know how lor he war ¥ ist. 
So I have no nN ( I ent 

} u he ma + 

I am her tt mon ] I to 
take a <¢ which I a 

ft irnme! If on 
and |! ate, then I wis! l to be 
heard I think it is r d ) 5 
l it 

M McKELLAR. Mr. P t t 
can I i! the incomin ( 

ich will begin in 2 y cS 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly I am n 
trout l¢ d a wit +) 1 lh + I 4 k + 
chairman of comr t 
committee, I t nk I owe Sena- 
tors who ar¢ ‘inte rested ir al 
T ect in the bill, I pre ow ) 

y constituer in North (¢ I ’ 
considerable number of s1 pro 
North Carolina are } 1 for in t 
bill—and I certainly é ) - 


tinguished friend the Senator f 





isiana [Mr. Overton], who hi: 

times as much work on tl l ition 
as I hav n short, I owe it to all tl] ’ 
roups and categories—to insist that at 
any rate the ri nd ha I hall 
be ird if other legisla n is to be 


hea 


: 
l 
Se 
iy 


My a is that te we can bring 
about a quick adjournment by way of 
tabling my motion, if necessary—1 mo- 
tion is one to reconsider—or by wavy of 
withdrawing the bill, if necessary, I am 
ready. 

But if there are Senators he-e who 
would try to take advantage of that sit- 
uation and would proceed with debate 
and discussion, and would bring up no 
end of bills, then I think it would be my 
duty to insist upon being heard, not- 
withstanding I am face to face with the 


prospect of prol 
I make my 


ynged debate. 


MRA OF tix leader. 


may I expect, Mr. President? 

Mr. BARKI EY. Mr. President, I wish 
to ask the Senator a question in that con- 
nection, if he will yield to me. If I un- 
derstand the situation, the conference 
report was rejected by the S« largely 
on account of the Elliott amenam«s 
which was originally in e bill as it 
passed the Hot 

Mr. BAILEY. There t was reje 1 
on my motion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Ye t 
motion. 

It went back to the Ho i be- 
cause of the parliament ation 
there. tl} could n ita ( ‘ = 
ference. They could r Sa y 
which would brit Tr 
in any W So ( i 
de 1d tat is 

T Senat then i tl t} 
pape ye returned to 
d I ! ) 
} WE S bas ¥ 
je i 
~ Mr. BAILEY. 7! 

Mr. BARKLEY. And t matter 
I 

Mr 3AILEY I r € 
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tained ce having 
’s session, I have no doubt 





rejected the « 














and the Senator from Louisiana 
would be amenable 
But my informati 
cannot be 
hose who oppose the objec- 
tem are prepared to discuss it 


unlimited debate 











" BARKLEY. , as the Senator 











debate upon it, 





























Those who advocate it 
aoe ‘eee to discuss it 


that correct? 
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amendment is a fairly good one. 
BARKLEY. 
who advocate the re nt. 








would not 


























have often heard that 





surrounding the river a os arc yr 


m to me to be 














and painful 








with regret 
ribute ‘to th 











, because I wish 
Senator from Louisi 
who has worke d as 




















* worked on anyt 
a Situation has develcpec 
sary to do all that 





























ch makes it 
































business t 





ury to do all « sf it 
» been had, ¢ 
1as been agreed 





















































his ‘question: 























discussion, 
am sure that 





prolonged 
ht be taken? 
— not be speal <ing on the 





























cussion woul 
discussions which 
en place during the past several 
have included every- 
i streets of Si- 


am sure the ais 
1e course of th 





lair to request unanil mous Cc 


























. days in which we 
seven bills? 
"could object, 


























ia to the sands of 
inclined to look with any favor upon that 
kind of a program. 
BARKLEY. 

nator’s suggestion. 
nothing n 


























‘tion in order 
ls could be considered. 
And any Senator l 
isideration of any of the 

















I concur completely 
I think that 
10re unfortunate could occur to 
this Congress than to wind up this session 
anything which might 
































Mr. BARKLEY. 
That would be the end 





turmoil or 





























*, BAILEY. Not only a turmoil, but 
> waste of time. 

I did not catch tl 
statement. 
say not only 
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The Senator 
am driving 
conclusion. 


sees what 














BARKLEY. 
= — Senator’s 


BARKI EY. 
those object 


“is a aeaas 
be very disagreeable to my ears. 
fr. President, v 
nae be : aw ailing ana gnashing of 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly so me We ailing 
id, I think, some gnashing. 
I do not wish to go that far. 
thought is that the best thing we can do 
Congress and come back 
I hope, a very great 
sibility in an hour such 
inclined to make 
| Speech here, but I have one in my system. 


- BARKLEY. eld if I have the 


» river and har- 
’ would like to urge 
tay here in nig] i 
ee until tomorrow. 
chance of concluding action on 
The bill is very im- 


tion is made of 
is to adjourn t 
in January with, 


» bill if we Co so. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Ido not wish to p: 


i 
voke it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I Know; nor Goes any- 
ont , a 

BARKLEY. Notwithstanding t} 
aan that I always enjoy hearing t 
Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask the Senator n 
to tempt me unduly. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand th 
the Senator from Louisiana wish: 
make a few remarks concerning th 
situation, and I do not want to cut | 
off. 

Mr. OVERTON. I should like t 
speak. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, when j 
comes to speaking, the restraints on an 
Member of the Senate are certainly n 
very great, and I shall take my seat. 

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, it 
indeed very much to be regretted that 
after so many days and weeks of work 
on the part of a committee in the Hou 
and a committee in the Senate, a bill 
of the magnitude of the river and harbor 
bill should be submarined by a provision 
which would apply exclusively to an area 
in a single State. The bill contair 
projects affecting almost every State in 
the Union. Many Senators are inter- 
ested in the enactment of the bill int 
law. Millions of people are interesté 
in the passage of the river and harb 
bill. I am quite sure that if it were 
possible to bring to a vote the motion 
which the Senator from North Carolina 
contemplates submitting, it would b 
carried by a very large majority and 
we would reconsider the vote by whici 
the conference report was reje d and 
would agree to the conference report 
That would send the bill to the Wh 
House with the Elliott amendment i 

Personally, when I think of the num 
ous projects in the river and harbor 
and look at this s little Elliott ame ndn 
it makes no difference to me whs ‘the r t) 
am ndment is in or out of “the bill 
Personally, I thought it ought to be out, 
and so did the Senate Committee on 
Commerce. The committee thought it 
should have been deleted from the bill, 
and it so recommended. I thought it 
should be deleted, not because of i 
merits or demerits, but because I did not 
think it had anything to do with the 
river and oe bill, and that it was an 
amendment which ought to be con- 
sidered by tlie Committee on Irrigation 
and Reciamation. I still entertain such 
a view 

Mr. cor I have been advised by 
the very able Senator from New Mexico 
{[Mr. Hatcu], tor whom I entertain a 
high personal regard as well as a warm, 
affectionate friendship, that he proposes 
to debate, not for hours, but for days, in 
conjunction with the very able Senator 
from Wisconsin |Mr. La Fo..ettTe], the 
conference report. I certainly would 
not be doing justice to my colleagues in 
the Senate if I were to ask them to re- 
main here through the Christmas holi- 
days in order to vote on the conference 
report. I am consoled by the fact that 
the river and harbor bill relates to proj- 
ects which are not to be constructed un- 
til the termination of the present war, 
Therefore, it can be reenacted at the 
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next session and, I hope, i 


n the early part 


of the session. I hope there will be no 


r 
y 


Senators or citizens asking for further 
hearings, because very exhaus tive hear- 


have been held on the bill. 
President, I wish to be perfectly 
nk with my colleagues. I believe a 
I mistake was made in the consid- 
eration of this bill, in that ad of 


in é 
inst 


adhering to the traditional policy of Con- 
gress in dealing with river and harbor 
bills by merely legislating the authori- 


tion of projects, we went far afield. 
We have gone into the realm of irriga- 
tion, of power, and a fight between the 
De tment of the Interior and a large 
m rity of the citizens in California 
W respect to the Central Valley Au- 

icrity which, in itself, is an irrigation 
project. 

I think it would be well, when we con- 
sider the bill at the next session, to go 


back to the h 
and h 


istoric 
rbor bi 
ation 


treatment of 
ll and deal sol 
of 


a river 
the 


5 
a 


ely with 


uthoriz 


l I projects, omitting all 
extraneous matters, and letting them be 
eferred for consideration and recom- 


mendation 
other than 
Comme} 


cS mmitt 


ta 


to appropria 
the Senate 
ce and the R 
ee of the H 


committees 
Committee on 
ivers and Harbors 
se of Representa- 


e 


ou 


u 
sident, again I express my 
it will be quite impo 
w the situation, for the 
on the motion contemplat 
tor from North _ irolina, 


be- 
ssible, as 
Senate. to 
d by the 
if he were 


e 


to make it, until after Christmas. I re- 
gret, therefore, that we cannot act upon 
this bill at this session. However, I wish 
to state that I hope to bring it up as 
early as possible at the next session. 

Mr. HATCH subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I shall not delay the Senate 
at 


at this time, except that I think I should 
say, in view of the fact that I was re- 
ferred to in the colloquy which took place 
on the floor of the Senate regarding the 
river and harbor bill, that I do not want 
it to appear that either I or the distin- 
guished and able senior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLeTTE], in express- 
ing our intention to speak at length on 
the Elliott amendment to the river and 
harbor bill, was motivated by any caprice 
or design to be obstreperous. I have, 
und I am sure other Senators have, a 
— conviction not only as to the so- 

lied Elliott amendment, but also as to 
the method of legislation. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, I had a 
desire to protect somewhat the dignity 
and integrity of the United States Sen- 
ate. In my opinion no lawmakers could 
have been fairer than were the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. BarLtey] and 
the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Over- 
Ton] in their efforts to secure the passage 
of the bill. Ihave never seen men assume 
better and finer attitudes than they as- 
sumed. After they came back to this 
body and said, “We cannot agi on the 
Elliott amendment, and we would like to 
have another conference,” and, obedient 
to their request, the Senate sent the bill 
back to conferenc: 1 of 
one man in the Hou ives 


e 


on the objectio 


seofR 


nta 


the House said, “No: we will not meet 
the Senate in conference.” 





CONGR 





_ 
LES 
+ 


Mr. 


att 
rattler 


SIONAL RECORD— 


President, J thought 
r of concern, when th 
merely asked for an additic 
ence. I had not said I woulc 
nor had anyone else. We ha : 
opportunity to discuss aan 
am oe nt. That opportunity was re- 
fused and denie ed, and the Senate of the 


+h 


that was 
e Sen ate 
ma 


l 
fili 
a 


a 
had 
conier 


buster 


cea t! 


Qa 


1e 
; + , 
this vucwiar 


U ed States was told, “Pass this bill as 
it is, or not at all ~ 

With all due regard to the other 
branch of the Congress, when that atti- 
tude is umed, I feel there is a duty 
and a responsibility upon the Senate to 
maintain its position, and I have nothins 
but credit and nothing but praise for > 





Senator from Louisiana and the Senator 
from North Carolina. I think they have 


performed their dutie 








n anne! 
I am not willing to accey ibility 
for the defe at | of the riv rbors 
bill. That responsibility other 
shoulders 


Mr. President, in connection wit] 
remarks I ask to have printed 
body of the Recorp an editorial fr 
Washington P this rz 

Ther 


the 
in the 
m th 


st iornin 


being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follov 
ELLIOTT RIDER 
T) ” el i Ellic ¢ . é + ce } y , tl} 
river and r bill | eH ‘ s 
more t 1 a bald ; shut smal l 
I I > of ¢ » c t a ‘ I = 
il V It 1 St 
espect to the Fede l 
1 tni part u 
S ly r i I 














prope owners bene 
gati I ec must 
ine s of 150 acre 
prices. The requirer 
Sl ed to prevent 
promote indey nt, ¢ wit! 
= ration, farming To rev e it so far $ 
the Central Valley is c ce ed would t t 
grant an unconscionable handout at the 
public expense to a few individuals with hu 
holdings in the res 

The ate rejected this rider when i 
passed the rivers and harbors bill. It is t 
be hoped that it will reject the report 
of its confe gy 
that it yield $ 
stand now, so se 
have g home for the h lays t 
Chamber cannot, on it wn i 
acceding to the Senate's Vv ec- 
tion of the conference ld 








therefore, nullify the ent ir- 
bors measure. We face t \ - 
fect equanimity. Indeed , ve al ly 
argued, we consider it thoroughly unf l- 
to have legislation of t C r 
1 by lame du Congress The 
Ss involved in it cannot be unde 
the v s ended T re is no need 
ft te \ ri z t n And there 
is ev eed t e i b whi , d 
entre ln strongly tl f e v 
baronies hich have ve Cal s - 
cultu a feudal « t Vi c i 
much be river f i ors f 
the new C gress I A en e € 
rn h. 
Mr. OVERTON. \N P lent, will 
the Senator from N Mexico yield? 


Mr. HATCH 
Mr. OVE 
Senator ab 


I yield 


— 
LON. 


lves him: if from any ! 


! 


spc 1 1Oor e defeat of the river 
and harbor bill he d n infer that 
that responsibility rests upon either the 
Senator from North Carolin: 1 or the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana 

Mr. HATCH. If I may answer, I 
thought I had paid as high a tribute and 
compliment as I could to the Senator 
from North Carolina and the § tor 
from Louisiana. Certainly no sponsi- 
bility rests upon the shoul of eith 
of them I said had pert ned their 
duties in a stat 1anilike, a fair, and a 
reasonable manner, and if that had been 
met from other s ces I do not think the 
ri nd h l we j n 
d ited 

Mr. OVERTON. I thank the Sen 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE CONTRACT 

SETTLEMENT At‘ REPORT OF WAI 

CONTRACTS SUBCOMMI OF < 1 

MITTEE ON MILI RY AFFA 5 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in th 
Recorp at this point the r report of 
the War Contracts Subcomn of th 
Senate Committee 1 Mil vy Af en- 
titled “Administration of C ! 
Settlement Act.” 

There being no « n, th é t 
W rdered to be pi 1 in R D, 
as follows 
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} Dect 3 
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of h tl 10rt- re } f tr 
from I t i t] prot 
lem of ; leving full emy t 
post-war period 
1. HIS ¥ OF THE CONTRA 1ENT AC 

The C r Settlement A f 1944 is t} 
a e + 
n db Seve - ( 
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f ed n ce ital 
I ( ( re} nt t of 
1 contract nci¢ the 
( I General and the A ey Gen- 
f I two alternative approaches 
were ie! sponsored by the House 
Mi \ffa Committee d the House 
N I Con iittee, respe ivel After 
thy consideration and debate, 1} ver, 
were rejected by the Congres while the 
o! nal concept developed by your subcom- 
mit e was accepted 
While he ubcommittee gratefully ac- 
} wled the cooperation and assistance, 
in the drafting of the bill, of Government 
offic and representatives of industry and 
commerce, we point to the fact that the Con- 
tract Settlement Act is truly an act cf Con- 
ere written in the Congress and not formu- 
lated by administrative agency or private 


SUPPLEMENTAL LEGISLATION NEEDED 








Careful inquiry has as yet failed to uncover 
the need for any amendments to the Contract 
Settlement Act It is generally agreed that 
the act, as it now stands, provides a thor- 
oughly satisfactory legislative foundation for 
‘ ng the problems with which it deals. 











Reconversion lodns by, and extension of life 
of, the Smaller War Plants Corporation 
Supplemental legislation, however, is 

needed to provide more adequate financial 

assistance for small businessmen during the 
rcconversion period. The fundamental need 
of many small manufacturers with termi- 
nated war contract will be reconversion 
loans, t 1 upon a liberal appraisal of their 
future business prospects. Such loans would 
elimi te much of the accounting and veri- 
fication problems involved in termination 

In one t isaction they would meet 

f t I version needs of a small com- 
ny I uding, among others, interim 

fina n tern t clain 
A ‘ t Smaller War Plants 

Co ot ed to! e recon- 

\ 1 I ’ ri is limited to 

loans { r and ¢€ ntial « n produc- 

t (I Law 603, 77th C yy), termina- 

t ( ic Law 395, 78th Cong.), and 

f iS-} rty loans (Public Law 457, 78th 

« i ( imended, therefore, that 

t War Pi Corporat 1 be au- 

1 I e < guar tee reconversion 

] ] \ ess Ct € r any type 

7 ¥y 
I I npt on hould be 

t ( ng ¢ t next sion to 

ext l of he ¢ ration, which 

«1 I Law 603, 77th Cong.) is due 

to ¢ July 1, 1945. Delay in the ex- 

t of the Corporatior life would im- 

] opment of an adequate organi- 

to 1 busin with ter- 

mit € I ¢ 
?See H. Rept. No. 1268 from the Committee 
on M Al st ccomy] y H. R. 3022, 
H t. N 1355 from the Committee 


mpany H. R. 4469, 
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( S bout 40 percen f 
De ( VE £3,000 000.000 in tern 
contract price of items canceled— 

i peen settiement for ov 6 
I A significant proportion of all 
per cast name 15 percent—have 
bee! \ y settiement for over a year. 
rhese fi es deal only with the time inter- 
val since the submission of claimas by prime 
cor s. They, therefore, underestimate 
the amount of delay in settling subcontrac- 
t clair 

If s the picture of what is happen- 
ing now, one cannot help but wonder how 
] e tl backlog of cases pending for over 
6 months may become when terminations 
re y become an acute problem. 

Interdepartmental committee insufficient 

Recognizing the magnitude of the task, the 


Contra 





set forth two major 


Settlement Ac 





1. First and foremost 
contract settlement, 
plant clearance, 
2. Protection 
raud and waste. 
It then set forth specific policies to be fol- 
lowed in achieving these objectives. It estab- 
lisi a new civilian office to interpret these 
es and to see that they are carried out. 


speed and equity in 
interim financing, and 


he 
Qn 


of t Government against 


{ 


1¢a 








ated in a previous part of this report, 
the creation of an interdepartmental ex- 
pediting committee, in lieu of an agency that 
would really make decisions and follow 
through on decisions, was rejected. 


At the present moment, however, the Uffice 
of Contract Settlement represents litle more 
than an interdepartmental committee. In 

act, the first quarterly report® submitted 
o Congress by the Director of Contract Set- 
lement characterizes the Office of Contract 





i as “a continuation, on a statutory 
f the Joint 











Sis, ¢ Contract Termination 
soard which was an _ interdepartmental 
committee established by agreement among 
t principal contracting agencies prior to 
the ps > of the act. 

Y subcommittee appreciates the fact 
thi he task of developing a genuine Office of 
Ce t Settlement is no casy one and that 
the time thus far at the disposal of the Di- 
rector of Contract Settlement has been short 
inde Such an office must be staffed with 
men of suitable capacity; and while it is 
hard to recruit such men for Government 


ce even in normal times, it is particu- 

lai ficult in times of war. However, your 
bcommittee feels that within the next 2 

I und whether that much time will 





be available depends on the fortunes of war— 
the organization of the Office of Contract Set- 


nt should be completed. 





active control by Office of Contract 
Settlement 
In terms of issuing policy statements, the 
Of of Contract Settlement has already 
m considerable progress. Your subcom- 
mittee feels that the agency should be given 
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p 
y § “Ca 
» Office mu 


finding out h 





posal of 





rm 





moved is 
provement in the ¢ sta - 
cal reporting by the agencie 

which, in the case of some agencies, is littl 





more than a temporary makeshift. This 
call for continuous observation of the operat- 
ing habits and peculiar problems of each con- 
tracting It will call for an exami: 
tion of the procedures being followed in the 
lower ach department and fo! 
the thorough investigation of bottlenecks 
Only by this contact with the 
problems of contract termination, will the 
Office of Contract Settlement really be in a 
position to formulate, let alone enforce, effec- 
tive policies. Policy making is a sterile proc- 
ess if it proceeds only from the top down and 
neglects the vast wealth of experience and 
ideas among the lieutenants, pri- 
vates, and lowly civilians who really do the 
work, 
4. PROTECTION 


The one field in which more vigorous 
tion by the Office of Contract Settlement is 
most needed is the protection of subcon- 
tractors. 

In the discussions preliminary to the pass- 
age of the act, both the contracting agencies 
and the Department of Justice testified that 
the Government had no legal responsibility 
whatsoever with regard to providing prompt 
settlement of termination claims presented 
by subcontractors. It was pointed out again 
and again that the Government's legal rela- 
tionship did not extend below the level of 
the prime contractor. 

Congress, however, rejected the suggestion 
that the Government's contractual liability 
be made the yardstick of its responsibility to 
companies with terminated war contracts. 
Congress did not want the Government to 
stop at the doorstep of prime contractors. 
It decided that the Government should as- 
sume responsibility for speedy and equitable 
settlements with subcontractors well 
prime contractors. This policy is expressed 
unmistakably in section 6 (a) of the act. 


agency. “ae 


of e 


echelons 


“grass roots” 


nf 
hi 
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sergeants, 
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Recognizing that there could be no single 
way of discharging this new responsibility, 
the Congress set forth a variety of methods 
for dealing with subcontractors through the 
contractual chain and through direct deal- 
ings. As yet, however, the Office of Con- 
tract Settlement and the contracting agen- 
cies have only begun to explore some of these 
Methods. There is still much to be done in 
Geveloping more eifective procedures in the 
termination departments of prime contrac- 
tors. Experiments on company-wide settle- 
ments should be pushed more aggressively. 


Direct settlements and pretermination plan- 


ning call for broader and more intensive 
study. The Office of Contract Settlement 
must make certain that smaller subcontrac- 


tors are being educated in the intricacies of 
contract settlement, and that small banks, 
on whom smaller contractors will generally 
have to rely for interim financing, are fa- 
miliar with the operati and details of 
the T-loan program. 

It is hoped that the January report of the 
Office of Contract Settlement will discuss 


Bert 


ns 
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his subject more fully than the report sub- 
ted in October, and that by April 1945, 
e Director of Contract Settlement can re- 
yort to Congress on the details of an all-out, 
mprehensive program designed to guaran- 
e prompt settlement and interim financing 
subcontractors, particularly 


ones. 






fo all the 


maller 


5. PREVENTION AND DETECTION OF FRAUD 


OVERPAYMENTS 


AND 


The need for speed in cenneécti 





ym with set- 
lements, interim financing, and plant clear- 
: does not diminish the necessity of pro- 
é ig the Government against fraud and 
mproper payments 


Office of contract settlement 


In order to prevent and detect fr 
overpayments, the Diret 
tlement has two funt 
of the Contract Settlement Act: 

(1) Section 18 (a) makes incumbent 
upon the Director to establish policies 
followed by the contracting agencies ir 
viewing termination settlements and interim 
financing 

2) Section 


tor of Contract Set- 


tions under section 18 


to | 


re. 


18 


(d) 





directs the Director 

through his own staff or through the staffs 
other agencies to make the necessary in- 
vestigations of termination settlements and 
interim financing. The investigatory power 


pursuant to section 18 (d) of the act is not 
restricted to fraudulent practices, but is de- 

ed to afford the Director an opportunity 
to make businesslike spot checks of the oper- 
ations of the contracting ies in order 
to assure the use of efficient methods and to 
prevent excessive payments in connection 
with contract settlements and interim 
financing. 

Although the Office of Contract Settlenrent 
has thus vital functions to perform in safe- 
guarding the Government's interest, it is not 
apparent from the first report of the Office 
that it is organizationally prepared to dis- 
harge these responsibilities. 


agenc 








General Accounting Office 

Section 16 of the Contract Settlement Act 
deals with the part played by the General 
Accounting Office in determining whether 
settlement payments to war contractors are 
made in accordance with and 
whether the records transmitted to the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office or other information, 
warrant a reasonable belief that any settle- 
ments were induced by fraud. In addition, 
the Comptroller General is authorized to in- 
vestigate completed settlenrents for the pur- 
pose of reporting to the Congress whether 
the settlement methods and procedures em- 
ployed will result in expeditious and fair 
settlements, and whether such methods and 
procedures adequately protect the interests 
of the Government. 

In a letter of recent date, the chairman 
of your subcommittee requested of the Comp- 
troller General a summary of his activities 
under section 16 of the Contract Settlement 
act.‘ In his report, the Comptroller General 
describes the administrative machinery and 
procedures established in the General Ac- 
counting Office for the purpose of discharg- 
ing the obligations of the Office under the 
act. While to date the activities of the 

ffice under the act have not been numerous, 
the Comptroller General states that he antic- 
ipates a material increase thereof with the 
acceleration of the settlement program.* 


settlements 


6. FUTURE REPORTS BY OFFICE OF CONTRACT 
SETTLEMENT 

One of the important provisions of the 
Contract Settlement Act is section 2 (b), 
which calls for quarterly reports to the Con- 
gress. These reports will provide the Di- 
rector of Contact Settlement with a three- 
fold opportunity: 





*See Appendix II. 


| 





(a) The opportunity to keep Congress in- 
formed of the administration of the act; 

(b) The opportunity to explain his activi- 
ties and those of the contracting agencies, 
to the general public; and 

(c) The opportunity to make a periodic 
appraisal of his own organization, for use in 
planning the future course of operations 

If these op} 


vantage of 





rtunities are to be taken 
each quarterly report should con- 


ad- 


stitute a full balance sheet of the opera- 
tions of the Office and the contracting 
agencies, against the background of the vari- 
ous provisions of the act 

7. SURVEILLANCE BY CONGRESS 


In the ma 
our legisla 
committees which 


should, in view of 


ure opinion of most students 
tive system, the congressional 
have developed a law 


their expert knowledge 


of 














of the subje matter involved, keep in close 
touch with its administration by the execu- 
tive branch of the Government. This philos- 
ophy is set forth in section 2 (a) of the 
Contract Settlement Act, which calls for con- 
tinuous surveillance of the act’s administra- 
tion by the ¢ opriate committees of each 


House 
In 
mittee is 


the Senate, the Military Affairs Com- 





the appropriate committee. Ac- 
cordingly, your subcommittee hopes to keep 
the full committee regularly informed as 
to whether the broad discretion and au- 
thority delegated under the act to the ad- 


ministrative agencies is being used properly 
to achieve the objectives of the act, whether 
the agencies are doing a diligent and con- 
scientious job, whether additional 
tion is needed, and whether the author 
granted should be restricted or broadened 

In particular, it is hoped that within the 
next 2 or 3 months a comparative picture can 
be presented of the effectiveness of contract 
settlement operations among the War De- 
partment, Navy Department, and other con- 
tracting agencies. 


legisla- 


ity 


8. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

In summary, your subcommittee finds that 
the Contract Settlement Act provides a sound 
foundation for settling claims arising from 
terminated war contracts, and for handling 
related matters, and recommends— 

(a) Supplemental legislation authorizing 
reconversion loans by, and extension of the 
life of, the Smaller War Plants Corporati 

(b) Continuous observation and eval 
tion by the Office of Contract Settlement of 
the termination operations of the contracting 
agencies; 


yn* 







la- 


(c) The development of a comprehensive 
program to guarantee speedy settlements for 
subcontractors, as called for under act; 
and J 

(d) Specific action by the Office of Con- 
tract Settlement to protect the Government 
against waste and fraud, as required by the 
act. 


he 





APPENDIX I! 
War CONTRACT TERMINATIONS AND 
SETTLEMENTS 
REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF CONTRACT 
MENT TO THE CON‘ 
SUANT TO THE CON 
1944 


SETTLE- 
ESS, OCTORER 1944, PUR- 
T SETTLEMENT ACT OF 






I. Summary 

1. To date, items valued at $21,000,000,000 
and involving 37,000 prime contracts have 
been canceled by the War and Navy Depart- 
ments and the Maritime Commission. These 
cancelations have occurred while production 
was being brought to a peak and maint 


ained 





‘Complete copies of the report, including 
the appendixes referred to in the text of 
report, may be obtained from the Office of 
Contract Settlement, Washington, D. C. 


the 
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ansfer of man- 
power and facilities from one type of war 
production to another of termi- 
of 
s of 


Therefore, they represent a tr 


nercent 





the over-all war program commitmen 
$325,000,000,000, $240,000,000,000 of 
have already been produced 








2. VE-day will bring terminatio1 xceed- 
ing $20,000,000,000, most of which will come 
3 months, according to the be vail- 
able estimates. This represents at least one- 
third of the outstanding war-production pro- 
gram and equals approximately all termina- 
tions to date. VE-day cut-backs will release 
manpower and productive facilities from wa 
production for other uses. Prompt settle- 
ment of terminated contracts ill speed the 
shift to civilian production 

















tions 
partment 
have n 
these involved items valued at $9,000 000 
d we settled by payment of $340,000.000 
Recently, the average time required set- 
tlement has been duced considerably, and 
some operating S$ are now 2 tos ‘ 
all but few re claims well wit! f 
months after te nation. It is clear, there- 
fore, that conv: m from war to peacetime 
production need not be delayed by « ract 
ettlement, particular! when l e 
financing and prompt plant clea ce is pro- 
vided pending settlements of ¢ ?— 


4. Many steps to n 
and fair settlement | 
Since terminations began, the contracting 
agencies have established and 
ganizations, procedures 


improved or- 
, and policies for car- 
rying on their contract settlement activities 
The Joint Contract Termination Board devel- 
oped uniform termination articles and a 60- 
day plant clearance policy 









er months ¢« 
deliberation and consideration by Congress, 
the Contract Settlement Act of 1944 was 


passed 
ba 


providing a comprehensive 


tatutory 
is for the solution of contract 





settlement 
problems. The Office of Contract Settlement 
as issued regulations covering interim 


incing, pretermination settlement a 
ments, removal of Government-ow 
equipment, fair compensat 
authority to 


ree- 
ed plant 
ion, delegation of 


contractors to settle cert 





un 
small net claims, and uniform settlement 
proposal forms. The work to date has p1 
vided policies, procedures, and operating ore 


ganizations by which 
tracts can be settled 
to be done 

5. The immediate t 


terminated 
but 


war cone 
much still remains 





sks ahead are t 


I O @x- 
pand and improve the operat I nd 
to perfect present policies and p! dur 

Additicnal agency and contractor personnel 


must be trained by the contra 





I ncies 
Contractors, especi »1] the r I c _ 
tractors, must assume a la e of the 
responsibility for getting the neces y ine 
formation their subcont: t r il 
problems such -plus-a-f fee o 
trac companywide settlem ( ’ 
tle ent and speed ettls f e 
( s of subcontra s der i imm et e 
attent . To meet the sit BR 4 - 
tive efforts of the Office of C Se - 
met 1e C tract ci a ( = 
t tors will be required 

II. Contract ttlemer 





try ¢ 1 1 4 I - 
G 1 the mmitment of - 
000,000,000 and resulted in t ! { f 
war goods and services totaling $24 - 


000,000. 

During this same pet 
Departments and the Maritime Commission 
terminated 37.000 con Cts The value of 
items canceled by t 
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$21 ( ( a. e 37,000 « ract termi- 
} goo } ready | 1 
c ) 000 of the 21 Of ) 
c eled I! mir n f | ed 
l { $ 000 ( ! T ) 
milit es and the Mari Con - 

} é pe! t e- 
n t ] ( ae e ¢ the ( - 
celed in t e | c t $12. 
of ( ( ) . 

In f 1 other ¢ racting en- 
cic (Treas Depar ! ] e R - 
tr ni nee Corpor n) shows al e 
numbe! 1 I I I ré tively 

amount ations ag - 

e some 79.0 anceled com- 
riitmer f 98 percent 
of tl } r, involvir canceled com- 
mitments of $448,000,000, have already been 
settled by } ments totaling $7,000,000 

Ihe terminations effected to date have 
been made while war production has been 
incre ing or maintained at its maximum 
level These terminations adjusted the war 
production program to changing needs but 
did not decrease it. While terminations of all 
gencies totaling over $22,000,000,000 are large 
in absolute amounts, they represent an ad- 


justment of only 7 percent in the total war 
rogram Furthermore, these cancelations 
made possible the placing of other orders for 
types of munitions and equipment better 
suited to the military job. To date these ad- 
justments have involved payments of slightly 
less than 4 percent of the contract price of 
the items canceled. 

The size of the terminations and the prog- 
ress made in settlement vary considerably 
among the three principal contracting agen- 
cie War, Navy, and Maritime Commission. 
Terminations, as a result of the progress of 
the war, became a major problem for the War 
Department at an earlier date than for the 
Navy Department and the Maritime Com- 
mis Of the 37,000 terminations by the 
three agencies, approximately 30.000 are War 
Department terminations. Similarly, of the 
#21,000,000,000 canceled, $17,000,000,000 are 
War Department cancelations. Since the War 
Department’s terminations came earlier, it 
has had longer experience in meeting the 
problems of settlement. Currently, the War 
Department has settled 86 percent of the 
total number of its terminati the Navy 
Department 47 percent, and the Maritime 
Commission 19 percent. The disparity in 
performance is somewhat less than these per- 
centages indicate since the Navy Department 
and Maritime Commission have had no vol- 
ume of terminations until recently. But this 
in no way detracts from the accomplish- 
ments of the War Department. 


sion 


ons 


One of the most difficult problems in set- 
tlement arises from the structure of the 
contracting relationship. In the vast ma- 
jority of cases, the contracting rencies sete 
tle only with their prime contractors. These 
prime contractors in turn must settle with 


those with whom they have subcontracts and 
so on down the line. To achieve speed and 
equity in the settlement of subcontractors’ 
claims is a major task of the Office of Contract 
Settlement and the contracting agencies. 
There are considerable difficulties in passing 
policy and information down the contractual 
chain and in securing the speedy transmission 


of subcontractors’ claims as they move up the 
chain to the contracting agency. The de- 
velopment of proper policies and methods to 


facilitate the settlement of subcontractors’ 
claims is difficult because of the intervening 
contractual relationships. 
III. Contract settlements ahead 

The effect of the termination and settle- 
ment problem upon the total economy in 
the year 1945 will be extremely important 
and will require quick and effective action. 
The preparation for this task must be under- 
taken on the basis of the best available in- 
formation. 








4 











Curre the War Production Board esti- 
mate re are outstanding contracts 
f },000 of goocs yet to be deliv- 
ere More than 99 percent of this $65,000,- 
oot ( ned in 45,000 outstanding 

having a value of $10,000 or ove 
1 V Produ n Boarc her estimates 
ou hostilities continue on tne pres- 
ent le throughout the year the number 
lu fou nding contract s of De- 
cember 31, 1944, should show no substantial 
I n pre nt leve 

If VE-day comes before the end of the year, 

> W Produc n Board believes tl t 
‘ e of mi ons production 
ne months, will be about 32 perce: be- 

rate of production during the third 
( rter of 1944, and that the greater part of 
the total VE-day cut-backs will be taken in 
he first 3 months following. The War Pro- 
du n Board estimates that these cut- 
bac would reduce, in 3 months, the num- 
ber of outstanding contracts of $10,000 and 





over from 45,000 to 30,000, and the undeliv- 
ered value of such contracts from $65,000,- 
009,000 to $45,000,000,000. About 100.000 
companies are involved in the production of 
the $65,000,000 worth of undelivered items. 
About 15,000 of these companies hold prime 
contracts of $50,000 and over; an additional 
5,000 hold prime contracts from $10,000 to 
$50,000; and 80,000 hold contracts of less 
than $10,000 or subcontracts only. Approxi- 
mately 85 percent of the $65,000,000 in out- 
standing prime contracts is held by 100 
corporations and their subsidiaries. Ten 
corporations and their subsidiaries hold 45 
percent of the $65,000,000,000 of undelivered 
value of outstanding prime contracts. 

In the year 1944 to date, with war pro- 
duction being maintained, terminations were 
taking place at about $1,000,000,000 per 
month, with some 2,500 prime contracts be- 
ing terminated per month by the military 
agencies and the Maritime Commission col- 
lectively. Some such rate will probably pre- 
vail (independent of VE-day cut-backs) dur- 
ing the months following VE-day. The bur- 
den of major cut-backs will, in this way, 
be added to by program adjustments which 
are an inevitable part of any continuing war 
program, even though the general level of 
that program remains constant. 

If VE-day does not arrive before the end 
of 1944, but should come in the early part 
of 1945, the general magnitude of VE-day 
cut-backs would probably be the same. How- 
ever, would be more gradually intro- 
duced and less concentrated in the first quar- 
ter following VE-day. 

The speedy settlement of terminations is 
clearly a big job. Policies and regulations 











they 





must be established and issued. The in- 
ternal organizations of both Government and 
business must be adjusted and personnel 
trained to do the job. 

Speedy and equitable settlement of war 
on t terminations is a critically impor- 
tant step in starting industry toward recon- 
version for full employment in peace. The 


prompt settling of war contracts will allow 
private industry to devote its full energy and 
initiative to the rebuilding of peacetime pro- 
duction. The settling of terminations does 
not, of course, provide the complete solu- 
tion to the adjustment of production to the 
lessened war requirements, but it is one of 
the first essentials to the solution of that 
problem. Other agencies of the Government 
working cooperatively with labor and in- 
dustry must take many other steps to adjust 
war controls. These will make possible the 
speedy resumption of civilian production not 
in conflict with the continuing war effort. 


IV. The Office of Contract Settlement 


A. Predecessor Staff Organization: Joint Con- 
tract Termination Board 


The Office of Contract Settlement is a con- 
tinuation, on a statutory basis, of the Joint 








Contract Termination Board which had pr 


viously been set up in the Office of W 
Mobilization This Board ws formed 
November 12, 1943, as the result of a 

ing conviction on the part of the con 
ing agencies and the Office of War M 

tion that a means had to be found f 


veloping uniformity in termination s 
ment pi The Board or J 
cluded the six major procuring agencies (V 
Department, Navy Department, Mariti 
Commission, Treasury Department, Recon- 
ruction Finance Corporation, and For 
Administration), and was lat 


“oceaures 





expanded by the addition of representati 
of the War Production Board, Smaller W 
Plants Corporation, and the Department 


Justice. It acted under the chairmanshi; 
of Mr. John M. Hancock, and the agree- 
ments which it reached on policies were effec- 
tuated by directives of the Office of W 
Mobilization 

The Board functioned through subcomn 
tees representative of the member agencie 
which developed drafts of policies and 1 
them before the Board for approval. In thi 
way, important steps in the direction of uni- 
form p.ocedures were taken. A _ uniforn 
termination article for fixed-price prime sup- 
ply contracts and an accompanying stats 
ment of principles for determining cost were 
developed and announced. A terminatior 
article for use in subcontracts was recom- 
mended to contractors. The policy was de- 
veloped of clearing contractors’ plants of 
termination inventory within 60 days afte 
a request. Policies were also established 
governing the types of organization which 
should be maintained by the contracting 
agencies to make termination settlements 
and governing the extent to which such set- 
tlement' should be reviewed within the 
agencies. 

The Board was also the means of coordi- 
nating the use of the views of the contract- 
ing agencies on the many policy questior 
regarding the Contract Settlement Act which 
arose while it was being debated in Con- 
gress. In addition, it initiated consideration 
of a number of other matters, on which action 
is being taken by the Office of Contract Set- 
tlement. A fuller view of the activities of 
the Board, prepared by its chairman, appears 
as appendix A, exhibit ITI. 





B. Organization of the Office of Contract 
Settlement 


The Contract Settlement Act of 1944 be- 
came effective on July 21, 1944, and on 
October 3, 1944, the Office of Contract Set- 
tlement was made a part of the Office of 
War Mobilization and Reconversion by Pub- 
lic Law 458. On July 28 the Director of 
Contract Settlement was appointed and as- 
sumed his duties under the act. 

A first step of the Director was to provide 
for the continuance of the work which the 
Joint Contract Termination Board had un- 
der way. A second tep was to establish an 
organization adequate to perform the tasks 
prescribed by the act. 

The organization adopted was based on the 
direction of the act to utilize “the personnel 
and facilities of the contracting agencies and 
other established Government agencies” to 
the maximum extent feasible. Thus only a 
small organization, easily expansible if neces- 
sary, was planned. This made it essential to 
have a staff consisting of persons of maturity 
and experience. Only in this way could the 
facilities of other agencies be used effectively 
and the knowledge and experience of those 
agencies be brought to bear upon the prob- 
lems of this Office. 

The Office was organized into nine major 
units in addition to the Contract Settlement 
Advisory Board and the Appeal Board. For 
the most part, responsibilities assigned to 
these units represent those imposed upon the 





Clearance- 
‘im Finan 














21 (a) 
18 (b),2 (b) 
1 part) 
2 (b) (in 
part). 
ASCCURRIDE caccdcdcnnacns BR 
Organization and Proce- Do 
dures 
General Counsel_...... ai D 
An oI I ion chart is she I x 
A ¢ bit 
For suc f oper on the Office required 
ism for eff« vely coopera 2 with 
t ( t g agen This ; done 
« tlement Advisory Board, 
milar to that of the Joint Contract Termi- 
nation Board. These standing committ« 
enerally parallel organizational units of the 
Oo e of Contract Settlement Special com- 


mittees be 
problems 

> Director who names 
staff and asks eac!l 
Board to designat« 


1€ instances agencies not 


may 
Each committee is establi 


established for particular 





rd are asked to desig 





C is when this 
n between t 

Ss lement and other a 

¢ knowledge to the c 

I ees already e ) 


Financing, Committe per ‘ 
C arance, Committee on Pr ress Reporti! 
istics, Committee on Trainin 
tee on Public Information, and & 
on Preservation 


uw 


mittee 


Among the first problems considered was 
the appointment of an appeal board as re- 
quired by section 13 (d) (1) of the act. Und 


the act there are two pri y sources of 
appeals to this board—settlements by deter- 
mination, the so-called formula settlements, 


under sect tween con- 


under sec- 


yn 13, and disputes b 


and contracting agencies 
No cases under section 17 
brought. 


have so far been 
A survey was made of the number 


of formula settlements in proces It was 
found that only three such < were now 
pending in the War and Navy Departments 


Commission From such 
be p ble to 


and the Maritime 
information it will 


the future maximum case load of the board 
and thus to staff it in advance in ample time 
to meet its responsibilities 

In view of the minimum size of the present 
case load, it has been determined t 
immediately to the board o1 I - 





tional stature to devote full time to its 
and to appoint to it tempor 
bers the staff of this offi 
su] ed, as soon as the wor 
by other full-time members 
is to create an appeal 
pendent of the staff of the office 
there is enough work for it 

The agencies on th 


of 


+ 





lon 
pian 


board wholly ir 





as others, but parti r pro- 
curement agencies, | ly l- 
erous in the assitance given this office since 
its inception. Both perso1 und services 
requested_by this office have been promptly 





provided. Staff members of 
the Budget been ver 
Office in gathering information as 
ganization and operation 
agencies 

Without the help of all of these azenci 
the accomplishments of the office would cer- 
tainly have been much less. It will be neces- 
sary to continue to call on these agencies 


have 
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"a, repres¢ atives I the 
War Department, Navy D tment - 
time Commi n, Fore E : 
i t and R t t E e ¢ - 
p ration h d he n v ring P I 
U ,aec ib YY) toe eh 7 ‘ 
advisory committee to the Bure f t 
Budget on Government que I T 
ari z t was contin 1 but 1 the 
additi participation of the Office of Con- 
tract §S ttlement in the d 1 de- 
velopment of the forms. The « 
wnenimous in it ; Oi 
Director that they i. The D - 
tur accepted the i is- 
§ i i Ss regu é 

Working arrangements with the agencies 
however, go beyond joint « ide ion ol 
proj d actions of the Director. Important 

W h the agencies pro} it f 


their own responsibility have been re- 
ferred to the Director for his views and com- 
ments. In this way the Director has been 
able to achieve results without delaying 
tion. An outstanding example is the 


on 


ac- 
new 
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V. Regulatior 


A. I Financing—Regulations 1 and 2 
I i I prescribed two alternative 
p: to #&ec- 


uant 
t Settlem 


nt 





























the D it i 
regu 1 bit V), au- 
t yr t t, the Navy 
D I Commission 
1 1 ef in I et nna 
tion « These T- ! em 
€ laranteed by the 
ve ! f l age for t 
f hi y the preponderan 
in the contractor's war production 
i le t 1 t of « tractors and are 
é | approy te (a) for prime con- 
t: } e a large number of termina- 
ti d (b) for lower tier subcontractors 
Com: r such loans may be obtained 
in advance of termination, thus facilitating 
promp £ pe financing immediately 
upon cancellation of a war contract 
A i orm of loar eerrent has been 
issued order to disct ge the imposition 
of burde: me conditions and restrictions 
The lend bank may add conditions, but 
only if t ire “not unreasonable and not 
incon tent with the standard loan agree- 
men Any such added conditions must be 
set forth in a separate schedule for the exami- 
nation of the Federal Reserve bank and the 
cl cting agency If examination shows 
them to be inappropriate, their elimination 
m be requested as a condition of the guar- 
anty 
rhe | c principle of T-loan fin 
certificate borrowins Loans are ) 
the contractor's certification as to his 
ment in canceled contrac Through this 
medium, the contractor is enabled to convert 
to cash a high percentage cf his over-all 
termination ¢ ms pending final settlement 
Under this type of loan, the borrower agrees 
to a n to the lending bank moneys due 
and to become due on his war contracts. The 
borrowing base 1s an agreed percentage of 
the contractor's terminated contracts, includ- 
in accoun receivable, reimbursable inven- 
tory co and reimbursable subcontract set- 
tlements which have been paid or are simul- 
taneously to be paid. T-loans are available 
in connection with partial as well as com- 
plete terminations. In virtually every case, 
the borr« r must maintain cu mary in- 
surance Cov on his property If his 
credit 1 ng i eak, the lending bank may 
require a mortgage of the inventory attribut- 
able to the red contract 
The Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve | has formally inaugurated the T- 
loan } m The schedules of guaranty 
1 « mitment fees ha been announced. 
W t ent or le of the T-loan is guar- 
anteed 1 ct s the Government 10 
pe he interest payable by the borrow- 
( t] 1 tee ion of the loan If 
OV » perc ( th 1is guar teed, the 
bank 1 pay the Government 50 percent of 
t) t on the gu nteed portion. 
Banks ¢ charge the borrower interest at 
11 r than 4 percent per annum 
Tl commitment fee is one-fourth 
of 11 per annum or in the alternative, 
i f ! more than $50. 
2. P 1 payment General Reculation 
B, exhibit VI), issued by the 


tlement on September 8, 
incipal types of partial 








p (a) partial payments based on 
es bmitted by t contractor; and 
(b) par l ments based upon accounting 
datz \ the contractor's cost When 
the situ n requires, eit type may be 
chant i through a controlled account A 
sil standard application form has been 


d by the Director, 
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Subcontractors, as well as prime contract- 
ors, are eligible for these payments. Asa gen- 
eral rule, subcontractors must apply through 
t customers, who may be prime con- 
tractors or higher-tier subcontractors. The 
customer checks the application to determine 








ther it is reasonable and allocable to Gov- 
ernm¢ work and transmits it up the con- | 
tract chain. After approval, the contracting 
agency draws a check to the prime contractor 


who passes the payment on down the contract 


chain The Office of Contract Settlement 
and the contracting agencies are working on 
il modifications which will cut toa 


m the complications of this process. 
lar provision was made for the pos- 
that the prime contractor or some 
intervening subcontractor may be unable to 
pass the money on to the applicant for some 
reason such as insolvency. In this situation, 











the contracting agency may utilize the con- 
trolled account procedure, or in special cases, 
may make partial payments directly to the 
subcontractor. Direct application for partial 


payments 


may be made by subcontractors | 
where the usual procedure would result in 
unwarranted delay. 





r contractor in sound business con- 
lay obtain immediate partial pay- 
t of at least 75 percent of the contract 
of undelivered completed articles, plus 
nt of his estimated costs of raw ma- 
purchased parts, supplies, direct labor, 
ead allocable to the terminated por- 
his contract. Larger sums not in 
s of 90 percent of the cost certified to be 
application may be advanced if 


Any wa 





9 perc 


anda over! 


due in the 


the contracting agency believes the request 
to be reasonable. Furthermore, as a general 
rule the contracting agency will look entirely 
to the information contained in the con- 
tractor’s application in determining the 
amount of the advance. To discourage con- 
tractors from overestimating claims, the 


amount of any overpayment is subject to a 
6-percent penalty; and in addition, any over- 
payment is treated as a loan carrying a pen- 









alty of 6 percent per annum 
Cc factors are encouraged to estimate in 
ad of actual termination what partial 








its they will require. 

Cost-supported partial payments also may 
ade. Items completed prior to termi- 
, completed thereafter with ap- 
val, are paid for at the full contract price 
as soon as they are inspected and accepted. 
i n, the contractor is paid $0 percent 
st of raw materials, purchased parts, 


or 








DE s, direct labor, and manufacturing 
overhead allocable to the terminated portion 
of the contract as scon as he supports them 
by substantial accounting data. These cost- 


supported advances may al include a rea- 
sonable percentage of other allocable costs, 
administrative overhead. Additional 
ints may be paid if necessary, but total 
ents may not exceed the amount which 
ntracting agency believes to be due by 
f 


of the tern ti 


50 


1h as 


i¢ 








ination. 
rolled partial payments will be made if 
a contractor is insolvent or in imminent 





danger of insolvency. The immediate or 
ce supported partial payment will be de- 
pr d in a special account, and released un- 
der supervision of a representative of the 





iation Settlement Agreements— 
Re ion 3 

Regulation No. 3 (appendix B, exhibit VITJ 

1e Office of Contract Settlement author- 

ized the contracting agencies to make preter- 


nila 
euiat 


mination settlement agreements. These 
agreements, made before termination, may 
cover one or more of the elements in the 


claim that would otherwise have to be settled 
after mination. They must be based on 
data which permit reasonable forecasts, con- 
sistent with sound commercial standards, of 
the factors involved. 


LeCl 








Pretermination agreements provide a 
means for shortening the time between 
mination and settlement. They may co, 
such items as unit costs of termination in- 
ventories at various stages, unit prices ; 
which the contractor is to retain selecte 
inventories, inventory items to he scr: 
and overhead rates. By agreeing, wh 
sible, upon such items prior to termi 
settlement, plant clearance, and financin 
expedited. For example, it may permit 
mediate use or disposition of inventories 
the contractor rather than delay in the 1 
or dispcsition pending agreement af 
mination. 

Similar principles can be applied in a 












ter te 





ments between prime contractors and 
contractors, or between subcontractors, wh 
will be binding on the contracting 


when it approves them. 
C. Plant Clearance—Regulation 4 

The policies of the Joint Contract Terr 
1ation Board and later the provisions of 

ntract Settlement Act deal specifica 
with most of the problems of plant cle 
ance. Removal of Government-owned p! 
equipment, however, is not covered by t 
act in this way. In many cases this equip- 
ment is covered by contracts which requ 
its maintenance in stand-by condition af 
the contract is terminated Regulation 4 
(appendix B, exhibit VIII) directs that unk 
the national defense requires otherwise, th 
stand-by provisions will be waived. 

The regulation gives contractors the ri 
to bid first on equipment in their plants and 
directs that the Government act prompt} 
these bids. It gives both prime contract 
and subcontractors the first call on equipment 
they may need for their peacetime produ 
tion. To alleviate the tremendous 
problem facing the contracting agencies aft 
VE-day, the regulation urges contractor 
wherever possible to store unwanted equip- 
ment under agreement with the contracti 
agency. But if a contractor neither wants t 
purchase the equipment nor is able to stor 
it, the regulation requires its removal by t! 
contracting agency within 60 days. 

A further regulation is in preparation, cov- 
ering aspects of plant clearance that are n 
specifically dealt with by the act. Am 
these, is the right of subcontractors to make 
their request for plant clearance directly t 
the contracting agency. 











stora 


D. Fair Compensation—Regulations 5, 6, and 7 


Prior to the passage of the Contract Set- 
tlement Act, the Office of War Mobilization 
had issued a uniform termination article for 
use in prime contracts accompanied by 
statement of principles for determination 
It had also recommended a substan- 
tially similar but briefer termination articl 
for use in subcontracts. 

Experience with the statement of cost pt 
ciples disclosed the necessity for two amend- 
ments. These are m-de by regulation 5 of 
the Office of Contract Settlement which ap- 
pears as appendix B, exhibit The eff 
of the first of these amendments is to elimi- 
nate a provision which had the eflect of 
tying together renegotiation and ccntr: 
settlement. Similarly, the effect of the sec- 
ond is to eliminate from contract settle 
any consideration of the tax base of special 
facilities owned by the contractor. 

Regulation 6 (appendix B, exhibit X) 


costs. 








vw 
ad. 


ment 
men 


makes certain amendments in the recom- 
mended subcontract article and in the ac- 


companying statement of policy regarding 
the settlement of subcontracts. It makes 
clear that the profit provisions of the sub- 
contract article are the same as those of th 
prime contract article. It also announce 
that pretermination settlement agreements 
are applicable to subcontracts to the sam 
extent as to prime contracts. Final.y, it 
makes certain changes so that the subcon- 





guide the e 
agreement, both under these ar nc 
under contracts not containing them. These 
standards permit flexible negoti 


negotiath 














s of sound business principle the 
llation, negotiations may ac- 
count the elements recogr ula 
ettlement, but they need not d O; - 
ns under this regulation r 1 
from time to time, and any cha Ss e 





Ws to be necessary. 
E. Delegation—Regulation 6 

In regulation 6, paragraph 3, the Director 
acted to simplify and speed up payment for 
a vast number of small subcontractors. It 
delegates to all war contractors authority to 
settle finally termination claims for less than 
$1,000, where the subcontractor retains or 
disposes of all termination inventory, 
in cases where the authority is l 
withdrawn. Contracting agencies are direct- 
ed to recognize these subcontract 
ments as final and conclusive for the purpose 
f settling the terminated prime contracts to 
the extent allocable. The public int 
protected by a provision that the settlement 
be made in good faith. 

This in no way affects the contracting 
agencies’ existing practice of delegating to 
prime and intermediate au- 
thority to settle claims of $10,000 or less 
where review procedures have been examined 
and approved. 


made which experience sh 








spec 


settle- 


erest is 


nust 


subcontractors 


F. Standard Settlement Proposal Forms— 
Regulation 8 

The Office of Contract Settlement has pro- 
vided uniform settlement proposal forms for 
use in settling claims connected with termi- 
nated fixed-price supply contracts and sub- 
contracts, and has issued detailed instruc- 
tions for their use. Regulation 8 (appendix 
B, exhibit XII) issued on October 18, makes 
these forms mandatory for all contracting 
agencies. The forms do not apply to cost- 
plus-a-fixed-fee prime contracts or subcon- 
tracts, but they must be used in preparing 
claims on terminated fixed-pri« 


underlying such agreements. 


e subcontracts 










War contractors at any level i1 ict 
chain will now use this e set of rd 
forms. Previously a nt r of forms were 


in use. It is to be expected that issuance of 
the new forms will result in a more uniform 
and efficient presentation of cl Ss 





should be reflected i educti é 

age time necessary to file and pr la 
Proposals prepared on the inventory basis 

are submitted on form 1. If the inventory 





basis cannot be used, 





the present n of proposals on the total cos 
basis. These two forms for ge e, 
unrestricted by the amount of ttle- 





ment. Form la may be u 
involving less than $1,000 in wh 
tractor is willing to retain or dispose of all 
inventory. The ] 





cannot be overemphé \ many 
small prime contract ctors 
will receive payment t Linati 

claims more quickly and mini mum of 


clerical work. 





The invent schedules give ac actor 
an optk n oi sim} ly listing his invent ry lor 
settlement purposes or of classifying it and 

detail if n the 


describing it in 
Government to remove it Thus contractors 
can submit their invent 
ules before, with, 


proposals. 


i 


or after their settlement 
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VI. Ot? actit 
A. Progress Reporting and Statistical St 


’ 
- 
a 





One of the fi Steps of the Con- 
tr Settle ¢ vas t he con- 
t f the é f re- 
I s which i - 
j W 

e 
th A ft 
t ld t assem- 
sis f l the - 











€ c . 
é s f 
mpt ¥ n 
¢ 
l- ‘ ) - 
tion request s 
elpful not 
ttlement in ar - 
€ s, but t 
tem ol y 
vered inf t 
and set s 
ing y used are presented 
in appendix B, exhibit XIII. Tables 1 





through 6, appendix C, are based upon the 
first reporting form OCS-R1l. The other re- 
porting forms, OCS-R2 and OCS-R3 (ap- 
pendix B, exhibit XIII) will provide informa- 
tion, beginning with nth of October, 
on the speed of settlements 


Currently, 








+? +>) 
ne m 


are being made 
for the establishment of comparable reports 
on interim financing and plant clea 

hese reports will show the extent of interim 
financing and the prompt 
ances. 


arrangements 





ness of plant clear- 
In addition to the regular reports such as 
those above, the Office of Contract Settl 
ment will make special Presently 
studies being formulated to determine 


e- 
studies 


are 





the speed with which subcontractors are 
bei paid and also the 1 with wi 1 
they are being financed prior to final pay- 


ment. 
B. Dissemination of Information 
Success 
tract settl 
Government's 
on the ability of war c 
part of the task. The imp 
Shen: 


ing informat 


fii Mik 


blems of 


only on the 


in meeting 


ement 


the pr 

depends not 
bility to do its share but also 
ntractors to do their 


rtant job is get- 





ym to contractors through the 


1g agencies, established channels 





contrac I 
communication organized groups and direct 
contacts. 

To this 
Settlement is 


it 


meet need the Office of Contract 


f distributing copies of r 

lations to contracting agencies, contractor 

national a 

individuals. The m 
a 


tion of t 


trade ssociations, and 


he stan 






by the War and Navy r 
War Plants Corpor - 
in encies so at I 
reaching contractors 

of contracting agencies. 

The American Bankers’ Association in l- 
labora n with the Office of Contract Settle- 
ment has launched an ext e edu l 
pr 1 inv ng Na - é 
me s AY r T} ¢ I 
C n ‘ : I i 

TT l iet ¢ l- 
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{ t ] ns 4 I e ; ret 
} ( rved by w contractors 
é period; the form in which 
h must be mail ned nd the 

d i not be pre ved 

i. 2 f Foreign C cts 
‘ ) t perm ts Vy ¢ 2 ract- 
age ect to policies prescribed by 
»D t to exempt from tl t its con- 
ts m r to be performed, and any ter- 
i \ t V situate ( de the 
I . & S 4 in Alaska. Of the three 
l t largest volt of f yn 
trac t W D rimeu 1 For n 

n Ad nistration have V ted 

it ‘ vi tm t is I C y, to 
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( \ ir ¢ S Cf 
( ee ¢ h t j 
l d Senate 
I SENATOR M I e your ie I 
17 1 : reauge ne ¢ l - 
I { ivitie of e G er Ac- 
u Office unde eT ion 
l¢ ( tract & f A ‘ 1944 
I enactment ¢ law, there wa 
pr Office Order N 17 by which I 
i directed the peritorn ( I 
unctions of Offi é re- 
( tion l¢ f the ¢ I ( 
f f ed Comn ee on i- 
ents to revie repo! € anate 
€ various daly Office 
matte arisil unas n 
l i e me with respect thers A 
Ofdice Order No 7 is enclosec ) 
I I occa n 1 I eet ve! ] 1 I cs 
\ Dire of Contract 5S en t 
i ( { ‘ s contrac 
the pur of disci lng W l 
ns ¢ : ( ection with 
‘ t i t I I T ( m nd 
tr e reg { d there- 
he duties « Oimce uncer! 
‘ exami y te y = 
tle ad ( Lixe price ¢ i 
vard, t Offic I en- 
y obta ‘ ¢ cont 
d the Ovtics Cont Settle- 
I n re eported - 
( -} fix - t 
but I f ‘ es 11) 
es s é r e be 1 < - 
l ( ( he 
€ e of ft H € - 
} b en 1 as y j € 
ica < | l l e- 
< » € \ on “1 I ave 
f 1 will | } d 
n tot I taken to or € 
f this Office } m i \ - 
T 1 t u t ( 5 t > 
‘ D ns of 95 war con- 
I ted |] pe € ed 
of the W D ment I 
( War D2} tme has been ad d 
1alt st u under 65 of ti e cone 
report tl nainil 30 - 
t urrently in p of preparation 
N requests have been received from 
ou! C rtments or enc 
I ! ed th the activities of this 





Office under the act will materially incr« 





se 
v e acceleration of the administrative 
ter! tion-settlement procedures. At such 
time developments indicate I shall, of 
cours¢ ports as provided in sectio1 
16 (c) ct, or otherwise as circum- 





LINDSAY WARREN 
al of the United States. 


COMPTROLLER GENERAL 
OF THE UNITED STATE 
Washington, October 5, 1944 
FUNCTIONS OF THE GENERAL AC- 
OFFICE UNDER THE CONTRACT SET- 
ACT OF 1944 
Office order No. 57 


CRIBING 
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TLEMENT 





TTH 


( VT 


The 
Office } 


functions of the General Accounting 
rescribed by section 16 of the Con- 
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if the cont: 


or the cont! r relating to the tert 
ments anc 1all determine whether 
lement pa ts to the war ¢ t 
were made in accor ce with the settlems 
Also, the Audit Division shall n e the : 
tigations authorized under sec n 16 { 
the act and shall 


mation cor 
Division, th 
that a termination 
by fraud, 
promptly report 





reason to suspe 
settlement w 
Chief, Audit Divi 
he caSe to the Committes 


as int 


+ 
tne ion Ss} 








iermination sttlements stating the fact 
‘rcumstances tending to indicate su 





After such a report has 
Division shall not 
he records of any contract 


th 


t 


Arclit 
AUGIT 


examine furt 


ing agency or th 


Of any war contractor relative thereto unls 
specifically directed by the Comptroller Gen- 
eral to do £0. 


Office of 


coming 








l 1 I 
l hall be reported promptly to tl Com- 
mittee on Terminatioin Settlemen for ap- 
propriate action and no invest 1 ¢ u 
ni té 121] Initiated vy it specific 
aire n of 1 c n} ( er G eral 
I hall uN t 
t +) 
V ed 
V te nir 
y the Com 
\ repor 4 
Ag tle 
rat nr é 
d by section 
(a) (2) 
Committee on SE f 
TT! i heroh 
Ihere is hereby ¢ 1 the Gene 














tion settlements ed « t 
members to be ¢ e Com? 
General, The committee shall <« er the 
reports subn ed to it rel t - 
tion settlements susp ed of ha be - 
duced by fraud, and advise the ¢ r 
General whether, in the opinion of t - 
mittee, the facts and circumstances sub- 
mitted warrant reference of the case to the 
case to the Office of Investigation The com- 
mittee shall consider, als« he reports of the 
Chief of Investigations relating to cases so 


referred and advise the C 
whether, in 

a reasonable 
case 


mptrcller General 
its opinion, the record warrants 

belief that settlement in any 
was induced by fraud. : 
Also, the committee shall consider t 


he re- 
th 


ports submitted to it relative to the methods 
and procedures employed by centracting 


agencies in making termination sett] 
and shall advise the Comptroller General 
whether, in its opinion, reports and recom- 
mendations should be made as provided for 
in section 16 (c) of the act. 
In each case in which tl 
termination settlements recommends 
Comptroller General a_ certifi 
section 16 (b) of the act or a 
section 16 (c), such recommendati 
accompanied by 
to be prepared 
Counsel, 


ement 
mel 


1e committee on 
to the 
under 
report under 
n shall be 
final draft 
the General 





ation 


appropriate 


Office of 
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LEGISLATION FOR RECONVERSION AND ' I 1 C ‘ 
FULL EMPLOYMENT—YEAR-END RE- | put to use i I Pr 
} ’ s } 
PORT OF WAR CONTRACTS . 4 : WV 
€ é > ¢ t I ere , € 
MITTEE OF COMMITTEE ON u ile ( 
AFFAIRS cont t ld - Vv 
T ? . n le tributed nefficie 
Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, I K : ‘ , 
unanimot onsent to have prir i t I t our Li€ 1 t ies- . 
R RD at this point the year-end repo: ea so aes : " , M I 
of the War Contracts Subcommitt of Dock & Shipbuilding Co. ux ‘ 
‘ 
‘nate Committee on Military Affairs plus ¢ ct entered et wee ‘ . ; 7 
report, which is entitled “Le la- pal t Maritir ¢ 
or Reconversion and Full Employ- | ves < , 
ment,” includes the draft of a full-em- | ~)o- : =~ M 
~ MM » } Syn 
ployment bill which I hope will be care- | {Y : og Mr. I 
€ D ‘Cc I 
] f +} < + “ ‘ i i 
fully studied by the Members of the Sen- ' j a = ; t : 
ate While this bill has not been en- ( : I - 
d i by the subcommittee, it has been e ‘ e « : 
transmitted without comn ent for t tul fcr I 
purpose of stimulating discussion it es ol defi é é 
Yr 1 a t 
There being no objection, the report : 
was ordered to be printed he RECO! aed 
1 . . a 
Ss 10llOWS: f . : 
LEGISLATION FOR RECON . I I c i Ala- 
EMI : D I S! lid ( 
(Year-end ret of War Co! Sub- I ra a i ; ; . 
: =r 
commit to the Con ( M : - eX ( 
Affairs pursuant to Senate Re ution 198 om : — 
} ‘ Your sut mi tee f t t. 1 r 
& resolul 1 to ll e Vv s : a I F 
th rm cn of contra nd re- : - : = A con- v A 
] lp ylerx Dece er 1 1944) er se t we er 
tr INT TION: § OF ¢s COMMITTEE f vitally nee od tar Ss at t 
Your War Cont ts Subcor te ~ averag 25 Ds per 1 \To- F : 
e chail n } 1943 C they in {4 . 
i pursu: + + S | 1 ) sub- £ ps {| rn l 1 W € l y ) ft 
( report on its acti snl per month in Decer f this : 
Seventy- th Cc gres to< a € ] been a <¢ res liz ne ‘ " 
recomme! ns on indu l creas¢ r productivit At e til f t ‘ 
n and on é d for li- t! nvestigation, 9,200 mer i em- t 
nm ry the Seventy-1 h I nt t e beir to | p 
Ip d I - r econon rhe s I re rtur nmer i 
continuing full « mer men r Toda t t ( 
nception, 1 bills nd re 1- ween i to 4 she man t tu 
been referred to your su - _ be com} ted upon 1 I to- i 
1 impr ment 
se measures Cé With the - —— = 
ts: Act ly, even considering the normal 
tern tion im} I it ich always come - I 1 
: war property creased know-how as more and more 3 ( é 
3. War mobilizaticn and reconversion e launched, your subcommittee can I n I 
4. Cost-plus-fixed-fee contract that its ac ties in conn n with t 
: shipyard have resulted in the conservation | the ¢ me 
Your subcommittee has been extremely ac- of valuable manpower resources and t - 
tive in each of these fields. We he ) ing of many millions of dollars. Al 1 it I 
days of public hearings wh f mor h meant the production addit 1] tank- 
was offered by over 100 wit! s from all ers to help briz il to our fighting fror t rT? . 
walks of life on various aspects of the f t 1 it the world 
fields with which we have been concerned Ind otal a , = = 
We have held a large number of confer Ww : 
and executive sessions with repress ss : nel i t 
of the public and of the various ad stra- : —— pollen aA ULC 
. J - ritteyr ’ + + + bh C 
tive agenci We have submi 1 to : ; 
full committee period reports of ou ary 1 dix Of #1311 O tte 
ee I : ; See yendix 2 for a f f - 
tivities, together with a number of spe l iii noes i aa 
I I repo! > W ( - 
_ — t Subcommitt 
1 See appendix 1 for a full list of - ( E e Rept Pro- pr 
ures referred to the War Contr = - d ti A D I - 


mit 








has already submitted a 


mmittee 





Wing recom- 


operations of 


report makes 
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Supplemental legislation 





Settlement 


> contracting 


(3) The devel 





of Con- 


ubcommittee 


n; JAMES E. Murray, 





l cabl Essential 
arges have generally been based not 
A objective 
tive pr blems ¢ 
fundamental 
objectives 





ated by the act 


agreement 
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n I ! hasty - 
tempt t mend the Surplus Pr« y Act un- 
til t ex} ence has beer d and the 
cor tee |} had afu l opportu! ‘ ») dis- 
cu tl peratic of the act witl e Sur- 
I P erty Board 


Need for Additional Legislation on 
Management 


Property 


While there is 1 immediate need for 
amendment to the Surp!us Property Act, it 
il that 
supplemental 
prehy 


¢ 


ion be taken upon 
to establish a com- 
yperty management 
Government In his re- 
15, 1944, pursuant 
President 





ent prompt ¢ 
legislation 
nsive system of p 
ne Federal 
port to the Senate of Jung 
Resolution 195, 
made the following statement: 
The Congress has never provided compre- 
slation with respect to property 
management, of which inventory and record 
The several agencies have 
their own devices for 
recording, and control of 


mmon 


» Senate 


velt 


200Se- 


controls are basic 

been left largely to the 
procurement, 
€ therefore 


and there is no <¢ 











tern for and no consolidated invent ry of 
the capital investment of the Federal estab- 
called f the 
! he lines of H R 
27 directed the Bureau of the 
Budget to establish a general system of prop- 
erty management and which had ready 
passed the House of Representatives in the 
previous year 
he relationship between this type of leg- 





and the Surplus Pr 


well be likened to the relationship betwe 











ervy t 
knowledge, they cannot accu y determine 
what property should be de d surplus 
nor can they adequately pred ahead of 
tir the volume of potential surplus prop- 
erty 

You ubcommittee recommends that at 
tl ! nning of the next se of ¢ - 


gress the Senate Committee o1 

the Executive Depai 
and distingui ni 
from Alabama, Mr. HL, draft a new meas- 
the 





the able 


ure along lines of H. R. 2795 and pre 
forward toward immediate enactment. 
Need for Amendment of Public Law 289 


Prior to passage of the Surplus Property 
Act, Congress enacted (in Public Law 289, 
of the 78th Cong.) a statute providing: 

“That prior to the acquisition or disposal, 
by lease or otherwise, of any land acquired 
for naval use under the authority of this, or 
any other act, the Secretary of the Navy 
shall come into agreement with the Naval 
| Affairs Committees of the Senate and the 





Surplus Property Board 



















































Ihe decisions of 
direct and immediate effect upon large 
tions of the population. It is impel! 
hat Members of Congress be kept curr 
informed of decisions Furthern 
as a result of their broad contacts with pe 
from all walks of life, the Members of - 
gress can provide a valuable source of 
formation and guidance for the members of 
the Board. 

It would be unfortunate, therefore, if tl 
Surplus Property Board failed to estab] 
an effective working relationship with tl 
committees and Members of ‘ 
House of Representatives. As one of its fi 
acts, the Board shou‘d discuss this prob] 
and work out a practical program of con- 
gressional liaison. Consideration should ! 
given to delegating the responsibility of han- 
lling general relationships with Congress t 
a responsible official who will work in < 
cooperation with members of the Board. T! 
official would have the twofold responsibilit 
of providing Congress with full and curre 
information on the administration of tl! 
act and of providing the Board with full 
current information on the views and r¢ ! 
mendations of the committees anc 
of Congress. It might be particularly hel} 
if the Board followed the example of the W 
Department, the War Production Board 
other agencies by es lia I I 


in both the Senate and House Office Bu 





these 


the Senate 





tablishing 





War Mobilization and Reconversion A 
first report of the 
Mobilization and Reconversion has 1 
to C 


Director of W 





ngress and i 


accurate apprals 
n Yet in the <¢ 
members of the ) - 


ready becoming incre 
apparent that the act is a defective ii 
ment for ccping with the problems of - 
tion from war to peace. There is an u 
need for additional le lation to ren 


Implementation in the form 


more adequate app! 


Need for Supplemental Legislati 
Specific reference is made to the follow 
Unemployment compensation: The 

merely provides for loans to State unemploy- 
ment compensation boards. It fails to ex- 
tend coverage to the millions of worke W 
are unprotected by unemployment insur- 
ance. It fails to ir the 
magnitude of benefits 

Travel allowances: The act fails to pro- 
vide Federal assistance to help war 
return to the location of 
or future jobs. 

Advance planning of public v 
501 establishes a sound program of loans or 
advances by the Federal Works Agency for 
the advance planning of 


auration 





rease 





former homes 


their 
weir 


tha 
L 


surplus. 


aeciare 
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economy 


In dition to the three industrial de - 
bilization laws, @ number of other } t- r 
mie ires have heen enacted during the Sev- 
enty-eighth Congre We have e1 ed a 
G. I. bill of right But its provisions are 
not yet fully adeyuate to meet 
of returning soldiers and sailor 
we h provided for loans to St 
ployment compen 1 boards, we 
nothing to increase coverage under unem- 
I ment compensation and old-age and sur- 


nsurance, t 
provide for health ir 


benefits, or to 
We have passed 


liberalize 


surance 


ion to provide for a miscellaneous 
rtment of flood-control and rivers and 
harbors projects, but have postponed action 





» develop the river basins of our country in 
a courageous and comprehensive fashion un- 
der a Missouri Valley Authority, an Arkansas 
R r Authority, and similar agencies in other 
ire We have done little in the prepara- 
tion of a post-war tax program, on the pro- 
motion of foreign trade, or in the adjustment 
of freight rates that discriminate against 


industrial activity in the South and the West. 
We have passed a road bill but have delayed 
n on post-war airports. We have not 
come to grips with the problem of monopol 
an ternational cartels. We have not yet 
mapped out post-war policies on the funda- 
mental questions of wages, 


and prices 


labor relations, 


the background of 
that 


As measured against 
our economic needs, the post-war laws 
have been enacted add up to very little. The 
balance sheet shows the Seventy-eighth Con- 
gress never came to grips with the problem 
of providing an economic substitute for war 
production 

The repercussions of this failure have 
ready been felt. Knowing that Ll] y 
nothing has been done to provide for post- 
war employment, hundreds of thousands 





al- 


practically 





of 











vitally needed in the production 
ns of war, have quit their war 
sought refuge in civilian industry 

It is incumbent, therefore, upon 
venty-ninth Congress to map out a 
slation. This 
rvation of our 
ears to come, but also to our 
delayed schedules of war 












*ntial not only to the pre: 
1y in the y 
> on 


million jobs: A public responsibility 
anuary 1944 the President of the United 
in his message to Congress on the 
f the’ Union, outlined an “economic 
The first point in this docu- 

was the following: 

“The right of a useful and 
job in the industries, or shops, 
mines of the Nation.” 

Ten months later, in an address at 
the President stated that “to assure the full 
realization of the right to a useful and re- 
munerative employment, an adequate pro- 
gram must provide America with close to 
60,000,000 productive jobs.” 


Statisticians may debate among themselves 


Nts 





remunerative 
or farms, or 


Chicago, 


as to whether the precise goal should be a 
little more or a little less than the Presi- 
dent's 60,000,000 figure. But no thoughtful 





American—no matter what his creed or sta- 
tion in life—would deny that every man or 
woman in the country who is willing to work 
and capable of working has the right to 


a job 


As yet, unfortunately, we do not have in 
America an “adequate program” to provide 
60,009,000 productive jobs Nor will such a 


program develop. out of thin air. The right 
to a job is not self-enforceable. It can be 
translated into reality only through the 
joint ion of the people of our countrv— 
business, labor, agriculture, and all other 
acting through the medium of their 
duly elected Government. In short, the so- 
called right to a job is a meaningiess figure 
of speec! our Government 
responsibility for the expansion of our peace- 


act 






unless assumes 
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TaBLE I.—Exrpenditures for gross national product 
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time economy so that it will be cay 
assuring full employment. 


ible of 


nt 

The fight for full employment is a two- 
fcld battle. 

On the one hand, the Government mu 
do everything in its power to stimulat 
creased opportunities for employmen 
ite enterprise. This is the major 

On the other hand, to the extent t! 
private enterprise cannot by itself ass: 
full employment, the Government must 
such measures as be necessary to fill 
the gap 

A more precise way to describe the rela- 
tionship between private and public 
is by examining the various types of inv 
ment and other expenditure that make 
our total preduction of goods and serv 
technically referred to as “the gross nat 
product.”® As of the middle of this 
the gross national product, or total expend- 
itures, amounted to about $196,000,00( 

As can be seen from table I, this total is m 
up of the following: 


Strategy of full employme 


priv 








may 








Bill 
d 


Consumers’ expenditures__........ . 95 


Capital outlays of buSiness__-_--_- ‘ 2 
Expenditures by State and lccal gov- 
SRRIRGS <detinnnecnus . ans 7.2 
Expenditures by the Federal Govern- 
IIS an cic evita toi heat atndntiriwniineiapin 91 
hittin latbhic gas wiccaat a 


‘The comparable figure for the nati 


income during the first half of 1944 is $1 
000,000,000. 





®* The gross national product, as calculated 
by the Department of Commerce, is at pres- 
ent the commonly used measurement of 
Nation’s total economic activity. Whe 
and reserves are subtracted from 
gross national product, the remainder is th 
“national income.” 





























{In billions of current dollars—annua! rates—ca‘encar V 
snntnemenena — a en on eee eee risen = — iis 
| ) l 193 $32 | If 1934 ] 193¢ 1€37 § ] {46 1941 | 1642 | 104 I 
' ! ; j 
Consumers: j | | | | 
Durable goods (except housing)...............-. 9.9 8 f 4.2 2.4 4.8 57 6.7 2 4 6.0 6.4 | 7.4 9.1 6 
Nondyrable gi - + 27 22. ( 21. é 27.4 1.8 2.8 2. € 34.4 10.1 5. 2 
Services (excluding 1 ‘ 2 iN , . 13. 2 »o if 14.9 16, 17. § 17.4 17.7 1s. 8 20. 1 23.4 24. 3 
a a ee 8 ie ae eee 1 |f 74 aaah mS 4.2 1 4.2 4.3 4. ¢ 4.8 5.0 5.1] 5.3 5.8 
= anna soancalkcsiialnsa alii een Aa ec @- java ed idiomas Bs csiindade Bt ipilindiiiicd llintieges Malai a 
Subtotal, cor I ae i 0.8 64 2 4 12.4 47.7 52.2 FQ. 1 62 5 61.7 65.7 74.6 2. | 
Busi capital out | | | | | 
Constructior | | 
Residential _. ee eee eee | 36] 1 1.8 ei. <8 6) .9 1.4 1.7 1.8 20) 24) 29] 15] 38 : 
Other 4.7 3 2. 1.2 | 9 1, ( 1,2 l 2. f 1 1. ¢ 2. ( 2. 1 ‘ ] 
Producers, durables 7.3 | 4.2 2.4 | 2.1 3.1 4.0 5.2 f. 4.5 § 6.9 8. § 3 j 
Net increase on invent 16] —.3| -20)-23) —7) =.1 1 S32) 2£8t=i3 9} 28) 35] —.5] — a 
Net reign inve ( ‘ 4/ 8 4 3 7 4 -.3 5 em 1, 1.8 1.3 —.1 —2.1 - 
MAS a ns es ee 7.6| 12 6.4 22] 3.3 6.7| 10.0] 116 7.7 »| 148] 190] 72.5 2.2 9 
State and k verl nt I 8.3 R88 g 7 7 4.9 x0 & ( 7 7.€ ae | 7.9 7.8 7 7 7 
Federal Government (adjuste : a | Ff ‘re 
War ichbehensstediaaiias Dallaialait lina Ween daticnh ‘i i ed - ies i aa Lai 62s 12.8 ) 81, & 
N Re ERE See Te eS a) ee | 6.5 | f 5 0 | 4 
Su Federal Government...........-. SF 2.4 2.8 2.4 2.¢ 4 3. § 4. ¢ 6.1 6.8 7. 8.8 18,1 4 86, 2 
Potal expenditures for gross national product 4 63.8 | 70.8| $1.7] 87.7| 80.6] 886] 97.1] 119.6 | 152.1 | 186 
Adder Ne ( 3 49. 5 7 €4. ¢ 71. 5 64. 2 70.8 77. € Ce 121. ¢ 147 
aon > - ais icine deinen aaa Di aaldeecmetineuaiieaaiied ipl — 
De A t ¢ r id to tot bec ding 
Al t i quarter, 
] é 4 
‘} n et ex] f ox nd ser es, net export j er, and net ¢ tock 
At ' Art 
S I tore I 4 
If the gross national product is high If we are to achieve full employment in the of $200,000,000,000 within a few years after 


the war—in other words, if 
zh productive economic activ- 
be for everyone. 


is too low, we 


enough after 
enou 
i re will 
If the oss I 


shall have 


enough jobs 


ational 





product 
t 


unemployme: 





post-war period, therefore, the Government 
must assume the responsibility of seeing to 
it that the gross national product is main- 
tained at a high level. Some say that this 
calls for a post-war gross national product 


the defeat of Japan. They p out that 
our productive capacities have increased 
enormously as a result of the war and should 

be allowed to lie idle, particularly since 
there are vast sections of this country that 


nt 
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toy as may directly or indirectly affect the 
level of non-Federal investment and other ex- 
pe u 


(c) To the extent that such increased 
non-Federal investment and other expendi- 
ture as may be expected to result from actions 
taken under the program set forth in accord- 
ance with (b) of this section are insufficient 
to provide a full employment volume of the 
gre national product, the President shall 
include, in the Budget transmitted in accord- 
ance with section 201 of the Budget and Ac- 
counting Act of 1921, as amended, a general 
program of such Federal investment and 
other expenditure as will be sufficient to bring 
the aggregate volume of investment and 
penditure by private business, con- 
sumers, State and local government, and the 
Federal Government, up to the level required 
to assure a full employment volume of the 
gross national product. Such program shall 
be designed to contribute to the national 
wealth or well-being, and may include, but 
need not be limited to, specific programs for 
assistance to business enterprises, particu- 
larly small business enterprises; for useful 
public works, particularly such public works 
as tend to promote increased investment and 
other expenditure by private enterprises; for 
useful public services, particularly such pub- 
lic services as tend to raise the level of health 
and education; for slum clearance and urban 
rehabilitation; for conservation and develop- 
ment of natural resources; and for rural elec- 
trification. All programs calling for public 
construction shall provide for the perform- 
ance of the necessary work by private concerns 
on the basis of cOntracts awarded in accord- 
ance with applicable laws 

““(d) The President may from time to time 
transmit to Congress such supplemental or 
revised estimates, information, programs, or 
legislative recommendations as he may deem 
necessary or desirable. 


ae 


other ex 


PREPARATION OF NATIONAL BUDGET 


“Sec. 402. (a) In addition to the duties 
imposed upon the Bureau of the Budget by 
section 207 of the Budget and Accounting Act 
of 1921, as amended, the Bureau, under such 
rules and regulations as the President may 
prescribe, shall— 

“*(1) With the assistance of the several de- 
partments and agencies, prepare for him the 
information and estimates called for in sec- 
tion 401; 

*“*(2) Cooperate with the several depart- 
ments and agencies in developing such esti- 
mates and programs as may be useful in 
guiding the preparation of the National 
Budget. 

‘*(b) The President, through the Bureau 
of the Budget, shall issue such directives to 
the several departments and agencies as will 
enable them to prepare such plans and pro- 
grams as may be needed during the ensuing 
or subsequent fiscal years to help achieve a 
full employment volume of the gross national 
proauc t.” 

“JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 

“Sec. 4. (a) There is hereby established a 
Joint Committee on the Budget, to be com- 
I six Members of the Senate, to be 
appointed by the President of the Senate 
f ong the members of the Senate Com- 
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mittees on Appropriations, Finance, and 
Banking and Currency, and six members from 
the House of Representatives to be appointed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives from among the members of the House 
Committees on Appropriations, Ways and 
Means, and Banking and Currency, with such 
party representation as will reflect the rela- 
tive membership of the majority and minor- 
ity parties in the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. 

“(b) It shall be the function of the Joint 
Committee on the Budget— 

“1. To make a detailed study of the infor- 
mation and estimates transmitted to Con- 
gress by the President on the first day of each 
regular session in accordance with section 401 
and section 201 of the Budget and Account- 
ing Act of 1921, as amended; and 

“2. To report to the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, no later than March 1 
of each year, its findings and recommenda- 
tions on the National Budget, together with 
a proposed joint resolution setting forth for 
the ensuing fiscal year a general policy on 
the total volume of Federal expenditures and 
other investment, the total receipts to be 
collected from taxes and other revenue, and 
the volume of borrowings or net debt retire- 
ment, for the purpose of serving as a guide to 
the individual committees of Congress deal- 
ing with such subjects. 

“{c) Vacancies in the membership of the 
committee shall not affect the power of the 
remaining members to execute the functions 
of the committee and shall be filled in the 
same manner as in the case of the Original 
selection. The committee shall select a 
chairman and a vice chairman from among 
its members. 

“(d) The committee, or any duly author- 
ized subcommittee thereof, is authorized to 
sit and act at such places and times, to re- 
quire by subpena or otherwise the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such 
books, papers, and documents, to administer 
such oaths, to take such testimony, to procure 
such printing and binding, and to make such 
expenditures as it deems advisable. The cost 
of stenographic services to report such hear- 
ings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per 
hundred words. 

“(e) The committee is empowered to ap- 
point and fix the compensation of such ex- 
perts, consultants, technicians, and clerical 
and stenographic assistance as it deems 
necessary and advisable, but the compensa- 
tion so fixed shall not exceed the compensa- 
tion prescribed under the Classification Act of 
1923, as amended, for comparable duties. 
The committee may utilize such voluntary 
and uncompensated services as it deems 
necessary and is authorized to utilize the 
services, information, facilities, and personnel 
of the departments and agencies of the Gov- 
ernment. 

“(f) The expenses of the committee shall 
be paid one-half from the contingent fund 
of the Senate and one-half from the con- 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives 
upon vouchers signed by the chairman. 

“AUTHORIZATION OF FUNDS 
“Sec. 5. There are hereby authorized to be 
1 


appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
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to eliminate any deficiency in the National 
Budget. 


“RATE OF EXPENDITURES 


“Sec. 6. (a) The President shall periodical- 
ly review all Federal expenditures under ap- 
propriations for periods of more than 1 
year for the purpose of ascertaining the ex 
tent to which the current and anticipate 
level of non-Federal investment and othe: 
expenditure warrants a decrease in such Fed- 
eral expenditure. 

“(b) Subject to such principles and stand- 
ards as may be set forth in individual appro- 
priation acts and other statutes, the rate 
Federal expenditure under appropriations f 
pericds of more than 1 year may be vari 
to whatever extent and in whatever mann 
the President, acting through the Direct 
of the Bureau of the Budget, may determin 
to be necessary for the purpose of assuring 
continuing full employment, with due con- 
sideration being given to current and an- 
ticipated variations in savings and in invest- 
men. and other expenditure by private busi- 
ness, consumers, and State and local goy- 
ernments. 

“Sec. 7. Section 212 of the Budget and Ac- 
counting Act of 1921, as amended, is amended 
to read as follows: 

“*The Bureau of the Budget shall, at the 
request of any committee of either House of 
Congress, furnish the committee with such 
aid and information as it may request.’ 

“Sec. 8. Section 213 of the Budget and Ac- 
counting Act of 1921, as amended, shall apply 
with equal force to the provisions of this 
title. 

“Sec. 9. Nothing contained herein shall be 
construed as calling for or authorizing— 

“(a) The operation of plants, factories, or 
other productive facilities by the Federal 
Government; 

“(b) The use of compulsory measures of 
any type whatsoever in determining the allo- 
ation or distribution of manpower; or 

“(c) Any change in the existing proce- 
dures on appropriations. 


A 


“DEFINITIONS 


“Sec. 10. As used In this act— 

“(a) The term ‘full employment’ means a 
condition in which the number of persons 
able to work, lacking work, and seeking 
work, shall be no greater than the number of 
unfilled opportunities to work, at locally pre- 
vailing wages and working conditions for the 
type of job available, and not below minimum 
standards required by law, and in which the 
amount of factional unemployment, includ- 
ing seasonal and technological unemploy- 
ment, and other transitional and temporary 
unemployment, is no greater than the mini- 
mum needed to preserve adequate flexibility 
in the economy. 

“(b) ‘Gross national product’ means the 
gross national production of goods and serv- 
ices, as calculated by the Department of 
Commerce. 

“(c) The term ‘Federal investment and 
other expenditure’ includes all outlays mad 
by any department or branch of the Govern- 
ment, including any independent agency or 
any corperation owned or controlled by the 
United States.” 


e 


the War Contracts Subcommittee, Senate Committee on Military Affairs 











Legisl ve measure referred 
I. CONTRACT TERMINATION 
| | og 
litle | Subcommittee action 
8, 1268 rs ite the terminat of war tracts... . | 
yy l rity to the Secreta War to use / | 
; ft now ! r appr i for adjust- || Favorable action on §&. 1718, | §. 171 
} ment r 1d for other p ses, mended, recommended to| May 
By ls nenintehans | To pr ma ry ns to small. business full committee Apr. 28, 1944. 
concerns upon termination of their war contracts 
Ss side nadiadian To provide for the settlement of claims arising fror 
; te i war contracts, and for other purposes. 


Full committee action 
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a 
UNiTED STATES SENATE, 
PECIAL COMMITTEE TO UDY PROBLEMS 
OF AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS 

Recent developments in and out of Con- 
gre indicate the likelihood that the prob- 
lem of reconversion loan financing for small 
busine will reach tt e of legislative 
consideration in the ne future Several 

dealing with this problem are now 
be ] Banking and Currency 
of both Hous 
nate Sr | Bu € Committee is 
his problem with the view to rec- 
ng enactment of one of the pend- 
ir measul or intr ici! al measure 
combinil the be features of the pending 
ones t her with such additional provi- 
ns aS may we found desirable 

To 1 it in th stud d Ss a pos- 
§ e | of future h r e commit- 
f would 1 oO have from tl many re- 
spor f id duals d ol nizations in 
ind ol e ( ernme ) e - 
cerned t problem, the benefit of t ir 
( view 1 supporting c 4 I would, 
therefor prec e a stat el from l 
(if practic f n the r 10 days) Ww ) 
will ve pu e ind 1 

It l 1 that 1 ude in your 
tr ment man} I ble of the fol- 
lowir points in which the committee 
| I r 1, tl 1 these are not 

‘ i ) mit he ( of ur state- 
ment in any wa'\ 

1. The uacy of ¢ ng facil s, Gov- 
ern! t and private, t meet the re - 
ve 1 ik financing neec f ill busi- 
ne 

2. The § s and z ( the bu ( 
u to which any leg on on this prob- 
lem should be r ricted; 

3. Tl kind and degree of Government 
parti ition in reconve! m loan financing 
for small business and the G nment ¢ n- 
cy best si i to be given the approp1 € 
admin ve authority 

4. The merits of the proposal whereby the 
Gove ment is to insure reconversion k s 
n e by private banks to small concerns ac- 
core to a procedure modeled (with appro- 
priate variations) on the F. H. A. plan, and 
the percen e and dollar volume of the risk 
to be assumed by the Government in connec- 
tion with any such plan; 


its of a provision for “charac- 
) sMall business and the terms 


to be prescribed for any such 


5. The m 
ter ] 


} 


and condition 
kind of loan; 





6. The merits of the Baruch-Hancock rec- 
ommendations with reference to small busi- 
ne I nversion financing (Report on War 


and Post-war 


1944, pp 2 


26 
them le 


Feb. 15, 
best means of 


Adjustment Policies, 

38) and the 
tislative effect; 
ration of the financing 


ntract Settlement Act ( ‘ 


Or 
«v0 


ivil 





aw 395, 78th Cong.) and of the 
y Act (sec. 18 (e), (f), Public 
ng.), with any over-all small 
: t 
u nversion needs of 
small busine lich any measure 
should be p concerned and the ma- 





turities, sizes, rest rates, and other con- 
ditions of the loans to be provided in con- 
nection therewith; 

9. The merits : 
this subject which are n 
gress; 

10. The sum to be appropriated in connec- 
tion with any Government participation and 
the administrative means by which it should 
be made available for small business loan 
financing purposes. 


ures on 
in Con- 





pending 


CONGRESS 


| 
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¥ statement or any part thereof will be | 
treated confidentially if you indicate your 

preference to that effect. 
. * * 








ncerely yours, 
JAMES E. MURRAY 
Chairma 


NOVEMBER 15, 
Hon. JAMEs E. MURRAY, 
United Sta Senate, 
Washington 


1944, | 


te 


DeaR SENATOR Murray: Your letter of 
October 31 rgises quite a number of very 
br 1 and complicated questions. To answer 
th i adequately would require a very 
lengthly document. Even in attempting to 
present a short digest of our views, I find 
tl certain of the questions are now being 

tudied by us, and I do not wish to present 
our ideas on such questions until those 
studies are completed. 

However, I shall do my best to present the 





orporation on the questions 


my answers as brief as 








D.C. 


ENATE 











I e. I will not ere include supporting 
C As you know, we have been working 
1 for me time a considerable volume of 
t nformation on these problems 
i at the prof time, I hope to present 
to your committee I shall answer your 
que ns in the order in which they were 
pl d 
he. 2 adequacy of existing facilit Gov- 
ern! it and private, to meet the reconver- 
si J f zy nec small busine 
All the facts clearly indicate that existing 
facilit will not be sufficient to meet the 
reconversion loan financing needs of small 
bus The inability of small business to 
( in financial assistance in pe ime isa 
matter of record, especially in the case of 
int ediate and long-term loans and equity 
cap It ! become virtually impossible 
f t small firms to obtain capital. 
Onl 1 few small firms even try to float 
security u a those that do have to 
very I and can find buyers for 
ut one-quarter of their issues. 


to credit, the unsatisfi 








I 

{ a 
With respect 
Cc 

t 


\ d needs 
yf small busines ive been ve large, par- 
icularly in the field of intermediate and 
long-term 1 Furthermore, those small 
plants which have obtained bank credit 
have had to pay interest rates that are, on 
the average, ut three times those paid 
by larger borrowers. While the war has 
brought many changes, it has not, in my 
opinion, so changed our existing financial 
institutions as to warrant the belief that 
the situation prevailing before the war wil 


completely changed, and that the finan- 
cial needs of small business will be ade- 
qu y met by existing facilities. 

Evidence of the conservative lending pol- 





icies of private banks is afforded in the loan 
record of the Smaller War Plants Corpora- 
tion itself. Most of the loans we have made 
were Offered to the banks and refused by 
them. Yet our loss on them has been neg- 


ligible 

2. The groups and sizes of business units 
to which any legislation on this problem 
should be restricted. 


With respect first to “groups” of business 





units, I assume that you are referring to 
the controversial question of whether or not 


this possible legislation should be expanded 
to include fields other than manufacturing. 

First, let me say that we feel the legislation 
ld definitely include the fields of trans- 
portation, the repair and maintenance of 
production equipment, mining, and probably 
construction, service, and wholesale fields I 
am somewhat doubtful, however, as to 
whether or not we ought to undertake to 
cover retail stores. 
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However, if the legislation is exp: 
include all distributive and service field 
economic characteristics of such 
have to be borne in mind in fram 
posed legislation. Of particular im; 
is the fact that the expected loss on 1 
to the retail and service trades « the 
of the lending agency would be highe 
those’ fields were included, and should th 
fore probably be dealt with separately in 
Corporation if we enter that field. 

With respect to the question of size of 
business units to be covered by legis! 
there are a number of observations rela 
to manufacturing which can be made 
has been rather common practice to use 
figure of 500 employees under Public Law € 


undead 


areas 
ning ar I 
rt 
n r 


With exceptions made for certain indu 
in which the average size of small bu 
was obviously greater. 

In the recently-enacted Reconversion 
Congress set the level at 250 wage e« 
but provided a flexibility clause, g1 


the heads of executive agencies, in co 
tion with the Chairman of the Smaller 
Plants Corporation, the power to defin¢ 
business at varying levels, depending ut 
the economic characteristics of the ind 
Aithough not expressed in any lay 
generally understood that the terms “sm 


W 


u 








business” or “small plant refer to it 
pendently owned enterprises, and do not 
clude subsidiaries or divisions of large cor- 


porations 

Our experience with these various criteria 
would lead us to suggest that any defin 
small business must contain a flexil 
clause which would permit the Chairma 





ol 














the Smaller War Plants Corporati tod 
small business at the level which in a giv 
industry clearly demarcates it from large 
business. In addition, it must provide that 
the term refers to independently owned en- 
terprises and does not include subsidiari« 






large concern If a definite figu - 
fied, whether 250 or 500 wage earners or some 
other figure, it should definitely be accom- 
panied by these two provisions 


There can be no doubt but that the great 
bulk of the activity of this Corpo! lv l 
in t future it has in the past, be con- 


cerned with plants employing less than 250 





as 


wage earners. On the other hand, the figu 
of 500 has been so widely used by us, by the 
War Department, and other agencies, that 


might be wise to continue its use. 

In the distributive flelds S. 1913 contain 
certain definitions. Small wh estab- 
lishments are defined as those whose net sales 
amount to less than $1,000,000 per year, o: 
retail, amusement, service, or construction 
establishments as those whose net sales are 
less than $250,000 a year. These may well 
serve as a starting point for discussion 

(Questions 3 and 4 are both directed to- 
ward closely related problems, and I would 
therefore, prefer to answer them tcgether.) 

3. The kind and degree of Government par- 
ticipation in reconversion loan financing for 
small business and the Government agenc: 
best suited to be given the appropriate ad- 
nrinistrative authority. 4. The merits of the 
proposal whereby the Government is to in- 
sure reconversion loans made by private 
banks to small concerns according to a pro- 
cedure modeled (with appropriate variations) 
on the F. H. A. plan, and the percentage and 
dollar volume of the risk to be assumed by 


lesale 


the Government in connection with any 
such plan. 

If Congress wants to extend special aids 
and guaranties to small business, this will 





not be achieved, in our opinion, except by 
maintaining a special organization to do the 
job; a dynamic organization with no con- 
flicting interests or activities 

With respect to the general question of 
guaranteeing loans, the Smaller War Plants 























I would |! 
record sated a ret 
procedures, I am sure 
would put them into 
+ f the rec d ft 
opinio be a mut 
t tie of the Corp 
restrictior f this 
5. The of at 
loans” t busi 
( ditior pre 
of y 
A subst 1 perce 
Plants Cory} 
a ( racter 
y , y ly + 
of direc ] I 
with and most of tl 
banks. Our record 
usually 1 anc ! 
we feel j he I 
m el r en 
m le } 
of the borr ‘ M 
[ l p et I 
rds bu 
during t r | ] 
heir | to Vv 
4 te ~s ¢ 
t igh the f nc 
hem will | 1 
ter loa? For he 
ented above I « y 
strictio1 hould t 


6. The merits of 





recomme! 


business reconversion 


1d Post-W: 








means of giv them 





The Baruch-Hancock 


fecting small bu 
follows: 

A. Representation 
Plar 











15, 1944, pp. 25 


ts Corporation on ‘ 
Policy Board, (2) Joint Contr 
B d, and (3) War Pr 





























CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SI 


B. Exte1 

















re 





NATE 



















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


ther and compile i 





iformation 






























































ganization, business, 
ment of any corporat 
iks and common } 


Commission d 


conduct, 


However, 


ts compre- 


f information wit 





the Securities A 


ed to the ¢ 








competing nv 
upon its col 

which there 
ssure on holding-company manage- 


MAURY MAVERICK, 


investment 
formation 
g-company groups ional man- 


apparently 


of widely scattered stock holders 


1e equitable owners of the company 


the same inquiry, 





the comn 
me of which st 





earnings 


Iding com- 


Manipu- 








ss problems in which 


tions, the Commis 
itself qualified to ansv 
in section 6 (a) of its organic act 


these are banki: 
of the sev 


en specific recommendations 
the consideration 
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“6. Banking control of utilities. Anot 
matter not peculiar to the gas utilities 
quires mention. This is the question of c 
trol of utilities by bankers. In the vari 
reorganizations that are taking place ; 
that seem inevitable, this question maj 
become acute. 

“Clearly, management of utilities is 
banking function. The Commission re 
mends Federal and State legislation wh 
shall restrict banks to investment in 
shall forbid their control and managem¢ 
of, utilities.” 

This situation may very well apply in ot 
industries The past practice of priv 
loaning institutions has been descr 
(Harvard Business Review, vol. XXII, N 
autumn, 1943, pt. I, p. 6) as “the cr 
by banks toward the riskles i’ 
and investments. Although 
highly conservative it largely 
investments and loans to busi 
e to offer gilt-edged security. 
from data available, it appears that 
larger corporations are in a stronger 0 
position than ever before, but that 
not true for smaller corporations. For « 
ample, reports to the Bureau of Internal R 
enue for the period 1917-40, and estim: 
of the Department of Commerce for 
years 1941-43, show that the average 
nual net income of all manufacturing < 
porations after all taxes, including war tax 
were $3,121,000,000 for the 4 years 1917 
decreased to an annual average of only $52 
000,000 for the 4 years 1929-32, and, | 
upon estimates of the Department of C 
merce, increased to an annual avera 
$4,868.000,000 for the 3 years 1941-43 Ti 
annual averages for all manufacturi 
corporations, for the 3 years 1940-43, 
$1,565,000,000, or 50 percent greater than 
the previous record years 1917-20, and « 
nine times as great as for the 4-year peri 
1929-32. The average annual net incoms 
before and after all Federal taxes, and 
annual average Federal taxes of all mar 
facturing corporations, as reported by t!] 
Bureau of Internal Revenue, for the 24-y 
period 1917-40, and as estimated by the D 
partment of Commerce for the 3 y 
1941-43, were as follows: 

















| Federa taxes | Feder 
taxe | | tan 
Wi7 { | 1, 426 | 
1921 2, 214 | 11 1, 
i 28 4 02 | 44 
1041 ‘ ted. 7, 542 4 








The estimated net income after all Fed- 
eral taxes for each of the 3 years was: 
= ae re ae _.. £4,990, 000, ( 


1 
1942 acetal ..- 4, 664,000 
3 


a cadet selena tales 4, 950, O00, ( 





These estimates for the years 1942 and 1943 
show an increase of 6.3 percent. Recent re 
corts for 85 corporations, which report 
come for the first 9 months of 1943 com- 
red with the first 9 morths of 1944, afte: 
ed provision for Federal taxes, of 
882 for 1943, and $506,476,437 for 
showed an increase of 26.2 percent; 13 
companies recently reporting for 12 months 
ending in 1943 and 1944, showed earnings of 
$50,843 443 for 1943, and $82,371,629 for 1944— 
a gain of 2.4 percent. These reports tend to 
indicate that the total results for 1944 will 
be similar to those for 1941, 1942, and 1943. 

According to the Statistics of Income of the 
United States Treasury Department, Burcau 
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The 413,716 returns for all corporations for | turns ! rted 1 es On the ot r nd a 
1940 were about evenly di d between those 77 peré of the re for f é 
y “ofite « +) > renorting = 
! ing profi and those reporting | largest companies reported vt 4 , 
How iter number of returns for 7 . 
“ i Y } fy Y , 
tl smallest 7 





ees 


JtIVvVJ 


can be advised continuously with respect to 
the investments, profits, and operating re- 
sults for their business. This belief is con- 
firmed by mumerous business concerns, 
chamber “of commerce, business research 
organizat , and so forth, requesting sucn 
data Such fnformation will tend to safe- 
guard investments and insure more contin- 





ucus employment. This pré S spec 
cally recommended by the Temporary 
; ittee set up by 


ject wa 
je Wa 





Na- 
the 





Cc I in 1938 to make an exhaustive 
study f our domestic economy 
For purposes of illustration there are en- 
cl 1 rep ; on the following industries: 
Bread and bakery products manufacturing 
corporations 


E_ectrical machinery and 


facturing corporation 


apparatus manu- 











P arnish and lacquer manufacturing 
cor] ations 
Flour milling corpo ns 
Rt er products m ifacturing corpora- 
ti 
G -iron nd mialleable-iron c ngs 
m ( iit corporations 
By reference to page 8 of the bread and 
bakery products report, it will be noted that 
the investments, s and profits for 82 
companies are subdivided into size groups. 
1 n on th p tl companies 
€ f less n the 
rate ¢ 1.61 perce e 
I t in next ol y of 
9 con nies with a I ‘ ween 
$50 ) and $100,000, earned a net profit of 
2.20 percent The highest rate of return 
(13.76 percent) was earned by the 7 com- 
pani having assets ranging from $2,000.000 
to $4,000,00G while the largest 4 companies 
e: ed at the average rate of 6.01 percent. 
The Commission is of the opinion that 


m comnarative statistics of industriai 





opera 1s Will prove helpful in advising 
small business with regard to the facts of 
financial organization end operat h 
large cor} itions are able to maint - 
non engineering, and statistical r 
the purpose of keeping abreast of changes in 
current conditions, but obviously small enter- 


prises ld not afford to establish such serv- 
ices. The Federal Government, however, at 
a nominal cost, could assume this responsi- 
bility and thereby materially sist small 
business by providing them with such serv- 
ices 

This Commission will be pleased to attempt 
to furnish the committee further informa- 


tion with respect to business activity for 
which the committee may be in need of 
assistance 


The committee is free to make any use of 
this letter which it may consider in the public 
interest ; 

By cirection of the Commission. 

Sincerely, 
R. E. FrREER, Chairman. 
DECEMBER 7, 1944. 

Hon. James E. Murray, 

Chairman, Special Committee to Study 
the Problems of American Small Busi- 
ness, Senate Office Building, Washing- 
ton, D. C 
Drar SENATOR Murray: In response to your 

letter of November 6, 1944, the C ion 

makes the following comments and sugges- 
tions respecting reconversion-loan financing 
bills now pending before the Banking and 
th Houses. 


Curren 

The Commission's statements are based on 
general economic considerations and upon its 
familisrity with what constitutes sound bus- 
iness fil and practice rather 
than upon intimate knowledge of banking 
practice for the reason that banks are spe- 
cifically exempted from the Commission’s 
jurisdiction under its basic act 

The comn ts are arr 1 under 
] s d nated by R 
which rrespond to the 10 pol 


ommis 


tees of be 











subiect 
num ‘ 
which 


iS in 


the committee is interested, as Outlined in 
its letter of November 6, and are as follows: 
I. Adequacy of existing facilities, Govern- 
ment and private, to meet the reconversion- 
loan financing needs of small business: Past 
practice of private financing and loan insti- 
tutions has been aptly described as“* * ® 
the crowding of banks * * * toward the 
5 of loans and investments.” (Har- 

vard Business Review, vol. XXII No. 1, pt. 1, 
p. 6) “crowding” makes private banks 
and other financing institutions an adequate 
source of loans only to business concerns 
and individtals able to offer gilt-edged secu- 


ritv for loans 





riskless € 


sucn 


Continuation of this conservative policy 
into the reconversion period will make pri- 
vate commercial and industrial financing in- 
stitutions operated in the traditional way an 
inadequate source of funds. At the sam 
time the flotation of security issues by small 
businesses through investment banks is ac- 
C 





ymplished at costs materially higher than 


( 
he float 
fi 10a 





ing of similar issued by large con- 
cerns, as indicated by a recent report of the 
Securities and Exchange Commission. Like- 
wise, except with respect to loans to service- 
men as in the Servicemen’s Read- 


provided 
justment Act of 1944, Government facilities 


for making or guaranteeing loans beyond 
those acceptable to banks have never been 
developed under the general policy of leav- 





ing such financing with respect industry 
and trade generally to private financing in- 
stitutions. The obvious need is to open wider 
sources of credit at reasonable cost to small 
business v 


entures which are economically 
sound 


II. Groups and sizes of business units to 
which legislation should be restricted. The 
Baruch-Hancock report (page 26) suggests 
the classes of small businesses to be con- 


sidered for loans as follows: 





1. Small businesses severely curtailed dur- 
ing the war which will wish to come back; 
2. Small businesses which will have to 
change over plants from war to peace pro- 
duction; 

3. Small businesses which wish to expand; 

4. Persons who desire to start new enter- 
prises 

Groups (1), (2), and (3) are not mutually 
exclusive. Number (1) includes m: 
manufacturing, wholesaling, and retailing 
concerns in many lines which have continued 
to serve only civilian needs on a reduced 
scale due to scarcity of goods and manpower, 
but may also include some manufacturing 
plants of group (2). Group (3), likewise, 
will include some concerns of both group 
(1) and group (2). Group (4) will include 
large numbers of both veterans and civilian 
All will be in the loan market. 
needy groups, and those with the 





The most 








least security to offer as assurance of sound- 
ness as ri , will be numbers (1), (3), and 
(4) In fact, many in number (4) will have 


no collateral to offer and, therefore, become 
practically character loans. 
The groups and sizes of businesses to which 











legislation of the type proposed should be 
pplied are not matters which can be in- 
telligently or properly covered in detail in 
the law for the reason that the size and the 
type of business to which relief or assistance 
is m important varies widely in different 
lines of manufacture, in different lines of 
whol e and retail trade, and in different 

-e industries and trades. It would seem 
that the final establishment of groups and 
sizes should be left to the managers of the 





yovernment organizations which participate 
in th ncing, namely: The Federal Reserve 


Board and Federal Reserve banks, under 

S. 1918, and H. R. 4804 and the Small Busi- 

ness Corporation (successor to Smaller War 

Plants Corporation) and possibly the Re- 

inance Corporation, under 

lves divided authority to 
1d 


sizes which might 








inly 
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well be corrected by making the determi; 
tion a function of a group made up of r 


of each of 


the 


Or possibly one of 
might be given the function of determi: 


agencies <¢ 


the agen 


The determination of groups and sizes 
volves considerations not only of size bu 
of question of relative risks involved and 
tive economic results to be obtained by 
ing loans of the different types appli 
the needs of the different groups. From 
nature of the groups, the types of loans 
ously will range from fully secured to ch 


ter loans and will vary greatly in size 
covering 


and large trading companies to those of sn 


I 
m) 


those 


the need 


s of manufactu 


individual retailers and persons wishing t 


up in s 


me 


local servic 


e or 


other ven 


Commercial banking practice covers the f 
secured loans but shades off rapidly to in 
quacy respecting reasonaly sound risk 
slow-pay personal paper or character loa 
Ill. The kind and degree of Governn 
participation in reconversion loan finar 
shouid be carefully chosen to utilize and 


and 


courage existing financing agencies to un 
take the maximum of loans at minimum r 
Local banks and other agencies which ars 


the ground and in a position to know 





pective borrowers may be expected to sk 


the cream of reasonably sound loans, in 
i and ch: 

There will remain a vast 

tive borrowers who will have neither « 

reputation 


i 


ing both 


ncr 
Sé fety 
dead-beat 
cies nor t 


to m 


as loan risks. 


collateral 


upon 


borrowers. 


number of 


which 
Some obviously ma 
Neither 


racter i 


to gage tl 


private 


bs 


he Government should be expect 


ke loans to the latter. 


What is needed is to sift the worthy 
the unworthy applicants. In 


local financing agencies are, or should be 


most ins 


a better position than any Federal agency t 


do this. 


Therefore, it would seem preferal 


for the Federal agency, or agencies, to en- 
courage such local private institutions t 


dertake broader risks at minimum 
guaranteeing or insuring loans. 
suggest that Government financing of k 


rate 


This w 


\ 


us 


should predominantly take the form provi 
in both S. 1913 and S. 1918 (H. R. 4804) of 
suring or guaranteeing loans. 

If, however, the Federal Reserve bank 
the Smaller War Plants Corporation aré 


engage 
financial 


in the 


business of 
institutions against 


insuring 
loss on 


risks they take, this business should be c 


ducted on 


sound 


insurance principles: 


the insurer should reject risks that in 
all insurabl 
risks, from safe to the limit of insurable ri 


judgment 


should be covered 
and 
from the insured 
the 


contract; 


with 


and pass on to the Federal Reserve bank t 


are too great; 


(3) 


amount of 


(2) 


in the credit 
the insurer should colle: 
premiums commensuraté 


risk 


losses without compensation 


It would 


seem desirable, 
legislation to clearly specify the type 


the 


t 


(1) 


insurar 


underwritte1 
Otherwise the local financial institutions v 
take for themselves the cream of the busin¢ 


to the la 
refore, for 





te 


of loar 


to be included in portfolios of banks insure 
and to provide for premiums to be paid to the 


Government 
neither 


should 


agencies. 


The 
assume unlimited 


bility for only the poorest ri 











ks, nor sh 


Government 
responsi- 


] 


it assume the entire responsibility for any 
type cf risk without compensation 

S.1913, section 11, paragraph (a), lim 
the loan-insurance activities of the Small 


War Plan 


and financin; 


+ 


s Corporation, to loans by 
titutions “provided the in- 


z in 


3 


banks 


terest thereon shall be no more than the pre- 
vailing rate for the char 
Such prevailing interest rates 
interest rates plus other arrangements 


plied for. 


rately made between de 






c 





I 
writes par 


’ 


i 
t 
L 





the Govern 
or all of the ri 





acter of the loan ap 


¢ 


sk, th 


in compensation [or risks ul 


acency wu 


e lender sh 


pri- 


d 


stor and creditor, nor- 
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under rational centralized control and policy 
this should be done— 

1. To prevent duplication of effort and ex- 
penditure 

2. Through the methods of surplus dis- 
posal and reconversion financing, to protect 
-he competitive position of small business 
and prevent further concentration of control 
of business 

Settlement of contracts, disposal of sur- 
pluses and reconversion of industry and trade 
to peacetime operations are all vitally in- 
terrelated and should be s ated and 
managed to Carry out 1 3aruch- 
Hancock report for the Surpl 


tor which i 





“No monopoly; equal access to surpluses 
for all businesses; preference to local own- 
ership, but no subsidizing of one part cf the 
country against another.” (Baruch-Hancock 
report, pp. 24, 35) 

VIII. Particular reconversion needs with 
which any measure should be concerned: The 
sound limits of assistance have already been 
touched upon. They are: 

1. For going concerns, including both those 
which have survived in civilian production 
and distribution and those which have been 
converted to wartime production and now 
must be reconverted, the provision cf work- 
ing capital where the concerns, on the basis 
of past performance and management, have 
demonstrated their ability to make profit, or 
at least to operate at no more than an in- 
consequential loss, during the upward swing 
of the business cycle prior to the period of 
wartime operation. The principal need will 
be for capital loans in excess of risk capital 
(stock equity or owners investment) already 
in the business. Supplying this need for 
reconversion involves the least risk and can 
be met largely by private financing agencies 
with a minimum of Government assistance in 
the form of risk insurance by the Government 
agencies . 

2. For concerns which, prior to the war 
demonstrated their ability to survive as out- 
lined in (1) above, but during the war dis- 
continued operations to stop losses arising 
out of shortages in materials, goods, man- 
power, and other reasons beyond their con- 
trol, or the owners or managers Of which 
sought employment in war-production in- 
dustries, and now seek to reestablish or ex- 
pand their businesses, the demand for loans 
will cover in varying degree for different ap- 
plicants the entire field of risk capital, in- 
vestment capital (normally supplied by in- 
vestors in mortgages, bonds, and preferred 
stocks) and, working capital (normally sup- 
plied in short-time loans by commercial 
banks). Here the risks will be greater and 
more diversified, and the need for Federal 
emergency aid for sharing reconversion risks 
will be greater. The field, however, would 
seem to be a legitimate one for emergency 
risk sharing on the part of the Government 
provided it is not placed in the position of 
financing only doubtful or positively bad 
risks. Here it would seem economically sound 
to limit Government risk assumption to co- 
operation with private financial institutions 
in providing capital requirements of con- 
cerns and managements of demonstrated 
ability and, in exceptionally meritorious 
cases, to some assumption of risk capital 
commitments. 

3. Many persons wishing to start new busi- 
ness enterprises, especially in the distribution 
and service trades, will have little or nothing 
to offer in the way of risk capital. It is a 
well-known fact that the great majority of 
such ventures ultimately end in insolvency. 
Financing risk capital needs gets practically 
into the field of personal character loans. In 
this field it would seem preferable for the 
Federal Government to participate in non- 
veteran financing no more generously in the 
assumption of risks than is provided in the 
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944. 


! 
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Under the veterans’ legislation loans are | 


limited to the financing of the purchase or 
construction of homes, the purchase of farms 
and farm equipment and the purchase of 
business property. The government guar- 
antees specified portions of limited loans, 
srovided the loans are made and used under 
the conditions specified in the law. The 
interest rates should be as low as consistent 
with bringing about the participation in and 
servicing of loans by local lending agencies 
in accordance with rules and regulations laid 
down by the Government guaranteeing 
agency. . 

IX. Merits of small business legislation 
now pending in Congress: S. 1918 and S. 1913 
provides a basic framework for implementing 
the Baruch-Hancock report. Their present 
form and terms, however, are such as to war- 
rant the following questions, which are in 
a sense a summarization of preceding dis- 
cussion. 

1. Whether they specifically provide suffi- 
ciently close coordination of management 
and policy on the part of the various agencies 
involved in contract settlements, surplus dis- 
posal, and financing of small business both 
for war production and peacetime operations 
as to secure the maximum of efficiency and 
uniformity of policy. 

2. Whether the field of loans and guaran- 
ties of loans to businesses and individuals 
is sufficiently restricted to limit loans to those 
that are economically sound, and to prevent 
the assumption by the Federal agency or 
agencies of only bad risks and even personal 
loans the making of which would be infla- 
tionary without furthering the real purpose 
of facilitating and encouraging only those 
small businesses and worthy individuals 
whose projects have reasonable probability 
of standing on their own feet. The Govern- 
ment cannot afford to subsidize either large 
or small business that has not demonstrated 
such probability of self-maintenance. 

3. Whether in guaranteeing loans by banks 
and other exclusive loan institutions specific 
provision should not be made for the sharing 
of risk through the payment of fees or in- 
surance premiums for the risks undertaken 
by the Federal agencies. 

4. Whether there should not be some lim- 
itation on the proportion of risk undertaken 
in the guaranteeing of loans so-as to pro- 
vide for a definite sharing of risks between 
the original loaning institution and the Fed- 
eral agency. 

5. Whether the proposed legislation broad- 
ening the powers of the Smaller War Plants 
Corporation should not, as a matter of legis- 
lative policy, lay down definite restrictions 
as to the amounts and conditions under 
which the Government agency or agencies 
will make loans of risk capital to needy, 
but worthy, persons owning or proposing to 
establish small businesses. 

In further explanation of the reason for 
raising this question it may be pointed out 
that there are sound economic reasons un- 
derlying the position normally taken by 
banks that it is not the function of a com- 
mercial bank, an industrial bank, or of any 
private investment institution to provide a 
private business enterprise with what is 
popularly termed “risk capital.” This is the 
function of the enterprisers tremselves. In 
an unincorporated enterprise, the risk cap- 
ital consists of the proprietor’s own invest- 
nent in the enterprise and of any profit left 
in the enterprise. In a corporate enterprise, 
it consists of the funds provided by the stock- 
holders, particularly by the common siock- 
holders if there be more than one class, and 
of the profits left in the erterprise. This is 
risk capital because in the event of insol- 
vency and liquidation of the enterprise, the 
just claims of all other parties against the 
enterprise must be satisfied in full before 
any portion of the liquidated assets is avail- 
able for distribution to these proprietors or 
stockholders, One very important function 
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of risk ce.pital is to furnish reasonable s 
guard to creditors and other investors iy 
enterprise against loss of their investn 
After the enterprisers have provided 
venture with a suitable amount of risk « 
ital, they may supplement this (a) by si 
time loans from commercial banks to 1 
temporary needs for additional working ¢ 
ital, (b) by selling mortgage bonds, o: 
bentures, or even preferred stock of the « 
terprise to private investors and to iny 
ment institutions (such as savings bank 
surance companies, and endowments), o1 
by obtaining loans from industrial b 
But until after this safety cushion of 
capital has been provided by those who 
willing to put their capital to this m 
risk of loss in the hope of commensu: 
gain, the enterprise cannot reasonably | 
to obtain, either temporarily or permanen 
capital funds from these supplemen 
sources. It is true that this safety cush 
does not wholly remove the risk attached 
investment from these other sources; but 
reduces the degree of risk within the lin 
that these other sources of capital are wi 
to assume; and, without the suitable cush 
capital from these other sources cannot 
expected. 

The people of the United States cann 
afford, through their Government, to g 
the business of furnishing risk capital 
private enterprise. The Government, 0; 
erating upon a much broader scale th 
can any one private financing instituti 
can afford to include transactions of som 
what greater degree of risk—after the suit- 
able safety cushion of risk capital has be 
provided—than can the individual financi 
institution. And precisely this should t 
the purpose of the Government if it gocs 
into the business of assisting private financ- 
ing institutions to finance the needs of sm 
business enterprises, namely, to encour: 
them to extend suitably the degree of risk 
they are willing to assume by the Govern- 
ment’s sharing with them both the ris 
and the profits accruing not only from trans- 
actions of the greater degrees of risk b 
from all loan business transacted by ea 
private financing institution so assisted. If, 
as an emergency matter, it is regarded ;: 
good legislative and administrative poli 
for the Government to do more than this 
for selected individuals of good character w 
lack risk capital, there are very sound eco- 
nomic reasons for setting out, as a matt 
of legislative policy, limits at least as 
the total amount of Hability to be assumcd 
by the Government in connection with such 
loans at any given time, the purpose or pur- 
poses for which they will be made, and the 
conditions under which the Government 
agency or agencies will share with the local 
financing agencies in furnishing risk capital 

xX. Sum to be appropriated and adminis- 
trative means by which it should be made 
available (letter, point 10): No suggestion 
is made as to the size of the fund to be 
appropriated by the Congress. This ap- 
pears to be a matter of legislative and ad- 
ministrative policy best worked out by the 
Congress and the administrative agencies 
having to do with small business reconversion 
financing 

As to the administrative means by which 
it should be made available, the suggestions, 
both implicit and explicit, in the preceding 
discussion are that the over-all policy and 
control of the agencies engaged in loanin 








guaranteeing, and insuring loans, terminat- 
ing war contracts, and surplus disposal 
should be closely coordinated and so man- 
aged as to minimize duplication of effort on 
the part of the Government and of small 
business, minimize the expenditure of pub- 
lic funds, and minimize loss of public funds 
by confining loans and guaranties to proj- 
ects that have reasonable likelihocd of sur- 
vival after they are established and to per- 
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taken up. _ I favor the bill providing for 
increases in salaries of postal employees. 
EXCHANGE OF LANDS ADJACENT TO 
PIKE NATIONAL FOREST, COLO. 


The bill (H. R. 5409) for the exchange 
of lands adjacent to the Pike National 
Forest in Colorado, was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

TULALIP TRIBE OF INDIANS, 
WASHINGTON 


The bill (H. R. 4782) to authorize the 
sale of certain lands of the Tulalip Tribe 
of Indians, State of Washington, was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

THE PRINTING OF NAMES OF PERSONS 
PUBLISHING OR DISTRIBUTING POLIT- 
ICAL STATEMENTS 
The bill (H. R. 2973) to provide that no 

person shall publish or distribute any po- 

litical statement relating to a candidate 
for election to any Federal office which 
does not contain the name of the person 
responsible for its publication or distri- 
bution, was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PERMISSION TO MAKE UNITED STATES 

PARTY DEFENDANT IN CERTAIN CASES 


The Senate proceeded to consider the 
ill (H. R. 3609) to permit the United 
States to be made a party defendant in 
rtain cases, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, 
line 11, after the word “decedent”, to 
strike out “to pay. debts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, it is 
quite obvious that this bill, with its 
amendments, cannot become law now, 
because it is impossible to obtain a con- 
ference with the House at this time. 
Therefore I think the bill should go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 

INCREASE IN WAGES FOR EMPLOYEES OF 
ALASKA RAILROAD 


The bill (H. R. 4709) to authorize in- 
creases in wages for certain employees 
of the Alaska Railroad for services ren- 
dered from May 1, 1943, to September 
30, 1943, inclusive, was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

OMISSION OF 5-YEAR VALUATION OF 
CIVIL-SERVICE FUND 

The bill (H. R. 5571) to omit or defer 
the required 5-year valuation of the civil- 
service retirement and disability fund for 
the duration of the present war and for 
1 year thereafter, was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That con- 
cludes the calendar. 

INCREASE OF COMPENSATION OF 

MPLOYEES IN THE POSTAL SERVICE 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, at this 
time I trust that I can have the atten- 
tion of the Senate, and I also hope that 
I will receive its cooperation. During 
the present session of the Congress the 


| 





House and the Senate considered legisla- 
tion reclassifying the salaries of the em- 
ployees of the Postal Service. The mat- 
ter was considered at great length in the 
House. Exhaustive hearings were held, 
and the bill was finally reported from 
the committee I am told, by unanimous 
vote. It took its place upon the House 
Calendar, and it was brought then to the 
attention of the Rules Committee, which, 
after considering the bill, reported a rule 
for its consideration. It was then con- 
sidered by the House. The bill by this 
time was well understood. Everyone 
had had an opportunity to familiarize 
himself with it. As a result of this long 
consideration of this meritorious mea- 
sure by the men and the women of the 
House of Representatives it was finally 
acted upon, and on a record vote there 
was only one “nay” in the entire roll call 


in the House of Representatives. This 
almost unanimous vote—perhaps the 
nearest to unanimous vote on a measure 


of such importance in this session of the 
Congress, brought the bill to the Senate, 
and it has been on the Senate Calendar 
for a number of days. We could not pass 
the bill, because objection has been made 
toit. But I want to make a motion, Mr. 
President, at this time, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House 
bill 4715, which was reported some days 
ago by the Senate Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, and I am sure if 
the motion prevails the bill can be dis- 
posed of very shortly. So, Mr. President, 
I move the present consideration of 
House bill 4715. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. 
che Senator yield to me? 
Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. MALONEY. I want to say while 
there is a chance that I am very hopeful 
that the Senate will support the motion 
made by the Senator from New York 
that the bill be now considered. The 
Senator has pointed out that the opposi- 
tion in the House amounted to no more 
than one vote, and I think a similar feel- 
ing prevails in the Senate. 

Mr. President, I think the employees 
of the Postal Service, as I have said so 
many times before, have been for too 
long a time greatly underpaid. This bill 
should not promote much discussion, in 
my judgment, and because there is no 
need for sending it back to the House, 
and because it is deserving, I am very 
hopeful that the Senate will vote for it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senate will 
favorably consider the request of the 
junior Senator from New York, because 
we have watched this legislation all dur- 
ing the present Congress. It seems to 
me that we would be doing ourselves 
full justice if we were to pass the bill. 
I hope the motion of the Senator from 
New York will prevail. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, may Iin- 
quire of the Senator from New York 
what the number is on the calendar of 
the bill he is proposing to have the Sen- 
ate consider? 

Mr. MEAD. The calendar number of 
the House bill is 1404. 


President, will 
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Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I had i: 
tended to make a statement respecti 
my attitude on this bill, but owing to t 
lateness of the hour, and since what 
have to say is not controversial in ch 
acter, and does not propose any chan 
in the language of the bill, I ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be printed 
the Recorp at this point. 

There being no objection, the 
ment was ordered to be printed in t 
REcorD, as follows: 

The passage of this bill will meet in } 
only the country’s just recognition o 
valuable and arduous service rendered 
postal clerks and carriers. 

It is a desirable step in the right di: 
tion. I understand it will be later s 
seded by another which goes a little fart 
in fitting adjustments of postal pay. T 
flat increase provided does not make p 
work attractive to the older and more « 
perienced men who have given 10, 15 
years to learning the profession. 

I hope that this small increase of $1 
over the temporary bonus already in eff 
will not be taken as a signal for 
loosening of the floodgates of inflation 
the route of pay increases. Postal wor} 
have been working on a pay scale that 
maintained during the economy of the « 
pression following World War No. 1. T 
were probably overdue for a substantial ra 
when the war broke out and wages we 
frozen. Government has been paying c 
mon labor in a great many instances m 
than it allowed its trained postal wo 
War has boomed the mails until postal ¢ 
ployees are working harder than ever 
fore, and the Post Office is showing a s 
stantial profit on their services. So P 
Office men and women are earning th 
raise, which is so small in comparison with 
the pay afforded to workers of similar im- 
portance and attainments. I sincerely hoy 
that the President will recognize the speci 
situation in which postal workers find them- 
selves as to pay, and will complete the en- 
actment of this law without delay. 


Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
join with the distinguished Senator from 
New York in the request that the bill be 
taken up for immediate consideration 
and passed. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I cer- 
tainly want to share in the sentiments 
expressed by the Senator from New York 
and other Senators. It seems to me that 
this is a very meritorious bill. It affects 
a large number of individuals who have 
served faithfully during the war. I 
think if the bill is taken up for consid- 
eration it will meet the approval of a 
great majority of the Senate. I cer- 
tainly hope the bill will be considered. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. LANGER. As a member of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads I wish to say that we have spent 
many hours in considering this bill. We 
have received communications from 
every State in the Union asking that the 
bill be passed. I have heard of practi- 
cally no opposition to it anywhere. I 
hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yie’d? 

Mr. MEAD. 





I yicli. 








Mr. BAILEY. I wish to make a ite- 
é it this matt I ht we 
had reement VW X ) i. 
: 1d I objected nsidera- 
of s bill under t impression 
s back. I1 d 
C iderat for ft ler- 
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n to vi for it. It pi j an 
C} of pay for three or four hu d 
] d tal workers. That Vv 
I r of cours It is said that the bill 
t through the Hou h only one 
vote against it. It jis plain that it wil ) 
through the Senate almost unanimously 
I suspect it might. But what do we know 


) it? We know that the Bureau of 
the Budget declares that not in ac- 
cord with the program of the President. 
Here are the documents in the House re- 
port. I could ask that they be read, and 
I think it would be well that they should 
be read to the Senate in a matter of 
such importance. Here is a letter from 
t! Postmaster General of the United 
States. He advises against the proposed 
legislation. Here is a statement from the 
Postmaster General that the bill if passed 
would add to the expense of conducting 
the Post Office establishment $36,598,000 
annually and forever. That has not been 
mentioned heretofore 

The bill is referred to as a meritorious 
and popular bill. I have been receiving 
telegrams from all over North Carolina 
for the past 2 or 3 days, because it be- 
came known that I was not supporting 
the bill. Very probably I could greatly 
enhance my popularity, or greatly reduce 
ny unpopularity, by voting $36,000,000. 
do more. I could vote f 


in salaries to . 


the T 


it 1S 


I 
I could 
creases 


in- 


em- 


easury 


ployees, and all other Government em- 
ployees. I am not disposed to yield to 
that temptation. 

Why « s the Post Office Department 
oppose this bill? I was present in the 


committee when the represen ( 

the Post Office Department appeared to 
testify about the matter. They said 
that the Post Office Department was then 
making a study for reclassification of all 
em , and thought the Department 
would be ready to report within the next 
6 or 8 weeks, and then we could legislate 
intelligently upon a_i reciassification. 
This bill is only a blanket increase in 
pay, regardless of merit and regardless 
of inequalities. It would add $400 a 
year, in lieu of the present $300 special 
allowance because of the war, to the 
salary of the highest paid postmaster in 
the United States. I believe he lives in 
New York. I think I could enhance my 
popularity with him to the extent of 
$33.30 a month. I am not going to 
do that, and I am not going to do it 
with regard to other postmasters who 
receiving good salaries. I have a 


ened 
joyee 


are 


great deal of sympatl with t n 
and women v¥ are ! I pay 
But this bill would grar n 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The message 


also announced that the 





Speaker pro tempore had affixed his sig- 
nature to the following enrolled bill 

S. 1481. An act to amend further t} ( 
s ement A ip] d May 29 
1930 nded 

S. 197 st re e in the D t 
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I nental appropriations f the f ) 
‘ ), 1945, and June 30, 1946, and 
f r es 





INCREASE OF COMPENSATION OF POSTAL 
EMPLOYEES 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Presic 1 
to conclude, but I wish to be heard about 
this matter, since it has come up. I 
think that other Senators would like to 
be heard. If we wish to open the door 
after our leader had, as I thought, ar- 
ranged to bring an end to the session, 
then we can go into many discussions. 


lent, I wisl 
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What happened? Two events. The 
elder Pitt, the Earl of Chatham, resigned, 
and in consequence of that Britain left 
the war. The Empress of Russia, Eliza- 
beth, died, and in consequence of that 
there came a czar, Peter, who took his 
army out of the war and became friendly 
with Frederick. Frederick, taking cour- 
age from those two small events, those 
slender threads upon which the fate of 
nations hangs, called his army together 
and won victory after victory, marched in 
triumph back to Prussia, and established 
his empire and the great dynasty of the 
Hohenzollerns. Silesia became German, 
and the death warrant of Austria was 
igned. 

The model of Herr Hitler always has 
been Frederick the Great. He is fight- 
ing tonight, and our boys are retreating. 
He is fighting tonight on the faint hope 
that something will happen here or some- 
thing will happen in Britain or something 
will happen in Russia that will destroy 
the unity of the Allies. I tell you, Mr. 
President, if we lose one we are sunk. We 
cannot win this war without Russia. We 
cannot win this war without Great Brit- 
ain. And Russia and Great Britain can 
not win it without the United States. 

Mr. WILEY. Hear, hear! 

Mr. BAILEY. And win the war we 
must. 

I said on the floor of the Senate, when 
I voted for the Lend-Lease Act, that we 
would fight to the last man and the last 
dollar. I thought I knew what it meant, 
and I admitted in the debate that I 
thought it meant war. 

I do not wish to take any heroic pose. 
But a Senator who spoke the other day 
told me that he spoke in the interest of 
a negotiated peace. Godforbid! I would 
not quote him in the Senate if he had 
not told me so in the presence of wit- 
nesses. Mr. President, I am not naming 
him. He said it. I have no doubt on 
earth that every Senator here will take 
my word for everything I utter. I may 
flatter myself, but I will go dying to my 
grave flattering myself to that extent. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am very certain that my friend 
understands I would take his word for 
anything. 

Mr. BAILEY. I meant just what I said 
when I talked about the Senator a while 
ago, too. 

But, Mr. President, I am certain we 
must take care of our country to start 
with. I do not propose that we shall set 
up ideological tests for Presidential ap- 
pointees. I do not underta'te to divide 
my country at this time with any such 
thing as that: 

I do not intend to make utterances 
here which are calculated to irritate our 
allies. They may not act in a way that 
will suit me. But God Knows I never 
thought I was such a man that I should 
assume I had the right to make them 
suit me. I never felt that I was capable 
of grand strategy or statesmanlike 
diplomacy. 

I believe I have said something to the 
Senate before in connection with a re- 
mark made by the late Senator Mor- 
row—who previously had been our Am- 
bassador to Mexico—when he came to 
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the Senate. He uttered an aphorism; 
he said he would always stand by rule 
No. 7. All of us throughout America 
wondered what rule No. 7 was. Finally 
he told us, “Rule No. 7 is ‘Don’t take 
yourself so durn seriously.’” [{Laugh- 
ter. ] 

I doubt whether we have the right to 
check on Mr. Churchill. I doubt whether 
we have the right to impugn the motives 
of Mr. Stalin. I think it is our duty to 
uphold our country and those who are 
conducting the war, including the Pres- 
ident as the President and the Com- 
mander in Chief as Commander in Chief. 

Get this thing through. Do not act, 
take no step, calculated to destroy the 

inity here or the unity amongst our 

Now we come back to this bill. This 
bill repudiates the line of stabilization. 
It does lift the salaries in question. 
Everyone says it has been a long time 
since they were lifted. That makes no 
difference whatever. The Stabilization 
Act and the Little Steel formula base the 
lifting of wages on the January 1942 
payments, and make it 15 percent more. 
This bill would make it 33 percent more. 
It was lifted to 300. Now it is proposed 
to make it 400. If we were correct when 
we made it 300, we are just 25 percent 
wrong now, 25 percent in excess. 

So, Mr. President, notwithstanding I 
have heard from my constituents, not- 
withstanding I know I could sit quietly 
here and let this bill go through, and 
could go home and have a great Christ- 
mas celebration and reap harvests of 
popularity, by voting for a bill so popular 
that it swept through the House by unan- 
imous vote and then swept through the 
Senate by unanimous vote, I choose to 
stand by the Stabilization Act. I choose 
to stand by the Bureau of the Budget, 
speaking for the President. I choose to 
stand by the Post Office Department. I 
choose to stand for Classification, not 
made in the heart of a Senator, not con- 
ceived in the brain of a Member of the 
House, but wrought out by that Depart- 
ment from its long experience, founded 
upon service, and in accord with the pro- 
gram of the President and with our 
solemn promises to sustain the Stabiliza- 
tion Act. If we vary here we invite a 
train of evils the end of which none of us 
can foresee. 

So, Mr. President, like many another 
Senator before me, I had something to 
say that I wished to say, and I tried my 
best not to say it. But here I am, having 
yielded to the temptation, and having 
uttered myself. 

I thank the Senate very much for its 
patience. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, may I in- 
quire of the Senator from New York 
whether he wishes to make some remarks 
on his side of the matter? I woud 
prefer to take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. MEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. MEAD. I will yield to my distin- 
guished colleague, and later I will yield 
the floor to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to express my support of the motion 











of the Senator from New York that th 
Senate proceed to the consideration « 
the postal bill. As a member of ths 
Committee on Post Offices and Pi 
Roads, I believe that this pay increase i 
long overdue and is well earned, and th 
in justice to the postal employees the 
should be passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, v 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have voted for 
millions of dollars to be spent in the in- 
terest of the people of the United Stat 
I hope that the money was well spent 
I now wish to vote for this mere pittanc 
in order to afford some relief to the over- 
burdened posta] employees of the United 
States. It would be a small amount, but 
it would represent a decent gesture ti 
people who are not very fortunate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will th 
Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. Dees the Senator be- 
lieve that $36,000,000 is a small amount? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In contemplation of 
the billions of dollars which have been 
voted for other causes, I consider thi 
amount to be a very small one. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thirty-six million dol- 
lars is certainly not a small amount. It 
is $36,000,000. 

Mr. MEAD. The amount would only 
be about $100 as affecting each employee 
to which the bill would apply. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will ths 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc- 
KELLaR in the chair). Does the Sen- 
ator from New York yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. What would the Sen- 
ator think about the proposition of add- 
ing $100 to the salary of the postmaste: 
in the city of New York? 

Mr. MEAD. If the postmaster in the 
city of New York were doing what he is 
now doing for the Post Office Department 
for any big industrial organization in 
New York, he would probably be paid 
$50,000 a year. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well; let him go 
and get it. 

Mr. MEAD. One hundred dollars to 
the salary which he is now receivin: 
would make very little difference to us 
It would probably make very little differ- 
ence to him, too. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then why ask for it? 

Mr. MEAD. Because we are attempt- 
ing to maintain a differential which was 
studied at some length when postal sal- 
aries were revised some time ago. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator know 
how many men in the Postal Service of 
America now receiving $4,000 a year 
would receive $100 extra under this re- 
quest? 

Mr. MEAD. I do not know; but if we 
do not maintain the differentials Which 
we have already established, there will 
be assistants in the Post Office Depart- 
ment receiving more than their superiors 
receive. We went into the question at 
great length, and arrived at the differ- 
ential, 
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Mr. BAILEY. V vould not the Senator 


be willing to have the Post Offics 
ment work this matter out 
give a blanket increase? 

Mr. MEAD. The Post Office Depart- 
ment had all the opportunity in the 
world to do it during the time the bill was 
n the House and in the Senate. If the 
Post Office Department had come for- 
ward a few days before the committee 

ted to report the bill, and asked for 
time, I am under the impression 
would not have been trying to ex- 
edite the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Was the Senator pres- 
hen the representatives of the Post 

Ciffice Department appeared before the 

committee? 

Mr. MEAD. At the 
the commit 


> Depart- 
rather tha 


more 


they 


en 


last 
tee one member 


meeting of 
of th e Post 


Office Department was pre ae oe I 
t 1 with him, and he said he wanted 
a = tie more time. 


r. BAILEY. They wanted more time 
on the ¢ round that they were making a 
reclassification, and it was said that they 
would have it made by the 15th of Feb- 
ruary or the lst of March. Is that not 
tra? 


Mr. MEAD. Whenever anything 
seems to be justified, reasons can always 
be found for putting it off. We are justi- 


fied in passing this bill, and let us do it 
now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Would we be justified 
in giving the postmaster of New York 


$100? 
Mr 


What would be the ground for it? 
. MEAD. Probably we would not 
be justified insofar as one man was con- 
cerned, but to maintain the differential 
between all the salaries we would be 
justified. 

Mr. BAILEY. Can the Senator tell 
me the salaries of the postmasters in 
San Francisco and Boston, for instance? 

Mr. MEAD. No. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator, neverthe- 
less, is making the argument that this 
increase would be justified. 

Mr. MEAD. I believe that I can prov > 
that the maintenance of the differentia! 
in the Postal Service, from the aa 
messengers up to the postmasters, which 
have been scientifically arrived at, 
justified. If we do not maintain them 
we will have men in superior positions 
receiving less salary than men in in- 
ferior positions. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator is ap- 
parently taking the position that when- 
ever a $2,000 man receives an’ increase in 
salary we must also increase the $10,000 
man. That may be maintaining a dif- 
ferential, but it is certainly not respond- 
ing to necessity. 

Mr. MEAD. The Senator is compar- 
ing the salaries of men receiving $2,009 
and $10,000 a year who are engaged in 
the Postal Service, but there are also 
men drawing $1,200. 

Mr. BAILEY. All the better for the 
argument. The Senator says that one 
man receives $1,200 and another receives 
$10,000; and if we increase the salary of 
the $1,200 man in order to maintain the 
differential we must also increase the 
salary of the $10,000 man. If we let the 
Post Office Department work on this 
matter, they will come here with a just 
biJl, and we will all be proud of it. 

xc— 
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Mr. MEAD. And probably 
de t +} _nen Y v hieh 
to ms 


nin. 
Mr. President, 





they will 
we are trying 


tae 
alti 


20 or more Members of 


the House, and an equal number of the 
Senate, went into the subject, and the: 
believe in the maintenar of the dif- 


ferentials. They established the differ- 
entials which the Senator says are 
justified 

Mr. BAILEY. 
ator’s pardon. 
said that the m 


Oh, I beg the S 


Isay that the Senator has 


no 


aintenance of the differ- 
5 1 justify the requested in- 


entials would 
cre 

Mr. MEA I do not 
nance oi the diffe 
the increase. I 


say tn 
rentials woul 


say the 





circumstances 


uncer which the men labor justify the in- 
cl e, and most of the increases will go 


to the men who ca 
it, and sort it. 
r. BAILEY. 


rry the mail, distribut 


If we 


. + e * 
wait ior 6 


JAD. I am sure my distin- 


gu colleague will not be disap- 
pointed = we W ait and obtain more o1 
pass the | and take lk 


Mi "BAILEY ie 
i a bill 
that what is sought 
now would have 
Mr. MEAD. 
the vast 


and 
fied 
accompisnea 


rather wait 
is right. I am sati 
to be 
to be done again. 
In view of the fact that 
majority seem to be perfectly 
atisfied, I am willing to let them make 
the decision. 
fr. BAILEY. 
the majority. 
who receive 


I should 
which 


I am not worried about 
Every man in America 
an increase in salary is sat- 
isfied, of course, and any man wh 
for an increase pleases the person who 
will receive it. However, that does not 
make any difference with me. I am not 
trying to please people at the public ex- 
pense. All I am asking is that we wait 
until the Post Office Department can 
make a proposition to us on a subject 
which they have been studying, and with 
which they have been concerned. They 
know a great deal more about it than we 
do. I do not think there would be any- 
thing wrong about that. I am not 
afraid to go home and explain the situ- 
ation to the postal workers of my State. 





oO Vol 


Of course, I realize the force of what- 
the Senator says, namely, that Santa 
Claus will be very popular on December 


25. 

Mr. MEAD. The Senator 
York did not say that. 

Mr. BAILEY. And Santa Claus 
very popular on whatever * day in the year 
he happens to come. Eut Ido not want 
to be Santa Claus in that way. I will be 
Santa Claus with my own money, but not 
with the money of others. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Preside 


from New 


will be 


nt, the Sena- 


tor from New York did not make any 
mention of Santa Claus 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 


Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The people working for 

he Post Office Department in Was mime 
com and those working at Albuquerqus 
N. Mex.; Missoula, Mont.;: and in New 
York City, are actually Santa Clauses, 
so far as work and labor are concerned. 
They are doing work while we are talk- 
ing about a little pittance to be given to 
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them. They are 
laboring and 
their backs is concerned, but they are 
not Santa Cla 


Santa Clau 
carrying s 





us so far as anything 
is concerned. They are all human be- 
i and are entitled to fair play at 
hen if this body 
Mr. President, how do we legislate? 
M ] been made of 2 
D making an in' } 
How long have we been waiting for an 
inve tion? Ii 


partment 


we depend on a de 
partment to come forward and give u 
its views when we actually want then 
and when any committee of Congres 
wants them, we will have to on 
w! I nk th is a fair bill. I 
was ccnsidered intensely by the (¢ - 
ml on Post Offices and Po: R I 
do not s any reason why we should 
not x ; it now. 
. LANGER. Mr. President, w 

Senator yield? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield 

Mr. LANGER. lL wish to wy 
Senator's attention to the fact that when 
V incre the salaries of er l ? 
I » the extent of ) 


partment then said that t 


V t to consider pre { i 
whole ihat was over a year ago ney 
came before us at the last meeting of the 
commi *. and were no further 
along than they were a year ago. This 
would be the first increase the poor 
people would have had since 1925, a littlp 
$300 temporary increase. All of us know 
that the cost of living has ri and, as 


the distinguished Senator from New 
York said a while ago, there are postal 
employees drawing only $1,200 to $1,600 
a year, on which they have to support 
their families, and they cannot do it 
They should have had this increase 


many years ago. 
Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Senator yield to th 
ansas? 
MEAD. 


Does 


Senator from 


I do not wish to yield the 


floor yet, because I have not had an op- 
portunity to answer many statement 
which have been made while I have been 


attempting 
back of the bill. I 
lor a question. 

Mr. HATCH. 


to explain the real rea 


shall be gl 


on 
d to yield 


The Senator fr 


ym Nev 


York told me some time ago that he 

would yield the floor in a moment 
Mr.MEAD. Iwished to yield the floor 

after making reply to the first speech 


made as 


guished 


the 
nat 


uinst 
enior S 


bill by the d 
r from North C: 


tin- 
1ro- 


lina, but he has made one or two more 
since that time; I have been noting them 
down, and I 2 sire to reply to them all 
as well as I car 

Mr. B AILEY, I wish to ask the Sena- 


tor a question. Is he going to filibuste,’ 
against his own bill? 

Mr. MEAD. No; Iam not going to fili- 
buster, but I wish to reply to t the 


Senator said when he deliverec 
ment from his 


own seat, and » de- 
sire to reply to the second statement he 
made, when he was in the front row. 
Mr. President, I realize that it a per- 
fectly sound argument to one's 
opposition on the fact that the D ! 
ment | not t had ample « 
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to present its side of the case, to partici- 


pate with the committee in the prepara- 


tion of a scientific or rational measure. 
I realize, too, that at times we assert our 
independence, and assume that it is un- 
nece ! for us to delay legislation 
merely because a department or an 
agency of government sees fit to ask us to 


conform with their wishes. 

Anyway, Mr. President, the proposed 
legislation has been considered, it has 
been considered im the House and in the 
Senate, the Department has had ample 
opportunty to present its views in the 
matter, and if it has not done so by to- 
day, it is not our fault, fault rests 
with the Department. 

Another point that is missed is this: 
We talk about raising the salaries of the 
postal workers as though we were tak- 
ing the money out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers, as though it were a case like 
that of a corporation, where money is 
taken out of the pockets of the stock- 
holders If Senators will look at the 
record they will agree with me that these 
postal employees have earned their re- 
ward 

In 1925, when they were receiving 8&6 
cents an hour—and by comparison that 
is pretty small pay today—the revenues 
of the Department approximated $560.,- 
000,000. The last month that has been 
reported indicates that the revenues for 
that month are approximately $100.000,- 
000, for 1 month alone. The Post Office 
Department has become a billion-dollar 

.corporation, and it has been done with- 

out adding very greatly to the personnel. 
In fact, since the beginning of the war 
the Department has saved at least 50,- 
000 pk by distributing added bur- 
dens among those who are left in the 
service 

Mr. President, the employees are pay- 
ing for this raise out of increased reve- 


the 


ces 


nues. They are paying for this raise 
as the result of increased efficiency. 
Therefore these employees, who were 
getting 86 cents an hour in 1925, are 
here asking us in 1944, on the very 
threshold of 1945, to raise their basic 
pay a little bit above 86 cents an hour. 


All we are asked to do is to raise the pay 
they are now receiving from $300 to $400 
a year. Just think of it, a hundred dol- 
lars spread over 12 months, less than $10 
a month, less than $2 a week! One 
would assume it was a raise of gigantic 
proportions. 

Then to suggest that the workers in 
the Postal Service, if they should be 
grantéd this raise, would have to assume 
the consequences of probably losing the 
war, after the vigilant work they have 
been doing in helping us win the war, is 
really, in my judgment, unjustified in 
this debate. Why did not the House 
committee find that this little raise would 
lose the war? Why did not the House 
itself ascertain that? There are as pa- 
triotic Members of Congress in the 
House as there are in the Senate. Why 
did they not determine that they could 
not pass the bill because it would mean 
losing the war? Why did not the Sen- 
ate committee, which voted to report the 
bill, see the danger which all of a sudden 
is brought to our attention? Why did 








| they not lock it up in the Post Office 


| 


Committee? 

Mr. President, the postal employees are 
not only increasing the volume of the 
mail they are handling day after day, 
but they are working for the Department 
of Agriculture in the sale of agricultural 
stamps, they are selling automobile 
stamps, they were a great help to us in 
the distribution of the bonus, they are 
selling bonds and War stamps. They are 
helping the O. P. A., the War Manpower 
Commissi6n, and a number of other com- 


missions, and they are taking it all in 
stride, and assuming a greater and 
greater burden. 


I say, Mr. President, these employees 
who received 86 cents an hour in 1925 
have not received a permanent basic in- 
crease since 1925, and there are workers 
in America—and we know them—who 
have received not only one, but have re- 
ceived two and in some instances have 
received five or six increases. 

We have been niggardly, in my judg- 
ment, in our treatment of the postal em- 
ployees, and I say that the bill is justi- 
fied on the record which has been piled 
up in its favor in the House committee, 
in the House, and in the Senate com- 
mittee. I venture to say that if it comes 
to a vote in the Senate the bill will re- 
ceive the overwhelming approval of the 
Senate. All I ask is a chance for every 
Senator to make his own decision as to 
whether the employees of the Postal 
Service should receive a raise, and if so, 
whether or not this is the bill which will 
do the job. 

Mr. President, I am willing to let the 
bill go to a vote. I hope the Senate will 
have an opportunity to vote on it. I rest 
my case on what has been said in favor 
of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Sena- 
tor from New York and the Senator from 
Kansas are not often far apart on legis- 
lation which relates to the Post Office 
Department and the postal employees. I 
do not think we are far apart this time 
as to what really cught to be done. I 
wish to make a very brief statement 
about the matter and correct some mis- 
apprehensions, including one in which 
the Senator from New York has just 
indul It is very true, as he said, that 
there has been no increase in the basic 
pay of postal employees since 1925. But 
the 1925 pay rate was based on a 48-hour 
week. The postal employees receive the 
same amount of money now for working 
a 40-hour week, so instead of there being 
no increase, there has been an increase 
of 20 percent. That does not increase 
the take-home pay unless the employee 
works overtime. I am sure neither the 
Senator from New York nor I know how 
many of the postal employees work over- 
time, but most of them do, though not 
all of them. So they have a 20-percent 
increase in their pay if they work 48 
hours and receive overtime pay. That is 
a 20-percent increase in pay. 

In addition to that, they receive the 
bonus of $300 which all other employees 
receive. That is presumed to be a 15- 
percent increase on an average Salary of 
$2,000 a year, which makes an increase 


ed. 
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for the postal employees since 1925 
roughly 35 percent. I am not s 
that that is sufficient, but I do say t 
this bill ought not to pass at this | 
hour and under these circumstan 
There was quite a definite understan 
ing, I think, that the calendar would | 
called and that a bill objected to we 
go over, and that when the call of t} 
calendar had been concluded the Sen 
would adjourn. Surely there is oti 
legislation which is pressing. There 
the land-grant provision with respect 
the railroads which has been pressing ¢ 
us. There is the conference report 
the river and harbor bill, considerati 
of which might have been urged on t 
Senate. It was not my understandin 
and I am sorry the majority leader 
not present at the moment, that legisla- 
tion would be taken up except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Let me go a little further, and I ho; 
I have the attention of the Senator from 
New York, because, as I said, he and I 
usually agree. I pay my tribute to th 
Post Office Department and its em- 
ployees. I was one of them for 28 year 
and went from the bottom to the top 
ranks of the Postal Service. There 
no better managed business institution 
in the Government than the Post Off 
Department. There are no more efficient 
workers and there is no better managed 
business in the Government; but let me 
state a fact which the Senator from 
New York knows as well as I do. What 
I now say, as the Senator from New York 
knows, I said in the committee, though 
I agreed to report the bill. I agreed to 
go along. The Post Office Department 
is due for an overhauling in its organiza- 
tion. I am sure the Senator from New 
York will agree with that statement. Th: 
Department has been working on it foi 
some months. I do not remember when 
the bill was introduced; perhaps th 
Senator from New York can refresh my 
recollection; but it was some months ago 
quite a considerable time ago. 

The Post Office Department has ad- 
vised us that the Bureau of the Budget 
does not approve the bill, that the Post- 
master General does not approve it and 
does not want the Congress to take ac- 
tion at this time. The Post Office De- 
partment will be ready in the next fe 
weeks with a comprehensive report which 
will permit the full subject of postal 
salaries, postal classifications, and postal 
organizatidn to be brought up and con- 
sidered the way it ought to be considered, 
carefully, between the congressional 
commitees and the Post Office Depart- 
ment, with advice and information from 
the Post Office Department. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HILL 
in the chair). Does the Senator from 
Kansas yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. What will be the con- 
sequences, if we convert the $300 tempo- 
rary bonus into a $400 permanent bonus, 
which is what we would do by passing 
the bill? If the Treasury Department 
employees were to ask for the same in- 
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crease and if the Department of Agri- 
culture employees were to ask for the 
same increase, how could we resist such 
a demand? 

Mr. REED. I will let the Senator from 
New York answer the Senator from North 
Carolina, but I do not want the Senator 
from North Carolina to get me off the 
track on the question of differentials. I 
want to stay right on the track. 

If we pass this bill it will mean the ex- 
penditure of about $30,000,000. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thirty-six million dol- 
lars. 

Mr. REED. Whatever the amount may 
be—thirty million or thirty-six million 
dollars. I think it will also do something 
else, which I think will invite a veto from 
the President. I may be mistaken about 
that, but I should say it is at least pos- 
sible and may be probable. Congress has 
voted a $300 bonus, which is temporary, 
to every employee of the Government who 
earns up to $2,900 a year. That is to 
expire the 30th of June next. What we 
are doing here is in effect to pick out the 
employees of one department, and in- 
crease their bonus from $300 to $400 a 
year. If that does not invite a veto by 
the President because of discrimination 
between employees in the different de- 
partments, I do not know what will. I 
am sure the Senator. from New York 
agrees with me upon that point. 

Mr. President, I am not opposed to re- 
organization of these salaries. I am not 
opposed to reclassification for the postal 
employees; I think they richly deserve it; 
but I want to do it in the right way; I 
want to do it in order; I want to do it in 
connection with the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

We have assurance from the Depart- 
ment that within the next 2 or 3 weeks, 
before the time the next Congress con- 
venes or before Congress is ready to go 
to work, the Department will have all 
the information necessary to enable us 
to act intelligently. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me say to the 
Senator from Kansas that the substance 
of this bill was introduced by me as Sen- 
ate bill No. 1 at the beginning of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress. Let me also 
say that I have heard the Post Office 
Department make the very same state- 
ment which the Senator is now making, 
that the Department is engaged in a 
study of the question and will soon be 
able to furnish the result of the study. 
I have heard that statement made dur- 
ing the last 10 years, but have never seen 
the result of the study. 

The Senator said that the postal clerks 
received an increase by a reduction in 
hours of work. I never yet knew an “in- 
crease” of that kind to bring home the 
bacon. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think I 
said that that did not increase the take- 
home pay. I made that statement. I 
have been here 6 years. The Post Office 
Department never yet has, to my knowl- 
edge, failed to make a report on any and 

every bill on which we asked it to make 
a report. I do not think that now at 
this late hour, under these circum- 
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st-nces, without consideration, we ought 
to pass a bill which involves $30,000,000 
& year, which involves a departure 
from good sound administrative prac- 
tice, and which raises a question as to 
whether a veto is invited from the Presi- 
dent. I wish to help properly to organ- 
ize and reorganize, if necessary, the 
Postal Service and the Post Office De- 
partment, and to give the postal employ- 
ees their just dues. I was one of them 
for too many years to forget what they 
do and what they deserve. But this pro- 
cedure is irregular and I think it is a 


highly inefficient way to handle the 
question. 
Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I should 


like to restate my motion. I move that 
the Senate proceed to consider House 
bill 4715, which is now on the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. REED. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Kansas suggests the ab- 
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Kansas withhold his point 
of no quorum for a moment? 

Mr. REED. I will withhold it to al- 
low the Senator from New Mexico to 
pay tribute to the departing lady Sen- 
ator. 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR HATTIE W. 

CARAWAY 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, while 
sitting here this afternoon and listening 
to several farewell speeches, the idea oc- 
curred to me that we were about to lose 
many close associations and friendships. 
I shall not attempt to enumerate them 
all. Isee present the Senator from Mis- 
souri |[Mr. CLarK]. Just a moment ago 
I saw the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Hoitman], and other Senators who are 
about to depart and will not be with us 
at the beginning of the next Congress. 
Of course, to all those Senators I ex- 
press, not only for myself, but I am sure 
for the vast majority of Senators, our 
regrets that they will not be with us 
again. 

But it occurred to me that possibly 
Senators had overlooked the fact that 
there is leaving us this afternoon, not to 
return again, the only lady Senator, Mrs. 
Hattie W. Caraway, the Senator from 
Arkansas. To her I wish to pay a brief 
tribute. 

Mrs. Caraway has been a Member of 
the Senate longer than I have. She has 
always been most gracious, most kindly, 
and most ladyiike. If I may be forgiven 
for saying so, inasmuch as I believe that 
her votes throughout the years since I 
have been here have corresponded almost 
exactly with mine, I am tempted to say 
that the Senator from Arkansas has been 
most statesmanlike in the votes she has 
cast. 

So, without regard to the gentlemen 
who are leaving the Senate and will not 
return, I think it would be a very fitting 
thing for us, who are men, to stand for a 
moment and give a handclap for the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mrs. Caraway]. 
May it be done? 


| 
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(The Senators rose in their places and 
applauded.) 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is not present, but 


I hope the Recorp will show that every 
Senator present rose and applauded. 
SALARY INCREASES FOR POSTAL 
EMPLOYEES 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Con- 
NALLY in the chair). Does the Senator 


from Kansas renew his point of order? 
Mr. REED. I suggest the 
a quorum. 


‘ 
Ol 


absence 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, a point 
of order 

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The motion pending is 
the motion by the Senator from New 


York {[Mr. Megan] that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Calendar 
No. 1404, House bill 4715. 

That bill was reported to the Senate 
on December 14, 1944 ‘his is the legis- 
lative day of Tuesday, November 21, 1944. 
Therefore the motion is out of order. 
The bill would have to lie over 1 legis- 
lative day before bs 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The 
Senator from North Carolina makes the 
point of order that the motion of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MeEap] is 
not in order because of the fact that the 
bill, reported during the legislative day 
of November 21, 1944, has not lain over 
a legislative day. 

Does the Senator from New York de- 
sire to be heard on the point of order? 
Under the rules the point of order is not 
debatable, but the Chair desires infor- 
mation, and he invites the Senator from 
New York to enlighten him. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I appre- 
ciate the attitude of the Chair. 

The bill came over from the House on 
December 14, as has been pointed out 
by the distinguished senior Senator from 
North Carolina. Evidently, we have not 
had a change in legislative day, unless 
the adjournment earlier in the day had 
something to do with it. I really must 
rely upon the decision of the Chair and 
the Parliamentarian. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Chair will say for the benefit of 
Senator from New York that there was 
adjournment today. The Senate 


ing considered by the 


The 


tha 


no 
merely went back into legislative session 
after the executive session. 

Mr. MEAD. Iam anxious to hear the 
decision of the Chair in the matter. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will the Chair hear from me for a 
moment? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is very glad to hear from the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. The Chair is not 


allergic to information. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am very certain that that is true. 

This question has been the subject of 
conflict ever since I have been a Member 
of the Senate, for 12 years. The former 
President pro tempore of the Senate, the 
late Senator from Nevada, Mr. Pittman, 
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had one view, and the former Vice Pres- 
ident, Mr. Garner, had another. I think 
I should state both views. 

Personally I was very much impressed 
with the view of the former Vice Pres- 
ident, Mr. Garner. His view was that 
when the rule says that no Senator may 
speak more than twice, and, in another 
place, where the rule mentions a day, 
it means a calendar day 

Senator Pittman held the contrary 
view. It has always been my view that 
Vice President Garner was _ correct. 
Therefore I am opposing the point of 


order of the Senator from North Carolina. 


It is a matter upon which any Senator 
has the right to make up his own mind, 

; to wh er the word “day” means a 
legislative day or a calendar day. I hold 


with the distinguished former Vice Pres- 
ident that it means a calendar day. 

Senator Pittman, who was a very dis- 
tinguished Member of the Senate, and 
President pro tempore of the Senate, took 
the contrary view. He took the position, 
as he announced from the rostrum, that 
the word “day” meant a legislative day. 
Every Senator has the right to make up 
his mind on that question. I believe it is 
very important to have the question 
settled. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, if I may 
interject briefly, first of all, if we go back 
to the intention behind this rule, we find 
that it was for the purpose of giving 
Senators an opportunity to read the mes- 
sage which came over from the House or 
the bill was laid on the desk. A calendar 
day was the time limit which was set—a 
#4-hour period—in order that the Sen- 
ate might acquaint itself with what was 
on the desk. 

As the distinguished senior Senator 
from Missouri | Mr. CLarK] has well said, 
the matter has been the subject of inter- 
pretation. It has been interpreted by 
different presiding officers and Sena- 
tors differently. In my judgment the leg- 
islative day which is listed on the calen- 
dar as being November 21 is a myth; it is 
a fiction; and it has no relation whatso- 
ever to the underlying principle upon 
which the rule was based. The rule came 
about for the sole purpose of allowing 
Senators sufficient time to become ac- 
quainted with measures. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, will my friend yield to me at that 
point? 

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to 
Vhat I have said is my opinion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course, 
Mr. President, the Senate has a legisla- 
tive day and a calendar day. The situa- 
tion did not come about by the applica- 
tion of that rule at all. As a matter 
of fact, the late Senator Pittman, from 
Navada, announced that he would en- 
force the rule that no Senator could 
speak more than twice on the same sub- 
ject or the same proposition on the same 
legislative day. That point came up dur- 
ing the fight on the court bill. 

The Senator from New York, of course, 
in my opinion, is entirely mistaken in 
his opinion about the way the applica- 
tion of the rule came up. I have no par- 
ticular feeling about the matter one way 
or the other, Mr. President, but I do 
have some recollection of the practice 
of the Senate. 


yield. 


| 





Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I should 
like to ask my distinguished colleague 
whether there is a well-determined, fixed, 
and established rule with reference to the 
calendar-day and the legislative-day 
controversy. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will say 
to my dear friend the Senator from New 
York that there has never been an es- 
tablished practice. At the time when 
Vice President Garner was President of 
the Senate and the late Senator Pitt- 
man was President pro tempore, one of 
them told me he would rule one way if 
he happened to be in the chair when the 
matter came up, and the other one told 
me he would rule the other way if he 
happened to be in the chair when the 
question arose. 

So the matter is one for the Senate to 
take a position on at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair will state that he is informed by 
those who know that neither the then 
President pro tempore of the Senate, the 
late Senator Pittman, or Vice President 
Garner made a specific ruling on such a 
2»0int of order. They stated how they 
would rule if the question were presented 
to them. 

But the Chair does not think that is 
the point now. The point the Senator 
from Missouri has been discussing is 
whether a Senator may speak more than 
twice on the same day. 

The question then arises whether a 
Senator may speak twice on a legisla- 
tive day, which may last a month, or 
whether he may speak twice on a cal- 
endar day. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the Chair will indulge me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair asks the Senator to wait for a mo- 
ment, please. 

The Chair’s own personal view as to 
that matter—although the Chair thinks 
his personal view is not in point at all— 
is that the calendar day was intended by 
the rule. But the rulings heretofore have 
not sustained that view. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Chair 
will indulge me for a moment—and let 
me say I think the matter is of no par- 
ticular significance to me now—I should 
like to say that the term is exactly the 
same, namely, “1 day.” The term “1 day” 
is used in two different rules. The Par- 
liamentarian of the Senate and I have 
long disagreed about this matter. The 
term is precisely the same in two dif- 





ferent rules of the Senate, namely, 
“1 day.” 
The Parliamentarian of the Senate, 


Mr. Waikins, for whom I have great af- 
fection and respect, has always enter- 
tained the opinion that the term “1 
day” means 1 legislative day. I have al- 
ways entertained exactly the opposite 
opinion. 

The late Senator Pittman agreed with 
Mr. Watkins. Vice President Garner 
agreed with me. It was entirely a mat- 
ter as to who would be in the chair when 
the question arose for opinion and for 
exposition. 

Let me say to the Chair that I am 
perfectly willing to have the Chair rule 
now. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, under 
what rule is the point of order made? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
point of order is made that the bill wa 
reported from the House of Representa- 
tives on the calendar day of December 14 
but on the legislative day November 21: 
that the Senate is still on the legislatiy 
day November 21; that therefore the bil] 
has not lain over a day, and there- 
fore—— 

Mr. PEPPER. What rule is referred 
to, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
matter comes up under rule XXVI, para- 
graph 2, which reads as follows: 








2. All reports of committees and moti 
to discharge a committee from the cor 
eration of a subject, and all subjects f: 
which a committee shall be discharged, sh 
lie over 1 day for consideration, unless } 
unanimous consent the Senate shall other- 
wise direct. 


The report of the committee was, 
course, what brought the bill before the 
Senate. 

The Chair has no preconceived idea 
about the point of order. The Chair ha 
consulted the Parliamentarian, in whom 
the Chair has great confidence. The 
Parliamentarian advises that the uni- 
form precedents are to the effect that the 
bill cannot be taken up on the same legis- 
lative day, except by unanimous consent, 

The Chair wilt refer to a precedent 
cited by the Parliamentarian, to be found 
in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorp for the 
Seventy-seventh Congress, first session, 
at pages 9601 and 9604: 

On December 10, 1941, Mr. ReyYNo.ps, of 
North Carolina, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported with an amendment the 
bill (S. J. Res. 117) removing restrictions on 
the use and terms of service of units and 
members of the Army of the United States 
and asked unanimous consent for its present 
consideration, during the order of submittal 
of reports. 

After the conclusion of morning business, 
Mr. REYNOLDS again asked unanimous con- 
sent to take up the joint resolution, when the 
Vice President ruled that unanimous con- 
sent was necessary in view of a statement by 
Mr. BaRKLEY, of Kentucky, that the resolution 
could be considered on motion until 2 o’clock 

Mr. McNary, of Oregon, said: “Mr. President, 
unanimous consent is necessary because the 
joint resolution was not reported until today, 
and under the rule it must lie over a day 
unless unanimous consent is given for its 
consideration. 

The Vice President stated that the Senator 
from Oregon was correct. 

Mr. BarkKuey stated that he thought the 
joint resolution had been reported yesterday. 


of 


On the point as to what is a legislative 
day, the Cheir submits a statement pre- 
pared by the Parliamentarian prior to 
the time when this matter came before 
the Senate. The memorandum was pre- 
pared by the Porliamentarian, Mr. Wat- 
kins, in connection with the nominations 
which were confirmed by the Senate to- 
day. It reads as follows: 

Under the precedents of the Senate, the 
word “day.” unless otherwise indicated, 
means a legislative, and not a calendar, day; 
and a motion to take up a legislative matter 
that has gone over for a day is not in order, 
upon c”™ cction, until there has been an ad- 
journment of the Senate, and thereby a 
termination of the legislative day. 


Under the circumstances, the Chair 
has no course to pursue except to ob- 
serve the precedents. 
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Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I assume Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- | m 1 which was reported by the com 

: : ; aval Us ie aval 4 ‘ aad i wil Ad < sCypur MA iim 

that the Chair, in handing down the | dent, am I to understand that the Chair | mitt h been on t calendar f ) 


ruling, has ruled that my motion is out has sustained the point of order? weeks. Unle 


of order. The PRESIDING OFFICER. No: the | endar day is meant rather than 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | Chair was about to annéunce his 











Chair would have done so, but the Sena- | sion when he was interrupted—but ae - | So Mr. Pi ont teens thieh Sled ; 
tor from New York asked to be recog- | ably so—by the Senator from Kentucky. | | f the ru - 
nized. Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I merely | sideration of k 

Mr. MEAD. Well, Mr. President, I | wished to know what the decision of the tifle it, in a s] of fr {lin I l 
shall wait to hear the verdict. Chair was from the d . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the precedents, the Chair has no choice 
whatever, regardless of what might be the 
Chair’s personal view. The Chair has al- 
ready stated it in respect to the other 
question as to how often a Senator could 
speak on a day. 

The Chair thinks the purpose of the 
‘ule was to make the term “l day” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | that way ask the Senate to int 
Chair will announce his decision ina very | rul 
few moments if the Senator will be THE PRESIDING OFFICER 
patient. Senator is within his right The ques- 
The Chair wishes to cite an addtional | tion is whether the Senate wishes to 
ruling on the same point. The Chair | overrule all these precedents at a n 
is thankful to the majority leader for session 
his remarks in this matter, which the Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
Chair thinks are borne out by the Recorp. | to make this comment: I am in favor 
mean a calendar day. But that is not The Chair desires to cite an instance the bill of the Senator from New Y 
the point now before the Senate. which occurred. I have repeatedly said that I would 
If no other Senator desires to address Ou the eelender dar of Deh 3 Clectatative | 10F BF 1 
the Chair day of March 2),1997—- i st—s that if it were brought to a vote I would 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the | _ vote for it. But I think 


lave no hesitancy in sayi 








Chair will indulge me for a moment Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- thing to try to overr le the un form ' rec- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | ent, a parliamentary inquiry. edents of the Senate mer se ¢ 
Senator from Kentucky is recognized. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | one bill. It is unfortunate that th 


+ : nat P 1 Ts >} 7 
Mr. BARKLEY. My recollection is | S¢mator will state it. question has ari 


that in the discuczion of the question Mr. CLARK of Missouri. To what | the ion. The proposed legislation 
heretofore with former Vice President | Year did the Chair refer? as has been pending before the Committee 
Garner, both in private with him and in The PRESIDING OFFICER. The | on Post Offices and Post Roads f 


colloquy here on the ficor, former Vice ae was 1927. months. I do not know h 
D \ | » 1air c S read: 
President Garner, in considering the The Chair continues to read: 
question whether a Senator might speak Mr. Warren moved that the Senate pro- haps a year 


more than twice on the same day, and | ceed to the consideration of the deficiency Mr. MEAD. Mr. Pri 





months it has been pending there—per- 


discuscing the difference between a cal- | ®PPropriation bill, H. R. 17291, when Mr. | interrupt the Sen 

endar day and a legislative day, an- rae poche pnt ene Pome OF Oreer | have been trying for several days to have 

nounced that some day he would hold | ;,, view of the tect See diac iets co sacl ine the bill considered. 

that the rule meant a calendar day, but | to the Senate during this legis! itive day, Mr. BARKLEY. I understand; but 

he never really so ruled. | and must go over, if objection is made, for the Senator’s bill has been lvyir in the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He did | one legislative day. Committee on Post Offices and Post 


not. The Vice PRESIDENT (Charles G. Dawes) Zoads f 
Mr. BARKLEY. It was regarded as sustained the point of order. (Senate Jour- | Mr 


yr on h 


MEAD. That was not my fault. 











; ; : { 1 
ex cathedra, so the ruling of the Chair nal, 69th Cong., 2d sess., p. 274.) ; Mr. BARKLEY. I am not saying tha 
has never, as I recall, been reversed. On the next day, the Senate having taken i t but 
The same question was brought up a a recess, nar. Wart n renewed the n : ome 
cunts at denne Gan when Mr _ Wonine n of Arkansas made e é E - 

r ye . s same point of order, whi s wise - acs 

y only interest is to preserve the in- | tained by the Vice President. (Senate Jour- i me 
tegrity of the rules of the Senate, be- | nal ib., p. 277.) by tl 

cause they rise up to plague us fromtime | Subsequently, on the same day, the House 1 when 

to time if we make a mistake. sent to the Senate « ition (H. J a m- 

Some years ago it was held that the | Res. 379) making a ns for tl was re- 

Chaplain need not open the Senate with | Veterans Bureau, whic! b read twice by 

prayer except following an adjournment | U24"!mous consent. A request of Mr. Warren | +, adjourn, and we are asked to over- 

of the Getiate. Gometimes we went for | 5° MOCttS, 82 He comsiawation wee objected rm precedents and 


Mr. Warre1 1ereupon mov ih les rule uniform precedents ar decisions 
weeks without the Senate being opened n Shame ree al et Ww a 1 | of the S e y n a point of ion r. 
with prayer by the Chaplain, because | of Massachusetts m di ‘the . int ‘a rd r The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will 
there had been no new legislative date, that the motion was not in ord: r under para- Senator permit an iz liry on tl ] t 
and there had been no adjournment | graph 2 of Rule XXVI, requiring reports of of the Chair? —— 


‘ 





I recall that former Senator Neely, | Committees to lie over 1 ¢ AY. Mr. BARKLEY. Ce ly 
from West Virginia, submitted a reso- | _ The Vice-President sustained the point of The PRESIDING OFFICER. If t! 
lution providing for opening the Senate | °°"; (Senate Journal, 69th Cong., 2d sess., | 9-4 “day” means a calel lar day. wi 
each day with prayer, and from that | **~~” about all th s which h | 
time on we have had a prayer each time Under these rulings, which all seem to | taken? Would not the Senate be re- 


the Senate has convened. However, that | be uniform, as well as the precedents, | quired to m very dav followi: 
I clear, the Chair adjournment, and ha 1m ing he 





resolution defined the word “day” only | which seem perfectly 

insofar as it applied to the opening ex- | sustains the point of order made by thx Mr. BARKLEY. 

ercises of the Senate. As I recall it, it | Senator from North Carolina. whol t 

did rot go any further. Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, in a spirit tions which invol\ he I 
rankly, I think that the ruling of the of friendliness, and reiterating what I tion. The Sena has f 





Chair is correct insofar as it conforms | have said with regard to my respect men ! ex 

to the uniform precedents of the Sen- | and high regard for the present occupant ré i to the 1 

ate. My only interest is to preserve the of the chair, and only because my able h ( nd I 

rules in their integrity. colleague, the Senator from M i hour | to | h 
Whenever we deviate from them in (Mr. CLiarK] who is a splendid parlia- orc 1 bill inf i 

order to deal with a particular situa- mentarian and who has told us that this bi f n - 





tion we find that the precedent fre- is a question for every Senator to decide i fh 
quently rises in the future to plague us for himself, I wish to appeal from th that the morning h bu m 
in connection with some other matter. | decision of the Chair. I do so because transacted. Iti 


AQ’ 
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a convenient deviee by 
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which the Senate can expedite its busi- 
ness. I think it would be m« untor- 
tunate from a legislative standpoint, re- 
gardle of my interest in the particular 
bill now under discussion, for the Chair 
to overrule the decisions of time im- 
memorial. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the 
Senator yield? 


Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
is very familiar with t 
tion to reconsider 
within the next 2 
ame expression is used in the rule as 
to all these other questions. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky have any idea 
that the motior. cannot be offered within 
he next 2 calendar days? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; of course it can 


The Senator 
he rule that a mo- 
has to be offered 
days. Exactly the 


be. It can be offered at once, as soon 
the vote it taken. Any Senator can 
rise and offer a motion to reconsider. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the 
difference between the use of the words 
“one day” in the various instances? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair calls the attention of Senators to 
rule XIII, paragraph 1, on page 17, of 
the Senate Rules, which deals with this 
particular situation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I was as familiar with that rule as 


the present Presiding Officer of the 
senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 





Chair thought perhaps other Senators 
might not be so well advised. The 
Chair will read the rule. 
When a question has been decided by the 
senate, any Senator voting with the pre- 
l side or who has not voted may, on 
the same day or on either of the next 2 
days of actual session thereafter, move a 
reconsiderat and if the Senate shall re- 
fuse to reconsider, or upon reconsideration 
ill affirm its first decision, no further mo- 
tion to reconsider shall be in order unless 
by unanimous consent. Every motion to re- 
co! ler shall be decided by a majority vote, 
and may be laid on the table without affect- 
ing the question in reference to which the 


is made, which shall be a final dispo- 


motion. 


») f the 
yaa OL Lilt 


The language “2 days of actual ses- 
sion thereafter” would certainly have an 
implication. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, that 
language is different from the language 
we are now considering. 

I appreciate the enthusiasm of the 
nator from New York for the proposed 
legis] in it, which 


S 
lation and his interest 
is no greater than my own, but I think 
that the Senate should not be asked to 
overrule the uniform decisions of the 
Senate simply because of one bill. I am 
sure that no undue delay will be brought 
about by the ruling of the Chair. I think 
the proposal now before the Senate could 
be reported at the very beginning of the 
next s ion, and placed on the calendar, 
and then it would not find itself in the 
unfortunate position of being up against 
a wall at a time when we have already 
ordered an adjournment of the Senate. 
I do not think any harm will come or 
any loss will be sustained. 

I hope the Senator from New York 
will » his way clear not to press his 
and, if he does, I certainly hope 


ay 


appeal, 


CONGRESS 





hat the Senate, simply because of its 
intere in one piece of legislation, will 
not upset the rules of the Senate, which 
action might arise to plague us for a 
generation. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I am of 
much the same attitude as that indicated 
by the distinguished majority leader. I 
had expected to vote for the bill when 
it properly came before the Senate and 
reached the voting stage. I donot know 
that I have ever directly made this state- 
ment beforé, but I have intimated that 
that was my attitude. I am not tre- 
mendcusly concerned about increasing 
by $100 the pay of the postal employees 
of the United States. I know something 
about them in my own section of the 
country, and in the next few months they 
will earn in the State of Maine more 
than they will receive. 

I think the Senator from Kentucky is 
absolutely correct when he advises cau- 
tion against overruling a decision of the 
Chair which sustains the acknowledged 
precedents of the Senate. But I think 
there is something involved beyond a re- 
jection or a repudiation of the rules of 
the Senate. Earlier in the day the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky told us of his purpose 
to submit a resolution of adjournment, 
and I think I can say without danger cf 
contradiction that it was understood at 
that time that after the resolution had 
been agreed to we would proceed to con- 
sider bills on the calendar to which there 
was no objection, beginning with cal- 
endar 1401. The calendar was called. 
The bill under discussion was objected to 
when it was reached on the calendar. 
Senators who are interested in the pro- 
posal, and who were present at the call 
of the calendar when the bill went over, 
have left the Chamber. It is now pro- 
posed that we not only invalidate the 
precedents of the Senate, but it is pro- 
posed that we invalidate an agreement 
entered into in the Senate when the cal- 
endar was to be called for the considera- 
tion of bills to which there was no ob- 
jection. 

I think that when that agreement was 
entered into it excluded consideration of 
other matters except by unanimous con- 
sent, and I am not sure that even any- 
thing could be done by unanimous con- 
sent and not be a violation of the agree- 
ment we had with respect to procedure in 
the Senate. 

I know one Senator in particular asked 
me to announce his attitude when the bill 
was reached on the call of the calendar. 
When it went over, I saw no reason for 
stating his position. The Senator is not 
now present, and I think he had a right 
to assume that when the calendar was 
called and the bill was passed over on the 
objection of a Senator, that disposed of 
the matter for this legislative day. 

Mr. President, I am not enough of a 
parliamentarian to have any definite no- 
tions about the parliamentary question 
involved. I am disposed to believe the 
Chair is correct in his ruling. I do know 
that when an reement is entered into, 
whether it is formal or informal, Sen- 

of the United States should ob- 
serve the integrity of the agreement, and 
I think that what is now proposed does 
not respect the integrity of the agree- 


o 
as 


ators 
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ment entered into by the Senate today 
I should regret even more than a breach 
of the rules such a departure from an 
understanding reached by Senators. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I must say that I do not agree with 
the position taken by the distinguished 
occupant of the Chair, for whom I have 
great respect and great affection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 

hair has not taken any position. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In order to 
settle the matter, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Missouri suggests the ab- 
sence of a quorum. The clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Austin 
Bailey 
3arkley 


Downey 
Ferguson 
Guffey 


Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 


Bilbo Hatch Revercomb 
Brewster Johnson, Colo, Shipstead 
Burton La Follette Smith 
Butler Langer Tunnell 
Chandler McCarran Walsh 
shavez Magnuson Weeks 
Clark, Mo.,°- Maloney Wheeler 
Connally Maybank Wherry 
Cordon Millikin White 
Danaher Murdock Wiley 
Davis O’Mahoney Willis 
The PRESiDING OFFICER. The 


Chair announces that the roll call dis- 
closes that there are only 42 Senators 
present, not a quorum. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in ac- 
cordance with the terms of Senate Con- 
current Resolution 58, heretofore agreed 
to today, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 8 
o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned sine die. 





CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate December 19 (legislative day 
of November 21), 1944: 

FOREIGN SERVICE 

Laurence A. Steinhardt to be Ambassado1 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America near the Govern- 
ment of Czechoslovakia now established in 
London. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE 

Joseph C. Grew to be Under Secretary of 
State. 

TO BE ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF STATE 

Nelson A. Rockefeller 

W. L. Clayton 

James C. Dunn 

Brig. Gen. Julius C. Holmes, United States 
Army. 

Archibald MacLeish 


IN THE NAvy 


TO BE REAR ADMIRALS IN THE NAVY, FOR TEM- 
FORARY SERVICE, TO RANK AS INDICATED 
Allen R. McCann, from March 25, 1943. 
Frederick G. Crisp, from June 1, 1942. 
Edward L. Cochrane, from June 21, 1942. 
Burrell C. Allen, to be a rear admiral in the 
Navy, on the retired list, for t« } 
to continue while ser chief of staff 
to the commander, Western Sea Frontier. 
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BE COMMODORES, FOR TEMPORARY 
Paul E to be a commodore 
, for emp ary er t 
while Servil as SSl cniel 
g S) to tl comm W 
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Ben H. Wyatt, to be a comm 
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Albert Engel 
Iph L 


utee F 





> Ava 


nic 
iNniCckK A 


Zz 


McCra 





Ralph M. Ramey, Praise. 
LOUISIANA 


Lydia M. Coroy, Gonzales 


MICHIGAN 
Meda G. Keith, Bellevue 
Ida Belle Telling, Byron. 
Roland H. Kolb, Fairview 
Velma Strait, He 
Ambrose J. Powell, Laings 
Blanche McGraw, Napoleon. 
Elmer M. Cl : 

Carol F. Acre, Otte 
Matti Halmet Oja, Pell 
Gerald A. Gale, Owosso. 
Elgin Quick, Richmond. 








MINNESOTA 
Perley. 
MISSISSIPPI 


Akers, Pont 


Hannah L 


Strand 


Olin H 
MISSOURI 


Vera T. Sydnor, B!ackburn 


Thomas H. Ryan, Jr., Cliffwood. 


NEW YORK 


Earl J. Hotwes, Elma 
Roy A. Alstead, South Wal 
NORTH DAK 


Sillman 


TA 
Myrna M 


Sawyer. 


May McElroy, Amber 
William W. Stepp, Headrick. 
Pearl L. Bulm 
Ward H. Ro 
Nina Murphy 






rank D. Harr I 
George W. Althouse 
Reba H. Galley I 
David H. Baughman, l t 
Grethel V. Shawley, Young 








SOUTH 


Westgard, 


DAKOTA 
Oscar G Astoria. 
TEXAS 
E'mer C on, Carlt 
Alice W. Griffin, Ho: 
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NATIONAL MEMOI 
Y THE DISTRICT 
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ut 
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O- 


23, 


pointed SILEO, Mr. MEAD, and 
BuRTON members on the part of the S 
ate of the Joint Commission to Cons 
aS and D for a National Me! 
rial Ste m in the District of Colum- 
bia, tablished by Public Law No. 5 
approved De nber 20, 1944. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED AFT 
ADJOURNMENT 
subsequent to the sine al 


YT 


rent Resolution 59, signed the 


enrolled bills, wh 











ids he authority of Senate Co 


following 





ned pre- 


viously by the Speaker pro tempore 
the House of Representatives 

S. 1481 act to amend further the Ci 
Servic R ement Act, app! ed May 
1930 é ided 

S. 1979 ct to regulate in the D 
of Columb t transfer of share fs 
i I i na make u lorm L€ 
with re Y > tneret 

H.R 1. An act t bolish the Ja 
Hole National Monument cre 














( tial Proclamation No. 2578, dated M 
1 to 

H. R. 2973. An act to } le that no { 
son s i { 1 dist poll 

tatem«s relatiz to a Car late for e 

ti t ny Fe l office w h does 
contain the name of the person res} 
f y s pu l } ¢ t but Y 

H.R.3429. A ct t mend sec nl 
an entitled An act au izing 
Secre the Interior to employ engine 

nd € n consul 1 pu f 

important vork,” approved F 
ruary 28 Stat. 1406), as ame! 
by t 22 440 (54 Stat. 148) 

H. R. 4709. A act t authorize incre 
in ¥ for cer 1 en ees f the A 
ka | i f é ndered fror 
1, 1943 to Ss pten er 2f) 1943 ir 1 ve 

H. § An act t ithorize the s 
ce ? nd f the Tulalip Trit of 
d State of Was rto1 

H.R 2. A act ng the ns¢ 
C ress the State of Tennessee De 
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H.R. 5448. An act to pe construct 
ma e ne id use t 1e] her 
pose of I lines r pe eum {| 
in the D ct of C 

H. 71. Ar tt lefer the 
quired civil-s 
retirems r the d 
tion of year th 
after; and 

H.R.5587. An act m appropriat 
to supply deficiencies ain appr 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 
and for prior fiscal years, and to provid 


plemental appropriations f 
ending June 30, 1945, and 
for other purposes, 
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June 30, 1946, an 
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( 2, 1944 
aut 1 direc 
¢ I é é t 
( te! ( n 
t ( 
( i! t the 
T 
I i 
iZ ce ( 
R d I 
f I ler 
eH Oo : 
I ( l S t 
¢ 
( 23, 1944 
I d tu the Cit 
At M ) 
i f the f of Oliver N 
K 
i A t reg. é e District 
( 1 f € ( toc! 
i »manre u i iW 
ere nd 
A act to eliminate ; uncoljecte- 
s of the United State 
POCKFT VETOED 
( December 23, 1944 
S.1€02. An act authorizing and directing 
etary of the Interior to issue t 
Vi Le I Behind, a patent in fee 
» cer d; and 
5. 174¢ authorizing and directing 
e & é of the Interior ue to 
Pete oe i lio, a patent in fee t cer- 
n nd 
1 DUM OF DISAPPROVAI 


I have withheld my approval from S. 
1602, auth yr and directing the Sec- 
ry of the Interior to issue to Winnie 
Left Her Behind, a patent in fee to cer- 
tain land. 

The application for a patent in fee filed 
in 1243 by the restricted Indian named 
in this bill indicates that neither 
nor her husband has had any practical 
business experience and that they are 
not capable of handling their affairs com- 
petently. The available evidence to 
the effect that the granting of a patent 
in fee would tend to the dissipation of 
an asset which now is a source of perma- 


rizin 


ret 


she 


1S 


nent revenue, even though small, and 

which should be preserved for the benefit 

of the present owner and her heirs. 
There is ample authority under exist- 
1g law for the Secretary of the Interior 


a patent in fee to the particular 
if land here involved. 'The Con- 
authorized him to issue such 
when, in his judgment, the best 
of the Indian would be served 
doing. It has directed him not 
to issue such patents to an Indian whom 
he finds to be incompetent in business 
effairs. The only effect of this measure, 
would be to compel the Secre- 
to act contrary to his best judg- 
ituation where his determina- 
tion is amply supported by the facts. 
Since it is evident that the action di- 
by S. 1602 would work to the dis- 
the Indian concerned, I 
that I would be justified in 
y approval to this bill. 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
HovwseE, December 23, 1944. 
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MEMORANDUM OF DISAPPROVAL 


» withheld my approval from S. 
“Authorizing and directing the Sec- 
ry of the Interior to issue to Peter A. 
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Condelario a patent in fee to certain 
land.” 
The passage of this measure would 
p to have been predicated on the 
mption that the restricted Indian 
nam 1 the bill is entitled to a patent 
in f because of the expiration of the 
25- r-trust period referred to in the 
trust patent under which he now holds 
his lands. This umption overlooks 
the fact that the Congress has enacted 
ral legislation extending all such 
trust periods until their termination is 
dee! i justified. 


© 41 
oI the 


the rior and of the cfii- 

cal Indian Agency that the 
best interests of Mr. Condelario would 
suance of a pate 


It is the ci 
of 
Ie 


ry 
cers of the 


nsidered judgment 


Inte 


not | erved by the i nt 
in fe t the present time while Mr. Con- 
delario is absent in military service. 
Should he still desire to dispose of his 


land hen he returns, his application 
for a fee patent will be given every con- 
sideration. 

Th is ample authority under exist- 
ing law for the Secretary of the Interior 


to issue a patent in fee to the particular 
tract cf land here involved whenever he 
determines that the best interests of the 
Indian would be served by this action. 
The facts of the present case fail to re- 
veal any reason for departing from the 
sound policy of the Congress to continue 
restrictions on Indian land until the 
owner is found competent to manage his 
affairs in accordance with the general 
procedure established for this purpose. 
Accordingly, I do not feel that I would 
be justified in giving my approval to S. 
1746. 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVCLT. 

WHITE Housz, December 23, 1944. 


ev, 4 


THE 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
‘Ttcrespay, December 19, 1944 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and 
was called to crder by Mr. Cox as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor 
of Gunton Temple Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, Washington, D. C., of- 
fered the following prayer: 


Infinite and eternal God, who art the 
inspiration and strength of heroic spirits 
in every age, We pray that in these dark 
and difficult days we may be numbered 
among those who walk courageously the 
path of high idealism which alone leads 








to noble achievement. 
Grant unto us a clear and constant 
vision of the kinedom of righteousness 


and peace which nothing can dim and a 
determination to hesten its coming 
which nothing can daunt. 

We pray that Thou wilt emancipate 
our souls from that low visibility which 
comes from self-se: and spiritual 
cowardice. Give us the guiding and sus- 
taining presence of the Holy Spirit, for 
we humbly confess that we are frequently 
so bewildered and we doubt our own best 
judement. 

When this Congress adjourns may all 
whom Thou hast entrusted with positions 


Ran 
King 








of le 


dership and service in the life of 


our Republic receive Thy benediction, 
“Well done, thou good and faithful serv- 
ant.” May the Christmas season | 

of blessedness because the Cl t « 


prophecy who became the Christ of h 
tory has become for ali of us the C 
xperience. In His name we pr% 
Amen. 
The 


x t 
yuu 


ol ¢€ 


Journal 
rday 


the proceedin 

and approved. 

ROM THE SENATE 

cm the Senate, by M 
islative clerk, announcs 

> recedes from its amend- 


(H. R. 3429) entitled “An 


was read 
MESSAGE I 

A message f! 
Frazier, its leg 
that the S 


m 


nate 
nt to the bill 


act to amend section 1 of an act en- 
titled ‘An act authorizing the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to employ engins 
and economists for consultation pur- 


poses on important reclamation work,’ 
approved February 28, 1929 (45 Sta 
1406). as amended by the act of April 


1940 (54 Stat. 148).” 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reporis of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagi 
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
emendments of the Senate to bills of the 
House of the following titles: 


99 
“ae, 


eCe- 


H.R. 2185. An act to authorize the &« - 
tary of the Interior, in carrying out the pur- 
poses of the act of May 18, 1916 (39 St 
137), to purchase logs, lumber, and other 
fc 


rest products; and 


I 
H.R 








5587. An act making appropriations 
to surply deficiencies in certain appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944 
and for prior fiscal years, and to provide 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
years ending June 320, 1945, and June 30, 1946, 
and for other purposes. 


DECLARATION OF RECESS OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be in or- 
der for the Speaker pro tempore to de- 
clare a recess at any time for the bal- 
ance of this week, subject to the call of 
the Chair 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, will opportunity 
be given Members to speak during the 
day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ample 
opportunity will be given all Members to 
speak. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
prefer an unanimous-consent request at 
this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As soon 
as the pending request is disposed of, 
the Chair will consider a request from 
the gentleman. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that upon conciusion 
of the legislative business for today, if 
any, and any other special orders, I may 
be permitted to proceed for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 


objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan? 
There was no objection. 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Sp r, c 
unanimous consent to extend mv re- 
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and 
to include therein an article 
rican Butter Review. 

> SPEAKER pro tempore. 
n to the request of the gent! 
from Nebraska? 


There was no object 


eaker T ask 





vo 
from th 





ion 
AVAILABILITY OF WORK S 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker,I ask ur 
mous consent to addres 


n 


Th was no objection. 
Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker, tl n = 
ing I received a letter from s n 


the industrial section from which I ¢ 
ng that no work shi! 

of dark material. This prom 
il] the Office of Civilian Requi1 
nd much to my surpri C 
that the case is entirely 
1m rial is being 1 1 
and Navy ily way, 
the Offi of Civilian Re- 
that 
ol ned for w 


Gi 


~~ 
> 


+} + urce 
less, that all suc! 
Army 
to 


quirements, 


by the 
according 
such material may bs 
rk shirts will be for the 
yernment to pay a subsid 
I learned further at that tir 
material for denim overalls is et 

hoy s and that before the early part 
of the next year is far along no such 
material will be available for civilian 
purposes. 


This is something that ought to be 
given attention for the reason that if 
more profitable contracts with the arms 
forces are being used by the manufactur- 
ers of this sort of material, where no 
mandatory orders are in effect, it appears 
as though the people on the home front 
are going to be seriously neglected. I 
would suggest that that be given prompt 
consideration and inasmuch as this is the 
last dey I shall appear here may I say 
in this connection that as serious as the 
circumstances portend themselves to be 
on the military front the destiny of this 
country and of the world almost will be 
settled in this body and in the body at 
the other end of the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp and in- 
clude an article by Walter Lippmann, 
American Women and Our Wounded 
Men, regarding the shortage cf nurses in 
the Army. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

WORLD WAR VETERANS’ LEGISLATION 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 1 minute, and to re- 
vise and extend my remarks, and include 
a letter from the American Legion. 





The 








Is there obj 
ne gentl 





ection to 


The 
. ewoman from 


SPEAKER. 
aquest of % 
Massachusetts? 
There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of M achusetts. Mr 
Speaker, in this letter the American Le- 
cs Me and the members of the 


gion tl 
mmittee on World War Vet- 





House C¢ 


erans’ Le tion for their splendid work 
in conn ion with the widows and or- 
phar il rhe committee worked very 


and nignt 


on the so-called G. I 


fy t m4 ne ¢ he snonsors 
t Ps Ss. ] Was one I the sponsor 
of 
s 
THE AME ant 
3 ae I if 
H H SE Re 
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. r ieee! ie 
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stalwart s of the 





a u if 

c t re : 
n 

for t 1S a 
that you ] - 
len 5 1 that 
is 1 nd that 
of your cor i toqu 
proof of the h } you ¢ 

k 

q irging your responsibility to the vet- 
erans of America. 


In the knowledge that your o1 





joy has been heightened by th wledg 
you have brightened the thousancs of Amer- 
ican homes in which the impact of World W 
No. 1 is still being felt, I cesire to ey s 
you, on behalf of the 2,000,000 members of 
the American Legion and its auxiliary, our 


deep thanks and our wishes for a happy h 
and a new year filled with the best 
contentment and prosperity. 
Sincerely 


cay 


Epwarp N. SCHEIBERLING, 
National Commander 

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my deep 
and personal regret that four Republi- 
can members of our committee will not 
be with us in the next session. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Bussey], the 
gentleman from Delaware [Mr. WILLEY], 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Jerrrey], 
the gentleman from Michigan I[Mr. 
BENNETT! will all be gone. They did 
yeoman service on that committee. The 
committee worked tremendously hard in 
trying to improve the American Legion 
bill of rights to make it workable. Many 
of these members worked day and night 
to do the best they could for the vet- 
erans of this war. We shall miss those 
men very much. I hope they will all be 
back with us again after 2 years. 

Mr. Speaker, when I sp 


members of 


the Committee on World 
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for 1 min nd to 1 i 
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debt s well as C - 
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the 1 dation « e debt. A 
ve é 1 e the ¢ t Y 
will drop 

Our f e tod ‘ n 
mal expen d n part 
to fear we will be cr 
£ ips tl be! tasa re 

I have given a ( l of 
to t} © } er t f ; ) 
remove ti pr 1 1 } 
I have come to the con } indi 
Vi al n of Ci } ( 
the prceblem if t wil 
place the financial } e bef peo- 
p h the 1 dec bh ke 
ruptcy if we do not repeal res of laws 
that require tremend ms to be ap- 
propriated, ci bene t 
groups are receiving and t l ¢ them 
whether they want the 1 repealed or 
face bankruptcy. I am not afraid of 
their answer 

Congress itself, by laws it h p ;.. 
has sold to various groups the idea th: 
they can get what they want | yring- 
ing pressure to bear. Some n ) 
I placed in the Recorp a list ng ¢ 
a billion dollars we are advancing in tl 
form of Federal aid durir 
fi l year. Once you pl f | 
popul r hand-out n- 
tll! 

It is not th ( 
has made them feel they a! ititled to 
fina ial benefi I m tne lL! iry. It 
1S &£ ng to el rd to ¢ I » | oi © 
! 0 far. Nor is it tl fa 








of ft Stat and subdivisions of the 
: t that they feel they are entitled to 
Fed l ce for projects too nu- 
I mel n 

Durir e last campaign we heard 
m ( st ! We were told 
the G nt had usurped the rights 


There was a demand that 


re n stoy I recall the meet- 

of 1 R iblican governors in my 
] ( St. Louis. Candida Dewey 

1B e there Read their res- 
oO ! They wanted no interference 
! ait n from what they termed 
the F 1 bureaucracy.” I pointed 
cut at the time Federal control resulted 
from Federal financial aid. I asserted 
if the ; would discontinue their de- 
mands for money from the Federal 
Tre iry the so-called Federal interfer- 
ence would disappear, but so long as they 


demand and 
eral aid it 


Congress 
ill be nece 


Fed- 
yovern- 


continues 
sary for 


ment bureaus to see that money is used 
for the purpose for which it was appro- 
priated. It is the regulations that gov- 


ern expenditure of the money allocated 
to States that results in so-called Fed- 
eral interference. Eliminate the Fed- 
eral aid and you eliminate the Federal 
interference. The big question is, Can 


it be done? I feel it can, but only by 
educating the people, with Congress it- 


lf taking 
taxpayers, 


the lead. The people, the 
must be shown they are the 
goats because this Federal aid is secured 
by taxing them. Therefore they must 
bring pressure to bear upon their State, 
county, and municipal officials to stop 
insisting on Federal aid. 
Chambers of commerce, boards of 
ade, and so forth, as well as civil or- 
anizations of all types will have to enter 
the picture. Their members must realize 
long they advocate and support 
Federal aid they must pay the bill 
through taxes. We must show them the 
only way Congress can get money is by 
taxing them. Also when it is a Federal 
grant based upon the, State matching 
the allocation the only way the States 
can get the money to match is by taxing 
them. Ask them if they are willing to 
pay the bill that will be levied both by 
the Federal Government and States. 
National, State, county, and city or- 
ganizations of every character are used 
as pressure groups to force their Con- 
gressmen and Senators to support Fed- 
eral hand-outs and they, too, must be 
educated. This will be no easy task be- 
cause theirs is what can be termed a 
selfish interest. In other words, they 
benefit directly from many Federal 
grants. The officials of these organiza- 
tions are paid and feel they must make 
a showin The members who are the 
taxpayers must be shown these repre- 
sentatives, in urging appropriations, are 
inviting the Federal and State Govern- 
ments to levy additional taxes to meet the 


ti 
g 


ra) a 


cost, and they are the ones who must 
pay. 

There will never be a more opportune 
time to start this educational program 


because the States are all in an excellent 


financial condition, far more able to as- 


sume the e responsibilities than the Fed- 
eral Treasury. 

Time and again we have heard the sug- 
gestion when a legislative committee re- 
ports new legislation that authorizes an 
propriation, the bill should be sent 
to the Ways and Means Committee, and 


an 
apy 


not until that committee found ways to 
raise the money necessary, could it be 
considered. That is a very debatable 
suggestion but no one would doubt but 


it would serve as a check against 
authorizations and appropriations. 

It is inconceivable that following the 
war we can reduce taxes and still spend 
more than we can collect. 


new 


The St. Louis Post-Dispatch last Sat- 
urday printed an article from the Kansas 


City Star, then commented editorially. 
Under the permission granted me I in- 
clude the article and editorial as part of 
my remarks. They follow: 

[From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch] 


SPEND OR SAVE Missour!I’s SURPLUS? 


(Next legislature must decide what should 
be done with the war windfall, says paper, 





as with other States, construction and main- 

tenance costs have declined here while tax 

receipts increased; New York is building post- 

war fund, and we are urged to follow suit.) 
(From the Kansas City Star) 

The next Missouri Legislature, like most 
of the other State legislatures, will soon have 
to make up its mind the same as millions 
of individuals. The question is what to do 
about the war surplus—spend it or save it 
for the post-war period? 

The people garnering the big war wages 
and profits are answering individuatly. Some 
are iding everything—others are laying 
by for the uncertain future. When it comes 
to the State governments it is the legislatures 
that have to decide. 

The same war that is piling up a fantastic 
Federal debt is making most of the States 
rich; or, at least, they feel rich. Business 
activity has increased the sales tax and other 
tax collections. War restrictions have forced 
them to forego part of the maintenance on 
State buildings and highways. New con- 
struction has ceased. 

MONEY IS PILING UP 

The money is, or should be, piling up as 
surpluses. The Council of State Govern- 
ments estimates the total of these State sur- 
pluses at $3,000,000,000 in addition to the 
$5,000,000,000 to their accounts for unemploy- 
ment compensation 

The preview of Missouri departmental 
budget requests shows that the department 


heads want to spend their own State’s surplus 


as fast as they can. Among them they are 
asking $36,500,000 more than they received 
for the last biennium. That’s the asking 


price, of course. 
the last word. 

The reasons for State saving for the dura- 
tion are as obvious as the case for a wage 
earner’s holding onto his war windfall. No- 
body Knows what big expenses Will come with 
the peace. 

For all the States’ rights talk among State 
officials, most of them look to the Federal 
Government for everything. One of these 
days they may be shocked to discover that 
Con has given them the right to pay 
their own bills, whether they like it or not. 

Around Capitol Hill in Washington you 
hear a lot of talk about what the States wil 
have to do in the post-war period. Many 
Congressmen reason that State treasuries 
will be a lot better able to pay their post- 
war debts than a Federal Government that 


The legislature will have 


ress 
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is two hundred and fifty to three hu 
billion dollars in debt. 
COULD BUILD STATE SURPLUS 
In wartime individuals 
put their money into War bonds inst¢ 


baubles. S& 


state govel 


are expected 


nments a ex} 
hold theirs as the first line of defense ; 
the uncertainties of the fu 

Henry F. Pringle, writing 
Eve = 








Post, reports that most State 

det ined to hold their war surplus I 
ly t year Governor Dewey, of New Y 
was able to get his legislature to put $1 
000,000 in a post-war reconstruction 
which has grown to one hundred and ei 
millions 

“This is not a normal plus,” he 
“It has come to us out of e hurricai 
war. We hold it only as trustees 


California has set up a special px 
reserve of $118,500,000. Many the 
pluses of smaller States are keeping thes 
proportion. 

Before the next Missouri Legislature « 
decide individual appropriations intelliger 
it will have to answer the main question « 
policy: Does it intend to save or spend 
war windfall? If it intends to get re 

| for the post-war years, it could well af 
| to follow the example of New York and C 
fornia up a post-war fund 
| sure the money doesn’t get away. 


of 


set and ma 


| [From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch] 
Post-Wark FUND FOR THE STATE 
A highway construction program to c 
| from ninety to one hundred million dolla: 
as envisaged by the Missouri State Highw 
Department, lends emphasis to the Kan 
City Star's proposal, reprinted in today 
Mirror of Public Opinion, of a post-war fu 
for the State, to be made up of savings dur- 
ing the war. Half of the road program, ac- 
cording to the dispatch from our Jeffé 
| City correspondent, would be financed by t 
State, while Uncle Sam would be expected t 
put up the rest 

Most State officials look to Washington f 
funds for everything, but, as the Kansas Cit 
paper suggests, many Congressmen are fi 
uring that State treasuries will come out 
the war in much better shape than the Fed- 
eral Government's, and may ask the Stat 
to pay their own bills 

The State’s post-war construction ne¢ 
will be tremendous, and a post-war ful 
would be of the greatest benefit to getting 
the work under way promptly and on a com- 
prehensive and substantial scale. Or the 
money might be kept as cash in the bank, 
backlog for unpredictable emergency. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD in two 
instances; in one to extend my remarks 
on the tobacco price ceiling and include 
an editorial from the Hartford Courant, 
and in the other to include a resolution 
adopted by the board of aldermen of the 
city of Hartford. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION FACILITY, 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro 
gentleman will state it. 
| Mr. RANKIN. I note there is on the 
| Speaker's desk the bill (S. 2185) to au- 


tempore. The 
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thorize the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs to transfer by auitclaim deed to 
city of Los Angeles, Calif., for fire- 
station purposes, the title to certain land 
located at Veterans Administration fa- 
cility, Los Angeles, Calif. I am wonder- 
ing if that bill, since it is on the Speaker's 
desk, has passed the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. RANKIN. It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, that this bill is necessary in or- 
der to enable the city of Los Angeles to 
provide fire facilities which are really 
necessary for the protection of veterans’ 
facility at Los Angeles: and while the 

entlewoman from Massachusetts [ Mrs. 
RoGERS! is present, if it is all right with 
her, as the ranking minority member of 
the Veterans’ Committee, I, as chairman 
of that committee, ask unanimous con- 
that this bill be taken from 
Speaker’s table and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Allow 
the Chair to suggest that the gentleman 
from Mississippi take the matter up with 
the minority leader as well as the ob- 
jectors on both sides. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr 
Speaker, I wonder if that matter could 
not be brought up a few minutes later so 
that we will have a right to discuss it 
with the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
centleman follow the suggestion of the 
Chair? 

Mr. RANKIN. That will be all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horrman} is 
recognized for 20 minutes. 


SMEAR CAMPAIGN AGAINST MEMBERS OF 
CONGRESS 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include certain news- 
paper articles and editorials. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker,I would 
like the attention of the Republican 
leaders who are on the floor. I notice 
the minority leader is not here, being 
unavoidably absent, but I see our assist- 
ant leader, the gentleman from Mich- 
igan (Mr. MicHener!}, is at hand, as 
well as some others who are so regarded. 
May I have their attention to these words 
that come from Michigan. They come 
from the editorial page of the Detroit 
Free Press, John S. Knight’s publication. 

You will remember that Mr. Knight 
has papers at Miami, Fla., at Akron, Ohio, 
and I think at Memphis, Tenn., as well 
as at Detroit. It is also my understand- 
ing that he has purchased a controlling 
interest in one of the Chicago publica- 
tions. This particular editorial is not 
signed by Mr. Knight. Presumably it is 
written by Mr. Malcolm W. Bingay, who 
has the Good Morning column in the 
adjoining space and who has on occasion 
given me some unjustified criticism 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
MICHENER!] does not live very far from 
Detroit. I should like to have him listen 


Lne 


It has. 


ent the 


to this because he and other Republican 
leaders of the House are being advi ed 
by the Detroit Free Press as to what the 
Republican Party should do. 

This is dated December 18 of this year. 
The caption is “No loyal opposition.’ 

Heretofore this paper has 
of headlines meaning “destructive criti 


and down through the nev 


had plenty 


cism, 


there has been many a critical refer- 
ence to sniping and discreditable prac- 


+ 


tices on the part of the Republican Mem- 
bers of this House when ventured 
to make constructive suggestions which, 
had they been adopted, would have reme- 
died some of the things of the 
Detroit Free Press been 
critical. 

To return to the editorial. I read: 
No loyal opposition—G. O. P. sleep 


I hope the gentlemen zet that. 
wish our minority leader 


the 


lil 


they 


which 
has recently 


I only 
was here, and 
gentleman from Indiana | Mr. HAL- 
LECK], chairman of our congressional 
committee. But I know their absence 
is unavoidable—that they are away on 
official business. 

I will read again: 

No wonder the Republican Party was de- 
feated in the last election There is now 
vealed in Washington the reason 


re- 


Of course, being here, none of us knew 
about that until the Detroit Free Press 
tells us. 


The party poss es no leadership with 
vision, courage, and the evangelical zeal of 
men flaming with righteous wrath in a fight 


for fundamental principles 

I am reading this, but I do not believe 
it. I know more than one Republican 
who is really burning up in his efforts to 
get the administration back on a sound, 
sensible foundation—though, no doubt, 
they cannot be characterized as recog- 
nized leaders. Iam reading you what the 
Detroit Free Press has to say about our 
leadcrship. 

Reading again: 

The party poss 
vision, courage, and n , i 
men flaming with righteous wrath in a fi 
for fundamental] principles 


Do not forget where that comes from, 
now. Not my words. That comes from 
the Detroit Free Press of December 18 
1944. 

I quote: 

Instead, its legislative leaders 
pusillanimous attitude of mind 
sociated with opportunistic politics. They 
trim and hesitate to investigate the scanda- 
lous charges made against the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States, and the affaire 
Corcoran with all its ramifications, touching 
upon the disposal of $100,000,000,000 worth 
of war material. 


present the 
always as- 


If any Republican had last year ven- 
tured to suggest that the Attorney Gen- 
eral, or any member of the Cabinet, or 
any Federal official appointed by the 
President be investigated or be im- 
peached that paper would have printed 
an extra issue damning him for it. I 
know because I tried constructive criti- 
cism; and that is all I got from the 
Detroit Free Press, that and abuse from 
one of its columnists. 
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There elex ? herefore 
they ! I itere Ther no imme- 
diate n sight Not r 10 \ sh 
there y been a b in si fe 
@ < ilue s of a Reé bi » ¢ res 
Practically every Republican from 


an who ventured to suggest that 
there was anything wrong with the New 
Deal back through the years has been 
li bout by this pap 


_ . 
column 


‘ 


Tt} ] y ; , 
L 1 Opposition In quotation 
rr 
€ as before, the party of mere oppor- 
A nM lia 
Yo are hibernatil I men 
Did you know that?— 
é 3 u i 
aid elepha is a a I Ww 
another makeshi camp 


That compares you to the hibernatin 


bear, which, having fattened up, craw] 
into a cave or a hollow tree, waiting foi 
the winter to pass, spring to come. So 
gentlemen, the D. F. P. says we have 
crawled into our holes, or at least the 
Republican leadership has crawled into 
a hole. 

That from the editor and the paper 
that did its utmost over a period of 6 or 


7? years to defeat every Republican can- 
didate who did not agree wholeheartedly 


with all of the silly, foolish notions that 
its editor thought he had in his mind. 

Wi fi ‘ e€ » be the attitud 
here 4 the I §1a elect iu 
1045 

"Ty ere 1s y ti ) } } { Vy ex} 

1 I c y t 
a } ressive Democra A nak 
aqemal 1 Cor t " € 
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Listen to this, you Republican leader 


oosevelt appoints two “lan 


President I 





di s” and a California high-pressure pr 
moter to the toard for the posal of 
’ ' rir ib 1 n f ‘ t te f le 
nm i 
nl 
} f the party of the oy sit ? 
Our Republican leaders roar like a dove 
Wil the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. MICHENER] our astute, profound, 
and most helpful Republican leader 
listen to these words from the Detroit 


Free Press, which too late discovered it 
was headed the wrong way; followed the 
New Deal, then with the other two NDe- 
troit papers tried to turn the tide in the 
right direction—and, alas, found it too 
late, because Detroit and Wayne County 
went overwhelmingly for the fourth- 
term candidate—a candidate the D. F. P 





had all too often followed blindly, fatu- 
ously, servilely—here are the words ad- 
dressed to the leaders of the Republican 


Party by the D. F. P. and the words are 
these: “Our Republican leaders roar 


like 
a dove.” 

Nothing more cle r paucit 
of pr ple and ‘ f to oppo! o 
ism 


There is the man whom the President 


to Engiand on a special 











































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































le came back 


pparently he set what he 
wanted or what he saw and heard did 
not suit hin Now he is telling Repub- 
lican e ought to criticize the adminis- 
trati 

Whe C e f ye ear oO 
n I ant } y of Link 
vil € fe be e ol n ! - 
ing | ‘ countr i f 
co! 

( e € r 1 nan less 

5 

The D. F. P. in this editorial gave some 
ad f The editcr wrote: 

It is the solemn high d of the minori 
Pp y t ( itte on » t cderelic I ( 
he I ( That should be its only 
| f ri € e in our chen - 
ernme 

I t re ‘ ef m the tc t 

That is a correct statement of the duty 


of a minority party but every time during 
the past 8 years that a House Republican 
has ventufed to criticize a New Deal pol- 
icy, or the head of the New Dealers, 
F. D. R., or to call attention to the Com- 
munists in the New Deal organization, 
or to the left wingers who held policy- 
making positions in the administration, 
he was castigated by the D. F. P. The 
D. F. P., like the dad of a dirty-faced kid, 
will permit no one to criticize the New 
Deal. It reserves that right for itself 
and now, seeing the folly of its course, 
the results of some New Deal policies, it- 
self turns adviser to those who then 
sought to accomplish what it now says 
should be done. 

When the devil was sick, the 
would be 
a salnt 


devil a saint 


l was well, the devil 


; when the devil 
was he 


That truly great reporter, Thomas L. 
Stokes almost daily in his articles in the 
Detroit Free Press—there is some good 
in the paper, according to its own ideas— 
“hands them information for investiga- 
tive leads almost on a silver platter. But 
they seem allergic to the fodder of 
truth.” 


Si invest 


ruellir 


ich 
hard, § 
fice 


igating requires desperately 
y work and courage, and sacri- 
and they have not the stomach fcr it. 


The editor is writing about Republi- 
cans, he was writing about all of us over 
here. No; I will take that back—he was 
writing about Republican leaders. 

They have defaulted in their rightful re- 
sponsibility as the party of the opposition. 
Hence we drift into a one-party 
that will mean 


That is from a newspaper, from the 
editorial department which only a few 
weeks before the last election sat as a 
worshipper at the feet of the indispensa- 
ble man. Now they come along when 
they see what a mess they have helped 
us to get into, when they realize or be- 
gin to realize what is happening to our 
country and its fighting men, when they 
know what is happening, and as was said 
in the other body yesterday, when they 
know what is happening to the Greeks, 
where as one of the Members of that body 
said, the Greeks were being shot down 
like dogs with guns and ammunition paid 
for by American dollars and transferred 
through lend-lease to those who are do- 


government 
the end of the democracy. 








ing the shooting—now this paper comes 
along and says that something should be 
done. But when here in this House some 
of us during the last 6 or 8 years, wanted 
to do something and raised our voices in 
an effort to bring about an investigation, 
when we criticized some of the things 
about which they now complain, when we 
offered remedial legislation, the print 
would hardly stand up under the burning 
words they used to describe us as pro- 
Hitler, as disloyal and as unpatriotic. 

This paper, apparently realizing the 
rocks toward which we are drifting, now 
editorially seeks to arouse Republican 
leadership in Congress to offer opposi- 
tion to New Deal wasting, bungling, and 
worse. But when some in the rear ranks 
of the Republican Party pointed out the 
danger into which we were drifting, its 
editor had a song with different words, 
set to other not so sweet music. 

Mr. Speaker, here are some of the 
things which John S. Knight, the pub- 
lisher of the D. F. P., put into an editorial 
which he wrote on May 17, 1942, and 
which, on May 28, 1942, were read by me 
to this House. You will find them in the 
CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorpD, on page 4729, of 
part 4, of volume 88, of the second session 
of the Seventy-seventh Congress. 

Let me read you some of the words of 
our mentor, who then, by his signed edi- 
torial, did so much to destroy the confi- 
dence of the people in their representa- 
tives. He wrote: 


( 


A Congressman is a man who played ball 
with the drys during prohibition, but never 
mi 1 an opportunity to sample his friends’ 
priv stock. A Congressman is a man who 
will drink your liquor all night. A Congress- 
man is a man who collects mileage from the 
Government for trips he never takes. 


I do not know anything about the 
drinking, but Knight joins the Ananias 
Club when he makes that statement 
about collecting mileage which is never 
traveled, and many an individual who 
lacks his means of information has re- 
peated that misstatement. 

Knight continues: 








A Congressman is a bumptious, slow-witted 
politician who depends upon smarter men 


to elect and reelect him, a small chip in 
the big international poker game now being 


played at Washington. He is susceptible to 
flattery, devoid of backbone, lacking in prin- 
ciple, short on ability. 


Aside from that, may I add he may be 
all right. 

He usually labors under the delusion that 
our Government exists chiefly to perpetuate 
him and his kind on the public pay roll. 
In brief, most Congressmen are a total waste 
of time, money, and effort. 


Is it any wonder that the average citi- 
zen, reading comments like that in a daily 
publication in a great city like Detroit, 
lacks confidence in the man he has al- 
ways respected, he has always supported, 
believed to be honest, courageous and 
patriotic? 

And that fellow’s dad, an older and a 
wiser Knight, was a distinguished Con- 
gressman, honored and respected by the 
people of his district and by the Mem- 
bers of Congress. 


By the action of some 200 of its Members 
who participated in an undignified scramble 
unlimited-ration cards, 


for the Seventy- 
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seventh Congress 
reputation one 


has 
of 


again 


the 


confirmed 
worst in his 


as 


When John S. Knight, the owner a: 
the publisher of several newspapers w 
hundreds of thousands of readers, } 
those sentiments into print, was 
preaching unity or disunity? 

The logical effect of his characteri: 
tion of Congress was to destroy 
people’s confidence in Congress. “Cor 
gressional bums” was the title of h 
song then. ‘Today he complains becaus¢ 
the Congress which he belittled, in h 
opinion now lacks courage. 

Well, Brother John, had you not abu 
the Members of Congress as you did som 
of us might now show more courag 
more independence, more of a dispositi 
to investigate, to criticize, to legislate. 

But let me read some more of John 
biliingsgate: 

“Bundles for Congress” and the X gasol 
rationing farce are but symbols of 
restricted collective mentality— 

I hope our leaders got that— 
and utter inability to sense the national te: 
per before hearing from the people ba 
home. A stupid, spineless, post-war Con- 
gress which yielded to the insistent deman 
of each selfish pressure group could very 
well throw this Nation into an economic 
tailspin from which there could be no recov 
ery under our present system of government 

Here is some more: 

The inept, spineless, Seventy-seventh Con- 
gress now assembled in Washington shoul 
be a direct challenge to every good citizen 
to see to it personally that the Seventy- 
eighth Congress will be a better one. 


Now get this one—here is a honey 
Johnny Knight wants to encourage Con- 
gressmen. He wants them to have self- 
respect, courage, independence. So h¢ 
hands out this one: 

CapaLle men have hesitated to run fo! 
Congress because it meant the absolut¢ 
subordination of their own ideals if the 
expected to be elected. For years upon en 
it has been traditional that no candidat 
for Congress, who hoped to be successful 
could afford to offend the farm bloc if he 
came from an agricultural area, or the labor 
vote if he hailed from an industrial district. 


Now listen to what Johnny writes as 
to what he thinks Congressmen do: 

Then he—a Congressman—has had t 
cater to the Townsendites, the wets and the 
drys, the old-age pension folks, the racial 
and religious groups, and at the same tim 
contrive to extract a few campaign contribu- 
tions from self-seeking industrialists and 
businessmen. 


And the industrialists and business- 
men are the folks who advertise in his 
paper and make his publications pos- 
sible. 

Yet John S. Knight, the great, great 
publisher and editor, charges that Con- 
gressmen—in days gone by at least, if 
not at present—were contriving to either 
force or bribe industrialists and busi- 
nessmen to support them. He slanders 
the memory of his Congressman father. 
He just damns every Congressman. If 
that man, on getting up in the morning, 
looked in the glass, he would awaken 
cussing himself. 

The foregoing quotations have been 
given you from John S. Knight’s edi- 
torial of May 17, 1942, so that you might 
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compare those statements with his - 
ent criticism of the Republican leaders 
of Congress. 


It is my hope that some d 


editors, columnists, and radio c 
tators who are so critical of the Members 


of Congress, who have so much to 
and to write of Congressn 
ability, of their lack of cou , of their 
indolence and laziness, their greed and 
their selfishness, some day do as I,in a 
letter sent to Mr. Knight about the time 
of the publication of that editorial, asked 
him to do. 

I asked him to be a candidate in that 
great district and come down here and 
give Congress an example of what a 
Congressman ought to be. His father 
years ago, represented an Ohio district 
for one term here in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the kid—well, the young 
man, or John S. Knight, I do not know 
how old he is, might with profit, go back 
and read, as I have read, some of the 
speeches which were made by his Dad, 
who apparently did not pass on to the 
kid the same degree of common sense. 
good judgment, discernment, and charity 
that the old gentleman possessed when 
he was here. Now, it is just too bad 
that statements like that editorial of 
May 17, 1942, are printed. 

I am not criticizing free speech, not 
at'all. My point is that we are all here 
ready and willing and anxious to get ad- 
vice—in fact I am all the time writing 
my folks at home asking them to suggest 
how I can be a better Congressman, in- 
tending to follow their directions and 
their judgment, and so be a better Con- 
gressman. While it is all right for the 
Detroit Free Press.and the editor to tell 
us what to do, I wish they would not get 
so badly confused about it. 

Having tried for 8 years, day in and 
day out, having often made a nuisance of 
myself on the floor trying to point out 
the faults and the shortcomings—yes, 
and the policies which I was satisfied 
would get us into war as well as into 
national bankruptcy, and having re- 
ceived aS a reward only the vilification 
and abuse of the Detroit Free Press, I 
wish that man Knight would try to fol- 
low some consistent course and not be 
like the weathervane on granddad’s 
barn, which every time the wind blew 
shifted its position. The difference is 
that the weathervane used to tell which 
Girection the wind was coming from, but 
you cannot tell anything from this news- 
paper’s editorials as to what public pol- 
icy it advocates except its policy of the 
moment—of that day. All you can learn 
from the editorials is the state of diges- 
tion or indigestion of the author on that 
particular day, perhaps what he had for 
breakfast before he wrote his editorial. 
They have blown hot and they have 
blown cold; they are ugly and vicious or 
commendatory as the spirit or the 
stomach, rather, and its reaction hap- 
pen to affect what is called the brain as 
they sit down to write the current day’s 
piece. 

I am looking for advice. I would like 
to be consistent. I have been accused of 
being a Hitlerite because I opposed our 
entrance into the war and the policies I 
thought would get us into war. I see 


Say 


lack fF 
iACK Ol 














before me the gentleman from M - 
sippi. Many a long earnest conversa i 


did we have prior to our 


the war about this very subject of stay- 
ing out; and I k no man on ¢ 

siace who tried harde! Keep u of 
war than the gentleman from Mississippi 


(Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Ye 
unanimous consent for 5 more mini 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempcre. The gen- 
tleman must submit his unanimous-con- 
sent request. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is what I desire 
to do now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection the gentleman from Michigan 
may proceed for 5 additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that my interest 
was to keep the entire world out of what 
I thought would be a world conflagration. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. That is right; that is 
e way I understood the gentleman. 

Mr. RANKIN. I did not hesitate to go 
to the very highest authority. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. And many an evening 
have I walked around the Supreme Court 
Building with the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi exchanging views about it, listen- 
ing to his predictions, most of which have 
come true. 

Mr. RANKIN. I discussed this matter 
with the highest authority in America 
because I hoped something might be done 
in 1939 which would prevent the outbreak 
of a world war. We are in that war now 
and I regret to see that some of our allies 
are quarreling over boundaries. We are 
in the midst of the most serious phase of 
the greatest conflict of all time, and I for 
one want to do everything possible to 
back our men up and encourage them. I 
hope the leaders of the foreign nations 
will quit quarreling about boundaries and 
help end this war before it is too late. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I join 
the gentleman in that hope. I know th 
he was honest, I know that he was sin- 
cere, I know he was disturbed, deeply dis- 
turbed because of what he saw coming, 
and I know that not only on the floor but 
at other places and to other men here in 
Washington he expressed his fears many 
many times and earnestly and persist- 


th 


ently tried so to act and to induce ot 
to act so as to prevent this war involvin 
us, but he was unsuccessful. He was not 
criticized very much, as were some on the 
Republican side like cour friend the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Day], and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ISH], about whom some people have 
had so much to say. Now that I men- 
tioned his name, I would like to say 
that, as far as I am concerned, and I 
know that feeling is almost universal 
on both sides even though some of the 
Members do not dare open their mouths 
to say it because of what they know they 
will catch if they do—I know that the 
Representative from the Twenty-sixth 
District of New York (Mr. FisH] is just 
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( : t New D vas n 
ao 1 a t a 
Ik cnew | 
C Y I ( ia 
¢ 1 til during tl ( iign be- 
c it \ I did not collabor 
Why didn’t 3 “Ww you work- 
f Hitler? and all those foolish 
q I I have ; vanted, I now 
will, collaborate for world peace. After 
the election was over I invited those who 
had opposed me in the press, the P. A. C. 
representatives who spread as propa- 
ganda some of the most damnable lies 
and false charges that ever could be put 
in words—I invited them all to meet me. 


I told them that I was going to give 
them the answers and wanted them to 
come down to the Hotel Vincent, the 
Rose Room, as my guests not to have a 
dinner but just to have coffee and dough- 
nuts, to come and meet me face to face, 
to tell me wherein I had been wrong, 
where I had made mistake ind that I 
would give them the answers to these 
charges. I will try to answer them, I 
stated, I will try to explain. Did they 
come? They did not come. They did 
not want to hear the answers. I had 
promised to trv them courteously, to 
I kind, to be generous and not be 
offensive. I know they believed me when 


tatements, but still they 





I made those 
did not t to come because the mere 
answering of the questior we i have 
shown their lack of knowledge of what 
had been happening of the issues they 
raised during the campaign 

Far be it from me to give you my views 
of that meeting. From the next day’s 


sue of the News-Palladium at 


l Benton 
ar here the meeting 


Harbor, whe was held, I 
insert the I 





news story and from ibse- 
quent issue an editorial from the pub- 
lisher who sometimes thinks I am a good 
Representative and who sometimes is not 
quite sure. The news story and the edi- 
torial follow: 
{From the Be: H r (} N - 
Pp 
n G Ss io Pp A b r 
NG, A ( 3 
Ther js tes : 
Main d Sixth 
Up i en f \ f 
the H l Vi ( ‘ CLaRE fF 
HOFFMAN, ¥ , 
a fa 25 . if ( 
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C I i iv , 
fired que ! end, 
at s doughnuts and drank h 1 
ey I hn 
Mr. HorrMaNn 4 z 
sess] He ¢ f 3 
ferred ¢ + i I to 
e d cor n 
B ! foe ( f were 
there, ti i provocative 
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The C f the profe I for Dr 
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ry) y matro} with children clinging 

their Mrs. Do Orlaskey, 
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iy i 
; I back 
nd there 1 on men, 
C. I. O. ladi« f New Buffalo, 
V made inking God for 
HoFrrMAsN, t ing to vote 
I I l from now, 
I meet N and there 
X no pan} one hot ex- 
ch e of reument betwee a newspaper 
rep er and the Congressm 
Per ps f etting that reporter are ale 
W to be seen but never heard, Don Carl- 
n, of Niles, put in a question t was about 
the F. E. P. C.—the Fair Employment Prac- 
tic Ccmmiuttee and Act 
Was Mr. HorrMan in favor of ) 
He w d he wasn't, said M HOFFMAN 
He wasn’t in favor of it, he said, unle such 
law provided for the submission of con- 
to the courts. Carlson i1 ted on 
a Mr. HOFFMAN out on the issue and a 
15-minute colloquy ensued in which the Con- 
essmat I d pressure was obviously ris- 
I T} udience, too, med to grow im- 
pat t with the verbal exchange between 
the two, but the Fourth Estate i stubbornly 
pe! ted in trying to find out w her Mr 
Hi n t ved in the fair employment 
pra pi l 
FROM THE SU} wow! 
At t ! n exasperated spectator 
yelled t] reporter 
d up and let’s look at yuh!” 
Brother Carison, young, pale, and thin, 
tood up 
“Where are you from?” somebody yelled 
“From the Sun,” calmly replied cribe 
“2 Chi » Sun?”, roared Congressman 
H IAN, glowering and glari 
Phat 1 Su chorused a dozen from 
th udien¢ 
Brother Carlson might have landed in the 
lley if brother newsman hadn’f explained 
» the me ng that Carlson wv from Niles 
ire} ented the Niles Star He explained 
hat he had said by mistake 
The ex nent died dow and Carlson 
wn pered t ac jlleague at the pre S table. 
“Gosh, I v only trying to develop the sub- 
ject from sademic angle.” 
A angles at a HorrmMan meeting 
ex ve was the whispered advice in 
rep 
A F 


there— 





A. S. Linder w, Mr 
Linde d had ing to 
I e Mr. H dinner 
he (Lindente at the 
Wh mb. I he p iz and 
10 mit was en ed in a question- 

d-al duel with HorrMan that involved 
free t J enfeld’s poi was that if we 
had f with all the \ d most of our 
econ t Ss would « il€ 

H AN €X] ed viols and the 
audier ‘ i ¥ i positive 
( t N I I elc tree- 
trade 
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PLEADS FOR FARM-LABOR UNITY 
Fruit grower Boyd read a brief speech 
pleading for farm and labor unity and neigh- 
bor] 
Te nutes later Mr. HOFFMAN was scorch- 
I d y of the Supreme Court that per- 
I ym teamsters in the big cities to 
] e down farmers when they brought their 
to the city’s corporation limits 


ves back to your belly, as I said,” 


comm ed Mr. Boyd. The audience howled 
Representative Preston wanted to know 
t v back of about $9,000,000.000 in 
it the Government had issued in the 

‘ fe y ir 
Mr. HorrMan cocked his head tu one side, 
in bantam rooster fashion, and just azed, 
for second or two, at the St. Joseph legis- 


The crowd got another good laugh 





HOFFMAN Said he was for the unions and 
had tried to help them, but he denounced 
labor racketeers and leaders, charging that 
ome unions had not held an election for 30 
ye 


the mids 


ection of the audi- 





had a free election in our union.” 
What union cried Mr. HorrMan 
O. No. 210, Industrial Rubber,” 
tly replied 





the 


Good. I'm glad to hear it,” he answered, 
the crowd applauding. 
NO, NO, NO,” CRIES THE AUDIENCE 
“Do you want me to vote for all these fool 


tions?’ sked HOFFMAN, along to- 





end. 
», no, no!” y 


Ward ne 


Med the audience 





Phen he talked about Mrs. Dilling 

I never saw her but three times,” he said, 

nd goodness knows, I never said a word to 
her She talked all the time.” 

iH N said he would never vote for any 
Leé e of nations set-up that gave one man 
on the supreme council of the league the 
power to plunge this country into war. 
crowd applauded and it applauded again 
v n } said that he would never vote for 
any extension of the President's wartime 


they provided for prosecuticn, trial 








d } ishment by bureaucrats without ap- 
peal tot courts. 

A the crowd applauded 

HOPES TO DO BETTER 
And so the questions and answers rolled 
a happy, old fashioned town meet- 
ai 4 sill, 
veral times HorrMan called for C. I. O. 
suggestions and criticism but none came. 

Finally he said: 

“Well, folks, thanks for coming out, I 
didn’t expect so many. I hope to be a better 
Co essman, but God knows I can’t please 
everybody Then he invited them to coffee 

nd ¢ hnuts and most everybody closed in 
on 1 serving table. 

Some stayed until almost midnight. 


[From the Benton Harbor (Mich.) News- 
Palladium | 
Mr. HOFFMAN DOESN'T Meret His Critics 
No one can say that Congressman Horr- 
MAN ( not give his critics a chance to come 
forw and tell him what they thought he 








when he gets ba 
mself wide open 


tions at his “* 


should do 


He left h 


k tc 
for 


panning session” 


Washington. 


some con- 

















evening but instead he got most- 

s and applause. It was like an old 

e} fair, or a New England town 

meeting, with everybody happy and nobody 

willing to plot a pattern of official conduct 
for e Allegan gentleman. 

Oo usl nobody can tell Mr. HorrmMan 
what he uld do in the next Congress or 
how he should vote, for nobody knows ex- 
ctly w matters of legislation will be 
con up. There is much talk about poste 
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war questions and issues but few detail 
just how all the discussions on matter 
post-war interest will reach Congress 
shape of concrete legislation 

Mr. HorrMan told h ‘panning” au 
that he hoped to make a better Congre 
adding “but I can’t please everybody.” ‘1T 
too, is quite obvious, for if he votes for all 
Treasury grabs that will be tossed int 
legislative hopper at Washington he 





nply be voting to bankrupt the coun 
ry Congressman and every Senator i 
nst the same thing—and has been ¢ 
Since the New Deal was born. On this i 
re supporting Mr. HOFFMAN and all ot! 
>mbers Congress. Either the reckle 
spending and extravagant operations of 
Federal Government have got to be shar; 
curtailed or the net results are going to 
disastrous. Taxing to spend and spending ' 
tax can go on for a time, as it has, but t 

a limit to the financial endurance of the 
country. Already the Government is fizht- 
ing inflation under the guise of wartime 
necessity. Heavy Federal taxation is alre 
slowing down business operations and d 
couraging investment capital. If this 
tinues all the super-duper promises of p 
ducing 60,000,000 jobs will be just so mu 
idle campaign oratory. 

Mr. HOFFMAN he will never vote t 
invest American authority to go to war 
one man on a supreme council of the new 
league or whatever it is will be up 
maintain the peace and discourage new Hit- 
lers and Hirohitos. As a matter of fact, | 
will never have any chance to vote on such 
question because it’s the Senate 
United States, and not the House, that vot 
on such questions, except, of course, whe 











of 





her 


C - 


says 





set 


of +) 





the President asks Congress to declare wa! 
This is the isolationist viewpoint, and if 
can't be compromised or resolved by the 





Senate, we'll be right back to where we were 
after the last war—with no guaranties tl 
in another generation our boys won't | 
fighting and dying cverseas ag not! 
world war. This world can't stand anoth 
war—at least the white world can't Out 


the military victory that is now in the mak- 
ing over our enemies there must be set up 
some machinery that will at least try ar 


prevent another holocaust—and back of th 






machinery must be the weight and authorit; 
and power of military force. You can't crach 
down on a Hitler with soft words and idle 
gestures. Munich is the monument of this 
folly—and the curtain raiser to the thou- 


sands of crosses that dot the eternal rendez- 
vous of American boys far, far from home 








Mr. HorrMAN hinted that he was going to 
discourage the nit-wits and the political 
racketeers that seem in past years to h 
gravitated to his company and office 





hope so. Demagogs beget demagoguery— 
nd neither has any place in the American 
pattern democracy. The Nation today 
needs a rebirth of unity and cooperation; 
men in public piace, as Mr. HorrMan 
should discourage Black Shirts and White 
Shirts and Kluxers, rabble rousers, parlor 
pinks, and Communists. this war all 
Europe may well be under a spell of commu- 
nism. Almost alone, America may be the last 
refuge of democratic ideals and institutions 
They boys who are fighting and winning the 


of 


1s 


After 


war for us expect us to do one thing above 
all others—Keep America safe and secure 
from the termites of dissolution and trea- 
scn. Those who spread racial and religious 
poison, as well as political racketeers, like 





Smith, the 


HorrMaNn 


Gerald do nothing 
common weal and welfare. 
knows all this without 


to promote 


Mr. 


ut being told We want 
him to march with forward-looking Ameri- 
cans—and in the vanguard—that the Union 
we love and cherish so dearly may never 
perish from this earth. 


ryone in town did not come to the 
so I asked those who did not 
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show up in person to write me and tell 

ne how to cooperate and what I should 

do. I received probably 10 or 15 letters 

n the last couple of weeks telling me to 

| ire now, Mr. HOFFMAN, and cooperate 

with our allies. I have replied and said, 

“T sure want to.” I always thought that 

cooperation meant that the other fellow 

iid come along, not half-way but at 
least part way. I told them in my an- 
swer to their letters, “Now, while I am 
oing along with you and, while I am 
ying to cooperate as you suggest, let me 

- you whether in this particular situa- 
tion now before us, do you want me to 
cooperate with the Greeks who, with the 
British, are shooting down other Greeks 
or do you want me to cooperate with the 
Greeks who are standing alone shooting 
down British and other Greeks?” I have 
not yet received an answer. Listening to 
the debate in the Senate yesterday, I 
learned that others were not clear as to 
the course we should follow. 

I do not know who is right or who is 
wrong. I know about as much as the 
average Congressman as to what is hap- 
pening over there, what really is hap- 
pening over there, and if there is anyone 
in this House or anyone else who chances 
to read the Recorp who really has the 
low-down on what is happening abroad, 
I hope they will call me or write me a 
letter and set me right so I can get my 
feet on the straight and narrow road. 

The same thing is true as to what is 
happening over in Poland. This Detroit 
Free Press printed the Atlantic Charter 
and what it meant. They stated it was 
the one thing we could follow as a guide 
which would establish after the war was 
over a universal and enduring peace. 
Then a little while ago they came along 
and stated that the Atlantic Charter was 
all out the window and did not mean 
anything at all. I hope that the great 
John S. Knight and Mr. Bengay, who is 
a fine old gentleman, just about my age, 
probably in about my mental condition, 
will take time off and write a consistent, 
straight-forward article telling a poor 
dumb Congressman whose heart is all 
right, no matter what his brain condi- 
tion may be, what he ought to do and 
give me something on which to base 
loyal opposition and constructive criti- 
cism which will aid the Republican lead- 
ership and the rear-rank Republicans in 
becoming and continuing to be a cour- 
ageous, constructive minority party dur- 
ing the coming session. 

AUTHORIZING ADMINISTRATOR OF VET- 
ERANS’ AFFAIRS TO TRANSFER CER- 
TAIN LAND LOCATED AT VETERANS 
ADMINISTRATION FACILITY, LOS AN- 
GELES, CALIF. 


Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I renew 
my request to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. 2185) to authorize the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to 
transfer by quitclaim deed to the city of 
Los Angeles, Calif., tor fire-station pur- 
poses, the title to certain land located at 


Veterans Administration facility, Los 
Angeles, Calif., and its immediate con- 
sideration. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 
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and asked that it be px ; so there can 
b ge terriadiget sed gprs It is a 
transfer of property that belongs to the 
Veterans Administration to be used as a 
site for a fil tion for their protection. 


Mr. R ANKIN. General Hines sent 
this bill to both Senator Grorce, chair- 
man of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, and to me as chairman of the 
Committee on W rld War Veterans’ 
Legislation. lIintroduced the bill on No- 
vember 16, and Senator GEorGcE intro- 
Guced it the same day. The House bill 
I introduced, H. R. 5471, is identical with 
the Senate bill. It permits them to 
transfer part of this property adjacent 
to the veterans’ facility in order that the 

ity of Los Angeles may provide more 
ample fire protection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And 
it certainly is very much needed. Gen- 
eral Hines has always been extremely 
careful in any request of this kind he has 
made to the Congress, 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. It is very neces- 
sary, General Hines thinks, for the pro- 
tection of the veterans in the hospital 
there at Los Angeles. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re- 
serving the right to object, I do not like 
these bills coming up at this time when 
it has been understood no controversial 
matters will be considered. This bil 
came up in November. 

Mr. RANKIN. It did not come up in 
November. It was introduced in No- 
vember. 

Mr. MICHENER. It was introduced in 
the House in November. That is just the 
point I am making. It did not come up. 

Mr. RANKIN. No. 

Mr. MICHENER. Was it given com- 
mittee consideration? 

Mr. RANKIN. No. 

Mr. MICHENER. It never has had 
committee consideration at all? 

Mr. RANKIN. No. It was considered 
by the Finance Committee in the Senate, 
and the Senate passed it unanimously. 

Mr. MICHENER. A lot of things pass 
the Senate unanimously to which the 
gentleman from Mississippi would not 
want to agree. 

Mr. RANKIN. The facts are stated in 
the face of the bill. I may say to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan that I consulted 
the ranking minority member of the com- 
mittee, and, so far as I am concerned and 
so far as she is concerned, we can see no 
objection whatsoever. The truth of the 
matter is that it would be greatly in the 
interest of the protection of the veterans’ 
facility at Los Angeles. 

Mr. MICHENER. But here is a bill that 
was introduced, and it lays in committee 
for weeks, and then, in the closing days 
of the Congress, unanimous consent is 
asked to pass the bill without a com- 
mittee report or committee considera- 
tion, simply because two members of the 
committee feel that General Hines, when 
he sent it up last November, had a feeling 
that the committee would consider it. I 
do not like to object. Is the Member 
from California who represents the dis- 
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trict to be affected by this legislation 
pre } has he been ¢ ilted? 

M RANKI IN. N I } e 7 ¢ - 
sulted an yr Mer r from Calif i 

x . rt ; Ty 

{r. MIC -HENER. I dor k, M 
Speake » ought to establish a } - 
dent p g bills in this wa 

Mr. RANKIN. I w v t ren- 
t n from Micl t $ i 
v I he b this s 1 < 
C res If a fire ( t i 
t} : Ss al } Y iT 1 \ 
R mn ft ow t} t ? Kit 
m rity memb of i 
the ¢ rman are not 1 s f t 

Mr. MICHENER. M Sp ! ir- 
t} y rvin +} y tn oh ( f the 
gent n’'s ( y e } h 7 ? S 
em zency Dll, protectin the lives ol 
these men, in his committee from No- 
vember 7th and has not said or done 
anything about it, and then comes in 
here just before we adjourn when it 
wnaereeod Sy t th ill be no busir 5 
an ieee to aes eee it does not 
seem to me that he was impressed with 
the sericusness of the situation or he and 
his committee certainly would hav 


given it attention 

os RANKIN. The Senate passed the 
= and I am merely asking that the 
use approve it. If we send it tot 
committee it will have to ¢ ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objec- 
tion is heard. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 
. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the Hi 
for 10 minutes 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
objection to the request of 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speak 
had numerous calls at — 
from the Senate side ant ae e side 
regarding the river ae g terse bill 
now pending in the Senate. I have been 
told over the telephone that I am block- 
ing the passage of the river and harbor 
bill. 


I want to inform the House that such 


tr 


the gentleman 





a statement is false. The river and 
harbor bill passed the House b 

we recessed early in the summer. My 
amendm t, known as the _ Elliott 
am endment, was accepted by the full 


Comanities on Rivers and Harbors, and 
was offered on the floor by the chairman 


as a committee amendment. There has 
been no secret about this. It ! 

been out in the open, and for my | I 
c emy A at no time . 2 I th 

I am goir to te it { 1 of t 
Sit won > I . i I ame ( 

invi no m wh It 
offered to the 1 I i | Oo! ll - 
caus x germane, owing to the fact 
that the Central Valley water project 
originated from the Comm t nR 
and Harb rs and has b under con- 
struction for several years. To date the 
Secretary of t Interior, Mr. Ickes, has 
made no attempt to ve the problem 
of th reage limitation that he knew 
sooner or later would have to be adjusted 
one way or the other be e the project 


would be workable. All he has done is 








1 ( ( irs of e tax- 
} h men that depart- 
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M1 } I pl ( the same 
! it that i this Hoi and 
I e( Sei nd wa ned by the 
Pre ent « the United States on the 
B Pho on project in Colorado 
P ( ( in re i pa ed 
for pre in tl tate of Nevada, 
h 1 ‘ ai i vote in the 
Ho dissenting vote in the Sen- 
te. But when I put in practically the 
same or was accepted by the 
House, I told that the Secretary of 
the Int he will object and the 
President will not sign the river and 
harbor bill if the Senate accep 


The provision went from the House to 
he Senate. The Senate took the amend- 
ment out of the bill. In conference the 
Senate and House agreed and Members 


of the Senat igned the con- 
went back to the Sen- 
ted to on the floor of 
the Sen . It came back to the House 
here and unanimous consent was asked 
to reopen the negotiations and send the 
matter to conference, and I objected. So 
it went back to the Senate, and it is in 
the taps the Senators and not in the 
House of Representatives. For my part, 
they can vote it up or down as they 
see fit. 

They put out the suggestion that the 
President will veto the bill. The Presi- 
dent has made no statement in writing, 
as far as I can find out, neither has he 


‘and House s 
ference rt. It 


ate and was objec 


rep 


Ol 


made an oral statement that he will not 
sign the bill if it is passed by the Sen- 
ate. So it not up to me and it is not 
my fault that you have no river and 


harbor bill; it is the fault of two or three 
Senators who are objecting in the Sen- 
and using the story that the Presi- 
dent will veto the bill, when nobody 
knows whether or not he will veto it. 
Mr. Speaker, on November 15, 16, and 
17 in Denver, Colo., the representatives 
of 17 Western States passed a resolution, 
and it will be found on page A4825 of the 
Appendix of the Recorp. I am going to 
read the latter part of this resolution: 


ate 





Resolve That the National Reclamation 
A cia h urges the immediate enactment 
of the so-called Elliott amendment to H. R 
3961 exempting. the Central Valley project 
from the excess-land provisions of the Rec- 
lamation Act as well as legislation so af- 
fecting ¢ er like projects in order that this 
project 1 secure the relief it requires 
without being delayed until general legis- 
lation 1 y be enacted. 


Seventeen Western States were all in 
accord that this amendment should be 
accepted in order that the projects in 
the Western States that are irrigation 
projects might be workable. 

We find one man, a department man, 
who is spending most of his time with his 
engineers in trying to block this project, 


| 
' 


rather than going ahead and doing what 
he can to make it possible for it to be 
workabl 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 


gentleman yield? 
. ELLIOTT. 


I yield to the gentle- 

I from Iowa. 
Mr. JENSEN. wonder if the gentle- 
man 1 not expiain the provisions of 
his amendment so that it will appear in 


the REco! 
what his a 


Dp and all of us then may know 
mendment does provide. It is 


a very important amendment, and I am 
sure Members and the people of the 
cour y generally would like to know 
definitely just what the amendment pro- 
vide 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The reclamation law 


of 1902 was passed when a lot of land was 


owned by the Federal Government, and 
it contained a 160-acre limitation. This 
means that the Secretary of the Interior 


can determine the size farm for which 
an individual can receive or purchase 
water under the Reclamation Ac He 
can limit the size of farm one might have 
from 10 acres up to 160 acres. My 
amendment lifts that limitation, making 


it possible that one having more than 
160 acres might be able to become a 
m of the water district and Secure 
water under the Central Valley project. 

Mr. JENSEN. This land is not Gov- 
ernment land? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. It is not Government 
land. It has been on the tax roll from 
50 to 75 years. Only 10 percent of the 
water needed is what the farmers are 
asking for at the present time. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. 
the gentleman 
CARTER |. 

Mr. CARTER. Is it not true that at 
least a portion of this water supply 
which they desire to replenish there is to 
be replenished by underground or perco- 
lating water? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. 


mber 


I vield to my colleague 
from California [Mr. 


Mr. CARTER. If that is the case, if a 
man owns more than 160 acres and de- 
clines to come into the water district, are 


not his wells going to be replenished by 
the underground percolating water just 
the same as the man who owns a smaller 
farm and pays for the water and does 
come into the water district? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is correct. In 
other words, as the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia {Mr. Carter] stated, a man who 
might have 200 acres of land, and who 
under this provision of the present law, 
would be prevented from coming into the 
water district, can sit there with his acre- 
age and all the rest of the farmers 
around him would be members of the 
water district and they would pay for the 
water and then the underground water 
would seep into his area and with his 
pumping system he can pump that water 
out and not pay 5 cents for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). 
The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks and 
include therein an editorial, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is t} 
objection to the request of the gent] 
from Minnesota? 
There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOt 
The 


SPEAKER pro tempore, |} 
what purpose does the gentleman f; 
Michigan rise? 


Mr. HOFFMAN. ! 
one else is going to address the Hou 
mnder a special order, I ask for unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 5 additior 
minutes to put into the Recorp or to1 
to some of my colleagues who are h 
some of the things the gentleman i 
about Congress. I have those statemen 
before me now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is ¢t] 
objection to the request of the gentl 
from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. I. OGERS of Massachusetts. M 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ac 
dress the House for 5 minutes after 
gentleman from Michigan has consum 
his 5 minutes. 

"he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unde: 
the previous order of the House the gen- 
tlewoman from Massachusetts {Mi 
Rocers] is recognized for 5 minute 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION—NURSES 

AND DIETITIANS 


Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
vise and extend my remarks and include 
therein a letter from the Assistant Secre- 
tary of War, Mr. McCloy, with regard t 
the shortage of nurses in the Army Nurs- 
ing Corps. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
following is a letter from Dr. Charles M. 
Griffith, Medical Director of the Veter- 
ans Administration, transmitting a re- 
port on the Veterans Administration re- 
habilitation program: 


Mr. Speaker, if 


DECEMBER 7, 1944. 
Hon. EDITH NourRSE ROGERS, 
New House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

My Dear Mrs. Rocers: In compliance with 
your request there is attached a report on 
the Veterans Administration rehabilitati 
program. 

This report covers the physical and menta 
rehabilitation of the disabled veterans in our 
hospitals. 

It is hoped that this report will give you 
the desired information on the subject. 

Very truly yours, 
CuHaAS. M. GRIFFITH 
Medical Director. 
| Enclosure. ] 
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION REHABILITATION 
PROGRAM 

The physical and mental rehabilitation of 
disabled ex-members of the armed forces is 
the problem of the Veterans Administration. 
The execution of the plan for rehabilitation 
of disabled veterans during this wartime pe- 
riod and in the post-war period to follow is 
a tremendous undertaking. 

Many years of experience in the treatment 
of disabled veterans of World War No. 1, and 
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f ties for bedside and ward 
mit er most forms of tre 

Centers have been established in certain 
Ge ited fa i] tl i jitals), ¥ ere nye- 
drotherapy in all fe is iministere l= 
chy g mineral baths and p s e 
treatments are proviced for s ed t 
of patients, particularly tl > sufferir 
chronic arthritis A tre f ? 
( bled vetera! t been in of 

ne time at the famous spa at Sara 
Springs, N. Y., and the facility at B Pine 
Fla., where the natural resour f ocean 
bathing, air and f el ed ¢ 
valueble means for the tre ment of |} ( 
and joint disabilities 

A program is now being further developed in 

elected number of hospitals for the treat- 
mt and management of amputation Cases 
of veterans of to be de - 


World War No. 2 
amputat 2 
set up to render 
for amputees as follows: Further 
surgery, if indicated, to 
weight bearing stump; nece 
therapy treatment for harde: 
ing of amputation stump; therapeutic cor 
rective exercises for restoration of normal 
motion prior to the fitting of a permanent 
artificial limb; supplying and fitting the 
artificial limb; and finally, giving the proper 
training in the use of the limb. These cen- 
ters will have a physician in charge who is 
thoroughly trained and competent to handle 
all necessary amputation surgery and in the 
fitting and adjustment of artificial limbs. 
Occupational therapy has been further de- 
veloped and expanded and there are depart- 
ments now in operation in 54 veterans’ hos- 
pitals. These departments are in all of the 
neuropsychiatric and tuberculosis and in 
some of the larger medical and surgical hos- 
pitals where occupational therapy is needed 
part of the medical rehabilitation 
gram. Occupational therapy activities are 
closely correlated with physical therapy to 
assist in overcoming physical handicaps and 
when indicated prescribed to prevent 
boredom and weariness. All projects are pre- 
scribed only after careful consideration has 
been given to the interests and aptitudes 
of the patients and their physical, mental, 
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and emotional conditions. In neuropsychia- 
tric facilities some of the occupational ther- 
apy projects are of the industrial types, but 
in no instances are these occupational as- 


signments considered to be work. 


All these 
assignments are based on i 


medical 


indica 


tions and cover a number of projects such 
as, making furniture and articles which are 
useful to the hospital, fabrication and re- 
pair of mattress covers, aprons, pajamas, 
brushes, brooms, tub hnammocks, covers 
for continuous flow tubs and many other 
incidental repairs necessa: ainte- 






y tor m 


nance. Occupational therapy activit for 
the more severely injured should begin at 
the bedside and later continued in the 
curative workshops. In the neuropsy- 
chiatric hospitais habit training, arts and 
crafts, group therapy, trades and industries 
are stressed and there is no doubt that the 
employment of these various projects for 


the mentally ill patients is one of the most 
beneficial 


treatment measures. The out- 
door activities such as agriculture, horti- 
culture, and poultry have:+been especially 


acceptable and helpful. Occupational ther- 
apy is always prescribed by the physician 
in charge of the case and is supervised by 
the physician in charge of the physical med- 
icine department, who is designated as a 
reconstruction officer.- The assigned activi- 
ties are administered under the instruction 
and direction of qualified occupational 
therapy aides. 

The physical exercise program is under a 
physical director who supervises the physical 















exer 

facilities. These ctivities ¢ being ex- 
ps ed and a uniform physical therapeutic 
exercise program is being set up for the men- 
tally patients cf World War No. 2. A cen- 


ter in one of the larger neuropsychiatric 

















h als h been selected for instructing, 
te ing nd training newly appointed 
physical directors and for giving refre 

courses to the physical directors already 

duty, in order to formulate a more uniforr 
physical exe e program in all neurop 

chiatric hospitals. The expansion of this 
type apy is necessary for the treatment 
of the vigorous World War No. 2 vet- 
erans now being hospitalized for treatment 


of mental conditions. The physical directcrs 
have charge of all calisthenics, games, track 
athletics, competitive sports, bowling, and 
outdoor recreational activities in the mental 
hospitals, and arrange for group therapy 
treatment programs for those patients who 
cannot participate in usual assignments. 

There are recreational aides assigned in all 
facilities (hospitals) to provide for indoor 
recreational activities, such as card games, 
moving pictures. radio programs, to prepare 
schedules for other diversional activities for 
entertainment, and to keep up the morale of 
those who must be hospitalized for a pro- 
longed period of time. Library activities, 
under the direction of a librarian, are avail- 
able in all facilities (hospitals) to furnish 
reading matter of all kinds desired by both 
bed and ambulatory patients in order to keep 
the patient interested and occupied between 
treatment periods. There are a number of 
stations where clinics are being organized for 
the correction of speech defects and for train- 
ing in lip reading when needed as part of 
hospital treatment or clinic treatment. 
There are also facilities where the teaching 
of the Braille system is available for the blind 
veterans. 

The major social-work contribution to the 
rehabilitation of patients is found in the 
following three areas: (1) Bringing to the 
medical staff and other personnel a real un- 
derstanding of the patient as a person; (2) 
enabling the patient to use to advantage the 
health and other resources available to him; 
and (3) assisting the patient in reestablish- 
ing himself in his home, work, and com- 
munity life with the minimum sense of dis- 
ablement and the maximum sense of self- 
respect and self-dependence. The psychotic 
patient ready for a trial visit, the patient 
with the compensated heart condition, or 
syphilis, or an amputation, or orthopedic, or 
any other condition, may need guidance in 
making a successful transition from the hos- 
pital to satisfying, contributing, self-respect- 
ing community living. He may need to be 
put in touch with the great network of 
community resources supplying social and 
health services, or employment agencies, in 
addition to the services supplied by the Vet- 
erans Administration, that may be available 
to him for the asking. With the patient’s 
consent, an interpretation of his problems is 
given the agency to facilitate his approach 
to them. Today, adequate attention to the 
personal problems and emotions involved in 
the patient’s illness is recoznized as a prime 
necessity in the full rehabilitation of the 
patient. In addition to the many types of 
activities offered for the sick and wounded 
veterans, there is available in all our facilities 
(hospitals) spiritual counsel and prevoca- 











The over-all rehabilitation program is now 
expanding with the addition of physicians, 
specialists, nurses, social service workers, and 
other necessary personnel needed for the in- 
creasing number of World War No. 2 veterans. 
The coordinated efforts of all these groups 
is supplemented by physical medicine, occu- 
pational therapy, physical exercises, recrea- 
tional and library activities. The cisabled 
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programs in the 31 neuropsychiatric | veteran must be fully rehabilitated b 


physically and mentally before plans can 
effected to carry out suitable vocational tr 

ing. The Director of Vocational Rehabilita- 
tion and Education Service has vocatio: 
officers and advisers on duty in hospitals 
regional offices and in other designated p! 

to hold necessary interviews and advi 
disabled veterans considered ready for vcca- 
tional training. If veteran is found t 
gible the proper vocational trainiz 
program is arranged. The physical handi 

of each veteran is evaluated, noted, az 
checked by a physician with the counsel 







the 


be eli 


vocational advisers before assignment t 
placement training. A plan has heen init 
ated which will integrate the medical se 


ices with those cf vocational and educational 
services in order to insure provision of bene- 
fits to the more severely disabled veterans t 
which they are entitled. This program 

be advanced by a rehabilitation team ma 
up of representative experts at each of 
facilities (hospitals) who will promote 
veterans’ physical, social, and vocational re- 
habilitation.. This service will also be ex- 
tended to all veterans who have been d 
charged or released from the Army or N 
hospitals who apply for vocational traini: 
benefits. 

“Rehabilitation” has been defined as “t 
restoration of the handicapped to the fulle 
physical, mental, vocational, and econom 
usefulness of which they are capé om 
entire rehabilitation program is designed 
that the end results will be restoratic ft} 





ble 






nm o1 
veteran as far as possible to the point where 
he can pursue some form of useful occupatio 
cr return to his home as a useful citizen ol! 
his community. 

The rehabilitation program for World War 
No. 2 veterans is a tremendous task to ac- 
complish but can be done by full cooperati 
of all concerned, especially the medical ac- 
tivities in close relationship with vocational 
and educational services. The ultimate goal 
in the Veterans Administration program is to 
overcome the many physical and mental 
handicaps of veterans to a maximum degree, 
by instituting early and intensive rehabilita- 
tion to its fullest extent which will obviate 
prolonged or lifelong invalidism. The war 
will undoubtedly produce its toll of disabled 
veterans with many handicaps and disabling 
conditions. Therefore, in this day of world 
conflict and the post-war period to come, our 
responsibility for the rehabilitation of dis- 
abled veterans is necessary in order that they 
may become self-sufficient and fit for employ- 
ment in a gainful occupation in civilian life. 





Mr. Speaker, Assistant Secretary Mc- 
Cloy’s letter, dated December 14, reads 
as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 14, 1944. 
Hon. EpitH Nourse RoGErs, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSWOMAN RocGrEns: I have 
looked into the matter of General Hines’ re- 
quest of November 25 that nurses and dieti- 
tians employed by the Veterans Administra- 
tion be commissioned in the Army of the 
United States. 

General Hines bases his request on the 
fact that his agency continues to lose nurs 
and dietitians at a time when the responsi- 
bilities of the Veterans Administration are 
rapidly increasing and that the military 
status which he seeks for such personnel is 
essential to prevent further losses. He fur- 
ther states that by bringing this personnel 
into the Army of the United States they will 
be extended veterans’ rights and privileges, 
which factor at the present time gives the 
Army and Navy an advantage over his agency 
in recruiting and retaining such personnel. 
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, in this letter the Assist- 
ecretary, Mr. McCloy, states that 
there is in the Army a shortage ap- 
proximately 8,700 nurses; and in the Vet- 
erans Administration there is a shortage, 
so I am advised, of approximately 9,000 
The 
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nurses. shortage 


is greater there- 


fore in the Veterans Administration. 
Ove 


The servicemen 
given very fine medi 
and the men in this 


¢ } WT <r 
and Navy 


rseas have been 
and nursing care, 
country in the Army 
hospitals are receiving it. It 
seems very unjust and not what the 
couniry would like to do to have the 
men when they are sent to the Veterans 
Administration hospital, discharged from 
the service, receive less nursing care thar 


s Vsbcha 
they did in the Army. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massact t Mr 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 


ceed 5 add 


Liona 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

The was no objection 

Mrs. ROGERS of M achuset 


Speaker, the editorial I just ins 
the Re I 
today by Mr. 


powerful. 











oi nurses everywhere. Due to the - 
ness of the situ n j 

be many more casualties and nurses must 
2e Erovided in n y 101 vi 
men and \ Lint Army and } y 
and for the ser n ind } 

they are discharged and { u r the 
WwW di ‘tion ol the Ve rans A i- 
tion. 

The veterar hould have first } 1 
for nursirg care. If nurses are ! re- 
cruited, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
we must have a draftir f the women of 
the country, much : Id ce it id 
much as I protest against it. We must 


see that the men <¢ 


ing so much for us in fighting battles of 


untold magnitude have adequate care. 
It is the only decent thing for the United 
States to do in caring for its wounded. 


I repeatedly begged General Hin to 
have a nurse corps in the Veterar Ad- 
ministration with comparable rank and 


pay to the Army and Navy Services. For 
years I have recommended 
that the Army and Navy have tl 
school If 

raining 
cated it they 


they had starts 
when I 
now have 


scnoo 


would en 


ugh 


1urses in the armed services and the Vet- 
erans Administration 
AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF THE IN- 


TERIOR TO PURCHASE LOGS, LUMBER 
AND OTHER FOREST PRODUCTS 


Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take up the con- 
ference report on bill (H. R. 2185) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interi 
in carrying out the purposes of th t of 
May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 137), to cna 
logs, lumber, and other forest products 


The SPEAKER pro tempore The 
Chair thinks th i ! 
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man from Oklaho Mi 
to ha ymething to say 

The SPEAKER pro ter The 
Chair’s on \ that t ntle- 
man clear it so thi h t a ng 
objectors on both 

Mr. MICHENER. Will th n 
yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I vyicldt h itle- 


man irom 11C! 
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STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at 
the « ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
t H on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 2185) authorizing the 

retary of the Interior, in carrying out the 
purposes of the act of May 18, 1916 (39 Stat. 
137), to purchase logs, lumber, and other 
forest products, submit the following state- 
ment explaining the effect of the action 
agreed upon: 

The Senate recedé from its amendment 
No. 2, providing that no conveyance made by 
an Indian of the Five Civilized Tribes on or 
after April 26, 1931, and prior to the date of 


the enactment of this act, of lands purchased, 
prior to April 26, 1931, for the use and bene- 
fit of such Indian with funds derived from 
the sale of, or as income from, restricted 
allotted lands and conveyed to him by deed 
containing restrictions on alienation without 
the consent and approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

The House recede from its diagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate No. 1, which 
in effect restored section 2 of the bill as it 
passed the House. 

The House recede from disagreement to the 
amendment to the title, which title as 
amended will be in conformity with the pro- 
visions of the bill as amended. 

he House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate No. 3, and 
agree to same with amendment on page 2, 
line 15, of the engrossed amendment, after 
the word “interest,” by inserting the follow- 
ing words: “Contains express restrictions 
against alienation or”, 

This amendment is designed to protect the 
restricted Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes 
in the alienation of their property. 

The House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate No. 4, and 
agree to the amendment with the following 
amendment in the last line of the engrossed 
amendment: Strike out the words “United 
States” and in lieu thereof insert the words 
“Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes of Indians.” 
This amendment agreed to by the conferees, 
that in case of abandonment of said property 
for school purposes the title of ownership will 
revert to the Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes 
instead of the United States. 

JAMES F. O'CONNOR, 

JOHN R. MURDOCK, 

Frep C. GILCHRIST, 

KARL E. MUNDT, 

A. M. FERNANDEZ, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, there is 
probably no use in my infringing on the 
time of the House at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman propound a unanimous-con- 
sent request? 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 7 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
discuss this very matter that is up for 
consideration. I did not understand 
there had been any agreement that bills 
which were not completed must clear 
through the official objectors. I under- 
stood that they had to clear through the 
minority leader. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. 
yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. 
so understand. 
right. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. The reason the 
agreement applies to this is because the 


Will the gentleman 


I am stating I did not 
If that is the fact, all 
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onference report will not be in order 


until tomorrow. If the House is in ses- 
sion tomorrow the gentleman has a privi- 
leged matter and may then bring it up. 
It has to come up by unanimous consent, 
and we do have an agreement that no 
unanimous-consent request shall be 
granted unless it is agreeable to both 
sides. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, this mat- 
ter is of very serious public importance. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. 
from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN. The conference re- 
port was printed in the Recorp this 
morning. Of course, it has to be acted 
upon in the House because it is a House 
bill. The trouble as I saw it, when I 
looked over the Recorp, was that the 
original had been amended but there 
was no statement, no explanation. 

Mr. DISNEY. If the gentleman will 
pardon me, may I offer this suggestion? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes. 

Mr. DISNEY. Since I have the op- 
portunity to present this matter, if I can 
get the attention of the distinguished 
gentleman from Michigan, I believe that 
he will agree that this ought to be passed 
whether or not there is some agreement 
at this late hour that prevents its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. I could not agree to 
it because I do not know anything about 
it. I understood the Department was 
opposed toit. If that is true it certainly 
should not be passed without consider- 
ation. 

Mr. DISNEY. Very well, Mr. Speaker. 
This is of most serious public importance 
to the eastern half of Oklahoma, involv- 
ing only that portion of Oklahoma which 
is known as the territory of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, that is to say, the Choc- 
taws, the Chickasaws, the Creeks, the 
Seminoles, and the Cherokees. Under 
the Hastings Act, which this House 
passed—and to digress for a moment for 
the benefit of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri—not a nickel of public money is 
involved here. This bill is designed to 
cure some titles that have been upset 
by an extremely technical court decision 
by the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals, 
which puts in danger vast numbers of 
land titles in eastern Oklahoma. It 
ought not to be delayed purely for tech- 
nical reasons here, 

I am not going to attempt to discuss 
this unless I can get the attention of the 
gentleman from Michigan. Even 
though there are technical reasons, this 
bill ought to be passed. As I said, it en- 
dangers a vast number of titles in eastern 
Oklahoma. 

As an illustration, I have a letter lying 
on my desk from a teacher over at Depew, 
Okla., who in good faith bought land 
about 15 years ago. He improved the 
land, and now is in danger of having 
his title completely upset, and of not 
having the opportunity even to get a 
return for the improvements put upon 
theland. The gentleman from Michigan 
says that the Department had opposed it. 


I yield to the gentleman 
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There were certain amendments which 
the Department did oppose, and we elimi- 
nated those from the conference re- 
port. The conferees worked earnestly 
on it. The gentleman from New Mexico 
{[Mr. FERNANDEZ], the gentleman from 
South Dakota (Mr. Munpt], the gentle- 
man from Montana [Mr. O'Connor], 
and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr, 
STIGLER] very conscientiously consid- 
ered this bill, but could not agree on 
certain amendments, the Indian Depart- 
ment opposing those amendments. 

As to the amendments which are in- 
volved here and agreed upon by the con- 
ferees, here is the language of the de- 
partment: 

The Department has no objections to the 
results contemplated by subsections 9 and 11. 


It is fair to say that the Department 
proposes different language than in the 
bill. Two of those are in this bill. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DISNEY. Iyield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. I am not arguing 
the merits of this matter. I am not on 
the committee. I am not familiar with 
the bill, and I daresay there are not three 
or four men on the floor who are familiar 
with it. I do not think there is a single 
member of the committee on the minor- 
ity side present, because it was announced 
and understood that none of these con- 
troversial matters would come up. 

Mr. DISNEY. But they are not con- 
troversial. 

Mr. MICHENER. We have a right to 
rely on the statement coming from the 
floor leadership. Some of us who happen 
to be controlling the matter are placed 
in a rather difficult position. 

Mr. DISNEY. This is not controver- 
sial now. 

Mr. MICHENER. There is a differ- 
ence of opinion as to what “controver- 
sial” means. I have been advised that 
it is. Some of them do not like to get 
up and object, but they say “while you 
are acting minority leader, take me off 
the spot.” 

This ought to have further considera- 
tion, and we should see to it that agree- 
ment is lived up to. That is the position 
I am put in, and I do not want to be put 
in that position. 

Mr. DISNEY. It is unfortunate we 
could not get this up sooner, but it has 
not been humanly possible to do it. 
Members went away during election time 
and since election other Members have 
been away. Then the conference had a 
good deal of difficulty in agreeing on this 
bill, and it was not humanly possible to 
get this matter to the House short of 
today, not yesterday, but today, because 
the conference agreed only yesterday. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DISNEY. Let me read to you the 
language of the Department itself. Of 
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Department has been busy 
trying to defeat other 
amendments which ht to be pa 
in oa e next session. I presume the 
h¢ yme in this House that 
eats unless it has department approval. 
If I were returning I think I would make 
it a point to object to every bill that had 
departmental approval that should come 
before the House, so as to get the House 
out of the habit of requiring that de- 
partmental approval be had on bills that 
had been worked on seriously by the 
Members of the House and conclusions 
reached, and then were killed simply by 
a —s ental objection. 

he Department does not object to the 
pl ane involved in the amendments 
agreed on by the conferees. But the De- 
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time 
no bill can 











partment does not disagree to the sub- 
stance of the amendments. Ii that is the 
shape we are in here, that we cannot 


pass this or even get it 
have to bow in obedience 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. 
the gentleman yield? 
Mr. I yield to 


considered, 
to the rules. 
Mr. Speaker, will 


we 


DISNEY. 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. The one amend- 
ment to which the Department did object 
has been completely eliminated from the 
bill by the conferees. 

Mr. ee Y. Yes; we 
been completely eliminated, and 
there is ne a thing controversial in these 
amendments, so it is a question of 
whether or not the House wants to hold 
us up on this important public matter, 
not a private matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Chair suggest that the House 

ession for some time, and the gentleman 
will have Opportunity to see if he can 
comply with the provisions of the rules? 

Mr. DISNEY. The official objectors are 
scattered and gone. This is not a matter 
of a claim. I have understood that the 


the gentleman 


did that. It 


nas 


May the 
will be in 


official objectors objected only to claims. 
This is not a claims bill; it is a bill to ac- 
quire titles that have been considered 


good in Oklahoma for 25 years 
now being upset. There 
involved in this bill. If 
will —o~ with us and reason this 
thing out, they can readily understand it. 
Now, the D Saseanial wants to have its 
way and kill every item of legislation 
that the Department has not given 
definite, written consent to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the man from Okla 
expired. 

O’CONNOR. Mr. 
unanimous consent to 
for 5 minutes 

The SPEAKER. 
the request of 
Montana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Spe 
to give the Members of the H¢ 

history of what is before us 

the bill involving the right of the Indians 
in the State of Wisconsin to purchase 
timber outside of the reservation for the 
purpose of producing lumber to meet 
some of the war requirements in that 
section of the country. Over in the Sen- 
ate, after the House had passed the bill, 
H. R. 2185, the Senate put on three differ- 
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ent bills, one of which contains the sec- 
tion the gentleman from New 

‘ ady told you and the ¢ 
ma has already te ld you has been 
eliminated entirely by the confer We 
met with the Senate conferees, who ir 


’ Mexico has 


entleman from 





cluded Senator THomas, Senator SHIp- 

EAD, Senator O’MAHONEY, and Senator 
WHEELER, and the five of us tried t t 
together to work this matter out mi 
the situation down in the State of 
Oklahoma. 

Ti may say that the question of Indian 
affa 1 Montana is not affected at 
This “report d not touch a I 
Montana. I am tryin to work ou 
somethir to relieve the situation tha 
exists in the State of Oklahoma 

After we had gotten together and we 


thought we had agreed, then s 
ters came up later which 
ther me of the c 
conferences for ns 2 da 
Finally, yesterday morning we a 
the matter, to eliminate matter: 
troversy to which the De; 
objected. 


me 


required a fur- 
We held 
ys on this bill. 
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I want to add a few words to what the 
distinguished gentleman from Oklahoma 
has already said. If we have reached 
the point in legislative action where this 
House will not act except when the De- 
partment approves, then we have 
reached the pi nt —— we no longer 


function as a leg tive boc I for « 

may take the caaiaiia hereafter that 
when any of these Departments come in 
here and want a bill passed, they may 
find me objecting to its passa 
cause Iam |} etting : ick and 


e, too, be- 
tired of bein 









forced to yield constantly to the demands 
of the Departments, who know nothin 
about what we are talking ayer I 
think I know more about India iffairs 
in my State of Montana and I think these 
gentlemen know more about ei af- 


fairs in the State of Ok 
man sitting 1n a swWiv 
ington. 

Following this confe 
men from Oklahon {[Mr. DisNEY and 
Mr. STIGLER] and I conferred wit] l 
Speaker yesterday noon in regard to get- 


lahoma than some 
el chair in Wash- 


rence the gentle- 


ting this report out; first of all, to 
whether or not we could get it up by 
unanimous consent without the neces- 


= of hs 
The SPE 


iving filed it. 

AKER M: 
Let the Chair make an observation which 
might possibly be of interest to the gen- 
tleman from Montana. The Chair w 
derstands this is simply a conference re- 
port on a matter which both Houses have 
agreed upon. If the standing 
are agreed on it, the Chair 
gentleman would clear this through the 
acting minority leader and such objec- 
tors as are present, if there are any pres- 
, the Chair would be justified in en- 
tertaining the unanimous-con 
quest of the gentleman 

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is the identical 
thing which we were trying to do 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
of the gentleman has expired 

. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
permis on to proceed for 2 additional 

a 

‘he SPEAKER pro tempo 
objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, no re- 
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conference report a statement, as every 
committee should do, showing in detail 
what the amendment really means. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma explained the 
amendment to me. I talked to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Gitcurist!], who 
has been watching these reports. He 
was a member of the conference com- 
mittee and signed the conference report. 
He said it was satisfactory to him. He 
said there was no money involved. I 
think you should file your statement so 
the Members of the House will know 
what it is about. 

Mr. O’CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN. 

Mr. O’CONNOR. 
already prepared. 

Mr. COCHRAN 
RECORD. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I was going to have 
the House consider it with the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 

Mr. C’CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that this statement 
may be printed with the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN PUBLIC PROP- 

ERTY TO THE STATE OF MINNESOTA 

FOR PARK PURPOSES 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
gentleman from Florida |Mr. Peterson], 
I believe, was seeking recognition. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, filed the fol- 
lowing conference report and statement 
on the bill (S. 629) to authorize the con- 
veyance of certain public lands in the 
State of Minnesota to such State for 
use for park, recreational or wildlife 
refuge purposes, for printing under the 
rule: 


I yield. 
I have a statement 


Then put it in the 


Without 


CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 
629) to authorize the conveyance of certain 
public lands in the State of Minnesota to 
such State for use for park, recreational, or 
wildlife-refuge purposes; having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu 6f the matter proposed to 
be inserted by the House amendment insert 
the following: “: (5) Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall interfere with exist- 
ing grazing privileges enjoyed by persons 
prior to the passage of the Act, but such 
privileges shall not extend beyond the life- 
time of persons now exercising the same 
and no such grazing privilege shall be exer- 
cised by any person during any period of 
time when such islands are being actually 
used for military training or maneuvers”; 
and the House agree to the same. 

J. HARDIN PETERSON, 

J. W. RosBINSON, 

ComPTON I. WHITE, 

K. M. LeCompte, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Cart A. HATCH, 

CHAN GURNEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


| 











STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 629) to authorize the 
conveyance of certain public lands in the 
State of Minnesota to such State for use for 
park, recreational, or wildlife-refuge pur. 
poses”, submit the following statement in ex- 
planation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon by the conferees and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report: 

The House originaily amended the bill as 
follows: Page 3, line 3, after “lands” insert: 
*; (5) that the grazing privileges heretofore 
enjoyed by adjacent or nearby land owners 
shall not be abridged or interfered with.” 

In lieu thereof the new wording provides 
as follows: 

“(5) Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall interfere with existing grazing 
privileges enjoyed by persons prior to the 
passage of the Act, but such privileges shall 
not extend beyond the lifetime of persons now 
exercising the same and no such grazing 
privilege shall be exercised by any person 
during any period of time when such islands 
are being actually used for military training 
or maneuvers” 

This is to insure existing grazing privileges 
enjoyed by persons prior to the passage of 
the Act and not abridge them during their 
lifetime, except for short periods when the 
islands are actually being used for military 
training or maneuvers. 

J. HARDIN PETERSON, 

J. W. ROBINSON, 

ComPTON I. WHITE, 

K. M. LeCompte, 
Managers on the part of tie House. 


Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the con- 
ference report on the bill (S. 629), con- 
veying certain lands in the State of Min- 
nesota. I believe I have complied with 
the rule. If not, I have no desire th: t 
this be taken up, but I believe I have 
complied with the rule as I understand 
it. This conference report has been 
agreed to. It was an amendment which 
I introduced myself when the bill was 
on the floor of the House. It was one 
in which the gentleman from Minnesota 
was interested, and after a series of con- 
ferences we have worked it out satisfac- 
torily to everybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Permit 
the Chair to inquire whether the gen- 
tleman has cleared this through the mi- 
nority leader and such objectors as may 
be present? 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Yes; such 
as are present. I have been unable to 
confer with one of the objectors on the 
majority side; but I have conferred with 
all the objectors who are present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Florida? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, reserv- 
ing the right to object, inasmuch as the 
legislation applies entirely to the dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent I 
should like some further information. 
As the gentleman from Florida well 
knows, I have been opposed to this leg- 
islation from its very inception. It is 
a Senate bill, passed by the Senate. It 
came over, was reported out by the 
proper committee of the House of which 
the gentleman from Florida is chairman, 
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We have conferred a number of times. 
as the gentleman will recall. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Yes; the 
gentleman has been most zealous try- 
ing to protect the rights of his people. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amended 
sec..on may be read as it now appears, if 
that is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With- 
out objection, the Clerk will read the 
statement of the managers on the part 
of the House. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the 
managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, we tried to work things out and 
take care of the situation. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota was very diligent in 
his efforts to protect the grazing ri~hts 
of the good people who are using the 
little islands at the present time. 

There was a desire also to use those 
islands for maneuvers, and the verbiage 
of the bill as reported back by the con- 
ferees is such as to limit the interference 
with present grazing to the period during 
which the area is actually being used for 
maneuvers and training. 

Mr. Speaker, I spent a great deal of 
time on this bill and worked probably as 
hard on it as on any bill that has ever 
come out of the committee in a wish to 
take care of the problem affecting the 
gentleman from Minnesota. He has 
been very diligent and has kept in close 
touch with me. I assure him that after 
a series of conferences this is the very 
best that can be worked out and I be- 
lieve it will take care of his situation. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
similar situations to this have developed 
during the last 2 or 3 days. I do not 
believe this “quickie” legislation is going 
to be of any value to anyone. I sce no 
harm to be done by its going over for 
just one more day. 

Mr. Speaker, I object to the considera- 
tion of this conference report today. I 
think we should have a chance to know 
where we are before voting on it. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. MayIsay 
to the gentleman that I have spent days 
trying to reach an agreement in confer- 
ence. This means nothing to me; I am 
doing this in the interest of the House 
and I have tried to work it out to take 
care of the problem of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Knutson] and the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota had problems of 
their own. I have literally walked back 
into the conference day after day and 
spent a great deal of time trying to work 


this out. I hope the gentleman will not 
object. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. ButI did 
object. 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 min- 
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, this 
legislation affects a number of small 
islands in the Mississippi River adjacent 


to the so-called Camp Ripley Military 
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man of the Committee on Irrigation and revenues i 11 ( i 
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JiJdV 
into this revolving fund for the same 
purposes. 

M I call to the gentleman’s atten- 
tion t ou of y pecuniary return 
from these reimbursable provisions of 
the law, this money will be used to build 
up a ¢ lopment and bring in a source 
of revenue t will be permanent and 
never end; so that we will have a stream 
of t pouring into the Treasury from 
th new communities and new districts; 
that 1 do more to relieve the tax situa- 
tion and find homes for returning sol- 
d than anything that can be done. 

I do not think the gentleman wants 
to put himself in a position of opposing 
a plant t will build up the reclamation 
f al ns of financing a program 
with which to develop the great 1 urces 
of this cot ! When he stops to t c, 
] qaou ( tL we are increé ns tne x 
revenue and building up communi 
and ¢ thir that have been’ done 


ill over the country, which has put our 


Nation in the forefront among the 
powers of the earth and has given us a 
g1 country with great resources. 


r, I read tl from the 
the managers on the part 


us 


statem b <¢ 
of the House, annexed to the conference 
report 


SECTION 4—SALT RIVI 
ARIZONA 
ction 4 relates to the Salt River project 
in Arizona. It appeared in S. 1782, as passed 
VISi« 


by the Senate rhe same pre n was re- 


ported unanimously by the House Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation Committee (H. Rept. 
No. 2045, 78th Cong., 2d sess.), in a report 
upon an identical bill (H. R. 4932) for which 
S. 1782 was substituted in the House. The 
conferees have included section 4 for the 


reasons, stated in the House report, which is 
to be deemed a part of the legislative history 
of this legislation. 

The effect this bill is to clarify and 
restate existing law, relating to the Salt River 
project. It is intended to make clear: 

First, that after the retirement of all debt 
owed by the project to the United States and 
all bonded debt, the power revenues shall be 
covered into the reclamation fund. This is 
the general law, and the present bill removes 
any doubt that this policy was intended to 
apply to the Salt River project. 

Second, that no distribution or dividend of 
power revenues before or after completion of 


ol 





debt retirement, shall be made to individual 
water users or others. All of the power and 
water revenues on Salt River project are 


derived from the operation of federally owned 
works, and are applied to project purposes by 
law, and Congress has never intended that 


they shall be for the private profit of any 
corporation or individual. 

rhird, that the application of power reve- 
nues heretofore or hereafter made to reduce 


the cost of water service shall not be deemed 
a distribution or dividend. This is a multi- 
pur project on which power has been 
developed and sold in order to bear part of 
the burden otherwise falling on the cost of 
irritation, and to thereby aid in making the 
project Such an applica- 
tion of revenues to project purposes does not 
constitute a dividend or distribution to the 
farmers who use the wate! 

Section 4 does not confer any advantage or 


ose 


self-supporting. 


special treatment upon the Salt River project, 
but instead is designed to assure this project 
the same treatment that prevails as to the 


projects operated by the Secretary of the 
Interior and those operated by irrigation dis- 


tricts. The reclamation laws intende 1 
t TI mat l intended no 











discrimination between the three types of 
projects. 
CoMPTON I. WHITE, 
J. W. ROBINSON, 
JAMES F. O’CONNOR, 
Rost. F, ROCKWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


I wish also to call attention to the text 
oi our committee report, No. 2045: 
AMENDING SECTIONS 4, 7, AND 17 OF THE RECLA- 
ACT OF 1939 (53 STAT. 1187) FOR THE 

or EXTENDING TIME IN WHICH 


AMENDATORY CONTRACTS 


MAY BE MADE, AND 














F OTIIZR RELATED PURPOSES 

Mr. O’Connor, from the Committee on Ir- 
rig ion and Reclamation, submitted the fol- 
lc y I rt: 

The C ittee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4932) to amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of the 
Reclamation Preject Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 


1187) for the purpose of extending the time 
1tory contracts may be made, 
related purposes, having con- 


b 


in whl l1amend 


and f otner 





l e same, report favorably thereon 
v in amendment and recommended that 
the bill do pass. 

H.R. 4932 is the counterpart of S. 1782, as 
passed by the Senate. The first three sec- 
tic of the bill amend sections 4 (d), 7 (c), 
and 17 of the Reclamation Project Act of 
1939. These changes were proposed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and authorize cer- 


tain amendments of contracts made under 
the 1939 act 

Section 4 amends an act authorizing the 
sale of surplus power developed under the 
Salt River reclamation project, Arizona, ap- 
proved September 18, 1922 (42 Stat. 847), by 
adding thereto a new section, as follows: 

‘Sec, 2. After the retirement of all debt 
owed by the project to the United States and 
all bonded debt, the net power revenues shall 
be covered the reclamation fund. No 
distribution or dividend of power revenues, 
before or after completion of debt retire- 
ment, shall be made to individual water users 
or others: Provided, That the application of 
power revenues heretofore or hereafter made 
to reduce the cost of water service shall not 
be deemed a distribution or dividend.” 

This language is believed to be declara- 
tory of the existing law affecting this proj- 
ect, as found in the general reclamation laws 
and the special statutes and contracts re- 
lating to the Salt River project, but is made 
necessary as clarifying legislation by the 
misinterpretation placed upon the reclama- 
tion laws by the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
in case involving this project now pend- 
ing in the United States Tax Court (Salt 
River Valley Water Users’ Association v. Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, Docket No. 
109376). 

The tax question would disappear if the 
farmers on Salt River project should dis- 
solve the association and reorganize as an 
irrigation district, which is_ specifically 
exempt income tax by virtue of sec- 
tion 101 of the Internal Revenue Code. This 
would not be to the interest of the project 
or of the United States. 

There are three types of Federal reclama- 
tion projects: 

(1) Projects operated by the United States, 


into 











from 


(2) Projects operated by political sub- 
divisions of States such <s irrigation dis- 
tricts. 


(3) Projects 
water users’ associations. 

The association form, at least on this 
project, has two advantages over the district 
form of organization: 

First. The authority to refuse delivery of 
water unless assessments are paid in ad- 
vance. 

Second. The associations’ bylaws limit vot- 
ing participation to not in excess of 160 


operated by incorporated 
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acres per farmer, which is in accordance v 
the intent of the reclamation law. 
places the political control of the 
the hands of those who own family 
farms. 

The asst 


A, 1- 
he l 


a 


nrote 


ciation’s stock is appurte1 


nd, like the water rights, and c 
sold separately. 





Association landowners \ 
in proportion to their acrease, and p 
sociation assessments, insteal of «¢ 


taxes, but the assessments, like taxes, ; 
construed by the local court as lien hav 
ing precedence over private mortg: 


The general parallel between water use 
associations and irrigation districts f 
plained in Citrus Growers Development A 
ation v. Salt River Valley Water Users’ A 
sociation (268 Pac. 773 (Ariz., 128), a 
755); Saylor v. Gray (20 P. (2d) 441 (Ar 


1933), at p. 443); Orme v. Salt River V 
WwW r Users’ Association (25 Ariz. 324, 21 
Pac. 935). In the Citrus case the Ariz 


Supreme Court said: 

“Its affairs are conducted in many 
as are those of a municipal corporat 
purp are th 


rally found only 
organizations such as irrigation districts 
other similar institutions 


ses e@ ver 
f : ger 








, which are cx i- 
ered as municipal corporations for most pur- 
poses, and it has been given the right to exer- 
cise many powers similar to those usu 
conferred only on branches of the Go 
ment. It can probably be best described 
a private corporation with a public purp 


and having quasi-governmental powers.” 
Power and water revenues cn all three typs 
of Federal projects are controlled by 
Federal statutes and are app 
the same way, that is, to operation, main- 
tenance, and debt service, all to the end of 
lightening the burden on the farmer by 
caucing the cost of his water. 
tended 
types 


the sar 


*d in exactly 


re- 
Congress in- 
no discrimination bhetween theses 
of projects. 

The association receives and pays out proj- 
ect revenues as Congress directs, for th 
benefit of the landowners, just as would be 
done by the Secretary of the Interior or by an 
irrigation district if the operating type were 
changed. 

Title to the project, including its power 
features, is vested in the United States 
Upon complete payment of the indebtedness 
incurred in respect of the project, title there- 
to under present law will still remain in the 
United States. No equity resulting from the 
activities of the Salt River Valley Water 
Users’ Association accrues to or is to be 
realized by individual members. 

The Bureau of Internal Revenue, however 
in the Salt River case, has taken the position 
that although these power revenues are ap- 
plied as Congress has directed and for thé 
purposes stated above, they constitute a 
profit upon which the association is taxable, 
and that the power revenues so applied for 
the reduction of water charges are in the 
nature of a dividend or distribution, and that 
the association is the owner of these revenues 
and subject to tax upon them. The net 
effect of this contention would be to increase 
the cost of water service to the farmers by 
several dollars per acre per year, and to 
bankrupt the project. This contention is 
contrary to the true intent of the existing 
reclamation laws, and this bill clarifies and 
restates the existing law applicable to this 
project. 

The Salt River Valley Water Users’ Associ- 
ation, operating the Salt River project under 
contract for the United States and the farm- 
ers, is simply the conduit or trustee of the 
revenues received, both in the form of power 
revenues and water assessments. It per- 
forms the functions which the Secretary of 
Interior did in the management of the proj- 
ect prior to 1917, and which he may resume 
again, under the terms of the applicable 
contracts. 
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of other associations in several of the 
Western States, and many of their pro- 


sions were adopted by Congress in leg- 
islation controlling the revenues of the 
irrigation projects. 

S. 1782—H. R. 4932—has become nec- 
essary because the Bureau of Internal 


Revenue has misinterpreted the existing 





reclamation law as permitting or con- 
templating operation of the power and 

iter system for profit, and the Bureau 
treats the power revenues, which Con- 


decreed shall be applied to the 
n of water charges, though 
re dividends paid by a private 
This legis- 





€ 
as 


y we 
corporation to the farmers. 
lation clarifies the existing law, but would 


not 


be necessary if the Bureau of In- 
ternal Revenue had correctly interpreted 
the law as it exists. 

The bill is intended to make perfectly 
clear, first, that after the project debt is 
retired, including both present and fu- 
ture cebts owed to the United States, and 
owed to the bondholders, the power reve- 
nues shall go into the reclamation fund, 
and can never become the private prop- 
erty of the landowners or of anyone else. 
Second, that no distribution of these 
power revenues shall be made to indi- 
viduals either before or after the project 
debt is retired; and, third, that the appli- 
cation of these revenues, both in the past 
and in the future, to the reduction of 
the cost of water to the farmer, shall not 
be construed to be a distribution or divi- 
dend. 

The enactment of this legislation will 
not confer any special privilege or ex- 
emption or benefit upon the Salt River 
project, but will assure that it gets iden- 
tically the same treatment as the proj- 
ects which are operated by irrigation dis- 
tricts. No attempt is or can be made t9 
tax them, because irrigation districts are 
municipal corporations. Congress has 
no desire to drive out of existence water 
users’ associations, nor to discriminate 
between projects operated directly by the 
Interior Department and projects oper- 
ated by irrigation districts and projects 
operated by water users’ associations. It 
intended all of them to be treated ex- 
actly and this bill is intended to 
prevent discrimination against one of 
the greatest of these projects, which 
happens, for historical reasons, to be op- 
erated by a water users’ association 
instead of an irrigation district. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Record and include a letter 
and a newspaper clipping. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

THE RECLAMATION ACT OF 1939 


Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the bill, S. 1782, 
which was passed by the Senate, appear 
at this point in the Recorp, together with 
the report of the committee on the bill, 
and the conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Idaho? 

There was no objection, 


il. 
alike, 








S. 1782 
An ¢ amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 
1187) for the purpose of extending the time 


i 
ct to 








in which amendatory contracts may be 

made, and for other related purposes 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 (d) of 
the Reclamation Project Act of 1939 is hereby 
amended to read : 

“(d) For each project contract unit where a 
repayment contract is entered into pursuant 


to this section, each year the percent of the 
normal returns for said year by which the 
annual returris of said year exceed or are less 
than said normal returns shall be determined 
by the Secretary. For each unit or major 
fraction of a unit of said percentage of said 


increase or decrease there shall be an increase 
or decrease, respectively, of 2 percent in the 
amount or amounts of the installment or in- 


stallments for said year under the organiza- 
tion's obligation or obligations as determined 
under subsections (b) and (e) of this section. 
Said latter amount or amounts as thus in- 
creased or decreased shall be the payment or 
payments of construction charges due and 
payable for said year, except that in no event 
shall the amount of the said payment or pay- 
ments due and payable for any year be less 
than 15 percent nor, as determined by the 
Secretary, more than from 150 to 200 percent, 
inclusive, of the amount or amounts of the 
installment or installments for said year 
under the organization’s obligation or obli- 
gations as determined under subsections (b) 
and (e) of this section. The Secretary is 
hereby authorized to amend any repayment 
contracts heretofore or hereafter entered into 
pursuant to the provisions of this section to 
conform to the provisions of this amend- 
ment.” 

Sec. 2. Section 7 (c) of the Reclamation 
Project Act of 1939 is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

“(c) The Secretary from time to time shall 
report to the Congress on any proposed con- 
tracts negotiated pursuant to the authority 
of subsection (a) or (b) (1) of this section, 
and he may execute any such contract on 
behalf of the United States only after ap- 
proval thereof has been given by act of Con- 
gress. Contracts, so approved, however, may 
be amended from time to time by mutual 
agreement and without further approval by 
Congress if such amendments are within 
the scope of authority heretofore or here- 
after granted to the Secretary under any 
act, except that amendments providing for 
repayment of construction charges in a pe- 
ricd of years longer than authorized by this 
act, as it may be amended, shall be effective 
only when approved by Congress.” 

3. Section 17 of the Reclamation 
Project Act of 1939 is hereby amended to read 
as follows: 

“(a) The authority granted in sections 3 
and 4 of this act for modification of exist- 
ing repayment contracts or other forms of 
obligations to pay construction charges shall 
continue through Deeamber 31, 1950, or De- 
cember 31 of the fifth full calendar year 
after the cessation of hostilities in the pres- 
ent war, as determined by proclamation of 
the President or concurrent resolution of 
the Congress, whichever period is the longer. 

“(b) The Secretary is hereby authorized, 
subject to the provisions of this subsection, 
to defer the time for the payment of such 
part of any installments of construction 
charges under any repayment contract or 
other form of obligation (exclusive of con- 
tracts entered into. under this act) that are 
due and unpaid as of the date of this amend- 
ment or which will become due prior to the 
expiration of the authority under subsec- 
tion (a) of this section as he deems neces- 
sary to adjust such installments to amounts 
within the probable ability of the water users 
to pay. Any such defermerit diall be ef- 
fected only after findings by the Secretary 
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that the installments under considerat} 
probably cannot be paid on their due dat 
without undue burden on the water us 
considering the various factors which in +t 
Secretary’s judgment bear on the ability 
the water users s0 to pay. 

“The Secretary may effect the deferment 
hereunder subject to such conditions 
provision relating to the operation and main- 
tenance of the project involved as he de 
to be in the interest of the United Stat 
If, however, any deferments would affect 
stallments to accrue more than 12 
after the action of deferment, they shall | 
effected only by a formal supplemental c 
tract. Such a contract shall provide by 
terms that, it being only an interim soluti 
of the repayment problems dealt with there- 
in, its terms are not, in themselves, to 
construed as a criterion of the terms of ar 
amendatory contract that may be negotiat 
pursuant to sections 3, 4, or 7 of this act 

Sec. 4. The act entitled “An act authoriz- 
ing the sale of surplus power developed un- 
der the Salt River reclamation project, Ari- 
zona,” approved September 18, 1922 (42 Stat. 
847), is hereby amended by adding thereto a 
new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. After the retirement of all de 
owed by the project to the United States 
all nonded debt, the net power reve 5 
shall be covered into the reclamation fund 
No distribution or dividend of power reve- 
nues, before or after completion of debt re- 
tirement, shall be made to individual water 
users or others: Provided, That the applica- 
tion of power revenues heretofore or here- 
after made to reduce the cost of water serv- 
ice shall not be deemed a distri»ution or: 
dividend.” 


mont 
mon 








CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill 
1782) to amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (53 Stat 
1187) for the purpose of extending the time 
in which amendatory contracts may be mace, 
and for other related purposes, having met 
after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from 
ment. 


i 


its amend- 


CoMPTON I. WHITE, 
J. W. RosBINson, 
JAMES F. O'CONNOR, 
Rost. F. ROCKWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Pat McCarRRANn, 
DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
ERNEST W. MCFARLAND, 
CHAN GURNEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 





AMENDING SECTIONS 4, 7, AND 17 OF THE 
RECLAMATION ACT OF 1939 (53 STAT. 1187) FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF EXTENDING TIME IN WHICH 
AMENDATORY CONTRACTS MAY BE MADE, AND 
FOR OTHER RELATED PURFOSES 


Mr. O'Connor, from the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4932) to amend sections 4, 7, and 17 of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (53 Stat. 
1187) for the purpose of extending the time 
in which amendatory contracts may be mace, 
and for other related purposes, having con- 
sidered the same, report favorably thereon 
without amendment and recommend that the 
bill do pass. 

H. R. 4932 is the counterpart of S. 1782, as 
passed by the Senate. The first three sections 
of the bill amend sections 4 (d), 7 (c), and 
17 of the Reclamation Project Act of 1939. 
These changes were proposed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and authorize certain amend- 
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BLOOM. 


unanimou 


OF 
Mr. 


REMARKS 
Speaker, 

consent to extend my re- 
the Recorp and to include 
therein an article from the Combustion 
Patriot of Chattanooga, Tenn., entitled 
‘Jim Farley, the Patriot and Statesman.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California |[Mr. K1nc] may extend 
his remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein certain information relative to 
benefits for veterans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may extend 
my remarks in the Recorp and insert an 
ed.torial from the Times-Picayune of 
New Orleans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

CHRISTMAS CANDY 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, and to further extend my 
own remarks in the Recorp at this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, as 
Members of the House of Representatives 
prepare to leave Washington to spend 
the Christmas holidays with their fam- 
ilies I believe it is important to warn 
them against any discussion of the 
Christmas lollipop because I have just 
made the startling discovery that cer- 
tain types of Cnristmas candies are now 
a military secret. 

And furthermore I have been officially 
warned that if I reveal information I 
have just learned about this great secret 
I will be subject to a fine of $10,000 or 
imprisonment for not more than 30 years 
or both. ‘Therefore my lips are sealed. 

I would advise Members of Congress 
not to speculate or publicly discuss the 
contents of old Santa’s cargo of gifts, es- 
pecially if they suspect that there might 
be included a bag of hard candy. 

Of course, I have no information as to 
whether War Department officials have 
entered into a secret agreement with 
Santa Claus for a lollipop raid on enemy 
installations on Christmas Eve, but I have 
been warned that my inquiry concern- 
ing the Christmas candy situation is of 
gravest military importance and that my 
revelation of any facts concerning it 
comes under the category of military 
secrets. 

It all came about when I attempted 
to get some information concerning the 
shortage of American-made candy. If 
you will visit candy stores in Washing- 
ton and elsewhere today, you will find 
people standing in line to get 1 or 2 
pounds of American-made candy. Some 
candy stores are open only 2 hours a day 
because they cannot get enough sugar 
to make the candy. 


Mr. I ask 


marks in 


! 








Many mothers have searched in vain | 
for the old-fashioned striped Christmas 
canes and striped stick candy such as 
only American candy kitchens can pro- 
duce. 

Therefore I thought it proper to in- 
quire into the situation as to why sugar 
was not available for making these typi- 
cally American candies when great quan- 
tities of hard candy were being imported 
from Cuba. The question arose in my 
mind as to why the sugar should not be 
brought here from Cuba and made into 
the pure candies as American confec- 
tioners know how to make them and un- 
der United States pure food and drug 
laws, instead of having the sugar con- 
verted into nard candy in Cuba and then 
sent here. 


Having received reports that some 
stores, unable to get American-made 


candy, were able to get great quantities 
of Cuban hard candy, I immediately 
launched an inquiry. 

Naturally I wanted to know if great 
cargoes of candy were being imported 
from Cuba. I got the answer. But it is 
a military secret. 

Seeking information as to whether 
hundreds of thousands or millions of 
pounds of candy had been imported for 
Christmas from Cuba, I telephoned the 
Bureau of the Census, which now han- 
dles statistics on imports and exports. 
I received the information but under a 
warning that if I discussed it publicly I 
faced a possible 30-year prison sentence. 

Here is how the information reached 
me. 

Yesterday afternoon a mailman came 
to my office with Registered Letter No. 
991.877, which I hope is not revealing 
a military secret. He thrust a receipt 
book at my secretary and asked him to 
sign for the letter. The letter was in an 
envelope of the Department of Com- 
merce, Bureau of the Census, Washing- 
ton 25, and marked “official business.” 

Opening that envelope we found it to 
contain another sealed but smaller en- 
velope of the Department of Commerce, 
Bureau of the Census, and on the face of 
it was typewritten in capital letters the 
word “confidential.” Someone had un- 
derscored the word with a red-leaded 
pencil. 

Then on the inside of that was a letter 
written on Department of Commerce, 
Bureau of the Census, stationery, and 
headed by the word “confidential” was a 
letter to be over the signature of Mr. J.C. 
Capt, Director. 

That letter follows: 

My Dear Mr. Crawrorp: This will confirm 
a telephone conversation of yesterday’s date 
in which Mr. Hackett, of your office, was fur- 
nished with information on United States 
general imports from Cuba of sugar candy 
and confectionery valued at 6 cents or more 
per pound, as recorded in our accounts for 
the period January through October 1944. 
These data are shown on the enclosed type- 
written statement. 

This enclosure contains information af- 
fecting the national defense of the United 
States within the meaning of the Espionage 
Act (U. S. C. 50; 31 and 32). The transmis- 
sion or revelation of its contents in any man- 
ner to an unauthorized person is prohibited 
by law. 

Sincerely yours, 
J.C. Capt, Director, 
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Then on the sheet which he attached 
and on which was rubber stamped th: 
word “confidential” were the statisti 
on imports of candy from Cuba. 

At the bottom of the page was the im- 
print of another rubber stamp which 
warned: 

This document contains information af- 
fecting the national defense of the Unit 
States within the meaning of the Espiona 
Act (U. S. C. 50; 31 and 32). Its transmis- 
sion or the revelation of its contents in an 
manner to an unauthorized person is pro- 
hibited by Jaw. 


Being curious to learn what law I had 
almost violated by snooping into the 
Christmas-candy import situation I 
looked up the statutes referred to and 
find that the section 31 is entitled “Un- 
lawfully obtaining or permitting to be 
obtained information affecting the na- 
tional defense,” and that section 32 is 
entitled “Unlawfully disclosing informa- 
tion affecting national defense.” In the 
eyes of the bureaucrat, I had almost 
become a spy. 

Ironically enough, although I cannot 
discuss the matter of the candy shortage 
involving sugar or candy imports from 
Cuba under this bureaucratic edict which 
has made lollypops a military secret, 
the same mailman which brought me 
the restricted information on candy also 
brought me a public press release from 
the War Food Administration dated De- 
cember 16 telling how many millions of 
pounds of flour we had exported to 
Cuba. 

Therefore, in the eyes of one bureau- 
crat it is public information how many 
millions of pounds of flour we export 
to Cuba, but in the eyes of another 
bureaucrat it is a military secret how 
many million pounds of lollypops we 
import from the same country. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the REc- 
ORD as part of my remarks a resolution 
which was presented to his Excellency, 
the British Ambassador, by the Polish- 
American Congress, and I call the atten- 
tion of the membership to this very 
timely and tempered, I should say, schol- 
arly resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGELL. Further, Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
ReEcorpD a sermon which was delivered 
recently by the Reverend Monsignor 
James H. Griffiths, S. T. D., for the vic- 
tims of Warsaw. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would like to inform the member- 
ship that there is a possibility, and may- 
be better than a fair possibility, that the 
Senate will conclude the business before 
it this afternoon and send over an ad- 
journment resolution. The Chair hopes 
it might come earlier possibly than 7:30 
or 8 o’clock. The Chair does not want 
to inconvenience the Members, and yet, 





1944 


if there were a chance of adjournment 
today the Chair would feel justified in 
declaring a further recess until say, 5:30 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, could 
the Speaker pro tempore inform the 
House as to what progress is being made 
on the other side? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Progress 
is being made and there seems to be 
prospects of concluding their work dur- 
ing the day. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
centleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I just learned from 
one of the employees of the House that 
the Senate is now voting on the nomi- 
nation of Mr. Grew. I presume the 
votes on the other nominees will be taken 
right away. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does tl 
from 
as to whether the Senate has other un- 
finished business to dispose of? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; I understand 
there are one or two bills to be taken up. 

Mr. COCHRAN. It was indicated in 
morning’s Recorp that Senator 
OVERTON still planned to take up the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. RANKIN. I so understand, and 
‘also that the postal employees bill is to 
be disposed of. I donot know how much 
time those matters will take or whether 
they will attempt to go through with 
them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will state that he understood that 
there was a commitment to take up the 
bills to which the gentlemen from Mis- 
souri and Mississippi have referred, but 
when the majority leader of the Senate 
was last consulted he did not have much 
hope of finishing this afternoon. 

HON. HATTON W. SUMNERS 


Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, a distinct 
honor came to this House and to its Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary this year through 
the action of the American Bar Asso- 


The 


‘ 7 ~ 
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ciation in presenting its medal “For con- 
spicuous service to the cause of Ameri- 
can jurisprudence” to Hatton W. Sum- 





NERS. 

Today the Seventy-eighth Congress 
will pass into history. In its passing, 
HATTON SUMNERS will have completed 16 
consecutive terms of service in Congress. 
A son of Tennessee, a servant of Texas— 
which was his first District—of the Dis- 
tricts that later honored themselves by 
honoring him, and also of the Nation, he 
has made a record so outstanding in its 
excellence that each of us may well 
ponder not only its highlights but also 
its tenor. 

It is a mark of his greatness that we 
who lack his ability have never been 
jealous of his power and have been con- 
tent to follow his leadership because his 
exercise of that quality has never left us 
with a sense of inferiority. We have 
never envied him his opportunities be- 


' 


cause in the main he made them 
head has always been above > cl 
but, just as surely, he has kept his feet 
on the grou He has walked with 
the common touch. He 





kings, nor C 
was poor without self-pity, fawning, 
nor covetousness. Wise investm 
honest earnings have made him modest- 


but none would ever Know it 





ts ol 





save for his ' 
The humblest Member never sought his 
advice in vain. A delicious sense of 


generosity to friends in need 





humor has kept him laugh a 
self as well as with his friends. Deeply 


pities those whose faith makes 
them and others unhappy. With these 








attributes and qualities of d and 
heart, he has gone in and out amon 
those on Capitol Hill day in and day out 
performing his duties as a legislator 


whose studious practice of his profession 
has made him a philosopher and an 
authority on the Constitution. His love 
of the law, however, has not made him 
unmindful of other interests. Even be- 
fore he came to Congress his services to 
agriculture were recognized as unusual 
and fruitful. He studied, spoke and 
wrote in the many practical fields of 
agricultural thought. In Congress he 
continued to emphasize the necessity of 
prosperous farms if this was to be a 
prosperous Nation. We are all sincerely 
grateful that his well-rounded career is 
still at flood tide and running strong, as 
he is about to begin his service in the 
Seventy-ninth Congress to which he has 
beer elected. 

We should not let this Congress, not 
the year in which he won the signal 
honor conferred upon him by that great 
national body composed of his brothers 
of the bar, join the past without making 
record of our right to be proud of this 
unsought, though highly deserved, dis- 
tinction which has come to one of our 
most honored and beloved Members. 
His record in this field of legislative en- 
deavor is so unique, both as to the 
stantive body of the law and its 
tration, as to warrant this high 
ment. 


sub- 
1dminis- 


prefer- 


Please let me read what another great 
lawyer, a president of the American Bar 
Association said of our friend and col- 
league at the time the medal was pre- 


sented: 
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Sumners for selection as recipient of the 
American Bar Association medal it is not 
without significance that the motto on that 
medal reads “To the end it may be a govern- 
ment of laws and not of men.” 
Mr. SUMNERs has been an acclaimed ad- 
cate of th thesis all over this country. 
May 6, 1944. 
‘the SPEAKER pro tempore. From 


the latest information at hand, it will be 
5 o’clock before any indication can be 
had as to whether the Senate thinks it 
possible to conclude the business of the 
session during the day. Therefore the 
Chair feels justified in declaring a fur- 
ther recess. The House will stand in 
recess until 5:30. 

Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 31 min- 


utes p. m.), the House stood in recess 
until 5:30 p. m. 
AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COOPER) at 5 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m. 


FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A further message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Carrell, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the fol- 
lowing title: 

H. R. 5448. An act to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for the 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendment of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing title: 

S. 1481. An act to amend further the Civil 


Service Retirement Act, approved May 29, 
1930, as amended. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Cooper). Permit the Chair to state that 
the latest information received is that 
it may be possible that business will be 
concluded in the other body by about 
6:30 or between that time and 7 o’clock. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
state that I have just come from the Sen- 
ate. They have voted on three of the 
Presidential appointees, and there are 
still three more to be voted on. They 
will probably be voted on in the next 
hour. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp and include an ad- 
dress delivered by Brig. Gen. Carlos P. 
Romulo before the Press Club under the 
date line of the 14th of this month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 

(Mr. WICKERSHAM asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD.) 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speak- 
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp at this point 
and include a minority report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, the last report issued by the 


Is there | 





Joint Committee on Reduction of Non- 
essential Federal Expenditures, Senate 
Document No. 241, on the subject of un- 


expended balances, presented to the 
Senate on December 15, 1944, contains 
the following recommendation: 

The committee recommends that— 

1. Section 303 of the Second Deficiency 
Appropriation Act, approved June 28, 1944, be 
amended to provide that the Bureau of the 
Budget submit a report to Congress showing 
the condition of the balances of appropria- 
tions and contract authorizations at any 
time prior tof but not later than 6 months 
after, the conclusion of the European and 
Japanese Wars and that the Congress con- 
sider unexpended balances then current and 
provide legislation to lapse or cancel out all 
unnecessary balances. 

Lest this recommendation be misun- 
derstood by those not familiar with the 
preceding action of Congress and the 
Executive with respect to balances of war 
appropriations, I desire to place in the 
RecorpD section 303 of the Second De- 
ficiency Appropriation Act, 1944, ap- 
proved June 28, 1944: 

Sec. 303. The President shall direct the 
Bureau of the Budget to maintain a con- 
tinuous study of appropriations and contract 
authorizations granted for the national de- 
fense, war agencies, and the prosecution of 
the present wars for the purpose of submit- 
ting for the consideration of Congress, when 
the state of the wars make such action pos- 
sible a list showing the condition of the bal- 
ances of each of such appropriations and con- 
tract authorizations together with his recom- 
mendations for the repeal of such of those 
funds or portions thereof as are deemed no 


longer required for the purposes for which 
they were granted. 


Section 303 was recommended to the 
Congress by the Senate and House Com- 
mittees on Appropriations last June with 
a view to recouping, when the state of the 
wars makes such action feasible, such 
portion of the balances of the war ap- 
propriations and contract authorizations 
as May be possible. This is the first step 
in a program of the House and Senate 
Appropriations Committees to follow the 
pattern set by them at the close of World 
War No. 1, when these committees rec- 
ommended to the Congress the legisla- 
tion which recouped balances of appro- 
priations and contract authorizations 
totaling approximately $15,000,000,000. 
Action for that recoupment started early 
in December 1918, following the armi- 
stice on November 11, 1918, and was com- 
plete by February 25, 1919, or in 3 months 
from the time Congressional considera- 
tion started. 

Following the enactment of section 303 
in June 1944, the President on Septem- 
ber 18, 1944, sent a letter to the Director 
of the Budget directing him to take steps 
looking to the making of recommenda- 
tions to the President for converting Gov- 
ernment structure from the needs of 
war to the needs of peace and to liquidate 
war agencies and on September 23, 1944, 
the Director communicated with the 
various Federal agencies to secure from 
them the necessary information to ac- 
complish this as soon as possible after the 
termination of either or both of the wars. 
Agencies have submitted data along this 
line to the Bureau of the Budget for 
analysis and study. 

In the First Supplemental Appropria- 
tion Act, 1944, just completed by the Con- 
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gress, there is provision § repealin 
$2,000,000,000 of contractual authorit. 
heretofore granted for naval aviation 
Section 303 has already borne fruit an 
will continue to do so from time to tim 
even before the wars end. Speaking fo) 
the House Committee on Appropriation 
I feel that the suggestion of the Joint 
Committee that agencies have 6 month 
in which to determine what amount of 
war time funds they should retain is to 
long. The time to recapture unneeded 
wartime appropriations and contract au- 
thorizations is just as soon after the ces- 
sation of hostilities as it is possible t: 
accumulate the data and prepare the 
closing out programs. 

The House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations are entitled to credit fo: 
their farsightedness in recommendin; 
section 303 and initiating the ground 
work for this repeal action 6 months ago 

They are also watching current bal- 
ances from time to time and will con- 
tinue to recommend the repeal of any 
amounts found to be unnecessary even 
though the wars may still be in progress 


RECESS 


The SPEAKER protempore. Without 
objection, the House will stand in recess 
subject to the call of the Chair. : 

There was no objection; accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes p. m.) the 
House stood in recess subject to the call 
of the Chair. 


AFTER THE RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. Cox) at 6 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m. 


STILL FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 


A still further message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. Frazier, its legislative clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the House of 
the following titles: 


H.R. 2241. An act to abolish the Jackson 
Hole National Monument as created by Presi- 
dential Proclamation No. 2578, dated March 
15, 1943; 

H.R. 2973. An act to provide that no per- 
son shall publish or distribute any political 
statement relating to a candidate for elec- 
tion to any Federal office which does not 
contain the name of the person responsible 
for its publication or distribution; 

H.R. 4709. An act to authorize increases 
in wages for certain employees of The Alaska 
Railroad for services rendered from May 1, 
1943, to September 30, 1943, inclusive; 

H.R.4715. An act to increase the com- 
pensation of employees in the Postal Service; 

H. R. 4782. An act to authorize the sale of 
certain lands of the Tulalip Tribe of Indians, 
State of Washington; 

H.R. 5002. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Tennessee Depart- 
ment of Highways and Public Works to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Clinch River at the point 
where such river is crossed by United States 
Highway No. 25E; 

H.R. 5409. An act for the exchange of lands 
adjacent to the Pike National Forest in 
Colorado; and 

H.R. 5571. An act to omit or defer the re- 
quired 5-year valuation of the civil-service 
retirement and disability fund for the dura- 
tion of the present war and for 1 year there- 
after. 


The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed concurrent resolutions 
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of the following titles, in which the con- 


House is requested: 
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SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of Senate Concurrent Res- 
olution No. 58. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There being no objection, the 
read the resolution (S. Con. Res. 
follows: 


Resolved, 


Clerk 
58), as 
That the two 


Houses of Con- 


gress shall adjourn on Tuesday, December 19, 
1944. and that when they adjourn on said 


day they stand adjourned sine die 


The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. ' 
AUTHORIZATION TO SIGN ENROLLED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the following Senate concur- 
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 59): 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- 
é ntatives concurring), That notwithstand- 

ry the adjournment of the second session of 
hth Congress, the Pr 
f the Senate and the Speaker pro tempore 


of the House of Representatives be, and they 


he Seventy-ei sident 





are hereby, authorized to sign enrolled bills 
id joint resolutions duly passed by the two 
] which have been examined by the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of each House 
and found truly enrolled. 





The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 


AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO APPOINT 
COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES AU- 
THORIZED BY LAW OR BY THE HOUSE 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that notwithstanding 
the sine die adjournment of the House 
the Speaker be authorized to appoint 
commissions and committees authorized 
by law or by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members of 
the House shall have the privilege until 
the last edition authorized by the Joint 
Committee on Printing is published to 
extend and revise their own remarks in 
the ConGcrRESSIONAL REcoRD on more than 
one subject, if they so desire, and also to 
include therein such short quotations as 
may be necessary to explain or complete 
such extension of remarks, but this order 
shall not apply to any subject matter 
which may have occurred or to any 
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speech delivered subsequent to the 

adjournmenteof Congress 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

jection to the request of the ent! 

man from Georgia? 
There was no objection 


Al. 


AUTHORIZING CLERK TO RECEIVE 
MI 





SSAGES FROM SENATI 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I 


us consent that n 


unanim th id- 
ing the sine die adjournment of 
House, the Clerk be authorized to re 
me s from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of tl ntleman 


from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a privileged resolution and ask for its 
immediate adoption. 

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res 
682). as follows: 








Resolved, That a committee of two Mem- 
bers be appointed by the House » joir 
similar committee appointed by the Senat 
to wait upon the President cf the United 


States and inform him that the 
have completed the business of the session 
and are ready to adjourn, ur 
dent has some othe 
to them 





r communication to make 


The resolution was agreed to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE TO NOTIFY 
PRESIDENT OF ADJOURNMENT OF CON- 
GRESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair appoints as members of the Com- 

mittee of the House to join a similar com- 

mittee of the Senate to wait upon the 

President to inform him that the two 

Houses have completed the business of 

the session and are ready to adjourn un- 

less the President has some further com- 
munication to make to them the fol- 
lowing Members of the House: Messrs. 

RAMSPECK and MICHENER. 

THE LATE HON. EZEKIEL SAMUEI 
CANDLER 

The SPEAKER pro tempor The 
Chiir recognizes the gentleman from Mis- 
RANKIN 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, it be- 
comes my sad duty to announce to the 
House the death of my distinguished 
predecessor in this body, the Honorable 
Ezekiel Samuel Candler, who passed 
away at his home in Corinth, Miss., on 
yesterday. 

Mr. Candler was first elected to the 
Fifty-seventh Congress and served con- 
tinuously from 1901 to 1921, 
retired from public life. 

He was one of Mi 
tinguished citizens, an able lawyer, and 
a loyal American, whose ideals were 
the clouds. but who always managed to 
keep his feet on the ground. 

He was a Christian without hy 
a patriot without pretense, a 
without treachery, and a man without 
guile. 


sissippi [Mr 


His life was gentle nd the eleme 
So mix’d n that Nature mi 


And say to all the world, This was a man! 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman f 
Michigan | Mr. MICHENER 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. S 
add very little t 
what it means and i 


History will record the rentleman from 


rom 


Texas, Speaker RAYBURN, as serving in 
one of the most difficult periods in the 
life of the Conere The burdens of his 
exalted office are nct comparable to the 
of any predece He has at tted 
himself well. His ur m f ! ] 


courtesy, and |} i : y aS a pre- 
siding officer are well re 112 land ; = 
preciated. We all hope that his short 
vacation in Texas will be most enjovabl 
and that he will return tc the new Con- 
gre refreshed and rested 
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adjourn sine die tonight. No responsibil- 
ity such as is ours to bear in the days 
to come was ever laid on the shoulders 
of the representatives of any people 
throughout all time or history—and no 
man who does not realize that fact should 
be qualified to sit in this or the succeed- 
ing Congresses to represent the people. 

I wish all of you such a merry Christ- 
mas as comports with the times in which 
we are living, and many happy new years 
contributed to and made happy by our 
unselfish devotion of service, to the 
end that wars may end, and a lasting 
peace may be established among all men 
of good will forever as we take our right- 
ful place in the world of tomorrow. 
Parting is such sweet sorrow, 

That I shall say od night, till it be morrow. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. EBERHARTER] 
may extend his own remarks in the REc- 
orD and include therein a short article 
from a newspaper. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STARNES] be per- 
mitted to extend his remarks in the RrEc- 
orD and to include therein a report from 
the Committee on un-American Activi- 
ties. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may revise and 
extend my remarks in the Recorp and 
include certain excerpts. I make two re- 
quests, Mr. Speaker, for two separate 
extensions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Idaho? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may extend as part of my remarks made 
earlier today a letter from Dr. Griffith, 
Medical Director of the Veterans Admin- 
istration, together with certain informa- 
tion regarding the Veterans Administra- 
tion rehabilitation program. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Recorp and include an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PLUMLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re- 
marks in the Recorp and to include ex- 
traneous matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 





remarks in the Recorp and include there- 
in certain excerpts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled bills of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by 
the Speaker pro tempore: 

H.R. 3429. An act to amend section 1 of an 
act entitled “An act authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to employ engineers and 
€ 1ists for consultation purposes on im- 
I int reclamation work,” approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406), as amended 
by the act of April 22, 1940 (54 Stat. 148); 

H.R. 5448. An act to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for the 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia; and 

H.R. 5587. An act making appropriations 


to supply deficiencies in certain appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, and for prior fiscal years, and to provide 


supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
years ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 
1946, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore an- 
nounced his signature to enrolled bills 
of the Senate of the following titles: 


8.1481. An act to amend further the Civil 
Service Retirement Act, approved May 29, 
1930, as amended; and 

S.1979. An act to regulate in the District 
of Columbia the transfer of shares of stock 
in corporations and to make uniform the law 
with reference thereto. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE 


Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, in ac- 
cordance with Senate Concurrent Reso- 
lution 58, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In ac- 
cordance with Senate Concurrent Reso- 
lution 58, the Chair declares the second 
session of the Seventy-eighth Congress 
adjourned sine die. 

Thereupon (at 7 o’clock p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 58, adjourned sine die. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 


Mr. HART: Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. Report pursuant to 
House Resolution 52. Resolution on study 
and investigation of charters of vessels (Rept. 
No. 2088). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. 
Report pursuant to House Resolution 30. 
Resolution to investigate the national war 
effort; without amendment (Rept. No. 2092). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ANDERSON of New York: Special 
Committee to Investigate Campaign Expend- 
itures. Report pursuant to House Resolu- 
tion 551. Resolution providing for the ap- 
pointment of a special committee of the 
House of Representatives to investigate the 
campaign expenditures of the various candi- 
dates for the House of Representatives, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 2093). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 
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Mr. PETERSON of Florida: Committee on 
the Public Lands. Report pursuant to House 
Resolution Resolution authorizing a 
study by the Committee on the Public Lands 
of certain public-land problems and the use 
of public tands in rehabilitation of veterans 
(Rept. No. 2094). Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. LEA of California: Select Committee 
to Investigate the Federal Communicatio1 
Commission. Report pursuant to House 
Resolution 21. Resolution authorizing an 
investigation of the organization, personnel, 
and activities of the Federal Communicatio1 
Commission (Rept. No. 2095). Referred 
the Committee of the Whole House on th 
state of the Union. 

Mr. LEA of California: Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. Rep 
pursuant to House Resolutions 290 (‘Ff 
Cong.), 383 (77th Cong.), and 58 (78th 
Cong.). Resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Comm 
to continue the investigation with respect to 
petroleum begun under House Resolution 
290, Seventy-sixth Congress (Rept. No. 2096). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBERTSON: Select Committee on 
Conservation of Wildlife Resources. Report 
pursuant to House Resolution 20. Resolu- 
tion to authorize the Select Committee on 
Wildlife Conservation of the Seventy-eighth 
Congress to investigate all matters pertain- 
ing to the replacement and conservation of 
wildlife (Rept. No. 2097). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. POAGE: Committee on Agriculture. 
Report pursuant to House Resolution 346 
Resolution providing for an investigation of 
the program for the planting of guayule to 
serve as a domestic source of crude rubber 
(Rept. No. 2098). Referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WHITE: Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. Report pursuant to House 
Resolution 262. Resolution authorizing the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation to 
make an investigation of the Columbia 
River and its tributaries for the utilization 
of its waters for reclamation, flood control, 
navigation, and hydroelectric power genera- 
tion (Rept. No. 2099). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate, trans- 
mitted to the Clerk of the House sub- 
sequent to adjournment, announced 
that the Vice President had appointed 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ma- 
LONEY]; the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Tuomas]; the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pepper!; the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
WuiTE]; the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Brooks]; and the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin (Mr. La FoLtiette] as the members 
on the part of the Senate of the Joint 
Committee on the Organization of Con- 
gress, established by Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 23, agreed to December 15, 
1944. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED AFTER SINE DIE 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 

Enrolled Bills, reported that the com- 

mittee had examined and found truly 

enrolled bills of the House of the follow- 

ing titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker pro tempore: 


H.R. 2241. An act to abolish the Jackson 
Hole National Monument as created by 
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Presidential Proclamation No. 2578, dated 
March 15, 1943; 

H. R. 2973. An act to provide that no person 
shall publish or distribute any political state- 
ment relating to a candidate for election to 
any Federal office which does not contain 
the name of the person responsible for its 
publication or distribution; 

i. R. 4709. An act to authorize increases in 
wages for certain employees of The Alaska 
Railroad for services rendered from May l, 
1943, to September 30, 1943, inclusive; 

H. R. 4782. An act to authorize the sale of 
certain lands of the Tulalip Tribe of Indians, 
State of Washington; 

H.R.5002. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Tennessee Depart- 
ment of Highways and Public Works to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Clinch River, at the point 
where such river is crossed by United States 
Highway No 25E; 

H. R. 5409. An act for the exchange of lands 
adjacent to the Pike National Forest in Colo- 
rado; and 

H. R.5571. An act to omit or defer the re- 
quired 5-year valua*.on of the civil-service 
retirement and disability fund for the dura- 
tion of the present war and for 1 year there- 
after. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 
AFTER SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com- 
mittee did on the following dates present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 


On December 20, 1944: 

H. R. 3429. An act to amend section 1 of an 
act entitled “An act authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to employ engineers and 
economists for consultation purposes on im- 
portant reclamation work,” approved Febru- 
ary 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406), as amended by 
the act of April 22, 1940 (54 Stat. 148); 

H. R. 5448. An act to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for the 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 5587. An act making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in certain appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1944, and 
for prior fiscal years, and to provide supple- 
mental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1945, and June 30, 1946, and 
for other purposes. 

On December 21, 1944: 

H.R. 2241. An act to abolish the Jackson 
Hole National Monument as created by Presi- 
dential Proclamation No. 2578, dated March 
15, 1943; 

H.R. 2973. An act to provide that no person 
shall pulish or distribute any political state- 
ment relating to a candidate for election to 
any Federal office which does not contain 
the name of the person responsible for its 
publication or distribution; 

H. R. 4709. An act to authorize increases in 
wages for certain employees of the Alaska 
Railroad for services rendered from May 1 to 
September 30, 1943, inclusive; 

H.R. 4782. An act to authorize the sale of 
certain lands of the Tulalip Tribe of Indians, 
State of Washington; 

H.R. 5002. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Tennessee Depart- 
ment of Highways and Public Works to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Clinch River at the point 
where such river is crossed by United States 
Highway No. 25E; 

H.R. 5409. An act for the exchange of tands 
adjacent to the Pike National Forest in Colo- 
rado; and 

H.R. 5571. An act to omit or defer the re- 
quired 5-year valuation of the civil-service 
retirement and disability fund for the dura- 


tion of the present war and for 1 year there- 
after. 
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HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
APPROVED AND DISAPPROVED BY THE 
PRESIDENT 


The President of the United States, 
subsequent to the sine die adjournment 
of the House, notified the Speaker pro 
tempore of the House that he had ap- 
proved and signed bills and joint reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 


On December 7, 1944: 

H.R. 4366 An act for the relief of Alex 

Wylie, and the estate of James Evans. 
On December 13, 1944: 

H.R.933. An act for the relief of Conrad 
H. Clark and Rocco Cellette; and 

H.R.4917. An act conferring upon the 
State of Montana authority to exchange for 
other lands certain lands selected by the State 
of Montana for the use of the University of 
Montana for biological station purposes pur- 
suant to the act of March 3, 1905 (33 Stat 
1080). 

On December 14, 1944: 

H.R. 1744. An act to provide Government 
protection to widows and children of deceased 
World War No. 1 veterans, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

H. R. 3929. An act for the relief of Kathe- 
rine Scherer 

On December 15, 1944: 

H.R.3150. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the practice of the heal- 
ing art to protect the public health in the 
District of Columbia,” approved February 27, 
1929; 

H. R.3313. An act to amend section 10 of 
the act of March 3, 1925, entitled “An act to 
provide for the regulation of motor-vehicle 
traffic in the District of Columbia, increase 
the number of judges of the police court, and 
for other purposes,” as amended; 

H.R. 3621. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the regulation of motor 
vehicle traffic in the District of Columbia, 
increase the number of judges of the police 
court, and for other purposes”’; 

H.R. 4665. An act authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to convey certain lands in 
Powell townsite, Wyoming, Shoshone rec- 
lamation project, Wyoming, to the University 
of Wyoming; and 

H.R. 5494. An act to amend the act en- 
titled “An act authorizing the President to 
appoint an Under Secretary of War during 
national emergencies, fixing the compensa- 
tion of the Under Secretary of War, and au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to prescribe 
duties”, approved December 16, 1940. 

On December 16, 1944: 

H.R. 1951. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Motor Vehicle Parking Facility Act 
of 1942, approved February 16, 1942; 

H.R.3619. An act to amend sections 675 
and 676 of the act entitled “An act to 
establish a Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, regulat- 
ing the disposal of dead human bodies in the 
District of Columbia; 

H.R.3720. An act to authorize the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to ap- 
point notaries public; 

H. R. 4916. An act to amend the act of June 
19, 1934 (Public Law 435, 73d Cong.); 

H. R. 5408. An act to amend the Mustering- 
Out Payment Act of 1944, to provide a method 
for accomplishing certain mustering-out pay- 
ments on behalf of mentally disabled veter- 
ans, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 5564. An act to fix the tax under the 
Federal Insurance Contribution Act on em- 
ployer and employees for calendar year 1945 

On December 20, 1944: 

H. J. Res. 289. Joint resolution authorizing 
the granting of permits to the Committee on 
Inaugural Ceremonies on the cccasion of the 
inauguration of the President-elect in Jan- 
uary 1945, and for other purposes; 
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H. J. Res. 290. Joint resolution to provide 
for the maintenance of public order and the 
protection of life and property in connection 
with the Presidential inaugural ceremonies 
of 1945 

Er. J. Res. 291. Joint resolution to provide 
for the quartering, in certain public build- 
ings in the District of Columbia, of troops 
participating in the inaugural ceremonies; 

H. J. Res. 317. Joint resolution recognizing 
the outstanding service rendered to the 


United States by Field Marshal Sir John 
Dill; 
H.R. 1033. An act to suspend the effective- 


ness during the existing national emergency 
of the tariff duty on coconuts; 

H.R. 2116. An act to amend the laws of 
the District of Columbia relating to exemp- 
tion of property from judicial process, the 
assignment of salary or wages, and the ad- 
vance payment of salary or wages for the 
purpose of preventing attachment or gar- 
nishment; 

H. R. 2644. An act to grant additional pow- 
ers to the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; F 

H. R. 2874. An act for the relief of Robert 
Will Starks; 

H.R.3791. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Charles Noah Shipp, deceased; 

H. R. 4327. An act to regulate boxing con- 
tests and exhibitions ir the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 4867. An act to extend the health 
regulations of the District of Columbia to 
Government restaurants within the District 
of Columbia; 

H. i... 4993. An act to amend Public, No. 507, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, second session, an 
act to further expedite the prosecution of 
the war, approved March 27, 1942, known as 
the Second War Powers Act, 1942; 

H.R. 5029. An act to assist in the internal 
development of the Virgin Islands by the 
undertaking of useful projects therein, and 
for other purposes; 

H.R. 5543. An act extending the time for 
the release of powers of appointment for the 
purposes of certain provisions of the Internal 
Revenue Code, and for other purposes; and 

H.R. 5590. An act to increase clerk hire, 
and for other purposes. 

On December 21, 1944: 

H.R.195 An act for the relief of Gladys A. 
Ennis as executrix of the estate of George 
Pearse Ennis, deceased, and Oscar H. Julius; 
and the Excelsior Automotive Service, Inc.; 

H.R. 545. An act for the of G. F. 
Odom; 

H.R.763. An act for the relief of Lindsey 
Harcrow; 

H.R.1218. An act for the relief of 
Riddle; 

H.R. 1556. An act for the relief of Archie 
Barwick 

H.R. 1643. An act for the relief of Mary 
Lovis Elliott; 

H.R.1772. An act for the relief of Henry 
Stovall; 

H.R. 2213. An act for the 
Agnes Wolters; 

H. R. 2300. An act for the 
Luzar; 

H.R. 2373. An act for the relief of Pearl 
Saievitz Hurwitz and Ruth Levin; 

H.R. 2543. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Nelle Jone 

H. R. 2688. An act for the re! 
H. Miles Mrs. Mollie Miles, 
a@ minor; 

H.R.2903. An act for the 


relief 


P. L. 


relief of Mrs. 


relief of Rose B. 


ef of Clarence 
and Hardy Miles, 


relief of the 


Washington Asphalt Co.; 

H.R. 2969. An act to establish official 
checking accounts with the Treasurer of the 
United States for clerks of United States 
courts and United States marshals; 


H.R.3017. An act for the relief of Hubert 
McMahon and the legal guardian of Barbara 
McMahon; 


























































9806 


H.R 3138. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Bertha Macklin: 

H.R.3191. An act for the relief of Lillian 
Hill; 

H.R.3192. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Bertha Grantham; 

H.R 327% An act for the relief of Clar- 
ence G. Doelling and Doris J. (McNeil) 
Doelling; 

H. R. 3323. An act for thee relief of Mrs. 
William M Watson and R. H. Price; 

H.R. 3369. An act for the relief of Harry 
V. Hearn; 

H. R. 3465. An act for the relief of Archie 
Berberian, Kurken Berberian, and Mrs. Os- 
getel Berberian; 

H.R 3484. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Pearl W. Peterson; 

H.R 3852. An act for the relief of the 
O. S. Stapley Co.; 

H.R. 4049. An act for the relief of Alfred 
F. Ross; and 

H.R. 4918. An act to provide for the pay- 
ment to certain Government employees for 
accumulated o* accrued annual leave due 
upon their separation from Govérnment 
service 

On December 22, 1944: 

H.R.1023. An act to establish a chief of 
chaplains of the United States Navy; 

H.R. 1284. An act relating to the natural- 
ization of persons not citizens who serve hon- 
orably in the military or naval forces of the 
United States during the present war; 

H.R. 2016. An act for the relief of William 
H. Linhart; 

H R.2066. An act for the relief of A. L. 
Rinkenberger and John Floering; 

H. R. 3467. An act for the relief of Anne 
Watt: 

H. R. 3584. An act for the relief of Elsie 
Hawke; 

H.R.3639. An act for the relief of Herman 
Weinert, Jr., M. D.; 

H. R. 3678. An act for the relief of Floyd E. 
and Lena Mae Drummond; 

H.R. 3727. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Violet DeGroot; 

H. R. 3732. An act to repeal the prohibition 
against the filling of a vacancy in the office 
of district judge in the district of New Jer- 
sey; 

H.R.3781. An act for the relief of Hall 
Farris; 

H.R. 3814. An act for the relief of M. Send- 
ers & Co.; 

H.R.3880. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Anna Zukas; 

H.R. 3€81. An 
Anna Chandler; 

H.R. 3928. An 
LeRoy Eden; 

H.R.3931. An act for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. A. D. Gibson; 

H.R. 4014. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Ruby Winsch; 

H.R. 4016 An act for the relief of John 
Casey and Marie Casey; 

H.R. 4038. An act for the relief of Joseph 
W. Steel; 

H.R. 4080. An act for the relief of certain 
former employees of the United States Court 
for China; 

H.R. 4101. An act for the relief of P. E. 
Brannen; 

H.R. 4111. An act for the relief of Louis 
Beckham; 

H.R. 4125. An act for the relief of Kelly 
Hobbs; 

H. R. 4144. An act for the relief of Brig. 
Gen. Louis J. Fortier; 

H.R. 4159. An act to amend section 33 of 
the act of September 7, 1916, as amended (39 
Stat. 742); 

H. R. 4805. An act for the relief of Henry 
Clay Walker; 

H.R. 4331. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Florence Armstrong; 

H.R. 4380. An act for the relief of Mabelle 
E. Olive; 


act for the relief of Mrs. 


act for the relief of James 





H.R. 4485. An act authorizing the con- 
struction of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors for flood control, and for other 
purposes; 

H.R. 4502. An act to amend the act of Con- 
gress approved May 20, 1935, entitled “An act 
concerning the incorporated town of Seward, 
Territory of Alaska,” as amended; 

H. R. 4547. An act to amend the act of Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931, as amended, so as to permit 
the compensation on a mileage basis, of ci- 
vilian officers or employees for the use of 
privately owned airplanes while traveling on 
official business; 

H.R. 4588. An act for the relief of Robert 
L. Whiddon; 

H.R. 4629. An act for the relief of Ludwig 
Woll; 

H.R.4703. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Annie Brown; 

H.R.4817. An act for the relief of Wilfred 
T. Plant, Sr.; 

H.R. 4910. An act authorizing the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. or its 
successors, to convey to the States of Ari- 
zona and California, jointly or separately, 
for public-highway purposes, an existing rail- 
road bridge across the Colorado River, for- 
merly known as the Red Rock Bridge, near 
Topock, Ariz.; 

H. R. 4927. An act for the relief of Francis 
D. Stovall, Jr.; 

H. R. 5453. An act authorizing the convey- 
ance by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., a rail- 
road corporation, of certain perpetual ease- 
ments near Afton, in Augusta and Nelson 
Counties, Va., being a portion of the Blue 
Ridge Parkway land of the Shenandoah Na- 
tional Park; 

H.R. 5551. An act to transfer certain land 
in Nacogdoches County, Tex., to the United 
States Forest Service; 

H.R.5568. An act to authorize the Ad- 
ministrator of the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration to exchange certain land of the United 
States within the Angostura irrigation proj- 
ect, Hot Springs, S. Dak., for certain land 
owned by the city of Hot Springs, S. Dak.; 

H.R. 5565. An act to authorize collectors 
of internal revenue to receive certain checks 
and money orders in payment of taxes and 
for revenue stamps; and 

H.R. 5587. An act making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in certain appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1944, and for prior fiscal years, and to pro- 
vide supplemental appropriations for the 
fiscal years ending June 30, 1945, and June 
30, 1946, and for other purposes. 

On December 23, 1944: 

H. J. Res. 324. Joint resolution to extend the 
time for filing a report by the Civil Aeronau- 
tics Board relating to multiple taxation of 
air commerce; 

H.R.449. An act for the relief of the 
Puget Sound Bridge & Dredging Co.; 

H.R.2354. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. Phoebe Sherman, and for Mrs. 
Harriett W. Vanderhoef and Allan Vander- 
hoef; 

H.R.3429. An act to amend section 1 of 
an act entitled “An act authorizing the 
Secretary of the interior to employ engineers 
and economists for consultation purposes 
on important reclamation work,” approved 
February 28, 1929 (45 Stat. 1406), as amended 
by the act of April 22, 1940 (54 Stat. 148); 

H.R. 4631. An act for the relief of John 
L. MacNeil; 

H.R. 4968. An act to amend section 511 (c) 
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amend- 
ed, relative to deposit of vessel proceeds re- 
ceived from the United States in certain 
cases, and for other purposes; 

H.R. 5206. An act to authorize Belfry Coal 
Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free suspension bridge conveyor across the 
Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near 
Sprigg, W. Va.; 
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H. R. 5331. An act to authorize the trans- 
fer of certain lands within the Colonial Na- 
tional Historical Park, Yorktown, Va., to the 
Secretary of the Navy; 

H. R. 5448. An act to permit construction, 
maintenance, and use of a tunnel for the 
purpose of carrying lines for petroleum prod- 
ucts in the District of Columbia; 

H.R. 5556. An act to amend section 502 (a) 
of the Department of Agriculture Organic 
Act of 1944; 

H. R. 2973. An act to provide that no per- 
son shall publish or distribute any political 
statement relating to a candidate for elec- 
tion to any Federal office which does not con- 
tain the name of the person responsible for 
its publication or distribution; 

H. R. 2994. An act to extend Reissued Let- 
ters Patent No. 19,023; 

H. R. 4709. An act to authorize increases in 
wages for certain employees of the Alaska 
Railroad for services rendered from May 1, 
1943, to September 30, 1943, inclusive; 

H. R. 4782. An act to authorize the sale of 
certain lands of the Tulalip Tribe of Indians, 
State of Washington; 

H.R. 5002. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Tennessee Depart- 
ment of Highways and Public Works to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Clinch River at the point 
where such river is crossed by United States 
Highway No. 25E; 

H.R. 5409. An act for the exchange of lands 
adjacent to the Pike National Forest in Colo- 
rado; 

H. R. 5571. An act to omit or defer the re- 
quired 5-year valuation of the civil-service 
retirement and disability fund for the dura- 
tion of the present war and for 1 year there- 
after; 

H.R. 1963. An act for the relief of G. H. 
Garner; 

H. R. 2005. An act for the relief of Christine 
Mangrum, Luster Mangrum, and Nathan 
Mangrum; 

H.R. 2150. An act for the relief of Diemer 
Adison Coulter and Frances Andrews Coulter; 

H. R. 2827. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Ida M. Rutherford; 

H.R. 3218. An act for the relief of Enid M. 
Albertson; 

H.R.3285. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Rose Poisson; 

H. R. 3400. An act for the relief of LaVerne 
Whipple; 

H.R. 3414, An act for the relief of Edward 
C. Robbins; 

H.R. 3590. An act for the relief of the city 
and county of San Francisco; 

H.R. 3645. An act for the relief of Mary 
Agnes Lichtefeld Droppelman and Fred J. 
Lichtefeld and Josephine Lichtefeld: 

H. R.3709. An act for the relief of Harley E. 
Carter; 

H.R. 3995. An act for the relief of Walter 
Lundmark; 

H.R.4105. An act for the relief of Ira 
Cannon; 

H.R. 4200. An act for the relief of William 
Weber; 

H. R. 4212. An act for the relief of Robert 
Rowe and Mary Rowe; 

H.R. 4213. An act for the relief of Karl 
Lungstras; 

H.R. 4309. An act for the relief of Rosa 
Lee Foreman; 

H.R. 4322. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Floyd M. Adair, deceased; 

H.R. 4333. An act for the relief of Bertha 
LeFrancq; 

H.R. 4363. An act for the relief of Ollie 
Brashear Hearldson; 

H. R. 4367. An act for the relief of Mrs, 
Julia Toler; 

H.R. 4442. An act for the relief of Albert 
B. Weaver; 

H. R. 4451. An act for the relief of John 
McLaughlin, Sr., and John McLaughlin, Jr.; 

H. R. 4481. An act for the relief of William 
H. Crompton; 
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H. R. 4525. An act for the relief of M. Grace 
Murphy, administratrix of the estate of John 
H. Murphy. 

H. R. 4542. An act for the relief of Harold 
Miller; 

H. R. 4549. An act for the relief of Sandy C. 
Brown; 

H.R.4786. An act for the relief of the 
estate of Kimball Lee Beckner; 

H. R. 4815. An act for the relief of the 
Board of County Commissioners of Volusia 
County, Fla.; 

H.R.976. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. Sebastian Eger; 

H. R. 3250. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court of 
Maine; 

H. R. 4593. An act for the relief of Thomas 
R. Clark; 

H. R. 4674. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Everette Maxwell; the estate of Red- 
man P. Maddux; and the legal guardian of 
Elmer Messa, a minor; 

H. R. 4736. An act for the relief of Dr. H. L. 
Klotz: 

H.R. 4875. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Emma B. Fleet, deceased; 

H.R. 4911. An act to amend the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act; 

H.R. 4921. An act for the relief of Dr. J. 
Sims Norman; 

H.R. 4962. An act for the relief of Jessie 
Springsteen and John Springsteen; 

H.R. 5034. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Francis A. Collins; 

H R. 5048. An act for the relief of the es- 
tate of Cecile H. Burgett, deceased; 

H.R. 5060. An act for the relief of Clyde H. 
Palmer; estate of Lola Palmer; legal guardian 
of Margie Joan Palmer, a minor; 

H.R. 5062. An act to authorize certain 
transactions. by disbursing officers of the 
United States, anc for other purposes; 

H. R. 5154. An act relating to dual employ- 
ment in the Postal Service, and for other 
purposes; 

H.R. 5167. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of South Carolina to hear, 
determine, and render judgment upon the 
claim of the board of trustees of the Saun- 
ders Memorial Hospital; 

H.R. 5219. At. act to provide for the grant- 
ing of rights-of-way for pipe lines for petrole- 
um and petroleum products and for telephone 
and/or telegraph lines through and across 
lands of the United States within the area 
of Indian Rock Dam and Reservoir, located 
in York County, Pa.; 

H. R. 5248. An act to amend an act entitled 
“An act to extend the time for examination 
of monthly accounts covering expenditures 
by disbursing officers of the United States 
Marine Corps,” approved December 26, 1941, 
so as to extend the time for examination of 
monthly accounts of disbursing officers and 
special disbursing agents of the Navy and 
Coast Guard; and 


H.R.5518. An act to amend section 119 of 
the Judicial Code. 


POCKET VETOED 
On December 23, 1944: 

H. R. 3302. An act for the relief of Eleanor 
Parkinson; 

H.R. 3614. An act for the relief of the 
Queen City Brewing Co.; and 

H.R. 4345. An act for the relief of the legal 
guardian of Luther Marcus Smith, a minor. 

On December 28, 1944: 

H. R. 2825. An act for the relief of Sigfried 
Olsen, doing business as Sigfried Olsen 
Shipping Co. 

On December 29, 1944: 

H. R. 2241. An act to abolish the Jackson 
Hole National Monument as created by 
Presidential Proclamation No. 2578, dated 
March 15, 1943. 


MEMORANDUM OF DISAPPROVAL 


I have before me the bill (H. R. 2825) 
for the relief of Sigfried Olsen, doing 
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business as 
Co 

The bill directs the Secretary of the 

reasury to pay Sigfried Olsen, doing 
business as Sigfried Olsen Shipping Co., 
the sum of $37,710.12 as just compensa- 
tion for actual cash losses incurred by 
him in the operation of two vessels to 
South America and return in 1941, in ac- 
cordance with the “specific directions” 
of the Maritime Commission. 

The Maritime Commission and the 
War Shipping Administration in their 
report on the bill to the Committees on 
Claims of the House and Senate, ex- 
pressed their view that there is no legal 
basis for the claim. There is no indica- 
tion in the history of the enrolled 
enactment that the Congress allowed 
the claim on a legal basis. It appears 
that the daimant was not legally bound 
to make the voyages as to which the al- 
leged losses were sustained. 

In view of the lack of legal basis for 
the claim, it is believed that approval! of 
the measure would create a precedent 
for the assertion of similar claims. Such 
claims should be considered under some 
generally applicable system or measure. 

It appears that Mr. Olsen realized a 
net profit on other voyages made by the 
ships in question during the period un- 
der the provisions of the Ship Warrants 
Act. It appears that this should have 
been taken into account in measuring 
the extent of the equitable relief to be 
accorded. 

In view of the lack of legal basis for 
the relief measure, and a failure to give 
due weight to all pertinent factors on an 
equity basis, I am withholding my ap- 
proval of the bill. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE Howse, December 28, 1944. 
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MEMORANDUM OF DISAPPROVAL 


I am withholding my approval from 
the bill (H. R. 3302) to provide for the 
payment of the sum of $4,637.50 to Elea- 
nor Parkinson, of Mount Carmel, Ill., as 
compensation for damages caused to her 
property by the overflow of the Wabash 
River. 

It appears that Miss Parkinson-is the 
owner of certain real property located on 
the right bank of the Wabash River near 
St. Francisville, Il. A levee known as 
the Brevoort levee is located on the left 
bank of the river, opposite Miss Parkin- 
son’s property. The levee was com- 
pleted in 1916 by local interests and has 
been owned, operated, and maintained 
by a levee committee, elected pursuant 
to State Jaw, to represent landowners. 

Under authority of the Federa! Flood 
Control Act, approved June 22, 1936, the 
United States restricted the Brevoort 
levee system to a height approximately 
1 foot above its previous elevation. 
The War Department was furnished with 
appropriate assurances required by the 

lood Control Act that the local com- 
mittee would hold and save the United 
States free from damages due to the con- 
struction works. It is claimed that dur- 
ing a ficod which occurred on the Wa- 
bash River in 1943, sand was deposited 
on Miss Parkinson’s land. Apparently 
it is further claimed that the effects of 
the flood were accentuated by the raising 
of the height of the dam. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


9807 


It is a well-established principle of law 
that the United States has plenary power 
to legislate for the benefit of navigation 
and to construct such works as are ap- 
propriate to that end without hability for 
remote or consequential damages. To 
provide for the payment of damages suf- 
fered in this instance would result in a 
preferential treatment of one property 
owner and accord a right to the claimant 
Lot extended to others in similar situa- 
tions. There seems to be no reason for 
making an exception in this instance to 

general rule. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
THE WHITE Howse, December 23, 1944. 


MEMORANDUM OF DISAPPROVAL 


Iam withholding my approval of a bill 
(H. R. 3614) for the relief of the Queen 
City Brewing Co., Cumberland,Md. The 
bill would authorize and direct the Sec- 

tary of the Treasury to pay to the 
@:cen City Brewing Co. the sum of $3,- 
(62.25 on account of the tex paid by it on 
510.375 barrels of fermented malt liquor 
which were returned to the brewery from 
the company’s bottling house because of 
its unsalable condition resulting from a 
flood. 

The records of the Internal Revenue 
Bureau show that a claim filed by the 
Queen City Brewing Co. for refund of the 
said tax was rejected for the reason that 
it was not filed within the time pre- 
scribed by the relief statute. The stat- 
ute, section 3154, Internal Revenue Code, 
requires that such claims be filed within 
$0 days after the return of the fermented 
malt liquor to the brewery, whereas 140 
days elapsed before the claim in this case 
was filed. The report of your Commit- 
tee on Claims includes a copy of an ap- 
plication executed by the secretary of the 


turn of the damaged beer to the bottling 
house. This application states that it is 
made in accordance with the provisions 
of section 3154 of the Internal Revenue 
Code, and article XXVI of Regulations 
18 The requirement that a claim for 
refund on Form 843 must be filed with 
the Collector within 90 days after the 
return of the beer to the brewery is set 
forth in these me sections of the law 
and regulations referred to by the tax- 
payer in its application. 

The claim was rejected under the pro- 
visions of a statute having general ap- 
plication to all claims under the same 
circumstances. Its approval would have 
a discriminatory effect, providing as it 
does for the relief of one taxpayer under 
circumstances in which relief would be 
denied all others similarly situated. No 
facts appear in connection with this case 
which warrant a departure from the gen- 
eral policy of the law expressed in the 
apnlicable limitation period. 

In view of the foregoing, I am with- 
holding my approval of the bill. 

FrRAN“LIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tue Wuite Howse, December 23, 1944. 

MEMORANDUM OF DISAPPROVAL 

I am withholding my approval from 
the bill (H. R. 4245) for the relief of the 
legal guardian of Luther Marcus Smith, 
@ minor, 
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The measure proposes to provide for 
the payment of the sum of $5,000 to 
Luther Marcus Smith, in full settlement 
of all claims against the United States 
for personal injuries sustained in an ac- 
cident at, the Bristol Industrial School, at 
Bristol, Tenn.-Va. 

It appears that Luther Marcus Smith 
entered the Bristol Industrial School at 
Bristol, Tenn.-Va., in October 1943, for 
the purpose of preparing himself for em- 
ployment in a navy yard. On October 
25, he and two other students were ex- 
amining an airplane, which was on dis- 
play in the school building. They at- 
tempted to start the motor. Smith ap- 


parently was struck by a propeller blade | 


and seriously injured. 

It further appears that the Bristol In- 
dustrial School was maintained and op- 
erated by the city of Bristol. The school 
was financed in part by funds derived 
ultimately from the Federal Government, 


in the following manner: The act of | 
July 2, 194) authorized the President | 


through the appropriate agency of the 
Government, to provide for the procure- 
ment and training of civilian personnel 
necessary in connection with the protec- 
tion of critical and essential items of 
equipment and materia!’ and the use and 
operation thereof. An appropriation 


States or other public agencies operating 
public educational facilities for the fur- 
therance of the education and training 
of defense workers, the United States 
Commissioner o* Education being au- 
thorized to certify to the Secretary of 
the Treasury the name of the aget.cy 
or school to which payment was to be 


Labor-Federal 
Act of 1944). 
It further appears that a payment of 
Federal funds was made to the Bristol 
Industrial School out of the foregoing 
appropriation, through the Virginia 
State Board of Education. The school, 


Security Appropriation 


control or supervision of the Federal 
Government. 

While Mr. Smith is entitled to pro- 
found sympathy for the lamentable in- 
juries which he has sustained, assump- 
tion of liability on the part of the United 
States does not appear to be warranted, 
since the school was a purely local in- 
stitution, subject to no supervision or 
control by the Federal Government. The 
accident was not caused by any negli- 
gence on the part of any officer or em- 
ployee of the United States. In fact, 
there does not seem to have been any 
connection between the accident and 
any action of any Federal Government 
officer or employee. No liability should 
in fairness and justice devolve on the 
United States for accidents occurring at 
the school, merely on the ground that 
the institution was assisted by Federal 
funds. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WEITE House, December 23, 1944. 


MEMORANDUM OF DISAPPROVAL 


I have withheld my approval from H. 
R. 2241, “To abolish the Jackson Hole 
National Monument as created by Presi- 
dential Proclamation No. 2578, dated 
March 15, 1943.” 


The effect of this bill would be to de- 
prive the people of the United States of 


| the benefits of an area of national sig- 











nificance from the standpoint of nat- 
uralistic, historic, scientific, and recrea- 
tional values. The Jackson Hole Na- 
tional Monument as established by Proc- 
lamation No. 2578 constitutes an out- 
standing example of a valley formed by 
block-faulting and glacial action, and 
has as significant a story to tell of these 


great forces of nature as has the Grand | 


Canyon toreveal of erosive processes. It 
also constitutes a breeding and feeding 
ground for rare types of birds and animal 
life. For many years it was a celebrated 
rendevous of trappers and Indians; very 
few areas of the West preserve as many 
frontier associations. In addition, it 
provides the necessary foreground for the 
great mountain peaks in the adjoining 
Grand Teton National Park, and in its 
scenic and geologic characteristics forms 


an integral part of the whole Grand | 


Teton region. 


the Jackson Hole National Monument, I 
followed precedents repeatedly estab- 
lished by my predecessors, beginning with 
President Theodore Roosevelt, in exercis- 
ing the authority conferred by section 2 


e | of the Antiquities Act approved by the 
was made available for payments to | 


Congress on June 8, 1906 (34 Stat. 225). 
Eighty-two national monuments have 
been established by Presidents rf the 
United States of both political parties. 
Seven of these monuments are larger 
than the Jackson Hole National Monu- 
ment. There are few official acts of the 
President of the United States, in the 


. | field of conservation or in any other 
made and the amount to be paid (the | y 


phase of Government,soamply supported 


| by precedent, as is the proclamation es- 
| tablishing Jackson Hole National Monu- 


ment. In the light of the legislative his- 
tory of the Antiquities Act of June 8, 
1906, and the interpretation placed there- 
on by the Supreme Court of the United 


| States in Cameron vy. United States (252 
however, was not operated under the | ys. 450), 1 am convinced that Jackson 


Hole is an “object of historic or scientific 
interest” within the meaning of that act. 
Therefore, I cannot assent to the posi- 
tion taken by the proponents of H. R. 
2241 that the monument reserve should 
be annulled on the ground that there was 
no authority for its creation. 

The proclamation establishing the 
Jackson Hole National Monument re- 
served only the Federal lands within ap- 
propriately designated boundaries, and 
was issued subject to all valid existing 
rights. As in the case of many other 
Federal reservations, certain private and 
State lands are also within the bound- 
aries designated in the proclamation. 


| ‘These lands, which comprise a small frac- 


tion of the total acreage, are not affected 
in any way by the proclamation. They 
are still in private and State ownership 
and the rights of the owners are the same 
as they were before the proclamation was 
issued. No lands have been or can be 
confiscated; no citizens have been or can 


| be dispossessed. Moreover, private prop- 
| erty and incomes within the monument 


boundaries remain subject to taxation by 
the State and county to the same extent 
as they were before the monument was 
established. 
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Soon after Jackson Hole National 
Monument was created, the Secretary of 
the Interior issued a policy statement 
setting forth definite principles to gov- 
ern the administration of the Federal 
lands within the monument. This state- 
ment provides for the continuance of all 
permits issued by the Forest Service or 


| other Federal agencies for the use of 





lands now within the national monument 
during the lifetime of the present hold- 
ers and the members of their immediate 
families. In this statement the Secretary 
recognized existing grazing privileges on 
monument lands and existing stock 
driveway privileges, and declared that 
cattlemen desiring in the spring and fall 
to drive their cattle across monument 
lands, between their respective ranches 
and the summer ranges, would be per- 
mitted to do so as a matter of settled 
administrative policy. 

I recognize the seriousness of the tax 
problem that might be produced in Teton 


| County, Wyo., were those lands within 
In issuing the proclamation creating 


the monument boundaries which have 
been acquired by private interests, for 
ultimate incorporation in the monu- 
ment, to be removed from the tax rolls 
at a time when fully equivalent revenues 
have not as yet accrued to the county 
through the development of the tourist 
attractions of the region. I would be 
sympathetic to the enactment of legis- 
latior whereby revenues derived by the 
Federal Government from the national 
park and monument system could be 
used to offset, on an equitable basis, any 
loss of taxes due to the Federal acquisi- 
tion, by donation or purchase, of private 
lands within the monument. I would 
also be sympathetic to the enactment of 
legislation that would incorporate into 
law the administrative policies with re- 
spect to the private utilization of Fed- 
eral lands within the monument to which 
I have already referred. Among other 
things, such legislation might provide as- 
surance for private landholders within 
the monument who now have grazing 
privileges on Federal lands that these 
privileges will be continued to them, and 
to their heirs and assigns, so long as the 
lands to which these privileges are ap- 
purtenant remain in private ownership. 

In the establishment of the Jackson 
Hole National Monument consideration 
was given to the interests of the people of 
the United States as a whole in order 
that the area might be preserved and 
made available to our citizens for the 
realization of its highest values, includ- 
ing its scenery, its scientific interest, its 
wildlife, and its history. I believe that 
whatever reasonable objections may exist 
to the continuance of the monument can 
be overcome without depriving this area 
of the protection to which it is justly en- 
titled under the Antiquities Act of June 
8, 1906, and under the other laws relating 
to national monuments. Therefore, it 
would seem to me that the proper remedy 
in this situation is not the undoing of 
what has been done, but the making of 
suci acjustments as may be appropri- 
ate to meet the local conditions. 

For these reasons I feel that it is my 
duty to withhold approval from H. R. 
2241. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE House, December 29, 1944. 


